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ADVERTISEMENT

TO THE SECOA"!) EDITIOJV.

THE author had no thoughts of reprinting the present publication,

till he was repeatedly requested to do so from very respectable quarters.

The corrections and additions, which form a considerable part of thi^

edition, are such as, after a lapse of fifteen years, the writer thought

it proper to make- It would be inexcusable for him to have lived all

this time, without gaining any additional light by what he has seen and

heard upon the subject ; and still more so, to publish a second edition,

without doing all in his power towards imjjroving it. The omissions^

however, which also are considerable, are not always owing to a disap-

probation of the sentiment ; but to other things presenting themselves,

which appeared to be more immediately in point.

1801,
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PREFACE

TO THE FIRST EDITION.

VV HEN the following pages were written, (1781,) the au-

thor had no intention of publishing them. He had formerly en»

tertained different sentiments. For some few years, howevefj

he had begun to doubt whether all his principles on these

subjects were scriptural. These doubts arose chiefly from

thinking on some passages of scripture ; particularly, the lat*

ter part of the second Psalm, where kings who set themselves

against the Lord, and against his Anointed, are positively

commanded to kiss the Son : also, the preaching of John the

Baptist, Christ, and his apostles; who, he found, did not

hesitate to address unconverted sinners ; and that, in the most

pointed manner : saying, Re/ient, for the kingdom of heaven

is at hand.—Refient, and be converted, that your sins may

be blotted out. And it appeared, to him, there must be a

most unwarrantable force put upon these passages, to make

them mean any other repentance and faith than such as arc

connected with salvation.

Reading the lives and labours of such men as Elliot, Brain*

erd, and several others, who preached Christ with so much

success to the American Indians, had an effect upon him.

Their work, like that oF the apostles, seemed to be plain be-

fore them. They appeared, to him, in their addresses io

those poor, benighted heathens, to have none of those difH-

culties with which he felt himself encumbered. These things

led him to the throne of grace, to implore instruction and

VOL. I. B



10 PREFACE.

resolution. He saw that he wanted both ; the one lo know

the numJ of Christ, and the other to avow it.

He was, for some time, however, deterred from disclosing

his doubts. Durincj nearly four years, they occupied his mind;

and liOt without increasing. Being once in coinpany with a

nunistcr whom he greatly respected, it was thrown out, as u

matter of inquiry, Whether we had generally entertained

just notions concernirig unbelief. It was common to speak of

unbelief as a calling in question the truth of our own person-

al religion ; whereas he remarked, " It was the calling in

question the truth of what God had said.'* This remark ap-

peared to carry in it its own evidence.

From this time, his tiioughts upon the subject began to en-

large. He preached upon it more than once. From nence,

he was led to think on its opposite, faith, and to consider it

as a fiemuasioii of the truth of rohat God has said ; and, of

course, to suspect his former views concerning its not being

the duty of unconverted sinners.

He was aware, that the generality of Christians with whom
he was acquainted, viewed the belief of the gospel as some-

tliing presupposed in faith, rather tlian as being of the essence

of it ; and considered the contrary as the opinion of Mr.

Sandeman, which they were agreed in rejecting, as favour-

able to a dead, or inoperative kind of faith. He thought, how-

ever, that what they meant by a belief of the gospel was no-

thing more than a general assent to the doctrines of revelation,

unaccompanied with love to them, or a dependance on the

Lord Jesus Christ for salvation. He had no doubt but that

such a notion of the subject ought to be rejected : and, if

this be the notion of Mr. Sandeman, (which, by the way, he

does not know, having never read any of his works,) he has

no scruple in saying, it is fur from any thing which he intends

to advance.*

• Siiice the first edition of lliii Piece made its appearance, the author

has sein iMr. SundeiTiun's wriling-s, uivl tLose of Mr. A M'Lcan, who, on

this subject, seems to agree with Mi Sandeman. Justice requires him

to sa\ , that these writers do not appear lo {)Uad for a kind of failh wliich

io not follo-wcd with love, or hy a dependance on Christ alone for salva-

tion ; but their idea of faith itself goes to exclude every thing cordirJ

from it. Though he accords with tUcm, in considering the belief of
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It appeared to him, that we had taken unconverted sinners

too much upon their word, when they toid us that tiiey be-

lieved the gospel. He did not doubt but that they might be-

lieve many things concerning Jesus Christ and his salvation

;

but, bring blind to the glory of God, as it is displayed in the

face of Jesus Christ, their belief of the gospel must be very

superficial, extending only to a few facts, without any sense

of their real, intrinsic excellency ; which, strictly speakiiig,

is not faith. Those who see no form nor comeliness in the

Messiah, nor beauty, that they should desire him, are de-

scribed as not believing the rtfiort concerning him.*

He had also read and considered, as well as he was able,

President Edwards's Inquiry into the Freedom of the JVill,

with some other peiformances on the difference between natu-

ral and moral inability. He found much satisfaction in this

distinction ; as it appeared, to him, to carry with it its own

evidence—to be clearly and fully contained in the scriptures

—and calculated to disburden the Calvinistic system of a num-

ber of calumnies with which its enemies have loaded it, as

"well as to afford clear and honourable conceptions of the di-

vine government. If it were not the duty of unconverted sin-

ners to believe in Christ, and that, because of their inability;

he supposed this inability must be natural, or something wiiich

did not arise from an evil disposition : but, tlie more he ex-

amined the scriptures, the more he was convinced, ti^at all

the inability ascribed to man, with respect to believing, ari.es

from the aversion of his heart. They roiil not come to

Christ, that they may have life ; ivill not hearken to the voice

of the charmer, charm he never so wisely ; w II not seek af-

ter God ; and desire not the knowledge of his ways.

He wishes to avoid the spirit into which we are ant to be

betrayed, when engaged in controversy,—that of magnifying

the importance of the subject beyond its proper b<;unds: yet

he seriously thinks, the subject treated of in the following

pages is of no small importance. To him, it appears to be

the gospel as saving faith; yet there Is an important difilrence In the

ideas wh-ch they attach to heUevivg. This difference, w.ih some other

things, is examined, in an Appendix, at the end of this edition.

* Isaiah liii. 1, ?.
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the same controversy, for substance, as that \vhich, in all ages,

has subsisted between God and an apostate world. God has

ever maintained these two principles : All that is evil is of

the creature ; end to him belongs the blame of it : and, All

(hat is good is of himself ; and to him belongs the /iraise of

it. To acquiesce in both these positions, is too much for the

camal heart. The advocates for free-will would seem to yield

the former; acknowledging themselves blameworthy for the

cvif: but they cannot admit the latter. Whatever honour

they may allow to the general grace of God, they are for as-

cribing the preponderance in favour of virtue and eternal life,

to their own good improvement of it. Others, who profess

to be advocates for free grace, appear to be willing that God

should have all the honour of their salvation, in case they

should be saved ; but they discover the strongest aversion to

take to themselves the blame of their destruction, in case they

should be lost. To yield both these points to God, is to fall

"under in the grand controversy with him, and to acquiesce in

Jiis revealed will ; which acquiescence includes rcfientance

towards Godj a7idfaith towards our J^ord Jesus Christ. In-

deed, it were not very difficult to prove, that each, in rejecting

one of these truths, does not, in reality, embrace the other.

The Arminian, though he professes to take the blame of the

evil upon himself, yet feels no guilt for being a sinner, any

farther than he imagines he could, by the help of divine grace,

given to him and all mankind, have avoided it. If he admit

the native depravity of his heart, it is his misfortune, not his

fault : his fault lies^, not in being in a state of alienation and

aversion from God, but in not making the best use of the grace

of God to get out of it. And the Antinomian, though he as-

cribes salvation to free grace, yet feels no obligation for the

pardon of his impenitence, his unbelief, or his constant aver-

sion to God, during his supposed unregcncracy. Thus, as in

many other cases, opposite extremes are known to meet.

Where no grace is given, they arc united in supposing that

no duty can be required; which, if true, grace is no more

grace.

The following particulars are premised, for the sake of a

clear understanding of tlie subject:

—
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First : There is no dispute about the doctrine of election,

or any of the discriminating doctrines of grace. They arc

allowed on both sides ; and it is granted, that none ever did,

or will, believe in Christ, but those who are chosen of God
from eternity. The question does not turn upon ^vhat are the

causes of salvation, but rather, upon what are the causes of

damnation. " No man," as Mr. Charnock happily expresses

it, " is an unbeliever, but because he will be so ; and every

man is not an unbeliever, because the grace of God conquers

some, changeth their wills, and bends them to Christ."*

Secondly : Neither is there any dispute concerning who

ought to be encouraged to consider themselves as entitled to

the blessings of the gospel. Though sinners be freely invited

to the participation of spiritual blessings
;
yet they have no

interest in them, according to God's revealed will, while they

continue in unbelief: nor is it any part of the design of these

pages, to persuade them to believe that they have. On the

contrary, the writer is fully convinced, that, whatever be the

secret purpose of God concerning them, they are at present

under the curse ?

Thirdly : The question is not, whether men arc bound to

do any thing more than the law requires ; but, whether tlie

law, as the invariable standard of right and wrong, does not

require every man cordially to embrace whatever God i;e-

veals : in other words, whether love to God with all the heart,

soul, mind, and strength, does not include a cordial reception

of whatever plan he shall, at any period of time, disclose ?

Fourthly : The question is not, whether men are required

to believe any more than is reported in the gospel, or any

thing that is not true ; but, whether that v/hich is reported

ought not to be believed with all the heart; and whether this

be not saving faith ?

Fifthly : It is np part of the controversy, whether uncon-

verted sinners be able to turn to God, and to embrace the

gospel : but what kind of inability they lie under with respect

to these exercises ? Whether it consists in tlie want of natu-

ral powers and advantages, or merely in the want o.f a heart

to make a right use of them ? If the former, obligation, it is

• J)iscourseSf Vol. H- P- 4>7o.
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granted, would be sel aside ; but, if the latter, it remains ii)

lull lorcc. They that are in the flesh cannot please God :

but it docs not follow, that they are not obliged to do so ; and

this their obligation requires to be clearly insisted on, that they

may be convinced of their sin, and so induced to embrace the

gospel remedy.

Sixthly : Tlie question is not, whether faith be required of

sinners as a virtue, which, if complied with, shall be the

ground of their acceptance with God ; or that on account of

which they may be justified in hisi sight : but, whetlicr it be

not required us the appointed meanoi salvation. The righte-

ousness of Jesus believed in, is the only ground of justifica-

tion ; but faith in him is necessary to our being interested in

it. We remember the fatal example of the Jews, which the

apostle Paul holds up to our view. The Gentiles^ saith he,

ivho folloived not after righteousness^ ha-vc attained to righte-

ousness ; even the righteousness ivhich is offaith : but Israel,

nvho folloived after the laiv of righteousness, hath not attain-

ed to the lavj qf righteousness : avhkrefoue ? because thet

SOUGHT IT NOT BY FAITH, but, as it ivere, by the works of the

laiv ; for they stumbled at that stumbling-stone * Though
we had not been elsewhere told, that in doing this they were

disobedient ;^ yet our judgements must be strangely warjicd

l)y system, if we did not conclude it to !)e their sin, and that

by which they fell and perished. And we dare not but charge

our hearers, whether they will hear, or whether they will

forbear, to beware of stumbling upon the same stone, and of

falling after the same example of unbelief.

Finally : The question is not, whether unconverted sinners

be the subjects of exhortation ; but, whetlier they ought to be

exhorted to perform si)iritual duties ? It is beyond all dispute,

that tiic scriptures do exhort them to many things. If, there-

fore, there be any professors of Christianity who (|uestion

the propriety of this, and who would have nothing said to

them, except that, " if they be elected they will be called,"

tliey are not to be reasoned with, but rebuked, as setting them-

selves in direct opposition to the word of God. The greater

part of those who may difTer from the author on these sub-

* Rom. Jx. 30—3?. \ 1 Peter il. P.
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jects, it is presumed, will admit the propriety of sinners beinij

exhorted to duty ; only this duty must, as they suppose, be

confined to merely natural exercises, or such as may be com-

plied with by a carnal heart, destitute of the love of God. It

is one design of the following pages to show, that God re-

quires the heart, the whole heart, and nothing but the heart

;

that all the precepts of the Bible are only the different modes

in which we are required to express our love to him; that,

instead of its being true, that sinners are obliged to perform

duties which have no spirituality in them, there are no such

duties to be performed ; and that, so far from their being ex^

horted to every thing, excepting what is spiritually good, they

are exhorted to nothing else. The scriptures undoubtedly

require them to read, to hear, to repent, and to pray, that theii'

sins may be forgiven them. It is not, ho'.vever, in the exerciss

of a carnal, but of a spiritual state of mind, that these duties

are performed.
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THE GOSPEL OF CHRIST WORTH!

OF ALL ACCEPTATIOK

PART I.

WHEREIN THE SUBJECT IS SHOWN TO BE IMPORTANT,

STATED, AND EXPLAINED.

CjOD having blessed mankind with the glorious gospel of his

Son, hath spoken much in his word, as it might be supposed

he would, of the treatment wiiich it should receive from those

to whom it was addressed. A cordial reception of it is call-

ed, in scripture, receiving Christy alloiving him^ believing in

him^ i^c. and the contrary, refusing, disallowing, and reject-

ing him ; and those who thus reject him, are, in so doing,

said to judge themselves unworthy of everlasting life* These

are thhigs on which the New Testament largely insists : great

stress is there laid on the reception which the truth shall

meet with. The same lips which commissioned the apostles

to go and preach the gosfiel to every creature, added. He that

BELIEVETH AND IS BAPTIZED, SHALL BE SAVED ; BUT HE THAT

BELIEVETH NOT, SHALL BE DAMNED. To as mOJiy ttS RECEIV-

ED HIM, to them gave he power to become the sons of God

;

but to them who received him not, but refused him, and re-

jected his way of salvation, he became a stumbling-stone, and

a rock of offence, that they might stumble, and fall, and per-

ish. Thus the gospel, according to the different reception it

• John i. 12. iii. 16. Psa. cxviii. 22. Matt. xxi. 42. 1 Peter ii. 7.

Acts xiii. 46.

VOL. I. C
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meets witli, becomes a aavour of life unto Ife, or of death

unto death *

The controversies which have arisen concerning faith in

Jesus Christ, are not so much an object of surprise, as the

conduct of those, who, professing to be Christians, affect to

decry the subject as a matter of little or no importance.

There is not any principle or exercise of the human mind, of

which the New Testament speaks so frequently, and on which

so great a stress is laid. And, with regard to the inquiry,

whether faith be required of all men who hear, or have op-

portunity to hear the word, it cannot be uninteresting. If it

be not, to inculcate it would be unwarrantable and cruel to our

fellow-sinners, as it subjects them to an additional charge of

abundance of guilt : but, if it be, to explain it away is to un-

dsrmine the divine prerogative, and, as far as it goes, to sub-

vert the very intent of the promulgation of the gospel, which

is, that men should believe that Jesus is the Christy the Son

of God) a7idf believing^ have life through his name,\ This

is doubtless a very serious thing, and ought to be seriously

considered. Though some good men may be implicated in

this matter, it becomes them to remember, that whosoever

breaketh one of the least of Christ's commandments^ and

teacheth men sOy shall be called the least in the kingdom of

heavcji. If believing be a commandment, it cannot be one

of the least : the important relations which it sustains, as well

as the dignity of its object, must prevent this : the knowledge

of sin, repentance for it, and gratitude for pardoning mercy,

all depend upon our admitting it. And, if it be a great com-

mandment, the breach of it must be a great sin ; and whoso-

ever teaches men otherwise, is a partaker of their guilt ; and,

if they perish, will be found to have been accessary to their

eternal ruin. Let it be considered, whether the apostle to the

Hebrews did not proceed upon such principles, when he ex-

claimed. How shall we escape ^ if we neglect so great salva-

tion? And the Lord Jesus himself, when he declared, He
THAT BELIEVETII NOT SHALL BE DAMNED !

In order to determine, whether faith in Christ be the duty

• Mark xvi. 16. I peter ii. 8. 'Z Cor. ij. 16.>

t John XX. rA.
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of all men who have opportunity to hear the gospel, it will

be necessary to determine what it is, or wherein it consists.

Some have maintained, that it consists in a persuasion of our
interest in Christ, and in all the benefits and blessings of hi*

mediation. The author of The Further Inquiry, Mr. L.

Wayman, of Kimbolton, who wrote about sixty years ago
upon the subject, questions, " Whether there be any act of

special faith, which hath not the nature of appropriation in

it;" (p. 13.) and by appropriation he appeare to mean, a per-

suasion of our interest in spiritual blessings. This is the

ground upon which he rests the main body of his argument

:

to overturn it, therefore, will be, in effect, to answer his book.

Some, who would not be thought to maintain that a persuasion

of interest in Christ, is essential to faith, for the sake of many
Christians whom they cannot but observe, upon this principle,

to be, generally speaking, unbelievers, yet maintain what fully

implies it. Though they will allow, for the comfort of such

Christians, that assurance is not of the essence of faith, un-

derstanding by assurance, an assured persuasion of our salva-

tion ; but, that a reliance on Christ is sufficient
; yet, in al-

most all other things, they speak as if they did not believe

what, at those times, they say. It is common for such per-

sons to call those fears which occupy the minds of Christians,

lest they should miss of salvation at last, by the name of un-

belief; and to reprove them for being guilty of this God-dis-

honouring sin, exhorting them to be strong in faith, like

Abraham, giving glory to God ; when all that is meant is, that

they should, without doubting, believe th,e goodness of their

state. If this be saving faith, it must inevitably follow, that

it is not the duty of unconverted sinners ; for they are not

interested in Christ, and it cannot possibly be their duty to be-

lieve a lie. But, if it can be proved, that the proper object

of saving faith is, not our being interested in Christ, but the

glorious gospel of the ever-blessed God
;
(which is true,

whether we believe it, or not ;) a contrary inference must be

drawn : for it is admitted, on all hands, th^t it is the duty of

every man to believe what God reveals.

I have no objection to allowing that true faith " hath in it.

the nature of appropriation ;" if by this term be meant an

application of the truths believed to our own particular cases.
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« When the scriptures teach," sav. a pungent writer, *' ive

arc to receive instruction, tor the enlightening of our own

mir.ds; when they admonish, we are to take warninp; ; when

thev reprove, ive are t(> be checked; when they conrfort, we

are to be cheered and encouraged ; and when they recom-

Tneiid any grace, nve are to desire and embrace it; when they

command any duty, we are to hold ourselves enjoined to doit;

when they pi omise, lue are to hope ; when they threaten, lue

are i-. be terrified, as if the judgment were denounced against

us ; and when they forbid any sin, we are to think they forbid

it unto us By wliicn application we shall make all the rich

treasures contained in the scriptures wholly our own, and in

such a powerful and peculiar manner enjoy the fruit and ben-

efit of them, as if they had been wholly written for w.9, and

none other else besides us."*

By saving faith, we undoubtedly embrace Christ for our-

selves^ in the same sense as Jacob embraced Jehovah as hit

God; (Gen. xxviii. 21.) that is, to a rejecting of every idol

that stands in competition with him. Christ is all-sufficient,

and suited to save ws, as well as others; and it is for the

forgiveness of our sins, that we put our trust in him. But

this is very different from a persuasion of our being in a

state of salvation.

My objections to this notion of faith are as follows :

—

First ; Nothing can be an object of faith, except what God

has revealed in his word : but the interest that any individual

has in Christ and the blessings of the gospel, n»ore than arw

other, is not revealed. God has no where declared, concern-

ing any one of us, as individuals, that we shall be saved : all

that he has revealed on this subject respects us as characters.

He has abundantly promised, that all who believe in him^ love

him^ and obey hifu^ shall be saved; and a persuasion, that, if

ive sustain these characters^ we shall be saved, is, doubtless,

an exercise of faith : but whether we do, or not, is an object,

not of faith, but of consciousness. Hereby we do know that

ive know him, if we keep, his commandments. Whoso keefieth

his word^ in him verily is the love of God fierfected : herebij

know we that we are in him.—My little children, let us not

love in tuord and in tongue, but in deed and in truth : hereby

* Pownamc*s Guide to Godliness, p. 647.
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ive know that we are of the truths and shall assure our hearts

before him*. If any one imagine that God has revealed to him

his interest in his love; and this, in a special, immediate, and

extraordinary manner, and not by exciting in him the holy ex-

ercises of grace, and thereby begetting a consciousness of his

being a subject of grace, let him beware, lest he deceive his

soul. The Jews were not wanting in what some would call

the faith of assurance: We have one Father, said they, eveji

God: but Jesus answered, If God were your Father, ye would

love me.

Secondly : The scriptures always represent faith as termi-

nating on something without us; namely, on Christ, and the

truths concerning him: but, if it consist in a persuasion of

our being in a state of salvation, it must terminate, princi-

pally, on something within us; namely, the work of grace in

our hearts: for to believe myself interested in Christ, is the

same thing as to believe myself a subject of special grace.

And hence, as was said, it is common for many who entertain

this notion of faith, to consider its opposite, unbelief, as a

doubting whether we have been really converted. But, as it is

the truth and excellence of the things to be interested in, and

not his interest in them, that the sinner is apt to disbe-

lieve ; so it is these, and not that, on which the faith of the

believer primarily terminates. Perhaps, what relates to per-

sonal interest may, in general, more properly be called hope,

than faith ; and its opposite, fear, than unbelief.

Thirdly : To believe ourselves in a state of salvation, (how-

ever desirable, when grounded on evidence,) is far inferior, in

its object, to saving faith. The grand object on which faith

fixes, is the glory of Christ ; and not the happy condition we

are in, as interested in him. The latter, doubtless, affords

great consolation; and the more we discover of his excellence,

the more ardently shall we desire an interest in him, and be

the more disconsolate, while it continues a matter of doubt.

But, if we be concerned only for our own security, our faith is

vain, and we are yet in our sins. As that repentance which

fixes merely on the consequences of sin, as subjectin?^ us to

misery, is selfish and spurious ; so that faith which fixLc'iuere-

ly on the consequences of Christ's mediation, as raising us to

* 1 John Ji. 3. 5. in. 18, 19.
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Jiappincss, is equally selfish and spurious. It is the peculiar

propeity of true faith, to endear Christ: Unto you that be-

liei'r, HE is firccious. And, where this is the case, if there be

no impediments, arising from constitutional dejection, or other

accidental causes, we shall not be in doubt about an interest

in him. Consolation will accompany the faith of the gospel:

Bt'infT juatijicd by faith,, lue have peace with God, throug-h our

Lord Jesus Christ.

Fourthly : All those exercises of faith which our Lord so

highly commends in the New Testament, as that of the cen-

turion, the woman of Canaan, and others, are represented as

terminating on his all-sufficiency to heal them; andnotascon-

sisting in a persuasion that they were interested in the divine

favour, and, therefore, should succeed. S/ieak the word only,

says the one, and 7ny servant shall be healed : for I am a 7nan

in authority, having soldiers under me ; and I say to this

man, go. and he goetk : and to another, come, and he cometh:

and to my servant, do this, and he doeth it. Such was the

persuasion which the other eniertained of his all-sufficiency to

help her, that she judged it enough, if she might but partake

of the crumbs of his table—the scatterings, as it were, of mer-

cy Similar to this is the following language:

—

If I may

hut touch the hem of his garment, I shall be made ivhole.~—

Believe ye that I am ablk to do this? They said unto him,

yea. Lord.—Lord^ if thou wilt, thou canst make me clean.—

^

Jf thou CANST do any thing, have compassion on us, and hel/t

us : Jrsus said, if thou canst believe, all things are fiossible

to him that believeth. I allow that the case of these people,

and that of a sinner applying for forgiveness, are not exactly

the same. Christ had no where promised to heal all who

came for healing: but he has graciously bound himself not to

cast out any who come to him for mercy. On this account,

there is a greater ground for faith in the willingness of Christ

to save, than there was in his willingness to heal : and there

was less unbelief in the saying of the leper, if tiiou avilt,

thou canst make me clean, than there would be in similar lan-

guage from one who, convinced of his own utter insufficiency,

applied to him for salvation. But a persuasion of Christ be-

ing both able and willing to save all them that come unto God

by him, and, consequently, to save us, if we so apply, is very
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different from a persuasion that we are the children of God,

and interested in the blessings of the gospel.

Mr. Anderson, an American writer, has lately published a

pamphlet on the Scrifiture-doctrine of the Afiprofiriation n.vhick

is in the JVature of saving Faith. The scheme which he at-

tempts to defend, is that of Hervey, Marshall, Sec. or that

which, in Scotland, is known by the name of the Marrow doc-

trine.* These divines write much about the gospel containing

a gft^ or grant of Christ and spiritual blessings to sinners of

mankind ; and that it is the office of faith so to receive the

gift, as to claim it as our own; and thus they seem to have

supposed that it becomes our own. But the gospel contains

no gift^ or grant,, to mankind in general, beyond that of an

offer, or free invitation; and thus, indeed, Mr. Boston, in his

notes on the Marronv of Modern Divinity^ seems to explain it.

It warrants every sinner to believe in Christ for salvation ;

but no one to conclude himself interested in salvation, till he

has believed : consequently, such a conclusion, even where

it is well founded, cannot be faith, but that which follows it.

Mr. Anderson is careful to distinguish the appropriation for

which he contends, from " the knowledge of our being be-

lievers, or already in a state of grace.'* (p. 61.) He also

acknowledges, that the ground of saving faith " is something

that may be known before, and in order to the act of faith ;'*

that it is " among the things that ar^ revealed, and which be*

long to us and to our children." (p. 60.) Yet he makes it of

the essence of faith, to believe <' that Christ is ours.''' (p. 56.)

It must be true^ then, that Christ is ours, antecedently to our

believing it, and whether we believe it or not. This, it seems,

Mr. Anderson will admit : for he holds that " God hath made

a gift OY grant y of Christ and spiritual blessings, to sinners of

mankind ;" and which denominates him ours " before we be-

lieve it." Yet he does not admit the final salvation of all to

whom Christ is thus supposed to be given. To what, there-

fore, does the gift amount, more than to a free invitation, com

cerning which his opponents have no dispute with him ? A
free invitation, though it affords a warrant to apply for mercy?

* Alluding to a work published some years stun;, imder the tltl(^ .of

The MarroTV of Modern Divinity.
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and that with an assurance of success; yet gives no interest

in its blessiuj^s, but on the supposition of its beinf^ accepted.

Neither does the gift, for which Mr. A. contends: nothing is

conveyed by it, that ensures any man's salvation. All the au-

thor says, therefore, against what he calls conditionft of salva-

tion, is no Jess applicable to his own scheme, than to that of

his opponents. His scheme is as really conditional as theirs.

The condition which it prescribes for our becoming interested

in the blessings of eternal life, so interested, however, as to

possess them, is to believe them to be our own; and without

this, he supposes, we shall never enjoy them.

He contends, indeed, that the belief of the promises cannot

be called a condition of our right to claim an interest in them;

because, if such belief be claiming an mterest in them, it

would be making a thing the condition of itself, (pp. 50, 51.)

But to this it is replied : First, Although Mr. A. considers

saving faith as iiicludiJig appropriation, yet this is only one idea

which he ascribes to it. He explains it as consisting of three

things: 2i fiersuasion of divine truth, wrought in the heart by

the Holy Spirit ; a sure persuasion ; and an afiprofiriating

persuasion of Christ's being ours. (pp. 54—56.) Now, though

it were allowed that the last branch of this definition is the

same thing as claiming an interest in the promises, and, there-

fore, cannot be reckoned the condition of it ; yet this is more

than can be said of the former two, which are no less esaential

to saving faith, than the other Secondly, The sense in which

the promise is taken^ by what is called appropriating faith, is

not the same as that in which it is given in the promise itself.

As given in the word, the promise is general, applying equal-

ly to one sinner, as to another; but, as taken, it is considered

as particular, and as ensuring salvation. Thirdly, If an inte-

rest in the righteousness of Chrisi were the immediate object

of saving faith, how could it be said, that unto us it shall be

im/iutcdy if we believe 07i him that raised ufi Jesus from the

dead ? If Christ's righteousness be ours, it must be so as im-

puted to us : but this would be making the apostle say, if we

believe Christ's righteousness to be imputed to us, it shall be

imputed to us.

I have no partiality for calling faith, or any thing done by

us, the condition of salvation; and, if by the term were meant



Part t.'] OV ALL ACCEPTATION. ^j-

a deed to be performed, of which the promised ?jood is the

reward, it would be inadmissible. If I had used the term, it

would have been merely to express the necessary connexion

of things, or, that faith is that without which there is no salva-

tion ; and, in this sense, it is no less a condition in Mr. A.'s

scheme, than in that which he opposes. He thinks, however,

that the promises of God are, by his statement of things, dis-

encumbered of conditions : yet, how he can prove that God
has absolutely given Christ and spiritual blessings to multi-

tudes who will never possess them, I am at a loss to conceive.

I should have supposed, that whatever God has absolutely-

promised would take effect. He says, indeed, that " the Lord

may give an absolute promise to those who, in the event,

never come to the actual enjoyment of the promised blessing,

as in the case of the Israelites being brought to the good land;

(Exod. iii. 17.) though the bulk of them that left Egypt per-

ished in the wilderness through unbelief* (p. 43.) It is true,

God absolutely promised to plant them, « as a nation, in the

good land, and this he performed ; but he did not absolutely

promise that every individual who left Egypt should be amongst

them. So far as it respected individuals, (unless it were in

reference to Caleb and Joshua,) the promise was not absolute.

Upon the mere ground of Christ being exhibited in the

gospel, " I am persuaded," says Mr. A. " that he is my Sa-

Tiour ; nor can I, without casting reproach upon the wisdom,

faithfulness, and mercy of God, in setting him forth, entertain

any doubts about my justification and salvation through his

name." (p. 65.) Has God promised justification and salva-

tion, then, to every one to whom Christ is exhibited ? If he

has, it doubtless belongs to faith to give him credit : but, in

this case, we ought also to maintain, that the promise will be

performed, whatever be the state of our minds ; for, though

we believe not, he abideth faithful. On the other hand, if the

blessing of justification, though freely offered to all, be only-

promised to believers, it is not faith, but presumption, to be

persuaded of my justification, any otherwise than as being;

conscious of my believing in Jesus for it.

Mr. A. illustrates his doctrine by a similitude. " Suppose

that a great and generous prince had made a grant, to a cer-

tain class of persons therein described, of large estates, in*

VOL. f, I)



26 THE GOSPEL woiiTHv \_Part t,

eluding all tilings suitable to their condition ; and had pub-

licly declared, t)iat whosoever of the persons so described

would believe such an estate, in virtue of the grant now men-

tioned, to be his own, should not be disappointed, but should

immediately enter upon the granted estate, according to the

order specified in the grant. Suppose, too, that the royal do-

nor had given the grant in writing, and had added his seal,

and his oath, and his gracious invitation, and his most earnest

entreaty, and his authoritative command, to induce the persons

described in the grant to accept of it. It is evident, that any

one of these persons, having had access to read or hear the

grant, must either be verily persuaded tliat tlie granted estate

is his own, or be chargeable with an attempt to bring dishon-

our upon the goodness, the veracity, the power, and authority

of the donor ; on account of which attempt, he is liable, not

only to be debarred for ever from the granted estate, but to

sufler a most exemplary and tremendous punishment." p. 66.

I suppose the object of this similitude is expressed in the

sentence, " It is evident, that any one of these persons, hav-

ing had access to read or hear the grant, must either be veri-

ly persuaded that the granted estate is //is oivn; or be charge-

able with dishonouring the donor." In what sense, then, 75

it his owji ? He is freely invited to partake of it : that is all.

It is not 80 his own, but that he may ultimately be debarred

from possessing it ; but, in whatever sense it is his own, that

is the only sense in which he is warranted to believe it to be so.

If the condition of his actually possessing it, be his believing

that he shr.ll actually possess it, he must believe what was not

revealed at the time, except conditionally, and what would

not have been true, but for his believing it.

The above similitude may serve to illustrate Mr. A.*s

scheme ; but I know of nothing like it, cither in the concerns

of men, or the oracles of God. 1 will venture to say, there

never was a gift, or grant, made upon any such terms ; and the

man that should make it, would expose himself to ridicule.

The scriptures furnish us with an illustration of another kind.

The gospel is vi feast, freely firovided; and sinners of man-

kind are freely invited to partake of it. There is no men-

tion of any gft, or grant, distinct from this ; but this itself is

a ground sufiicient. It affords a complete warrant for any sin-
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ner, not, indeed, to believe the provisions to be his ow?/,

whether he accept the invitation, or not ; but that, relinquish-

ing every thing that stands in competition with them, and re-

ceiving them as a free g-ifi, they shall be his own. If ive con-

fess our sins, he is faithful and Just to forgive us our sins.—
To us it shall be imfnited, if vje believe on him that raised iiji

Jesus our Lord from the dead. Those who were persuaded

to embrace the invitation, are not described as coming to make

a claim of it as their property ; but as gratefully accepting it:

and those who refused, are not represented as doubting whether

the feast was provided for them ; but as makiyi^ light of it^

and preferring their farms and merchandise before it.

In short, if this writer can prove it to be true^ that justifica-

tion and eternal life are absolutely given, granted, and promis-

ed, to all who hear the gospel, there can be no dispute, wheth-

er saving faith includes the belief of it with respect to our-

selves, nor whether it be a duty : but, if the thing be false, it

can be no part of the faith of the gospel, nor of the duty of

a sinner to give credit to it.

But to return. That the belief of the truth which God

hath revealed in the scriptures concerning Christ, is saving

faith, is evident from the following passages:

—

Go preach the

gospel to every creature : he that believeth and is baptized^

shall be saved. Believing, here, manifestly refers to the gos-

Jiel to be preached, and the rejection of which would subject

the unbeliever to certain damnation.— These things are nvrit-

ten, that ye might believe that Jesus is the Christ, the Son of

God, and that, believing, ye might have tf^ through his name.

Believing unto life, is here described as a persuasion of Jesus

being the Christ, tlie Son of God : and that on the ground of

what was written in the scriptures.— Those by the ".i-ay-sidey

are they that hear : then cometh the devlly and taketh away

the tvord oitt of their hearts, lest they should believe, and be

saved. This language plainly denotes, that a real belief of

the word is connected with salvation. Peter confessed, 77iou

art Christ, the Son of the living God. Jesus answered. Bless-

ed art thou, Simon Bar-jona : for flesh and blood hath not re-

vealed it unto thee, but my Father who is in heaven. Here it

is plainly intimated, that a belief of Jesus being the Christ,

the Son of the living God, is saving faith ; and that no m^n



can be strictly said to do this, unless he be the subject of u

spiritual illununation from above. To the same purpose, ar^

those express declarations of Paul and John : 1/ thou aliult

confess with thy mouth the Lord Jcsua^ and believe in thine

heart that God hath raised him from the dead^ thou shall be

saved.— IVlioso believeth that Jesus is the Christ, is born of

God.— Who is he that ovcrcomcth the world, but he that be-

lieveth that Jesus is the Son of God ?— Whosoever shall con-

fess that Jesus is the S^n of God, God dwelUth in him, and

he in God.—He that hath received his testimony, hath set to

his seal that God is true.—JVo man can say that Jesus is the

Lord, but by the Uo'.y ^/i/nV.—A^ain : While ye have th<^.

light, believe in the light, that ye may be the children of light.

The light they then had was that of the gospel ; and had tliey

believed it, they would have been the children of light, or

true Christians. Ye s?nt unto John, and he bare witness un"

to the truth.— These things J say, that ye might be saved.

Our Lord could not n)ean less, by this language, than that,

if they believed those tilings which John tcsiified, and wiiich

he himself confirmed, they would be saved ; winch is the same

thing as declaring it to be saving faith. Christ shall come to

be glorified in his saints., and to be admired in all them that

Believe, (because our testunony among you was believed,) in

that day. The words in a parenthesis are evidently intended

to give the reason of the phrase, them that believe, and inti-

imate, that it was the belief of the gospel testimony that de-

nomin?.ted them believers. God hath chosen us to salvation^

through snnC' ifcation of the S/iirit and belief of the truth.,

It cannot be doubted, that, by the belief of the truth, is here

meant, faith in Christ ; and its being connected with sancti-

fication of the Spirit and eternal salvation, proves it to be

saving.*

If the foregoing passages be admitted to prove the point,

(and if they do not, we may despair of learning any thiiig from

the scriptures,) the duty of unconverted sinners to believe in

Christ, cannot fairly be called in question : for, as before said,

•Markxvi. 16. .Tohn xx 31. Luke viii. 12. Matt. xvl. 17. Rom.

X. 9. 1 John vi. 5. iv. 15. John iii. 33. 1 Cor. xii. 3. John xii. 3fe.

V. Z3, 34. 2 Thcs. i. 10. ii. 13.
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it is admitted on all hands, that it is the duty of every man to

believe what God reveals.

But, to this statement, it is objected, that Christianity hav-

ing at that time great opposition made to it, and its professors

being consequently exposed to great persecution and reproach,

the belief and acknowledgment of the gospel was more a test

of sincerity than it now is : men are now taught the principles

of the Christian religion from their youth, and believe them,

and are not ashamed to acknowledge them ; while yet they

give no evidence of their being born of God, but of the con-

trary. There is some force in this objection, so far as it re-

spects a confession of Christ's name ; but I do not perceive

that it affects the belief of the gospel. It was no more dif-

ficult to believe the truth at that time, than at this; though

it might be much more so to avow it. With respect to that

traditional assent which is given to Christianity in some na<»

tions, it is of the same nature as that which is given to Ma-
hometanism and Paganism in others. It is no more than that

of the Jewish nation, in the time of our Lord, towards the

Mosaic scriptures. They declared themselves to be Moses'

disciples, and had no doubt but they believed him ; yet our

Lord did not allow that they believed his writings. Had ye

believed Moses, says he, ye would have believed me : for he

^rote of me* The same is, doubtless, true of all others who

assent to his gospel, merely from having been educated in it.

Did they believe it, they would be consistent, and embrace

those things which are connected with it. It is worthy of re-

mark, that those professors of Christianity who received not

the love of the truth, that theij might be saved, are represent-

ed as not believing the truth, and as having pleasure in un-

righteousness.! To admit the existence of a few facts, with-

out possessing any sense of their humiliating implication, their

holy nature, their vast importance, or the practical conse-

quences that attach to them, is to admit the body v/ithout the

spirit. Paul, notwithstanding his knowledge of the law, and

great zeal on its behalf, while blind to its spirituality , reckon-

ed himself to be without the law.\. And such are thos.. pro-

fessing Christians, with respect to the gospel, who receioe voi

ike Love of the truths that they may be saved.

* John V. 45. t 2 Thee, n, 10. 3^. % Rtm. vii. 9.
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It is farther objected, that men are said to have beheved the

gospel, who, notwiihstandinp;, were destitute of true religion.

Thus sonic amon,^ the chief rulers are said to have btlicved

in Ji\ius ; but did not confess him : for they loved the firaise

of men more than the praise of God. It is said of Simon,

that l»e believed also ; yet he was in the gall of bittcrneGs, and

in the bond of iniquity, Agrippa is acknowledtjed, by Paul,

to have believed the prophets ; and faith is attributed even to

the devils. The term belief like almost every olher term, is

sometimes used in an improper sense. Judas is said to liavc

repented^ and hanged himself; though notiiing more is meant

by it, than his being smitten with remorse, wishing he had not

done as he did, on account of the consequences. Through the

poverty of language, there is not a name for every thing that

differs ; and, therefore, where two things have the same visible

appearance, and differ only in some circumstances which are

invisible, it is common to call them by the same name. Thus

men are termed honesty who are punctual in their dealings,

thouL';]! such conduct, in many instances, may arise merely

from a regard to their own credit, interest, or safety. Thus

the remorse of Judas is called repentance ; and thus the con-

victions of the Jewish rulers, of Simon, and Agrippa, and the

fearful apprehension of apostate angels, from what they had

already felt, is called yai/!A. But, as we do not infer, from the

application of the term repentance to the feelings of Judas,

that there is nothing spiritual in real repentance ; so neither

ought we to conclude, from the foregoing applications of the

term believini^^ that there is nothing spiritual in a real belief

of the gospel.

" The objects of faith," it has been said, " are not bare ax-

ioms, or propositions : the act of the believer does not termi-

nate at an axiom, but at the thing ; for axioms are not form-

ed, but that, by them, knowledge may be had of things.'* To
believe a bare axiom, or proposition, in distinction from the

thing, must be barely to believe that such and such letters

make certain words ; and that such words, put together, have a

certain meaning: but who would call this believing the pro-

position ? To believe the proposition, is to believe the thing.

Letters, syllables, words, and propositions, are only means of

corvvyance ; and these, as such, are not the objects of faith,
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but the thing conveyed. Nevertheless, those things must have

a conveyance, ere they can be believed in. The fierson^ blood.

and righteousness of Christy for instance, are often said to be

objects of faith ; and this they doubtless are, as they are ob-

jects held forth to us by the lant^uage of scripture : but they

could not meet our faith, unless something were affirmed con-

cerni7ig them in letters and syllables, or vocal sounds, or by

some means or other of conveyance. To say, therefore, that

these are objects of faith, is to say the truth, but not the whole

truth ; the person, blood, and righteousness of Christ, reveal-

ed in the scrifitures as the ivay of a sinner^s acceptance ivith

God<f are, properly speaking, the objects of our faith: for

without such a revelation, it v/ere impossible to believe in

them.

Mr. Booth, and various other writers, have considered faith

in Christ as a dependence on him, a receiving him, a co?ning

to him, and ti'usting in him for salvation. There is no doubt

but these terms are frequently used, in the New Testament,

to express believing. As many as received him, to them gave

he power to become the sons of God, even to them that bC'

lieve on his name.—He that cometh to me shall never hunger,

and he that believeth in me shall never thirst.—That we should

be to the praise of his glory who first trusted in Christ.—

I

know whom I have trusted^ and am persuaded that he is able

to keep that which I have committed to him against that day.*

Whether these terms, however, strictly speaking, convey the

same idea as believing, m.ay admit of a question. They seem,

rather, to be the immediate effects of faith, than faith itself.

The author of the Epistle to the Hebrews describes the or-

der of these things, in what he says of the faith of Enoch t

He that cometh to Gody must believe that he is, and that he is a

renvarder of them that diligently seek him. Here are three

different exercises of mind : First, believing Ma/ Got? zs; Sec-

ondly, believing that he is a rewarder of them that diligently

seek him; Thirdly, coming to him : and the last is represent-

ed as the effect of the former two. The same may be ap-

plied to Christ. He that cometh to Christ, must believe the

gospel-testimony, that he is the Son of God, and the Saviour

* John \. 12. vi. 55. Eph. L 12. 2 Tim. i*. 12.
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of sinners ; the only name pjiven under heaven, and amonj^'

men, by which we must be saved: he n\ust also believe the

gospel-promise, that he will bestow eternal salvation on all

them that obey him ; and, under the influence of this persua-

sion, he comes to him, commits himself to him, or trusts the

salvation of his soul in his hands. This process may be so

quick as not to admit of the mind being conscious of it ; and

especially as, at such a time, it is otherwise employed than in

speculating upon its own operations. So far as it is able t»

recollect, the whole may appear to be one complex exercise of

the soul. In this large sense also, as comprehending not only

the credit of the gospel testimony, but the soul's dependence

on Christ alone for acceptance with God ; it is allowed, that

believing is necessary, not only to salvation, but to jusiifica-

tion. We must come to Jesus, that we may have iife. Those

"who attain the blessing of justification, must seek it bij faitk^

and not by the works of the law : submitting themselves to the

righteousness of God. This blessing is constantly represent-

ed as following our union with Christ : and he that is joined

to the Lord is one spirit *

Let it but be granted, that a real belief of the gospel is not

merely a matter presupposed in saving faith, but that it enters

into the essence of it ; and the writer of these pages will be

far from contending for the exclusion of trust, or dependence.

He certainly has no such objection to it, as is alleged by Mr.

M'Lean ; that " to include, in the nature of faith, any holy

exercise of tiie heart, affects the doctrine of justification by

grace alone, without the works of the law."t If he supposed,

with that author, however, that, in order to justification being

wholly of grace, no holiness must precede it ; or, that the

party must, at the time, be in a state of eimiity to God, he

must, to be consistent, unite with him also in excluding trust,

(which, undoubtedly, is a holy exercise,) from having any place

in justifying faith ; but, persuaded, as he is, that the freeness

of justification rests upon no such ground, he is not under

this necessity.

The term trust apj^cars to be most appropriate, or best

John V. 40. Kom. ix. 31, 32. x. 3. 1 Cor. vi. 17.

f On the Cemwisfiion^ p. 83,
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adapted of any, to express the confidence which the soul re-

poses in Christ for the fulfilment of his firomises. We may
credit a report of evil tidings as well as one of good ; but we
cannot be said to trust it We may also credit a report, the

truth or falsehood of which does not at all concern us ; but

that in which we place trust must be something in which our

well-being is involved. The relinquislmient of false confi-

dences which the gospel requires, and the risk which is made
in embracing it, are likewise better expressed by this term,

than by any other. A true belief of the record which God
has given of his Son, is accompanied with all this : but the

term belief does not, of itself, necessarily convey it. When
Jacob's sons brought the coat of many colours to him, he

credited their story ; he believed Joseph to be torn in pieces:

but he could not be said to trusi that he was. When the

same persons, on their return from Egypt, declared that Jo-

seph was yet alive, Jacob, at first, believed them not : but, oft

seeing the wagons, he was satisfied of the truth of their de-

claration, and trusted in it too ; leaving all behind him, on the

ground of it.

But, whatever difference there may be between credit and

frustf they agree in those particulars which affect the point

at issue : the one, no less than the other, has relation to reveal-

ed truth as its foundation. In some cases, it directly i efers

to the divine veracity ; as in Psa. cxix. 42. I trust in thij

tvord. And where the immediate reference is to the power,

the wisdom, or the mercy of God, or to the righteousness of

Christ ; there is a remote relation to veracity : for neither the

one nor the other would be objects of trust, were they not rc^

vealed in a way of firomise. And, from hence, it will follow,

that trusting in Christ, no less than crediting his testimony, \%

the duty of every sinner to whom the revelation is made.

If it be asked, what ground could a shiner, who shall, at

last, prove to have no interest in the salvation of Christ, ever

possess for trusting in him ^ Let it be considered what it was,

for which he was warranted, or obliged, to trust. Was it that

Christ would save him, whether he beiieved in bim, or not ?

No : there is no such promise ; but an explicit declaration of

the contrary. To trust in this, therefore, would be to trust in

a falsehood. That for v/hich he ought to have trusted in him
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"teas the obtaining of mercy, in case he, afiplicd for it. For

this tliere was a complete warrant in the gospel-declarations,

as Mr. Booth, in his Glad Tidings to Peris/iiriy Sinners^ has

fully evinced. There are principles, in that performance,

which the writer of these pages, highly as he respects the

author, cannot approve The principal subjects of his disap-

probation have been pointed out, and, he thinks, scripturally

refuted, by Mr. Scott:* but, with respect to the warrant which

every sinner has to trust in Christ for salvation, Mr. B. has

clearly and fully established it. I may add, if any man dis-

trust either the power or willingness of Christ to save those

that come to him, and so continue to stand at a distance, re-

lying upon his own righteousness, or some false ground of

confidence, to the rejection of him ; it is criminal and inex-

cusable unbelief.

IMr. Booth has (to all appearance, designedly) avoided the

question, whether faith in Christ be the duty of the ungodly ?

The leading principle of the former part of his work, how-

ever, cannot stand upon any other ground. He contends, that

the gospel affords a complete warrant for the ungodly to be-

lieve in Jesus ; and surely he will not affirm, that sinners arc

at liberty either to embrace the warrant afforded them, or to

reject it ? He defines believing in Jesus Christ, " receiving

him as he is exhibited in the doctrine of grace, or defiending

ufion him 07ily.'* But, if the ungodly be not obliged^ as well

as warranted, to do this, they are at liberty to do as the Jew-

ish nation did, to receive him not^ and to go on depending up-

on the works of the law for acceptance with God. In the

course of his work, he describes the gospel-message as full

of kind invitations, winnings persuasions, and importun. e en-

treaties ; and the messengers as commissioned to persuade

and entreat sinners to be reconciled to God, and to regard the

vicarious work of Jesus as the only ground of their justifica-

tion.*'! But how, if they should remain unreconciled, and

continue to disregaro the work of Christ t How, if they

should, after all, make light of this " royal banquet,'* and pre-

fer their farms and their merchandises to these " plentiful

• See his Warrant and JWitnre of Faith.

t Pages 36, o7i second edition.
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provisions of divine grace ?*' Are they guiltless in so doing,

and free from all breach of duty ? I am persuaded, whatever

was Mr. Booth's reasoD for being silent on this subject, hs

will not say they are.

PART II.

CONTAINING ARGUMENTS TO PROVE, THAT FAITH m
CHRIST IS THE DUTY OF ALL MEN WHO HEAR, 01^

HAVE OPPORTUNITY TO HEAR, THE GOSPEL.

W HAT has been already advanced, on the nature of faith

In Christ, may contribute to the deciding of the questions

whether faith be the duty of the ungodly : but, in addition to

this, the scriptures furnish abundance of positive evidence.

The principal part of that which has occurred to me may be

comprehended under the following propositions :

—

I. Unconverted sinners are commanded, exhorted, and

INVITED, to believe IN ChRIST FOR SALVATION.

It is here taken for granted, that whatever God commands,

exhorts, or invites us to comply with, is the duty of those to

whom such language is addressed. If, therefore, saving faith

be not the duty of the unconverted, we may expect never to

find any addresses of this nature directed to them in the holy

scriptures. We may expect that God will as soon require

them to become angels, as Christians, if the one be no more

their duty than the other.

There is a phraseology suited to diflferent periods of time-

Previously to the coming of Christ, and the preaching of the

gospel, we read but little of believing: but other terms, fully

expressive of the tiling, are found in abundance. I shall se-

lect a few examples, and accompany them with such remarks

as may show them to be applicable to the subject.

Psalm ii. 11, 12.

—

Serve the Lord loith fear^ and rejoice

with trembling: kiss the Son^ lest he be angry ^ and ye per-

ish from the ivay^ nvhen his ivrath is kindled but a little:

blessed are^ all they that fiut their trust in him. The Psalm
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is evidently a prophecy of the resurrection and exaltation of

the Messiah. Whatever reference iviay be had to Solomon,

there are several things which are not true, of either him or

his G;ovcrnment ; and the whole is applicable to Christ, and is

plentifully applied to him in the New Testament.

The kin/(S and judges of the earth, who are here admon-

ished to sej^e the Lord Messiah 'with fear, and to Aiss the Son

lest he be anf^ry, are the same persons mentioned in verse 2,

which words wc find, in the New Testament, applied to HeV'

od and Pontius Pilate, ivith the Gentiles, and the fieojile of

Israel:* that is, they were the enemies of Christ, unregene-

rate sinners ; and such, for any thing that appears, they lived

and died.

The command of God addressed to these rulers, is of a

spiritual nature, including unfeigned faith in the Messiah, and

sincere obedience to his authority. To kiss the Son, is to be

reconciled to him, to embrace his word and ordinances, and

bow to his sceptre. To serve him ivith fear, and rejoice with

trembling, denote, that they should not think meanly of him,

on the one hand ; nor hypocritically cringe to him from a

mere apprehension of his wrath, on the other ; but sincerely

embrace his government, and even rejoice that they had it to

embrace. That which is here required of unbelievers, is the

very spirit which distinguishes believers ; a holy fear of

Christ's majesty, and an humble confidence in his mercy ;

taking his yoke upon them, and wearing it as their highest

delight. That the object of the command was spiritual, is al-

so manifest from the threatening and the promise annexed to

it, lest xje Jierish from the nvaij—blessed are all they that put

their trust in him. It is here plainly supposed, that, if they

did embrace the Son, they should not perish from the way,

and, if they did put their trust in him, they should be blessed.

The result is, unconverted sinners are commanded to believe

in Christ for salvation : therefore, believing in Christ for sal-

vation is their duty.

Isaiah Iv. 1—7. IIo, every one that thirstcth, come ye to

the waters, and he that hath no 7noney : cojjic ye, buy and
eat ; yea, come, buy tvine and ynilk without money, and with"

^ut price. Wherefore do ye spend money for that ivhich ?> not

"* Acts. ir. 27.



Frop, 1.] OF ALL ACCEPTATION, 37

bread ; and your labour for that which satisjleth not ? Heark-

en diligently unto me, and eat ye that which is good^ and let

your soul delight itself in fatness. Incline your ear^ and

come unto me; hear^ and your soul shall live; and I will

make an everlasting covenant with you., even the sure mercies

of David. Behold^ I have given him for a witness to the peo-

ple^ a leader and commander to the fieofile. Behold^ thou

shalt call a nation that thou knewest not ; and natio7is that

Jcnew not thee shall run unto thee,, because of the Lord thy

God^ and for the holy One of Israel ; for he hath glorified

thee. Seek ye the Lord while he may be founds call ye upon

him while he is near. Let the wicked forsake his way^ and the

tinrighteous man his thoughts ; and let him return unto the

Lord, and he will have mercy ufion him ; and to our God,for

he will abundantly fiardon. This is the language of invita-

tion : but divine invitation implies an obligation to accept it

;

otherwise, the conduct of those who made light of the gospel

supper, and preferred their farms and merchandise before it,

had been guiltless.

The concluding verses of this passage express those things

literally, which the foregoing ones described metaphorical-

ly : the persons invited, and the invitation, are the same in

both. The thirst which they are supposed to possess, does

not mean a holy desire after spiritual blessings, but the na-

tural desire of happiness which God has implanted in every

bosom ; and which, in wicked men, is directed not to the

sure mercies of David, but to that which is not bread, or

which has no solid satisfaction in it. The duty, to a com-

pliance with which they are so pathetically urged, is, a re-

linquishment of every false way, and a returning to God in

His name who was given for a witness, a leader, and a com-

mander to the people ; which is the same thing as repentance

cowards God, and faith towards our Lord Jesus Christ. The

encouragements held up to induce a compliance with this

duty, are, the freeness, the substantiality, the durableness, the

certainty, and the rich abundance of those blessings, which

as many as repent and believe the gospel shall receive. The

whole passage is exceedingly explicit, as to the duty of the

unconverted ; neither is it possible to evade the force of it

by any just pr fair method of interpretation.
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Jeremiah y'l. 16. Thus saith the Lord, Staiid ye in the

ivays and see, and aak for the old paths, where is the good

tuay, and nvalk therein, and ye shall find rest for your souls:

but they said, We will not lualk therein. The persons here

addressed are, beyond all doubt, ungodly men. God him-

self bears witness of them, that their ears luere uncircumcis-

rd, and they could not hearken ; for the word of the Lord

toas to them a refiroach, and they had no delight in it. ver. 10.

Yea, so hardened were they, that they were not ashamed

when they had committed abojnination, and so impudent that

they could not blush, ver. 15. And such, for any thing that

appears, they continued ; for when they were exhorted to

noalk in the good way, their answer was, IVe will not walk

therein. Hence, the awful threatening which follows : Hear,

O earth, behold, I will bring evil ufion this fieofile, even

the fruit of their thoughts, because they have not hearkened

iiJito my words, nor to niy law, but rejected it. ver. 19.

The good way, in which they were directed to walk, must

liavc been the same as that in which the patriarchs and pro-

phets had walked in former ages ; who, we all know, lived

and died in the faith of the promised Messiah. Hence, our

Lord, with great propriety, applied the passage to himself.*

Jeremiah directed to the old jiaths, and the good way, as the

only medium of finding rest to the soul ; Jesus said, Coine

unto ME, all ye that labour and are heavy laden, and I will

give you rest. Take my yoke ufion you, and learn of me,

find ye shall find rest unto your souls.

We see in this passage also, as in many others, in what

manner God requires sinners to use the means of grace : not

by a mere attendance upon them, (which, while the end is

disregarded, and the means rested in instead of it, is not

using, but perverting them,) but witii a sincere desire to

find out the gofxl way, and to walk in it. God requires no

natural impossibilities. No man is required to believe in

Christ, before he has opportunity of examining the evidence

attending his gospel : but he ought to search into it, like the

noble Bercans, immediately, and with a pure intention of

finding and following the good way ; which, if he do, like

* Matt. xi. 28.
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them he will soon be found walking in it. If we teach sin-

ners, that a mere attendance on the means of grace is that

use of them which God requires at their hands, and in which

consists the whole of their duty, as to repentance towards

God, and faith towards our Lord Jesus Christ, we shall be

found false witnesses for God, and deceivers of the souls of

men.

The New Testament is still more explicit than the Old.

Faith in Jesus Christ, even that which is accompanied with

salvation, is there constantly held up as the duty of all to whom
the gospel is preached.

John xii. ^^. While ye have the iiffht, believe in the lights

that ye may be the childreji of light. The persons to whom
this passage was addressed, were unbelievers; such who,
though Jesus had done so many miraeles among them^ yet

believed not on him: (ver. 37.) and it api)ears that they con-

tinued unbelievers, for they are represented as given over to

judicial blindness and hardness of heart, (ver. 40.) The light

which they were exhorted to believe in, appears to be him-
self, as revealed itt the gospel ; for thus he speaks in the

context, I am come a light into the world^ that whosoever
believeth in me should riot abide in darkness. And that the

believing which Christ required of them was such, as, had it

been complied with, would have issued in their salvation, is

manifest, from its being added, that yd may be the children of
light ; an appellation never bestowed on any but true be-

lievers.

John vi. 29. This is the work of God, that ye believe on

him whom he hath sent. These words contain an answer to a

question. The persons who asked it were men whofollowed
Christfor loaves, who believed not, and who, after this, walk-

ed no more with him. (ver. 26. 36. 66.) Christ had been re-

buking them for their mercenary principles in thus following

him about, and charging them, saying. Labour not for tlie

meat that fierisheth, but for that ivhich endureth unto ever-

lasting life. (ver. 27.) They replied, by asking. What shall

we do, that we might work the works of God P which was

saying, in effect, ' We have been very zealous for thee in fol-

lowing thee hither and thither
; yet thou dost not allow that

we please God : thou dii'eclest us to labourfor that which en^
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dureth unto everlasting life. What wouldest thou have us

do ; what can we do ; what must we do, in order to please

God ? To this question our Lord answers, This is the work

of Gody that ye believe on him nuhovi he hath sent : which, if

it be a proper answer, is the same as saying, This is the first

and greatest of all duties ; and, without it, no other duty can

be acceptable.

It has been said, in answer to the argument from this pas-

sage, " The words contain a declaration, that believing in

Christ for salvation is necessary to the enjoyment of eternal

life, and that faith in him is an act acceptable and pleasing to

God ; but afford no proof, that it is required of men in a state

of unregeneracy. To declare to unregenerate persons the

necessity of faith, in order to salvation, which is what ouv

blessed Lord here does, falls very far short of asserting it to

be their present duty."*

We see, by this answer, that Mr. Brine, who will be allow-

ed to have been one of the most judicious writers on that side

the question, was fully convinced of three things. First

:

That the persons here addressed were unregenerate sinners.

Secondly : That the faith recommended is saving. Thirdly ;

That, when faith is called the ivork of Gody it does not mean

the work which God ^lerformsy but an act of theirs, which

would be acce/iiable and pleasing to him. Yet we are told,

that our Lord merely expresses the necessity of it, without

asserting it to be their present duty. Was it not the object

of their inquiry, then, What was their present duty? or,

What they ought to do, in order to please God ? What else

can be made of it ? Further : How can our Lord be suppo-

sed, in answer to their question, to tell them of an act which

was necessary, acceptable, and pleasing to God, but which

-was not their present duty ? Is such an answer worthy of

him ? Nay, how could their believing be an act acceptable

and pleasing to God, if it were not their present duty ? God

is pleased with that only in us which he rcc^uires at our hands.

John V. 23. The Father hath cojnmitted all judgment unto

the Son, that all men ahould honour the Son, even as they hon-

dur the Father. He that honoureth not the Son, honoureth not

* Mr. Brine's Motivce to Love and Uniti', &c. p. 4^
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Me Father tuhich hath sent him. That men are obliged to

honour the Father by a holy, hearty love to him, and adora-

tion of him, under evciy character by which he has manifest-

ed himself, will be allowed by all, except the jj^rossest Anti-

nomians : and, if it be the will of the Father that all men
should honour the Son, even as they honour the Father, no-

thing less can be required of them than a holy, hearty love to

him, and adoration of him^ under every character by which he

has manifested himself. But such a regard to Christ necessa-

rily supposes faith in him : for it is impossible to honour him,

while we reject him in all or any of his ofHces, and neglect

his great salvation. To honour an infallible teacher, is to

place an implicit and unbounded confidence in all he says r

to honour an advocate, is to commit our cause to him : to

honour a physician, is to trust our lives in his hands : and to

honour a king, is to bow to his sceptre, and cheerfully obey

his laws. These are characters under which Christ has man-
ifested himself. To treat him in this manner, is to honour

him ; and to treat him otherwise, is to dishonour him.

The scriptures, both of the Old and New Testament,

abound with exhortations to hear the word of God, to hearken

to his counsel, to ivait on him, to seek his favour, &c. all which

imply saving faith. Hearken unto 7/ze, ye children : for
blessed are they that keep, my ways. Hear instruction^ and

be ivise^ and refuse it not. Blessed is the man that heareth
me^ watching daily at my gatcs^ waiting at the fiosts of my
doors. For whoso findeth me^ findeth life^ and shall obtain

favour of the Lord. But he that sinneth against me, wrongs

eth his own soul. All they that hate me^ love death I—How
hng, ye simple ones,,, will ye love simplicity ? and the scorners

deliiiht in their scorning^ and fools hate knowledge ? Turi*

you at 7ny reproof : behold^ I will pour out my Spirii unto

you, I will make known my words U7ito you.—Hear, ye deaf

and look, ye blind, that ye may see. Hearken diligently unto

me. Incline your ear, and come unto me : Hear, and your

90ul shall live.—Seek ye the Lord while he may be founds

CALL YE UPON HIM while he is near. This is my beloved

Son : HEAR him.—And it shall come to pass, that every soul

which will not HEAR that prophet., shall be destroyed from

VOL. I.
' P
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mnong the ficojilc. Labour not for the meat that ficriaheth^

but for that which endureth unto everlaatint^ ^(A'.*

It is a grievous misapplication of such language, to consid-

er it as expressive of a mere attendance upon the means of

grace, without any spiritual desire after God ; and to allow

that unrcgcncrate sinners comply with it. Nothing can he

farther from the truth. The scriptures abound in promises of

spiritual and eternal blessings to those who thus htarken^ hear,

and seek after God : such exercises, therefore, must, of ne-

cessity, be spiritual, and require to be understood as inclu-

ding faith in Christ. The scriptures exhort to no such exer-

cises as may be complied with by a mind at enmity v/ith God :

the duties which they inculcate, are all spiritual ; and no sin-

ner, while unregenerate, is supposed to comply with them.—

So far from allowing that ungodly men seek after God, or do

any good thing; they expressly declare the contrary. God

looked down from heaven upon the children of men, to see if

there were any that did understand, that did seek God. Every

one of them is gone back ; they are altogether become filthy :

there is none that doeth good, no, not one.f To reduce the

exhortations of scripture to the level of a carnal mind, is to

betray the authority of God over the human heart : and to al-

low that unconverted sinners comply with them, is to be aid-

ing and abetting in their self-deception. The unconverted

who attend the means of grace, generally persuade them-

selves, and wish to persuade others, that they would gladly bo

converted, and be real Christians, if it were but in their pow-

er. They imagine themselves to be waiting at the pool for

the moving of the water, and, therefore, feel no guilt on ac-

count of their present state of mind. Doubtless, they are

willing and desirous to escape the wrath to come ; and, under

certain convictions, would submit to relinquish many things,

and to comply with other things, as the condition of it ; but

they have no direct desire after spiritual blessings. If they

had, they woukl seek them in the name of Jesus, and, thus

r-eeking, would find them. That preaching, therefore, which.

Prov. viii. 32—36. i. 22, 23, Isa. xlii. 18. \r. 2, 5, 6. Mark ix.
"^

Actsiii.23. Johnvi. 2r.

t Psa. liii. 2. 3.
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exhorts them to mere outward duties, and tells them that

their only concern is, in this manner to wait at the pool, helps

forward their delusion, and, should they perish, will prove ac-

cessary to their destruction.

Simon the sorcerer was admonished to repent and firay ic

the Lord^ if fierhafis the thought of his heart ?night be for-

given him. From this express example, many, who are averse

from the doctrine here defended, have been so far convinced

as to acknowledge, that it is the duty of the unconverted to

pray, at least for temporal blessings : but Simon was not ad-

monished to pray for temporal blessings, but for the forgive'

ness of sin. Neither was he to pray in a carnal and heartless

manner ; but to refient, and pray. And, being directed to ?'£-

fient, and pray for the forgiveness of sin, he was, in effect, di-

rected to believe in Jesus : for in what other name could for-

giveness be expected ? Peter, after having declared to the

Jev/ish rulers, that there nvas none other name under heaven

given among men tvherebij ive must be saved^^ cannot be sup-

posed to have directed Simon to hope for forgiveness in

any other way.

To admonish any person to pray, or to seek the divine fa»

vour, in any other way than hy faith in Jesus Christ, is the

same thing as to admonish them to follow the example of

Cain, and of the self-righteous Jews. Cain was not averse

from worship. He brought his offering : but, having no sense

of the evil of sin, and of the need of a Saviour, he had taken

no notice of what had been revealed concerning the promised

seed, and paid no regard to the presenting of an expiatory

sacrifice. He thanked God for temporal blessings, and might

pray for their continuance : but this was not doing well. It

was practically saying to his Maker, < I have done nothing to

deserve being made a sacrifice to thy displeasure : and I see

no necessity for any sacrifice being offered up, either now or

at the end of the world.' In short, it was clainnng to ap-

proach God merely as a creature, and as though nothing had

taken place which required an atonement. The self-righte-

ous Jews did not live without religion ; they followed after the

law of righteousness ;
yet they did not attain it : and where-

fore ? Because they sought it not by faith, but as it ivere by

the v^orks of the law ; for theij stumbled at that stumbling-
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etone. And shall wc direct our hearers to follow this exam-

ple by exhorting them to pray, and seek the divine favour, in

any other way than by faith in Jesus Christ ? If so, how can

xvc deserve the name of Christian ministers ?

The scriptures exhort sinners to put their trust in the Lord,

and censure them for placing it in an arm of flesh. Whether

trusting in Christ, for the salvation of our souls, be distin-

guishable from believing in him, or not ; it certainly includes

it. To trust in Christ is to believe in him : if, therefore, the

one be required, the other must be. Those who loved vaniti/y

and sought after lyings are admonished to offer the sacrifices qf

righteousness^ and to put their trust in the Lord ;* and a trust

connected with the sacrifices of righteousness must be spiritu-

al. To rely on any other object, is to trust in -vanity^ against

"which sinners are repeatedly warned :

—

Trust not in oppres-

sion ; become not vain in robbery.—He that trusteth in his own

heart is a fool.—Cursed be the man that trusteth iji ?nany and

maketh flesh hia arm, and tuhose heart departeth from the

Lord.i

It is allowed, that, if God had never sent his Son into the

"world to save sinners, or, if the invitations of the gospel were

not addressed to sinners indefinitely, there would be no war-

rant for trust in the divine mercy : and as it is, there is no

warrant for trust, beyond what God has promised in his word.

He has not promised to save sinners indiscriminately ; and,

therefore, it would be presumption in sinners indiscriminately

to trust that they shall be saved. But he has promised, and

that in great variety of language, that whosoever, relinquish-

ing everyfalse (ground of hope, shall come to Jesus as a perish-

ing sinner, aiid rely on him alonefor salvation, shall not be dis-

appointed. For such a reliance, therefore, there is a com-

plete warrant. These promises are true, and will be fulfilled,

%vhcthcr we trust in them, or not : and whosoever still continues

to trust in his own righteousness, or in the general mercy

of his Creator without respect to the atonement, refusing to

build upon the foundation which God has laid in Zion, is

guilty of the greatest of all sins ; and, if God give him not

repentance to the acknowledgment of the truth, the stone

• Psa. iv. 5. I Tsa. Ixii. 10- Prov. xxviii. 26. .Tor. xvii. 5-
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which he has refused will fall upon him, and grind him to

powder.

But, " until a man through the law is dead to the law,",

says Mr. Brine, " he hath no warrant to receive Christ as a

Saviour, or to hope for salvation through him.'** If, by re-

ceiving Christ, were meant the claiming an interest in the

blessings ofhis salvation.^ this objection would be well-found-

ed. No man, while adhering to his own righteousness, as

the ground of acceptance with God, has any warrant to con-

clude himself interested in the righteousness of Jesus. The
scriptures every where assure him of the contrary. But the

question is, Does he need any warrant to be dead to the lata :

or, which is the same thing, to relinquish his vain hopes of ac-

ceptance by the works of it, and to choose that Rock for his

foundation, which is chosen of God and precious? To " re-

ceive" Christ, in the sense of scripture, stands opposed to re-

jecting him, or to such a non-reception of him, as was prac-

tised by the body of the Jewish nation. f An interest in spir-

itual blessings, and, of course, a persuasion of it, is represent-

ed as following the reception of Christ, and, consequently, is

to be distinguished from it : To as many as received him^ to

them gave hepower to become the sons of God^ even to thein

that believe on his name. The idea that is generally attached

to the term, in various cases to which the reception of Christ

bears an allusion, corresponds with the above statement. To
receive a gift is not to believe it to be my own, though, after

I have received it, it is so ; but to have my pride so far abased,

as not to be above it, and my heart so much attracted, as to

be willing to relinquish every thing that stands in competition

with it. To receive a guest^ is not to believe him to be my
particular friend, though such he may be ; but to open my
doors to him, and make him heartily welcome. To receive

an instructor^ is not to believe him to be my instructor any

more than another's ; but to embrace his instruction, and

follow his counsel. For a town, or city, after a long siege, to

receive a king^ is not to believe him to be their special friend,

though such he may be, and, in the end, they may see it j

but to lay down their arms, throw open their gates, and come

** Motives to Love and Unitiiy pp. 2Z, 39, f John i. 11, 12.
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under his government. These remarks are easily applied ;

and it is no less easy to perceive, that every sinner has not

only a warrant thus to receive Christ, but, that it is his great

sin, if he receive liim not.

II. EVEUY MAN IS BOUXD CORDIALLY TO RECEIVE AND

APPROVE WHATEVER GoD REVEALS.

It may be presumed, that, if God reveal any thing to men,

it will be accompanied with such evidence of its being what

it is, that no upright mind can continue to doubt of it. Ifc

that ifi of God, heareth GocVs luords.

It will be allowed, by those with whom I am now reasoning,

that no man is justifiable in disbelieving the truth of the gos-

pel, or in positively rejecting it : but then it is supposed, that

a belief of the gospel is not saving faith ; and that, though a

positive rejection of divine truth is sinful, yet a spiritual re-

ception of it is not a duty. I hope it has been made to ap-

pear, in the former part of this piece, that a real belief of the

doctrine of Christ is saving faith, and includes such a cordial

acquiescence in the way of salvation, as has the promise of

eternal life. But, be this as it may, whether the belief of the

gospel be allowed to include a cordial acquiescence in God's

way of salvation, or not, such an acquiescence will be allowed

to include saving faith. " Acting faith," says Mr. Brine, " is

no other than suitable thoughts of Christ, and a hearty choice

of him as God's appointed way of salvation."* If, therefore,

it can be proved, that a cordial approbation of God's way of

saving sinners is the duty of every one, it will amount to

proving the same thing of saving faith.

I allow, there is a difficulty in this part of the work ; but

it is that which attends the proof of a truth which is nearly

self-evident. Who could suppose, that IVIr. Brine, after such

an acknowledgment concerning faith, could doubt of its being

the duty of all mankind ? Ought we not, if we think of Christ

at all, to think auitablij of him ? and are we justifiable in en-

tertaining low and unsuitable thoughts of him ? Is it not a

matter of co?n/ilaint, that the ungodly Jews saw no form nor

comeimesa in him, nor beauty, that they should desire him ?

And Avith respect to an hearty choice of him, as God's appoint -

* Johnson*g Mistakes JS'oted and Hectifiedf p. 84.
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ed way of salvation, if it be not the duty of sinners to choose

him, it is their duty to refuse him, or to desire to be accept-

ed of God by the works of their hands, in preference to him?

Mr. Brine would censure men for this. So does Mr. Way-
man. Speaking of self-righteous unbelievers, he says, " They
plainly declare, that Christ is not all and in all to them, but

that he comes in but at second-hand ; and their regard is

more unto themselves, and their dependence more upon their

own doings, than upon the Mighty One upon whom God hath

laid our help.'** But, why thus complain of sinners for their

not choosing Christ, if they be under no oblig:ation to do so I

Is there no sin in the invention of the various false schemes of

religion, with which the Christian world abounds, to the ex-

clusion of Christ ? Why, then, are heresies reckoned among
the works of the Jiesh ?\ If we are not obliged to think suit-

ably of Christ, and to choose him whom the Lord and all

good men have chosen, there can be no evil in these things \

for where no law is, there is no transgression.

« A hearty choice of God's appointed way of salvation," is

the same thing as falling in with its grand designs. Now, the

grand designs of the salvation of Christ are, the glory of God,

the abasement of the sinner^ and the destruction of his sins.

It is God's manifest purpose, in saving sinners, to save them

in this way : and can any sinner be excused from cordially ac-

quiescing in it ? If any man properly regard the character

of God, he must be willing that he should be glorified : if he

knew his own unworthiness, as he ought to know it, he must

also be willing to occupy that place which the gospel-way of

salvation assigns him ; and, if he be not wickedly wedded to

his lusts, he must be willing to sacrifice them at the foot of

the cross. He may be averse from each of these, and, while

an unbeliever, is so : but he will not be able to acquit himself

of guilt; and it is to be lamented, that any who sustain the

character of Christian ministers should be employed in la-

bouring to acquit him.

If a way of salvation were provided, which did not provide

for the glory of God ; which did not abase, but flatter the sin-

ner; and which did not requir© him to sacrifice his lusts;

* Fvnh*'^ Tnqnirs, p. 160. t Cal.r. ?0'.
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he would feel no want of power to embrace it. Nominal

Christians, and mere professors, in all ages, have shown them-

selves able to believe any thing but the truth. Thus it was

with the carnal Jews ; and thus our Lord plainly told them :

—/ am come in my Father's namey and yc receive me not ;—

Tf another shall come in his own name, him ye ivill receive.-^

Because I tell you ths truth, ye believe me not. Which of

you convinceth me of sin ? Jnd if I say the truth, why do yc

not believe me ? He that is of God, heareth God*8 words r

ye^ thert-fore^ hear them not, because ye are not of God.*'

This is the tnip. snnrrp of the innumerable false schemes of

religion in the world, and the true reason why the gospel is

not universally embraced.

Unbelievers are described as disallowing of him who is

chosen of God and firecious f Now, either to allow or disal-

low, supposes a claim. Christ claims to be the whole foun-

dation of a sinner's hope ; and God claims, on his behalf, that

he be treated as the head ofthe corner. But the heart of un-

believers cannot allow of the claim. The Jewish builders set

him at naught ; and every self-righteous heart follows their

example. God, to express his displeasure at this conduct, as-

sures them, that their unbelief shall affect none but them-

selves ; it shall not deprive the Saviour of his honours : for

the stone which they refuse, notwithstanding their opposition,

shall become the head of the corner. What can be made of

all this, but, that they ought to have allowed him the place

which he so justly claimed, and to have chosen him whom the

Lord had chosen ? On no other ground could the scripture

censure them as it does ; and on no other principle could they

be characterized as disobedient : for all disobedience consists

in a breach of duty.

Believers, on the other hand, are described as thinking

highly of Christ ; reckoning themselves unworthy to unloose

the latchct of his shoes, or that he should come under their

roof; treating his gospel as worthy of all accefitation, and

counting all things but loss, for the excellency of the know-

ledge of him. They are of the same mind with the blessed

above, who sing his praise, saying with a loud voice, WoR-

• John v. 43. Tiii. 45—47. j 1 Peter ii. 4—7.



Prop. S.] OP ALL ACCEPTATION. 49

THY is the Lamb that was siain^ to receive fiower^ and riches

and wisdom^ and strength^ and honour^ and glorij, and bless-,

ing. In line, they are of the same mind with God himself:
him whom God has chosen, they choose ; and he that is pre-
cious in his sight, is firecious in theirs.* And do they over-

estimate his character ? Is he not worthy of all the honour
they ascribe to him ; of all the affection they exercise to-

wards him
; and that, whether he actually receive it, or not ?

If all the angels had been of the mind of Satan, and all the
saints of the spirit of the unbelieving Israelites, who were
not gathered

; yet would he have been glorious in the eyes of
the Lord. The belief or unbelief of creatures makes no
difference as to his worthiness, or their obligation to ascribe

it to him.

It is allowed by all, except the grossest Antinomians, that

every man is obliged to love God with all his heart, soul^

mind, and strength ; and this, notwithstanding the depravity

of his nature. But to love God with all the heart, is to love

him in every character in which he has made himself known
j;

and, more esfiecially, in those wherein his moral excellencies

afifiear with the brightest lustre. The same law that obliged

Adam, in innocence, to love God in all his perfections, as dis-

played in the works of creation, obliged Moses and Israel to

love him in all the glorious displays of himself in his won-
derful works of providence, of which they were witnesses.

And the same law, that obliged them to love him in those dis-

coveries of himself, obliges us to love him in other discove-

ries, by which he has since more gloriously appeared, as saving

sinners through the death of his Son. To suppose, that we
are obliged to love God as manifesting himself in the works

of creation and providence, but not in the work of redemp-

tion ; is to suppose, that, in the highest and most glorious dis-

play of himself, he deserves no regard. The same perfec-

tions, which appear in ail his other works, and render him

lovely, appear in this with a ten-fold lustre : to be obliged to

love him on acccount of the one, and not of the other, is not

a little extraordinary.

* Mark i. 7. 1 Tim. i. 15. Phil. iii. 8. Rev. v. 33, t Peter ii, 4—7.
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As these things cannot be separated in point of obligation,

so neither can they in fact. He that loves God for any ex-

cellency, as manifested in one form, must, of necessity, love

him for that excellency, let it I)C manifested in wliat form it

may ; and the brig;hter the display, the stronger will be his

love. This remark is verified in the holy angels. At first,

they loved their Maker, for what they saw in his works of

creation. They saw him lay the foundation of the earth, and

they SHOUTED for joy. In process of time, they witnessed

the glorious displays of his moral character in the govern-

ment of the world which he had made; and now their love in-

creases. On every new occasion, they cry, Holy, holy, holy

IS THE Lord of Hosts : the whole earth is full of his

glory. At length, they beheld an event, to the accomplish-

ment of which all former events were subservient ; they saw

the Messiah born in Bethlehem. And now their love rises

still higher. As though heaven could not contain them on

such an occasion, they resort to the place, and contemplate

the good that should arise to the moral system, bursting forth

into a song : Glory to God in the highest, and on earth
PEACE, GOOD WILL TOWARDS MEN. All this was but the natu-

ral operation of love to God ; and, from the same principle,

they took delight in attending the Redeemer through his life,

strengthening him in his sufferings, watching at his tomb,

conducting him to glory, and looking into the mysteries of re-

demption. With a heart like theirs, is it possible to conceive,

that we should continue impenitent or unbelieving ? If, in

ouv circumstances, we possessed that love to God by which

they were influenced, it would melt us into holy lamentation

for having sinned against him. If the gospel-invitation to par-

take of the water of life once sounded in our ears, we should in-

stantly imbibe it. Instead of making light of it, and preferring

our farms and our merchandise before it, we should embrace
it with our whole heart. Let any creature be affected towards

God as the holy angels are, and if he had a thousand souls to

be saved, and the invitation extended to every one that is will-

ing, he would not hesitate a moment, whether he should re-

ly on his salvation. It is owing to a want of love to God, that

any man continues impemtcnt or unbelieving. This was plain-
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ly intimated, by our Lord, to the Jews: I know you, that ye

have not the love of God in you, I am come in my Fathvr^s

name, and ye receive me not. It is impossible to love God,

and not to embrace the greatest friend of God that ever ex-

isted ; or to love his law, and not approve of a system which,

above all things, tends to magnify and make it honourable.

" The affections included in divine love," says an able

•writer, " are founded on those truths for which there is the

greatest evidence in the world. Every thing in the world,

that proves the being of God, proves that his creatures should

love him with all their hearts. The evidence for these things

is, in itself, very strong, and level to every capacity. Where
it does not beget conviction, it is not owing to the weakness oi"

men's capacities ; but the strength of their prejudices and

prepossessions. Whatever proves tliat reasonable creatures

are obliged to love God and his law, proves that sinners are

obliged to suitable hatred of sin, and abasement for it. A sin-

ner cannot have due prevalent love to God, and hatred of sin,

without prevalent desire of obtaining deliverance from sin^

and the enjoyment of God. A suitable desire of so import-

ant ends cannot be without proportionable desire of the neces-

sary means. If a sinner, therefore, who hears the gospel,

have these suitable affections, of love to God, and hatred of

sin, to which he is obliged by the laws of natural religion;

these things cannot be separatedfrom a real complacency in

that redemption and grace which are proposed in revealed re-

ligion. This does not suppose that natural religion can dis-

cover, or prove, the peculiar things of the gospel to be true;

but, when they are discovered, it proves them to be infinitely

desirable. A book of laws that are enforced with awful sanc-

tions, cannot prove that the sovereign has passed an act of

grace, or indemnity, in favour of transgressors : but it proves,

that such favour is, to them, the most desirable and the njost

necessary thing in the world. It proves, that the way of

saving us from sin, which the gospel reveals, is infinitely suit-

able to the honour of God, to the dignity of his law, and to the

exigencies of the consciences of sinners."*

*' If any man has a taste for moral excellency," says an-

* M'Laurin's ^.^j?flw ora G?'rtCP,p. 342.
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Other, " a heart to account God glorious for being what he

is ; he cannot but see the moral excellency of the laiv, and

love it, and conform to it, because it is the image of God ;

and so he cannot but see the moral excellency of the gospel,

and l.'clieve it, and love it, and comply with it ; for it is also

tlie image of God : he that can see the moral beauty in the

original, cannot but see the moral beauty of the image drawn

to life He, therefore, that despises the gospel, and is an en-

emy to the law, even he is at enmity against God himself.

(Rom. viii. 7.) Ignorance ol the glory of God, and enmity

against him, make men ignorant of the glory of the law and

of the gospel, and enemies to both. Did men know and love

him that begat, they would love that which ia begotten of him,

( John v. 1 .) He that is of God heareth God*s words : ye there-

fort- hear them not, because yc are not of God. (John viii. 47.)"*

HI. Though ihe gospel, strictly speaking, is not a law^

BUT 'A message OF PURE GRACE ; YET IT VIRTUALLY REQUIRES

OBEDIENCE, AND SUCH AN OBEDIENCE AS INCLUDES SAVING

TAITH.

It is no uncommon thing to distinguish between a formal

requisition, and that which affords the ground^ or reason, of

that requisition. The goodness of God, for instance, though

it is not a law, or formal precept, yet virtually requires a re-

turn of gratitude. It deserves it : and the law of God for-

mally requires it, on his behalf. Thus it is with respect to

the gospel, which is the greatest overflow of divine goodness

that was ever displayed. A return suitable to its nature is

required virtually by the gospel itself; ^nd formally by the

divine precept, on its behalf.

1 suppose it might be taken for granted, that the gospel

posst sses some degree of virtual authority ; as it is general-

ly acknowledged, that, by reason of the dignity of its Author,

and the imp(,>rtance of its subject-matter, it deserves the aw-

dience and attention of all mankind ; yea, more, that all man-
kind, who have opportunity of hearing it, are obliged to be-

lieve it. The only question, therefore, is, whether the faith

which it requires be spiritual, or such as has the promise of

salvation ?

• Bellamy's Trve Religion Delineated, p. 33?.
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We may form some idea of the manner in which the gos-

pel ought to be received, from its being represented as an

embassy. We are ambassadors for Christy saith the apostle,

as though God did beseech you by us : we /iray you in Christ*

s

steady be ye reconciled to God.* The object of an embas-

sy, in all cases, is peace. Ambassadors are sometimes em-

ployed between friendly powers, for the adjustment of their

affairs : but the allusion, in this case, is maniiestly to a right-

eous prince, who should condescend to speak peaceably to

his rebellious subjects, and, as it were, to entreat them, for

their own sakes, to be reconciled. The language of the

Apostle supposes that the world is engaged in an unnatural

and unprovoked rebellion against its Maker ; that it is in his

power utterly to destroy sinners ; that, if he were to deal with

them according to their deserts, this must be their portion

:

but that, through the mediation of his Son, he had, as it were,

suspended hostilities, had sent his servants with words of peace,

and commissioned them to persuade, to entreat, and even to

beseech them to be reconciled. But reconciliation to God in-

cludes every thing that belongs to true conversion. It is the

opposite of a state of alienation and enmity to him.f It in-

cludes a justification of his government, a condemnation of

their own unprovoked rebellion against him, and a thankful re-

ception of the message of peace ; which is the same, for sub-

stance, as to refient^ and believe the gosfiel. To speak of an

embassy from the God of heaven and earth to his rebellious

cfeatures being entitled to nothing more than an audience, or

a decent attention, must itself be highly offensive to the hon-

our of his majesty ; and that such language should proceed

from his professed friends, must render it still more so.

« When the Apostle beseecheth us to be reconciled to

God, I would know," says Dr. Owen, « whether it be not a

part of our duty to yield obedience ? If not, the exhortation

is frivolous and vain.'*| If sinners are not obliged to be re-

conciled to God, both as a law-giver and a Saviour, and that

with all their hearts, it is no sin to be unreconciled. All the

enmity of their hearts to God, his law, his gospel, or his Son?

* 2 Cor. V. 20. t Col. i. 21.

t Display of Arminianismt Chap. X.
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must be guiltless. For there can be no neutrality in this case :

not to be reconciled, is to be unreconciled ; not to fall in with

the message of peace, is to fall out with it ; and not to lay

down arms, and submit to mercy, is to maintain the war.

It is in perfect harmony with the foregoing ideas, that those

who acquiesce in the way of salvation in this spiritual man-

ner, are represented, in so doing, as exercising obedience :

as obeying the gosfiel^ obeying the truth, and obeyint^ Christ.*

The very end of the gospel being preached is said to be, for

obedience to the faith among all nations. \ But obedience sup-

poses previous obligation. If repentance towards God, and

faith towards our Lord Jesus Christ, were not duties required

of us, even prior to all consideration of their being blessings

bestowed upon us, it were incongruous to speak of them as

exercises of obedience. Nor would it be less so, to speak of

that impenitence and unbelief, which expose men to eternal

destrnction from the jiresence of the Lord, andfrom, the glory

t)f his fioiver, as consisting in their not obeying the gosfieL\

The passage on which the former part of this argument is

founded, (viz. 2 Cor. v. 19, 20.) has been thought inapplica-

ble to the subject, because it is supposed to be an address to

the members of the church at Corinth, who were considered

by the Apostle as believers. On this principle, Dr. Gill ex-

pounds the reconciliation exhorted to, submission to provi-

dence, and obedience to the disci/dine and ordinances of God.

But let it be considered, whether the Apostle be here imme-

diately addressing the members of the church at Corinth, be-

seeching them, at that time, to be reconciled to God ; or,

whether he be net rather rehearsing to them ivhat had been

his conduct, and that of his brethren in the ministry, in vindi-

cation of himself and them from the base insinuations of false

teachers ; to whom the great evils that had crept into that

church, had been principally owing. The methods they ap-

pear to have taken to supplant the apostles, were those of un-

derhand insinuation. By Paul's answers, tliey appear to have

suggested, that he and his friends were cither subtle men,

who, by their soft and beseeching ^X.y\c, ingratiated themselves

into the esteem of the simple, catching them, as it were, with

• Rom. X. 16. vi. 17. f Rom. i. 5. 2 Thes. i. 8, 9.
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guile ; (2 Cor. i. 12. xii. 16.) or weak-headed enthusiasts,

beside themselves^ (chap. v. 13.) going up and down, beseech-

ing people to this and that; (chap. xi. 21.) and that, as to

Paul himself, however great he might appear in his letters^

he was nothing in company : His bodily presence^ say they,

is weak^ and his sp.eech contemptible

.

In the first Epistle to this church, Paul generously waived

a defence of himself and his brethren ; being more concerned

for the recovery of those to Christ, who were in danger of

being drawn off from the truth as it is in Jesus, than respect-

ing their opinion of him; yet, when the one was accomplish-

ed, he undertook the other ; not only as a justification of him-

self and his brethren, but as knowing, that just sentiments

of faithful ministers bore an intimate connexion with the

spiritual welfare of their hearers. It is thus that the Apos-

tle alludes to their various insinuations, acknowledging that

they did indeed beseech, entreat, and persuade men ; but af-

firming that such conduct arose not from the motives of which

they were accused, but from the love of Christ—If <we are

beside ourselves, it is for your sakes.

If the words in chap v. 19, 20, be an immediate address

to the members of the church at Corinth, those which follow

in chap. vi. 1. must be an address to its ministers ; and thus

Dr. Gill expounds it. But, if so, the Apostle, in the con-

tinuation of that address, would not have said as he does, In
all things approving ourselves as the ?ninisters of God

:

his language would have been, In all things approving your-

selves, &c. Hence, it is manifest, that the whole is a vindi-

cation of their preaching and manner of life, against the in-

sinuations of the Corinthian teachers.

There are two things which may have contributed to the

misunderstanding of this passage of scripture : one is, the

supplement you, wliich is unnecessarily introduced three

times over in chap. v. 20, and vi. 1. If any supplement had
been necessary, the word men, as it is in the text of chap.

V. 11, might have better conveyed the Apostle's meaning-
The other is, the division of tJie fifth and sixth chapters In

th^ midst of the argument.*

• See Br. Guvse on the placf.
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IV. The want of faith in Christ is ascribed, in the
SCRIPTURES, TO MEN's DEPltAVITY, AND IS ITSELF REPRESENT-

ED AS A HEINOUS SIN.

It is taken for granted, that whatever is not a sinner's

duty, the omission of it cannot be charged on him as a sin,

nor imputed to any depravity in him. If faith were no more

a duty than electioJi or redemfitioiiy which are acts peculiar

to God ; the want of the one would be no more ascribed

to the evil dispositions of the heart, than of the other. Or,

if the inability of sinners to believe in Christ, were of the

same nature as that of a dead body in a grave to rise up

and walk, it were absurd to suppose, that they would, on

this account, fall under the divine censure. No man is re-

proved for not doing that which is naturally impossible

;

but sinners are reproved for not believing, and given to un-

derstand, that it is solely owing to their criminal ignorance,

pride, dishonesty of heart, and aversion from God.

Voluntary ignorance is represented as a reason why sinners

believe not. Being ignorant of God^s righteousness^ and

going about to establish their own righteousness^ thet have

NOT submitted THEMSELVES UNTO THE RIGHTEOUSNESS OF

God.—7/" our gosfiel be hid, it is hid to them that are lost :

In whom the god of this world hath blinded the minds of

THEM that BELIEVE NOT, lest the light of the glorious gosfiel

of Christ, who is the iinage of God, should shine unto them*

To the same purpose, we are taught by our Lord, in the

parable of the sower, when any one heareth the word of the

kingdom, and understandeth it not, then cometh the wick-

ed one, and catcheth away that which was sown in his heart

;

and this, as Luke expresses it, lest they should believe and

BE SAVED.

t

If men, even though they were possessed of the same prin-

ciples as our first father in paradise, would, nevertheless, be

blind to the glory of the gospel ; with what propriety is their

blindness attributed to the god of this world ? Is he ever

represented as employing himself in hiiidciing that which is

naturally impossible, or in promoting that which is innocent?

Fride is another cause to which the want of saving faith is

* Rom. s. 3. 2 Cop. iv. 5, 4. f ^^^^- ^'*"- ^^- ^^^^ ^^"' ^^
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ascribed. The wicked, through the firide of his countenance^

ivill not seek. God is not in all his thoughts* We have

seen already, that seeking God is a spiritual exercise, which
implies faith in the Mediator : and the reason why ungodly

men are strangers to it is, the haughtiness of their spirits

;

which makes them scorn to take the place of supplicants be-

fore their offended Creator, and labour to put far from their

minds every thought of him. Hoiv can ije believe, said our

Lord to the Jews, nuho receive honour one of another^ and seek

not the honour that cometh from God only.-\

If believing were here to be taken for any other faith than

that which is spiritual or saving, the suggestion would not

hold good : for we are told of some who could and did be-

lieve in Christ, in some sense, but who did not confess him ;

for they loved the firaise of men more than the praise of God.%

It was iiride that blinded the minds of the ivi&e and prudent

of this world to the doctrines of Christ ; and what is it but

this same proud spirit, working in a way of self-conceit and

self-righteousness^ that still forms the grand objection to the

doctrine of salvation by mere grace ?

Dishonesty of heart is that on account of which men re-

ceive not the word of God, so as to bring forth fruit. This

is fully implied in the parable of the sower, recorded in the

eighth chapter of Luke. The reason why those hearers

represented by the good ground, received the word, and

brought forth fruit, rather than the others, was, they had

good and honest henrtst ; plainly intimating, that the reason

why the others did not so receive it, was, their hearts were not

Upright before God. Indeed such is the nature of divine

truth, that every heart which is honest towards God must re-

ceive it. An honest heart must needs approve of God's ho-

ly law, which requires us to love him with all our powers

;

and this, because it is no more than giving him the glory due

to his name. An honest heart will approve of being justified

wholly for Christ's sake, and not on account of any of its own
works, whether legal or evangelical ; for it is no more than

yelinquishing a claim which \^ justly forfeited, and accepting,

as a free gift, that which God was under no obligation to

* Psalm X. 4. I John v. 4i. \ Jokn xii. 43.
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bestow. Further : An honest heart must rejoice in the way

of salvation, as soon as he understands it; because it provides

a way in which mercy can be exercised consistently with

righteousness. A right spirit would revolt at the idea of re-

ceiving mercy itself, in a way that should leave a blot upon

the divine character. It is the glory of Christ, that he has

not an honest man for an enemy. The upright love him.

We are not ignorant who it is that must now give men hon-

est hearts, and what is the source of every thing, in a fallen

creature, that is truly good ; but this does not affect the argu-

ment. However far sinners are from it, and whatever divine

agency it may require to produce it, no man who is not dis-

posed to deny the accountableness of creatures to the God

that made them, will deny that it is their duty : for if we are

not obliged to be upright towards God, we are obliged to no-

thing ; and if obliged to nothing, we must be guiltless, and

so stand in no need of salvation.

Finally : Aversion of heart is assigned as a reason why sin-

ners do not believe. This truth is strongly expressed in that

complaint of our Lord, in John v. 40. Ye nuill not, or ye are

MOT WILLING to come unto me, that ye might have life. Proud-

ly attached to their own righteousness, when Jesus exhibited

himself as the ivay, the truth, and the life, they were stumbled

at it ; and thousands, in the religious world, are the same to

this day. They are willing to escape God's wrath, and to

gain his favour ; yea, and to relinquish many an outward vice,

in order to it: but to come to Jesus amnnfy the chief of sin-

ners, and be indebted wholly to his sacrifice for life, they arc

770^ ivilling. Yet, can any man plead that this their unwill-

ingness is innocent ?

I\Ir. Husscy understands the foregoing passage, of barely

ownmg Christ to be the Messiah ; which, he says, would have

saved them, as a nation, from temporal ruin and death; or, as

he in another place expresses it, " from having their brains

dashed out by the battering rams of Titus," the Roman gene-

ral.* But it ought to be observed, that the life for which

they were not ivilling to come to him, was the same as that

V. hich they thought they had in the scriptures ; and this was

• Glory of Chritt Rerealed, pp. 527, 615
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eternal life.—5^arcA the scriptures; for in them ye think ije

have eternal life^ and they are they 'VJhich testify of me : and

7je will not come unto me, that ye might have life. This was

the same as saying, * These very scriptures, in which ye think

ye have eternal life, testify of me, as the only way to it ; but

such is the pride and aversion of your hearts, that ye will not

come to me for it.*

Br. Gill, in general, opposed these principles ; yet fre-

quently, when his system was out of sight, he established

them. His exposition of this passage is a proof of this re-

mark. He tells us, that the " perverseness of their wills was

blame-worthy, being owing to the corruption and vitiosity of

their nature ; which being blame-worthy in them, that which

follows upon it must be so too.'*

There is no inconsistency between this account of things,

and that which is given elsewhere, that no man can come to

Christ.) exceftt the Father draw him.* No man ca7i choose

that from which his heart is averse. It is common, both in

scripture and in conversation, to speak of a person who is under

the influence of an evil bias of heart, as unable to do that which

is inconsistent with it. They have eyes full of adultery, and

CANNOT cease from sin.'—-The carnal ?nind is enmity against

God : for it is not subject to the law of God, neither indeed

CAN be. So then they that are in the flesh cannot please

God.\

On account of this different phraseology, some writers have

affirmed that men are under both a moral and a natural inabili-

ty of coming, to Christ ; or that they neither will nor can come

to him : but, if there be no other inability than what arises

from aversion, this language is not accurate : for it conveys

the idea, that, if all aversion of heart were removed, tliere

would still be a natural and insurmountable bar in the way«

But no such idea as this is conveyed by our Lord's words

:

the only bar to which he refers, lies in that reluctance, or

aversion, which the drawing of the Father implies and re-

moves. Nor v/ill such an idea comport with what he else-

where teaches. A7id because I tell you the truth, ye believe

me not. Which of you convinceth me of sin ? jind if /

•^ jQhnvi. 44. f Rodl viii. 7, 8,
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eay the truths nvhy do ye not btlicvc vie ? He that is of

God heareth God*s words : ye therefore hear them not, be-

cause ye are 7iot of God. Why do ye not understand my

speech ? BLCAUSE ye cannot hear my v/oud. Thtse cut-

ting interrogalions proceed on the supposition that they could

have received the doctrine of Christ, if it had been agreeable

to their corru/n hearts : and its being otherwise was the only

reason whxj they could not understand and believe it. If sin-

licrs were naturaily and absolutely unable to believe in Christ,

they would be ecjually unable to dibbelieve : for it requires

the same powers to reject, as to embrace. And, in this case,

there would be no room for an inability of another kind : a

(lead body js equally unable to do evil, as to do good ; and a

man naturally and absolutely blind could not be guilty of

shutting his eyes against the light. " It is indwelling sin,'*

as Dr. Owen says, " that both disenableth men unto, and hin-

ders them from believing, and that alone. Blindness of

mind, stubbornness of the will, sensuality of the affections,

all concur to keep poor perishing souls at a distance from

Christ. Men arc made blind by sin, and cannot see his ex-

cellency ; obstinate, and will not lay hold of his righteous-

ness ; senseless, and take no notice of their eternal concern-

ments."*

ji voluntary and judicial bVmdnessy obstinacy, and hardness

of heart, are represented as the bar to conversion.! But, if

that spirit which is exercised in conversion, were essentially

different from any thing v/hich the subjects of it, in any state,

possessed, or ought to have possessed, it were absurd to as-

cribe the want of it to such causes.

Those who embraced the gospel, and submitted to the go-

vernment of the Messiah, were baptized with the baptism of

John, and arc said, in so doing, to have justifed God : their

conduct was an acknowledgment of the justice of the law,

and of the wisdom and love of the gospel. On the other

hand, those who did not thus submit, are said to have rejected

the counsel of God against themselves, not being baptized.^

But no Christian, I suppose, (certainly no Baptist,) thinks i\

* On IiulurlUns: Si?i, Chap. XVI. j Acts xxviii. 27-

^ Luke vii. 29, 3y.
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was their sin not to be baptized, while they continued enemies

to Christ; and, probably, very few, if any, serious P^dobap-

tists would contend for its being the duty of adults to be bap-?

tized in Christ's name, without first embracing his word.

How, then, can this passage be understood, but by supposing

that they ought to have repented of their sins, embraced the

Messiah, and submitted to his ordinances '' Nor can the force

of the argument be evaded, by distinguishing between differ-

ent kinds of repentance and faith : for a profession of true

repentance, and of faith unfeigned, was required in order to

baptism.

Finally : Unbelief is exp.ressly declared to he a sin of which

the Sfiirit of truth has to co7ivince the world.* But unbelief

cannot be a sin, if faith were not a duty. I know of no an-

swer to this argument, but what must be drawn from a dis-

tinction between believing the report of the gospel, and saving

faith ; allowing the want of the one to be sinful, but not of

the other. But it is not of gross unbelief only, or of an open

rejection of Jesus as the Messiah, that the Holy Spirit has to

convince the world ; nor is it to a bare conviction of this

truth, like what prevails in all Christian countries, that men

are brought by his teaching. When he, the Spirit of truth,

cometh, his operations are dee/ier than this amounts to : it is

of an ofiposition of heart to the way of salvation that he con-

vinces the sinner, and to a cordial acquiescence with it that he

brings him. Those who are born in a Christian land, and who

never were the subjects of gross infidelity, stand in no less

need of being thus convinced, than others. Nay, in some

respects they need it more. Their unbelieving opposition to

Christ is more subtile, refined, and out of sight, than that of

open infidels : they are less apt, therefore, to suspect them-

selves of it ; and, consequently, stand in greater need of the

Holy Spirit to search them out, and show them to themselves.

Amongst those who constantly sit under the gospel, and who

remain in an unconverted state, there are few who think them-

selves the enemies of Christ. On the contrary, they flatter

themselves that they are willing, at any time, to be convert-

ed, if God would but convert them ; considering themselves

» John xvi. 8, 9.
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as lying at the pool for the moving of the waters. But ivhen

he the Sfiirit of truth cometh^ these coverings will be stripped

from off the face, and these refuges of lies will fail.*

V. God has threatened and inflicted the most awful
punishments on sinners, for their not believing on the
Lord Jesus Christ.

It is here taken for granted, that nothing but sin can be

the cause of God's inflieting punishment : and nothing cao

be sin, which is not a breach of duty.

Go ye mto all the worlds and lircach the gosfiel to every

creature. He that believeth and is bajitizcd, shall be saved

;

but HE THAT BELIEVETH NOT, SHALL BE DAMNED.f ThiS

awful passage appears to be a kind of ultimatum^ or last

resolve. It is as if our Lord had said, * This is your mes-

sage .... go and proclaim it to all nations : whosoever

receives it, and submits to my authority, assure him, from

me, that eternal salvation awaits him; but whosoever re-

jects it, let him sec to it ... . damnation shall be his por-

tion !' Believing and not believing^ in this passage, serve to

explain each other. It is saving faith to which salvation is

promised ; and to the want of this it is that damnation is

threatened.

It has been alleged, that, " as it is not inferrible, from

that declaration, that the faith of believers is the procuring

cause of their salvation ; so it is not to be inferred, from

thence, that the want of that sjiecial faith in unbelievers is

the procuring cause of their damnation. That declaration

contains in it the descriptive characters of those who are

saved, and of those who are damned ; but it assigns not spe-

cial faith to be the procuring cause of the salvation of the

former, nor the want of it to be the procuring cause of the

damnation of the latter."|

But, if this mode of reasoning were admitted, we should

find it very difTicult, if net impossible, to prove any thing

to be evil, from the threatenings of God against it. A mul-

titude of plain texts of scripture, wherein sin, as any com-

* See (:hamock*s excellent discourse, on Unbelief the Greatest ^i?t,

from the above passage, \ ol. H. of his Works.

I Mark xvi. 15, 16.

4 Mr. Brine's Motives to Love and UnitUy pp. 31| 3:2.
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mon reader would suppose, is threatened with punishment,

might, in this manner, be made to teach nothing with re-

gard to its being the procuring cause of it. For example,

Psalm xxxvii. 18. 20. The Lord knoweth the days of the

upright ; and their inheritance shall be for ever. But the

wicked shall fierish^ and the enemies of the Lord shall be

as the fat of lambs : they shall consume ; into smoke shall

they consume away. But it might be said, as the upright-

ness of the upright is not the procuring cause of his enjoying

an everlasting inheritance ; so neither will this prove that the

wickedness of the wicked, or the enmity of the Lord's enemies,

is the procuring cause of their being consumed. Again,

Psalm cxlvii. 6. The Lord lifteth up, the meek : he casteth

the wicked down to the ground. But it might be alleged, that,

as the meekness of the former is not the procuring cause of

his being lifted up ; so it cannot be, from hence, inferred, that

the wickedness of the latter is the procuring cause of his be-

ing cast down. Again, Psalm cxlv. 20. The Lord preserve

cth all them that love him : but all the wicked will he destroy.

But it might be said, as the love of the one is not the procu-

ring cause of his preservation ; so it cannot be proved, from
hence, that the wickedness of the other is the procuring cause

of his destruction ; and that these declarations contain only

the descriptive characters of those who are saved, and of those

who perish.

In this manner, almost all the threatenings in the book of

God might be made to say nothing as threatenings j for the

mode in which they are delivered is the same as that in the

passage in question. For example. What shall be given unto

thee ? or what shall be done unto thee^ thou false tongue ?

Sharp arrows of the mighty^ with coals of Juniper.—He that

showeth no mercy<^ shall have judgment without mercy.—
Whoremongers and adulterers God will judge.—Be not de-

ceived : 7ieither fornicators, nor idolaters, nor adulterers, ncr

effeminate, nor abusers of themselves with mankind, nor

thieves, nor covetous, nor drunkards, nor revilers, nor extor-

tioners, shall inherit the kingdom of God.—Behold, the day
eometh that shall burn like an oven, and all the proud, yea,

and all that do wickedly, shall be stubble.—Bring hither those

mine enemies, which 'tvould not that Jshouid reign over them,and
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slay them before me.— The fearful^ and unbelieving, and abom-

inabley and murderers^ and nvhoremom^era, and sorcerers^ and

idolaters, and all liars, shall have their fiortion in the lake which

burnetii nvithjire and brimstone : ivhich is the second death.^^

But none of these awful threatenings declare that the respec-

tive crimes which are mentioned are the procuring cause of

the evils denounced. Though it is said, concerning the false

tongue, that sharp arrows of the mighty, with coals ofjuni-

fier, shall be given him ; yet it does not say that these shall

be given him because of his falsehood : and so on, of the rest.

And thus they may be only descriptive characters of thos«

who shall be damned ; and all these things may, for aught

these denunciations prove, be blameless. If this reasoning be

just, it cannot be inferred, from the laws of England declaring

that a murderer shall be put to death, that it is on account

of his being a murderer. Neither could our first parents

justly infer, from its being told them. The day ye cat thereof

ye shall surely die, that it should be on that account.

The truth is, though eternal life be the gift of God, yet

eternal death is the proper wages of sin: and, though faith

is not represented, in the above passage, as the procuring

cause of salvation, yet unbelief is of damnation. It is com-

mon for the scriptures to describe those that shall be saved,

by something which is pleasing to God, and by which they

are made meet for glory ; and those that shall be lost, by

something which is displeasing to God, and by which they

are fitted for destruction.

John iii. 18. He that believeth on him, is not condemned :

but he that believeth not, is condemned already, because he

hath not believed in the name of the only-begotten Son of

God. Two things are here observable. First : Believing is

expressive of saving faith, seeing it exempts from condem-

nation. Secondly : The want of this faith is a sin, on account

of which the unbeliever stands condemned. It is true, that

unbelief is an evidence of our being under the condemnation

of God's righteous law for all our other sins ; but this is not

all : unbelief is itself a sin, which greatly aggravates our.

guilt, and which, if persisted in, gives the finishing stroke to

our destruction. That this idea is taught by the Evangelist

appears, partly from his dwelling upon the dignity of the
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character offended, the only-begotten Son of God ; and part-

ly from his expressly addmg^ this is the condemnation, that

light is come into the ivorld^ and men loved darkness rather

than lights because their deeds were evil.

Luke xix. 27. But those mine enemies^ lohich ivould not'

that I should reign over them^ bring hither^ and slay them be-

fore me. If Christ, as wearing his mediatorial crown, has

Hot a right to unreserved submission and hearty obedience,

he has no right to be angry ; and still less to punish men as

his enemies, for not being willing that he should reign over

them. He has no right to reign over them, at least not over

their hearts, if it be not their duty to obey him from their

hearts. The whole controversy, indeed, might be reduced to

an issue on this argument. Every sinner ought to be Christ's

friend, or his enemy, or to stand by as neutral. To say he

ought to be his enemy, is too gross to be defended. To plead

for his being neutral, is pleading for what our Lord declares

to be impossible : he that is not with mcy is against me.

There is, therefore, no room for any other position, than that

he ought to be his cordial friend ; and this is the plain impli-

cation of the passage.

2 Thes. ii. 10— 12. Whose coming is—with all deceivablC'

mess of unrighteousness in them that perish ; because they

received not the love of the truth^ that they might be saved.

Andfor this cause God shall send them strong delusion^ that

they should believe a lie : that they all might be damned^ who
believed not the truths but had pleasure in unrighteousness.-^

From hence, we may remark two things : First : That faith

is here called a receiving the love of the truth : and that it

means saving faith, is manifest, seeing it is added, that they

might be saved. Secondly : That their not receiving the love

of the truth, or, which is the same thing, not believing with

such a faith as that to which salvation is promised, v/as the

cause of their being given up of God, and carried away with

all deceivableness of unrighteousness. The loose and cold«

hearted manner in which merely nominal Christians held the

truth, would occasion the introduction of the grand Papal

apostacy, by which great numbers of them would be swept

away. And this, assuredly, ought to afford a lesson to nomi-

nal Christians of the present day, who, owing to the sanje

VOL, 1. I
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cause, arc fast approaching to Infidelity. But unless we sup-

pose that these professors of religion ought to have received

the love of the truths there is no accounting for the awful judg-

ments of God upon them for the contrary.

VI Other spiritual KXiLiiciSKS, which sustain an in-

separable CONNEXION WITH FAITH IN ChRIST, AUE REPRE-

SEN^FED AS THE DUTY OF MEN IN GKNfcRAL.

Though this controversy has been mostly carried on with

respect to the duty o{ faith ; yet it, in reality, extends to the

whole of spiritual religion. Those who deny that sinners arc

obliged to believe in Christ for salvation, will not allow that it

is their duty to do any thing truly and spiritually good. It

is a kind of maxim with such persons, that * none can be

obliged to act spiritually, but spiritual men.* S/iiritual exer-

cises appear, to me, to mean the same as holy exercises; for

the nciv man which is created after God, is said to be created

in righteousness, and true holiness : and as to two kinds of

true holiness, the scriptures, I believe, are silent. But, as my
opponents affix different ideas to the term spiritual, to pre-

vent all disputes about it, I shall proceed on a ground which

they will not refuse. Whatever has the Jiromisc of sfiirituaji

blessings, is considered as a spiritual exercise. With this

criterion of spirituality in view, let the following passages of

scripture be carefully considered. Hoiu long, ye simjile ones,

nvill ye love si?n/ilicity ; and the scorners delight in their scorn-

ingy and fools hate krionvledge ? Turn you at my reJiroof : be-

hold I 'Will fI our out my Spirit unto you, I will make known

77iy words unto you.— The f ar of the Lord is the beginning

of knowledge : but fools desjiise wisdom a?id instruction.-"^

Wisdom crieth at the gates, at the entry of the city, at the

coming in at the doors. Unto you, O men, I call ; and my
•voice is to the sons of man. O ye sim/ile, understand wis-

dom ; and ye fools, be ye of an understanding heart. Hear^

for I will speak of excellent things ; and the opening of my
lipa shall be right thiiigs.^—Receive my instruction, and not sil-

'uer, and knowledge rather than choice gold.^-Hcarken unto me^

O ye children : for blessed are they that keep my ways. Hear

instruction, and be wise, and refuse it not : Blessed is the man

that heareth me, watching daily at my gates, waiting at the

iiosts of my doors. For whoso fndeth me, fndeth lifcy and
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shall obtain favour of the Lord. But he that sinneth againnt

me^ nvrongeth his own ^oul : all they that hate me^ love death,

—Jnd now, Israel, what doth the Lord thy God require of
thee, but to fear the Lord thy God, to walk in all his ways^

and to Lovi-L him, and to s rvh: the Lord thy God with all thy
•H ART, AND WITH ALL THY SOUL ?

—

Circumcise, therefore, the

fore-skin of your heart, and be no more stiff-necked.—Rend
your h;<:art, and not your garments, and turn unto the Lord
your Gnd.—Repent ye : for the kingdom of heaven is at hand.
'—Rkpent ye, therefore, and be converted, that your sins

may be blotted out, ivhen the times of refreshing shall come

from the presence of the Lord.'^

We may remark on these passages, First : The persons

addressed were unconverted sinners ; as appears by their cha-

racters : fools—scornerS'—haters of knowledge-—uncircumcised

in heart—imfienitent. Secondly : The things to which they

were exhorted were things spiritually good. This appears,

in part, from the names by which the exercises themselves

are denominated ; namely, such understanding as originates

in the fear of the Lord—fearing—loving—serving God with

all the heart, and with all the soul—circumcision of the heart;

"—repentance—conversion : and, partly, from the blessings of

salvation being promised to them : these are expressed by

the terms, blessedness—life—favour of the Lord—the blot-

ting out of sin.

More particularly : The love of God is a spiritual exer-

cise ; for it has the promise of spiritual blessings. .411 things

work togetherfor good to them that love God.-^^He that dwell"

€th in love, divelleth in God, and God in him.—Eye hath not

seen, nor ear heard, neither have entered into the heart of man,

the things vjhich God hath prepared for them that love hi?n.-f

But the love of God is required of men, without distincion.

The people of Israel, like all other people, were composed

of good and bad men ; but they were all required to love Je-

hovah, and to cleave to him, and that with all their heart, and

soul, and mind, and strength.\ The moral part of these pre-

* Prov. i. 22, 23. 7. viii. 3—6. 10. 32—36. Deut. x. 12. 16. Joel il.

13. Matt. ill. 2. Acts iii. 19.

t Tlom. viii. 28. 1 Joiin iv. 16. 1 Cor. ii. 9. : De'it. vK 5, xxx. 20.
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cepts which God gave to them on tables of btonc, were bind-

ing on all mankind. Even those who had no other means of

knowing God than were afforded by the works of nature, with,

perh.aps, a portion of tradition, were required to glorify

uiM AS God, and to be thankful.*

The love of God, as is here intimated, is either a holy thank"

fulness for the innumerable instances of his goodness, or a

cordial approbation o{ his ^^lorious character. It is true, there

are favours for which the regenerate are obliged to love him,

which are not common to the unregenerate : but every one

has shared a sufficient portion of his bounty to have incurred

a debt of gratitude. It is generally allowed, indeed, by our

opponents, that God ought to be loved as our Creator and

benefactor : but this, they suppose, is not a spiritual exer-

cise. There is a kind of gratitude, it is granted, which is

not spiritual, but merely the effect of natural self-love, and

in which God is no otherwise regarded, than as subservient

to our happiness. But this does not always respect the be-

stowing of temporal mercies ; the same feelings which pos-

sessed the carnal Israelites, when they felt themselves deliv-

ered from Pharaoh's yoke, and saw their oppressors sinking

in the sea, are still the feelings of many professors of religion,

tinder a groundless persuasion of their being elected of God,

and having their sins forgiven them. Gratitude of this sort

lias nothing spiritual in it : but then, neither is it any part of

duty. God no where requires it, either of saints or sinners.

That which God requires is a spiritual exercise ; whether it

be on account of temporal or spiritual mercies, is immateri-

al ; the object makes no difference as to the nature of the act:

that thanksgiving with which the common mercies of life

are received by the godly, and by which they are sanctijied

to them,t is no less of a spiritual nature, and is no less con-

nected with eternal life, than gratitude for the forgiveness of

sin. This thankful spirit, instead of being an operation of

self-love, or regarding God merely in subserviency to our own

happiness, greatly consists in self-abasement, or in a sense of

our own unworthiness. Its language is, IVho am /, O Lord

God? and what is my houae^ that thou hast brought me hit /^.-^

^* Rem. i. 2X. I 1 Tina, iv-3,4.
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erto ?— What shall I render unto the Lord^ for all his bene<

Jits ? This is holij gratitude ; and to be destitute ot it, is to

be unthankful., unhohj.

With respect to a cordial afifirobation of the divine charac-

ter^ or glorifying God as God., and which enters into the es-

sence of holy love, there can be no reasonable doubt whether

it be obligatory on sinners. Such is the glory oi God's namey

that nothing but the most inexcusable and deep-rooted depra-

vity could render any intelligent creature insensible to it.

Those parts of scripture which describe the devout feelings

of godly men, particularly the Psalms of David, abound in

expressions of aiiection to the name of the Lord. How ejtr-

cellent is thy name in all the earth 1—JVot unto us^ O Lord^ not

unto us, but unto thy name gi-ue glory.— O magnify the Lord

ivith me ; and let us exalt his name together.—Sing unto God,

sing firaises to his name : let them that love thy name say con^

tiniially^ the Lord be magnified.—Blessed be his glorious name
for ever., and let the whole earth be filled with his glory.

Amen., and Amen.

This aiFection to the name of the Lord, as it is revealed in

his word and works, and particularly in the work of redemp-

tion, lies at the foundation of all true desire after an interest

in his mercy. If we seek mercy of any one whose character

we disesteem, it is merely for our own sakes ; and if he be ac-

quainted with our motives, we cannot hope to succeed. This

it is that leads us to mourn for sin as sin, and not merely for

the inconvenience to which it exposes us. This it is which

renders salvation through the atonement of Christ so accepta-

ble. He that loves only himself, provided he might be saved,

would care little or nothing for the honour of the divine

character : but he that loves God, will be concerned for his

glory. Heaven itself would be no enjoyment to him, it his

admission must be at the expense of righteousness.

" God is to be loved," says Dr. Gill, " for himself ; because

of his own nature, and the perfections of it, which render him

amiable and lovely, and worthy of our strongest love and af-

fection ; as these are displayed in the works of creation and

providence, and especially of grace, redemption, and salva-

tion ; to all which the Psalmist has respect, when he says, O
Ijord^ our Lord^ how excellent is thy name, nature^ and per-
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fcciioT\Sy in all the earth ,' (Psalm viii. 1.) As God is great

in himscit, and greatly to be praised ; great, and greatly to be
feared ; so, great, and greatly to be loved, for what he is in

himself. And this is the purest and most perfect love oi a

creature towards God : for, it we love him only for his good-

ness towards us, it is loving ourselves rather than him, at

least, a loving him for ourselves, and so a loving ourselves

more than him."* But this " most pure and perfect love'* is

manifestly the duty of all mankind, however far they are from

acompiiance with it. Give unto the Lord, ye kiJidreds of the

fie o/i ley give unto the Lord glorij and atreuL^th. Give unto

the Lord the glory due unto hia name : bring an offerings

and come before him : ivorshifi the Lord in the beauty of holi'

tiesa.'—Make a joyful noise unto the Lord, all ye lands.—

^

King*s of the earth, and all^ieop.le ; princes, and all judges of

the earth ; both young men, and maidens ; old men, and chil-

dren : let them praise the name of the Lord : for his nams
ALONE IS EXCELLENT : his glory is above the earth, and heaven.

Let the people praise thee, O God s let all the people praise

thee .'t

That love to Christ is a spiritual exercise, may, I suppose,

be taken for granted. The grace, or favour of God, is ivitk

all who possess it in sincerity. \ But love to Christ is the du-

ty of every one to whom the gospel is preached. On no other

principles could the Apostle have written as he did : If any

one love 7iot our Lord Jesus Christ, let him be anathema. Ma-
ran-atha ! It is worthy of notice, that this awful sentence is

not denounced against sinners, as positively hating Christ, but

as not loving him ; plainly implying his worthiness of a place

in our best affections, and that, were it possible for us to be

indifferent towards him, even that indifference would deserve

the heavy curse of the Almighty at the last judgment. Paul

appears to have felt as a soldier would feci towards the best

of princes, or commanders. If, after David's return from his

engagement with Goliath, when the women of Israel were

praising him in their songs, any of the sons of Belial had spo-

ken of him in the language of detraction, it would have been

• Body of Divinity, Vol. UI. Chap. IX.

1 1 Chron. xvi 28, 29. Tsa. cxlviu. 11—13. c. 1. Uvii. 3.

-t Ephes. Ti 24.
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natural, for one of a patriotic spirit, deeply impressed with an

idea of the hero's worth, and of the service he had rendered

to his country, thus to have expressed himself: « If any man
love not the son of Jesse, let him be banished from among the

tribes of Israel." Of this kind were the feelings of the Apos-

tle. He had served under his Lord and Saviour for many
years : and now, sensible in a high degree of the glory of his

character, he scruples not to pronounce that man who loves

him not, accursed !

Thefear of Go rf is a spiritual exercise ; for it has the pro-

mise of spiritual blessings.* But it is also a duty required of

men, and that without the distinction of regenerate or unre-

generate. O that there ivere such an heart in them^ that they

ivould FEAR Tree, and keep, all my commandments always /

Fear before him^ all the earth.^^-Let all that be round about him^

bring presents unto him that ought to be feared.— Who.

would not FiAR thee^ O King of nations ?—Fear thou God.-^

Fear Gody and keep his commandments
, for this is the whole

duty of man.— Gather the people together^ men., and women^
and children^ and thy stranger that is within thy gates, that they

may hear, and thai they may learn, and fear the Lord your

God:-—and that their children, which have not known any things

may hear, and learn to fear the Lord your God.—Serve the

Lord with fear, and rejoice with trembling,—And I saw an*
other angel fij in the midst of heaven, having the everlasting

gospel to preach unto them that dwell on the earthy and to every
nation, and kindred, and tongue, and people, saying, Fear
God, and give glory to him ; for the hour of his judgment is

eome : and worship him that made heaven and earth I Who
shall not fear thee, O Lord, and glorify thy name ? for thou

only art holy,-\ To say of men, they have no fear of God
before their eyes,\ is to represent them as under the dominion
of depravity.

It may be objected, that the Scriptures distinguish between
that holy fear of offending God which is peculiar to his chil-

dren, and a mere dread of the misery threatened against sin^

• Psalm xxxiv. 7. 9. ciii. 11. 13. 17.

t Deut. V. 29. 1 Cliron. xvi. 2,0. Psalm Ixxvi. 11. Jer. x. 7. Eccles,

r. 7. xii. 13. Deut. xxxu 12, 13. Psalm ii. 11. Rev-xiv. 6, 7. xv^ 4.

i Rom. iii, !«.
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which is found in the wicked. True : there is a fear of God

which is not spiritual : such was that of the slothful servant

;

and the saiTie is found in hypocrites and devils ;* this, how-

ever, is no part of duty, but rather of punishment. God does

not require this, either of saints or sinners. That which he

requires, is of a holy nature, such as is expressed in the pas-

sa?^es before quoted ; which is spiritual, and has the promise

of sjjiritual blessings. It resembles that of a dutiful child to

his fattier, and is therefore properly called^//a/; and though

none are possessed of it but the children of God, yet that is

because none else are possessed of a right spirit.

Rfi/ientance, or a godly sorrow for sm, is a spiritual exer-

cise : for it abounds with promises of spiritual blessings.

But repentance is a duty required of every sinner. Repent

yey for the kingdom of heaven is at hand —^Refient ye, there*

forehand be converted, that your sins may be blotted out."-*

Cleanse your hands, ye sinners ; and fiurify your hearts^ ye

double-minded. Be afflicted, and mourn^ and lueefi ; let your

laughter be turned to mourning, and your joy to heaviness.

Humble yourselves in the sii^ht of the Lord, and he shall life

you up.-\ The hardness of heart which our Lord found in

the Jews, and which is the opposite of repentance, grieved

him ; which it would not, had it not been their sin.^: P'inally,

A hard and iinjienitoit heart treasures uji ivrath against the

day of nurath : but impenitence could be no bin, it penitence

were not a duty.§

Repentance, it is allowed, like all other spiritual exercises,

has its counterfeit, and which is not spiritual : but neither is

it that which God requires at the hands of either saints or

sinners. What is called natural, and sometimes legal repent-

ance, is merely a sorrow on account of consequences. Such

was the repentance of Saul and Judas.

In order to evade the argument arising from the addresses

of John the Baptist, of Christ and his apostles, who called up-

on the Jewish people to re/ient and believe the gosfiel, it has

been alleged, that it was only an outward repentance and ac-

knowledgment of the truth to which they were exhorted, and

• Luke xix. 21. James, ii. 19.

f Mat. iii. 2. Acts iii. l^, James iv 8—10.

ir Mark iii. 5. $Roin. ii, 5,
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not that which is spiritual, or which has the promise of spirit-

ual blessings. But it will be difficult, if not impossible, to

prove that such repentance and faith are any where required

of sinners, or that it is consistent with the divine perfections

to require them. An outward repentance and reformation of

manners, as distinguished from that which consists in godly-

sorrow, is only rejientance in apfiearance. Whatever sorrow

there is in it, it is not on account of sin, but its consequences;

and to suppose that Christ, or his servants, required this?

would be doing them infinite dishonour. It is no other than

supposing them to have betrayed the authority of God over

the human heart ; to have sanctioned hypocrisy ; and to have

given counsels to sinners, which, if taken, would leave them
still exposed to everlasting destruction.

The case of the Ninevites has been alleofcd as furnishincr

an example of that repentance which is the duty of men in

general, and which Christ and his apostles required of the

Jews. I do not know that the repentance of the Ninevites

was genuine, or connected with spiritual blessings : neither

do my opponents know that it was not. Probably, the re-

pentance of some of them was genuine, while that of the

greater part might be only put on in conformity to the orders

of government ; or, at most, merely as the effect of terrour.

But, whatever it was, even though none of it were genuine,

the object professed was godly sorrow for sin ; and if God
treated them upon the supposition of their being sincere, and

it repented him of the evil which he had threatened, it is no

more than he did to Pharaoh, Abijah, Ahab, and others.* It

is a very unjust conclusion to draw from his conduct, that

their repentance was such as he approved, and the whole

which he required at their hands. So far from it, there might

be nothing in any of them which could approve itself to him
as the searcher of hearts : and though, for wise reasons, he

might think it proper, in those instances, to overlook their

hypocrisy, and to treat them on the supposition of their re-

pentance being what they professed it to be ; yet he might

still reserve to himself the power of judging them at the last

day according to their works.

* Exod. viii, 8, 9. 2 Chron. xiii. with 1 Kings xv. 1 King-s xxi, 27, 29,

VOL, I, K
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The object of John the Baptist was not to effect a mere

outward reformation of manners, but to turn the hearts of the

fathers to the childrc7i, and the disobedic7it to the wisdom of

the just ^ to iimkc ready a fieofile jirefiaredfor theLord* Such

was the effect actually produced by his ministry, and by that

of Christ and the apostles. The repentance which they call-

ed upon sinners to exercise, was such as entitled those who

possessed it to Christian baptism, and which had the promise

of the remission of sins.-\

It is plainly intimated, by the apostle Paul, that all repent-

ance, except that which worketh in a way of godly sorrow,

and which he calls repentance tinto salvation, needs to be

REPENTED OF. It is the mcrc sorrow of the world, which

worketh death. [ But that which requires to be repented of,

cannot be commanded of God, or constitute any part of a sin-

ner's duty. The duty of every transgressor is to be sorrij at

heart for having sinned.

Humility, or lowliness of mind, is a spiritual disposition,

and has the promise of spiritual blessings. Though the Lord

be hif^h, yet hath he respect unto the lowly.—He givcth grace

nnto the humble.—Blessed are the poor in spirit ; for theirs is

the kingdom of heaven ;§ yet this disposition is required as

the dutv of all. Cleanse your hands, ye sinners ; andpurify

your hearts, ye double-?ninded. Be afflicted, and mourn, and

weep : let your laughter be turned to mouriiing, and your joy

to heaviness. Humble yourselves in the sight of the Lord,

and he shall lift you vp.\\ Humility does not consist in think-

ing less, or more meanly, of ourselves than is true. The dif-

ference between one that is lowly, and one that is proud, lies

in this: the one thinks justly of himself, and the other un-

justly. The most humble Christian only thinks of himself so-

berly, as he ought to think.% All the instances of humility re-

corded of the godly, in the scriptures, are but so many ex-

amples of a right spirit, a spirit brought down to their situa-

tion. Carry hack the ark of God into the city, says David :

Jf I shall find favour in the eyes of the Lord, he will bring

* Luke i. ir. t Mark i. 4. Acts li. 38. \ 2 Cor. vii. 10.

§ Ps;tlm cxxxvUi. 6. James iv. 6. Matt. v. 3. II James iv. 8—10.

^ Horn. xii. 3-
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7ne again, and shoro me both it aiid his habitation : but if he

thus say, I have no delight in thee, behold, here am I; let him

do to me as seemeth good unto him. This was very different

from the spirit of his predecessor, when he was given to ex-

pect the loss of the kingdom
; yet it was no more than was

the duty of Saul, as well as of David; and all his proud and

rebellious opposition served only to increase his guilt and mis-

ery. The spirit of the publican was no more than was be-

coming a sinner, and would have been becoming the pharisee

himself.

Finally : If whatever has the promise of spiritual blessings

be a spiritual exercise, every thing that is right, or which ac-

cords ivith the divine jirecefit, must be so : for the scriptures

uniformly promise eternal life to every such exercise. They
that do good shall come forth to the resurrection of life. He
that doeth righteousness is righteous. The giving of a cufi

of cold 'Water to a disciple of Christ, because he belongs to

him, will be followed with a disciple's reward. Nay, a bless-

ing is pronounced upon those who are not offended in him.

But, though these things are spiritual, and are characteristic

of the godly
; yet, who will say they are not binding on the

ungodly } Are they excused from good, from doing right,

from bestowing a cup, of ivater on a disciple of Jesus because

he belongs to him ? At least, are they allowed to be offend-

ed in him ?

If God's law be spiritual, and remain in full force as a stand-

ard of obligation ; if men, while unconverted, have no real

conformity to it; if regeneration be the writing of it upon the

heart, or the renewal of the mind to a right spirit ; all these

things are clear and consistent. This is for the same thing,

in different respects, to be <' man*s duty aud God's gift :'* a

position which Dr. Owen has fully established ;* and some-

where remarks, that he who is ignorant of it has yet to learn

one of the first principles of religion. In short, this is ren-

dering the work of the Spirit what the scriptures denominate

it LEADING us BY THE WAY THAT WE SHOULD GO.f But,

if that which is bestowed by the Holy Spirit be something

different in its nature from that which is required in the di-

* Bisptay ofArnunianismi Chap. X. f Isa. xlviii. 17.
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vine precepts, I see not what is to be made of the scriptures,

nor how it is, that ri^^hteousness^ goodnessy or any thing else

which is required of men, should be accompanied, as it isj

with the promise of eternal life.

PART III.

CQNTAINING ANSWERS TO OBJECTIONS

The principal objections that are made to the foregoing

statement of things, are taken from—The nature of original

holiness, as it existed in our first parents—The divine

decrees—Particular redemption—The covenant of works

—

The inability of man—The operations of the Spirit—and the

necessity of a divine principle in order to believing.

It may be worthy of some notice, at least from those who

are perpetually reproaching the statement here defended, as

leading to Arminianism, that the greater part of these objec-

tions are of Arminian original. They are the same, for sub-

stance, as have been alleged by the leading writers of that

scheme, in their controversies with the Calvinists ; and from

the writings of the latter, it were easy to select answers to

them. This, in effect, is acknowledged by Mr. Brine, who,

however, considers these answers as insufficient, and, there-

fore, prefers others before them.*

It also deserves to be considered, whether objections drawn

from such subjects as the above, in which we may presently

fret beyond our depth, ought to weigh against thai body of

evidence which has been adduced from the plain declarations

and precepts of the holy scriptures } What if, by reason of

darkness, we could not ascertaui the precise nature of the prin-

ciple of our first parents ? It is certain we know but litile of

original purity. Our disordered souls are incapable of form-

ing just ideas of so glorious a state. To attempt, therefore,

* Arminian principles of a Late Writer Befutecly p. 6.
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to settle the boundaries of even their duty, by an abstract in-

quiry into the nature of their powers and principles, would be
improper ; and still more so to make it the medium by which

to judge of our own. There are but two ways by which we
can judge on such a subject : The one is from the character

cf the .Creator^ and the other from scripture testimony. From
the former, we may infer the perfect purity of the creature,

as coming out of the hands of God ; but nothing can be con-

cluded of his inability to believe in Christ, had he been in

circumstances which required it. As to the latter, the only

passage that I recollect to have seen produced for the pur-

pose, is, 1 Cor. XV. 47. Thefirst man was ofthe earthy earthy ;

which Mr. Johnson, of Liverpool, alleged, to prove the earthi-

Tiess of Adam's mind, or principles: but Mr. Brine suffi-

ciently refutes this ; proving that this divine proposition re-

spects the body^ and not the principles, of our first father ;*

and thus Dr. Gill expounds it.

With regard to the doctrine of divine decrees, Isfc. it is a

fact, that the great body of the divines who have believed

those doctrines, have also believed the other. Neither Au-
gustine, nor Calvin, who each, in his day, defended predesti-

nation, and the other doctrines connected with it, ever appear

to have thought of denying it to be the duty of every sinner

who has heard the gospel to repent, and believe in Jesus

Christ. Neither did the other Reformers, nor the Puritans

of the sixteenth century, nor the divines at the synod of Dort,

(who opposed Arminius,) nor any of the Nonconformists of

the seventeenth century, so far as I have any acquaintance

with their writings, ever so much as hesitate upon this sub-

ject. The writings of Calvin himself, would now be deemed
Arminian by a great number of our opponents I allow, that

the principles here defended may be inconsistent with the

doctrines of grace, notwithstanding the leading advocates of

those doctrines have admitted them ; and am far from wish-

ing any person to build his faith on the authority of great

inen : but their admission of them ought to suffice for the si-

lencing of that kind of opposition against them, which consists

in calling names.

* JoImsorCs Mistakes J\''Qted and Ecctified, pp. i8—23.
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Were a difficulty allowed to exist, as to the reconciling of

these subjects, it would not warrant a rejection of either of

them. If I find two doctrines affirmed, or implied in the

scriptures, which, to my feeble understanding, may seem to

clash, I ought not to embrace the one, and to reject the other,

because of their supposed inconsistency : for, on the same
ground, another person might embrace that which I reject,

and reject that which I embrace, and have equal scri/itural au^

thority for his faith, as I have for mine. Yet in this manner
many have acted on both sides ; some, taking the general pre-

cepts and invitations of scripture for their standard, have re-

jected the doctrine of discriminating grace ; others, taking the

declarations of salvation, as being a fruit of electing love, for

their standard, deny that sinners, without distinction, are called

upon to believe for the salvation of their souls. Hence it is,

that we hear of Calvinistic and jirminian texts ; as though

these leaders had agreed to divide the scriptures between

them. The trirth is, there are but two ways for us to take :

one is, to reject them both^ and the Bible with them, on ac-

count of its inconsistencies ; the other is, to embrace them
both, concluding that, as they are both revealed in the scrip-

tures, they are both true, and both consistent, and that it is

owing to the darkness of our understandings that they do not

appear so to us. Those excellent lines of Dr. Watts, in his

Hymn on Election, one should think, must approve them-

selves to every pious heart

:

But, O my soul, if truth so bri.c^ht

Should dazzle and confound thy sight,

Yet still his written will obey.

And wait the great decisive day.

Had we more of that about which we contend, it would
teach us more to suspect our own understandings, and to sub-

mit to the wisdom of God. Abraham, that pattern of faith,

might have made objections to the command of offering up
his son, on the ground of its inconsistency with the promise,

and might liave set himself to find some other meaning for

the terms: but he believed God^ and left it to him to recon-.

cile his promise and his precepts. It was not for him to dis-

pute, but to obey.



Favt 3.] ©F ALL ACCEPTATION, 79

These general remarks, however, are not introduced for

the purpose of avoiding a particular attention to the several

objections, but rather as preparatory to it.

On the principle of holiness possessed by man in in-

nocence.

The objection drawn from this subject has been stated in

the following words: " The holy principle connatural to

Adam, and concreated with him, was not suited to live unto

God through a mediator ; that kind of life was above the ex-

tent of his powers, though perfect : and, therefore, as he, in

a state of integrity, had not a capacity of living unto God,

agreeably to the nature of the new covenant ; it is appre-

hended that his posterity, while under Xhejirst covenant, are

not commanded to live unto God in that sort, or, in other

Words, to live by faith on God through a mediator."*

The whole weight of these important conclusions rests

upon the first two sentences, and which are mere unfounded

assertions. For the truth of them no proof whatever is of-

fered. What evidence is there that " the principle of holi-

ness concreated with Adam, was not suited to live unto God
through a mediator ?" That his circumstances were such as

not to need a mediator, is true ; but this involves no such

consequence. A subject, while he preserves his loyalty,

needs no mediator in approaching the throne : if he have of-

fended, it is otherwise; but a change of circumstances would

not require a change of principles. On the contrary, the

same principle of loyal affection that would induce him, while

innocent, to approach the throne with modest confidence,

would induce him, after having off*ended, to approach it with

penitence, or, which is the same thing, to be sorry at heart

for what he had done : and, if a mediator were at hand, with

whose interposition the sovereign had declared himself well

pleased, it would, at the same time, lead him to implore for-

giveness in his name.

Had Cain lived before the fall, God would not have beeii

offended at his bringing an offering without a sacrifice ; but af-

ter that event, and the promise of the woman's seed, together

with the institution of sacrifices, such a conduct was highly

* Mr.I?rine*s Motlvm to Love and Unity^ pp. 50^ 51.
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offensive. It was equally disregarding the threatening and

the promise : treating the first as if nothing was meant by it;

and the last as a matter of no account. It was practically

saying, * God is not in earnest. There is no great evil in sin ;

nor any necessity for an atonement. If 1 come with my of-

fering, I shall doubtless be accepted, and my Creator will

think himself honoured.' Such is still the language of a

self-righteous heart. But is it thus that Adam's posterity,

while " under the first covenant," (or, rather, while vainly

hoping for the promise of the first covenant, after having

broken its conditions,) are required to approach an offended

God ? If the principle of Adam in innocence was not suited

to live to God through a mediator, and this be the standard of

duty to his carnal descendants, it must, of course, be their du-

ty either not to worship God at all, or to worship him as Cain

did, without any respect to an atoning sacrifice. On the con.

trary, is there not reason to conclude that the case of Cain

and Abel v/as designed to teach mankind, from the very out-

set of the world, God's determination to have no fellowship

with sinners, but through a mediator; and that all attempts to

approach him in any other way would be vain and presumptu-

ous ?

It is true, that man in innocence was unable to repent of

sin, or to believe in the Saviour : for he had no sin to repent

of, nor was any Saviour revealed, or needed. But he was

equally unable to repent with such a natural sorrow for sin as

is allowed to be the duty of his posterity, or to believe the his-

tory of the gospel in the way which is also allowed to be bind-

ing on all who hear it. To this it might be added, he was un-

able to perform the duty of a father ; for he had no children

to educate : nor could he pity or relieve the miserable ; for

there were no miserable objects to be pitied or relieved. Yet

wc do not conclude, from hence, that his descendants arc ex-

cused from these duties.

" That Adam, in a state of innocence," says Dr. Gill, <« had

the power of believing in Christ, and did believe in him as

the second person of the Trinity, as the Son of God, cannot

well be denied ; since, with the other two persons, he was his

Creator and Preserver. And his not believing in him as

THE Mediator, Saviour, and Redeemer, did not arise
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7ROM ANY DEFECT OF POWER IN HIM, BUT FROM THE STATE,

CONDITION, AND SITUATION IN WHICH HE WAS, AND FROM THE
NATURE OF THE REVELATION MADE UNTO HIM ; for, DO doubt,

Adam had a power to believe every word of God, or any reve-

lation that was, or might be made unto him/**

The reader will perceive the origin of this objection, if he
look into Dr. Owen's Display of Arminianism^ Chap. VIII.

He there complains of the " attempt of Arnunians to draw
down our first parents, even from the instant of their form-

ing, into the same condition wherein we are engaged by reason

of corrupt nature." He mentions several of their maxims and

sentiments, and, among others, two of their sayings : the one,

of the Remonstrants^ in their Apology ; and the other, of the

six Arminian Collocutors at the Hague. " The will of man,"
say the former, " had never any spiritual endowments."
« In the spi^'itual death of sin," say the latter, there are no
spiritual gifts properly wanting in will, because they were
never there." " The sum is," adds the Doctor, ironically,

« Man was created with a nature, not only weak and imper-

fect, unable by its native strength and endowments to attain

that supernatural end for which he was made, and which he
was commanded to seek ; but depraved also with a love and

desire of things repugnant to the will of God, by reason of

an inbred inclination to sinning ! It doth not properly belong

to this place to show how they extenuate those gifts also with

which they cannot deny but that he was endued, and also

deny those which he had ; as a fiower to believe in Christy or to

assent unto any truth that God should reveal unto him : and

yet they grant this privilege unto every one of his posterity,

in that depraved condition of nature whereinto by sin he cast

himself and us. We have all now, they tell usy a power of

believing in Christ ; that is, Adam, by his fall, obtained a su-

pernatural endowment, far more excellent than any he had

before !"

That there are differences between the principle of holiness

in innocent Adam, and that which is wrought in believers,

may be admitted. The production of the former was mere-

ly an expression of the Creator's purity ; the latter of his

• Cause of God and Truth, Part HI. Chap. HI.
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grace : that Avas capable of being lost ; this is secured by

promise : the one was exercised in contemplating and adormg

God as the Creator and Preserver; the other, not only in

these characters, but as the God of salvation. TV . same

may be allowed concerning the li/e promised to Adam, in case

of obedience, and that which is enjoyed through a Mediator.

The one will be greater than the other ; for Christ came not

only that we might have life, but that we might have it ?norc

abundantly : but these differences are merely circumstantial,

and, therefore, do not affect the argument. The joy of cn-

gels is greatly increased by man's redemption ; but it does

not follow, that their principles are different from what they

were prior to that event. A life of joy in heaven is far more

glorious than a life of comnmnion with God on earth ; yet the

principles of saints on earth, and saints in heaven, are not,

therefore, of a different 7iature.

That the principle of holiness in Adam, and that which is

wrought in believers, are essentially the same, I conclude,

from the following reasons.

First : They are both formed after the same likejiess^ the

IMAGE OF God. God created man in his own image ; in the

i?nage of God created he him.—Put yk on the new man,

nvhich^ after God, is created in righteousness and true holi-

ness * If God be immutable in his nature, that which is

created after him must be the same, for substance, at all

times, and in all circumstances. There cannot be two speci-

fically different images of the same original.

Secondly : They are both a conformity to the same standard^

THE MORAL LAW. That the spirit and conduct of man in in-

nocence was neither more nor less than a perfect conformity

to this law, I suppose, will be allowed ; and the same may be

said of the spirit and conduct of Jesus Christ, so far as he

was our exem/ilar, or the model after which \;'c are formed.

God's law was within his heart. It was/^M 'eat and drink to

do his ivill. He went to the end of the law for righteousness ;

but it docs not appear that he went beyond it. The superi-

ority of his obedience to that of all others lay, not in his do-

ing more than tht law required, but in the dignity of his per-

• Cen. i. 27. Ephes. ir. 21.
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son, which stamped infinite value on every thing he did.

But, if such was the spirit and conduct of Christ, to whose
image we are predestinated to be conformed, it must, of ne-

cessity, be ours. This also perfectly agrees with those scrip-

tural representations which describe the work of the Spirit

as ivriting God's law in the heart ;* and with those wiiich

represent the ultimate state of holiness to which we shall ar-

rive in heaven, as no more than a conformity to this law and

this model; llie spirits of just men made perfect.— I^<?

shall be like him.

Thirdly : The terms used to describe the one imfily that it

is of the same nature as the other. Conversion is expressed

by a return to God ;t which denotes a recovery to a right

state of mind, after a departure from him. Regeneration is

called a washing^ which expresses the restoring of the soul

to purity, from which it had degenerated ; and, hence, the

same divine operation is, in the same passage, called the re-

newing- of the Holy Spirit.

But, " this renovation," it has been said, " is spoken of

the mind, and not of a principle in the mind."| The renew-

al of the mind must either be natural or moral. If the for-

mer, it would seem as if we had divested ourselves of the

use of our natural faculties, and that regeneration consists in

restoring them. If the latter, by the mind must be meant

the dis/iosition of the mind, or, as tlie scripture speaks, the

SPIRIT of our minds.^ But this amounts to the same thing as

a principle in our minds. There is no difference between a

mind being restored to a right state and condition, and a right

state and condition being restored to the mind.

Fourthly : Sufireme love to God, ivhich is acknowledged to

be the princifile of man in innocence, would necessarily lead a

fallen creature to embrace the gosfiel way of salvation. This

is clearly intimated in our Lord's reasonings with the Jews

:

/ know you, that ye have not the love of God in ijou. I am

come in my Father's name, and ye receive me not.^ This

reasoning, on the contrary hypothesis, was invalid ; for, if re-

* Psa. xl. 8. John iv. 34. Rom. x. 4. Jer. xxxi. ^o.

\ Isa. Iv. 7. t Motives to Love and U?ui;'tP- ^2-

§ Ephes. iv. 23.. !i John v, 42, 43-
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cciving the Messiah was that to which a principle of supreme

love to Ciod was unequal, a non- reception of him would af-

ford no proof of its absence. They might have had the love

of God in them, and yet not have received him.

The love to God which was possessed by Adam in inno-

cence was equal to that of the holy angels. His being of the

earthy earthy^ as to his body, no more proves his inferiority

to them, as to the principles of his mind, than it proves the

inferiority of Christ in this respect, who, before his resur-

rection, was possessed of a natural, and not a spiritual body.

But it cannot be denied, that the angels are capable of under-

standing, believing, and approving of the gospel way of sal-

vation. It is, above all others, their chosen theme : ivhicli

ihinifs the angels desire to look into* It is true, they do not

embrace the Messiah as their Saviour ; because they do not

stand in need of salvation : but give a free invitation and their

principles to a being that wants a Saviour, and he would not

scruple a moment about accepting it. It is not possible for a

creature to love God, without loving the greatest friend of

God, and embracing a gos|x;l that, more than any thing,

tends to exalt his character : neither is it possible to love

mankind with a holy and affectionate regard towards their

best interests, without loving the friend of sinners, and ap-

proving of a doctrine that breathes good will to inen.

CONCKRNING THK DKCRfcES OF GoD.

A general invitation to sinners, to return to God, and be

saved through C. rist, it has been thought, must be inconsist-

ent with an election of some and a consequent rejection of

others. Such has been the mode of objecting used by the ad-

versaries to the doctrhics of discriminating grace ;t and such

is the mode of late adopted by our opponents.

In general, I would observe, if this mode of reasoning

prove any thing, it will prove too much : it will prove that it

is not the duty of some men to attend the means of grace, or

in any way to seek after the salvation of their souls, or to be in

the least degree concerned about it ; for it may be pleaded,

that God cannot have made it their duty, or have invited them

• 1 Peter i. 12.

I See Owen's JJeath of Death, Book IV. Chap. I.
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to attend the means of salvation, seeing he is determined not

to bestow salvation upon them. And thus we nmst not only

be driven to explain the general invitation to many who never
came to the gospel-supper, of a mere invitation to attend the

means of grace, but must absohitely give it up, and the Bible

with it, on account of its inconsistency.

Farther: This mode of reasoning would prove that the use
of means in order to obtain a temporal subsistence, and to

preserve life, is altogether vain and inconsistent. It we be-

lieve that the future states of men are determined by God,

we must also believe the same of their present states. The
scriptures teach the one, no less than the other. God hath

determined the times before appointed^ and the bounds of our

habitation* Our cup is measured, and our lot assigned us.f

There is also an appoirited time for man upon earth : his days

are as the days ofan hireling. His days are determined, the num-
ber of his months are with God : he \\2i% appointed his bounds

that he cannot pass.\ Yet those who reason as above, with

regard to things of another life, are as attentive to the affairs

of this life as other people. They are no less concerned

than their neighbours, for their present accommodation ; nor

less employed in devising means for the lengthening out of

their lives, and of their tranquillity. But, if the purpose of

God may consist with the agency of man in present concerns,

it may in those which are future, whether we can perceive

the link that unites them, or not : and ii cur r uty, in the one

case, be the same as if no such purpose existed, it is so in

the other. Secret things belong unto the Lord our God; but

those things ivhich are revealed bilong unto us, a7id to our

children for ever.

It was the duty of Pharaoh to have followed the counsel of

Moses, and to have let the people go ; and his sin to pursue

them into the sea : yet it was the purpose of God by this

ineans to destroy him.§ Moses sent messengers to Sihon king

of Heshbon, with words ofpeace, saying, Let me pass through,

thy land ; and it was, doubtless, the duty of Sihon to have

* Acts xvii. 26. f Psalm xvi. 5.

^ Job vii. 1. xir. ^> § Exod. vii. 1—4.
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complied with the request : yet it appears, by the issue, that

the Lord had determined to give his country to Israel for a

possession, and, therefore, gave him up to hardness of heart)

by which it vvas accomplished.*

If the clays of man are determined, and his bounds appoint-

ed that he cannot pass them, it must have been determined,

that that generation of the Israelites which went out ot Egypt

should die in the wilderness t yet it was their duty to have

believed God, and to have gone up to possess the land ; and

their sin to disbelieve him, and turn back in their hearts to

Egypt. And it deserves particular notice, that this their sin

is held up, both by David and Paul, as an example for others

to shun, and that in spiritual concerns. f It was the determi-

nation of God, that Aliab should full in his expedition against

Ramoth-gilead, as was plainly intimated to him by Micaiah

:

yet it was his duty to have hearkened to the counsel that was

given him, and to have desisted from his purpose.
:f

The de-

struction of Jerusalem by the Chaldeans was determined of

God, and frequently foretold by the prophets : yet the inhabi-

tants were as frequently counselled to return from their evil

ways, that they might avoid it. Jeremiah particularly en-

treated Zcdekiah to follow his counsel, that he might save the

city and himself from ruin.§

However such things may grate upon the minds of some,

yet there are cases in which we ourselves are in the habit of

using similar language, and that wivhout any idea of attribu-

ting to God any thing inconsistent with the greatest perfec-

tion of moral character. If a wicked man be set on mischiev-

ous pursuits, and all the advices and warnings of his friends

be lost upon him, we do not scruple to say, * It seems as if

God had determined to destroy him, and, therefore, haf given

him up to infatuation.' In the use of such language, we have

no idea of the determination of God being unjust, or capri-

cious. On the contrary, we suppose he may have wise and

juat reasons for doing as he does ; and, as such, notwithstand-

ing our compassion towards the party, we acquiesce in it.

Whenever we speak of God as having determined to destroy

Deut ii. 26—30. f 1 Cor. x. 6—12.

i 1 Kings xiii. 15—22. § Jcr. xxxviii. 20.



Part 3.] OF ALL ACCEPTATION. gy

a person, or a people, we feel the subject too profound for

our comprehension ; and well indeed we may. Even an in-

spired Apostle, when discoursing of God's rejection of the

Jewish nation, though he glances at the merciful aspect which

this awful event wore towards the Gentiles, and traces some
great and wise designs that should be answered by it; yet

feels himself lost in his subject. Standing as on the brink of

an unfathomable abyss, he exclaims, O the depth of the riches

both of the ivisdom and knoivledge of God ! Hoio unaearch'

able are his judgments^ and his ways pastfinding out .'* He
believed the doctrine of divine decrees, or, that God worketh

all things after the counsel of his own will : but he had no

idea of making these things any part of the rule of duty

;

either so as to excuse his countrymen from the sin of unbe-

lief, or himself from using every possible mean that might
accomplish their salvation. On the one hand, he quoted the

words of David as applicable to them. Let their table be made
a snare^ and a trap^ and a stumbling-block^ and a recompense

unto them. On the other, he declares, / speak to you^ Gen-

tiles— if by ANY MFANS / may provoke to emulation them which

are my flesh., and might save some of them.-\

There were those in that day, as well as in this, who ob-

jected. If things be as God hath purposed. Why doth he yet

find fault ; for who hath resisted his will ? Tins was no

other than suggesting, that the doctrine of decrees must needs

operate to the setting aside of the fault of sinners ; and this is

the substance of what has been alleged from that day to this.

Some, because they cannot conceive of the doctrine but as

drawing after it the consequence assigned to it by this replyer

against God^ reject it : others appear to have no objection to

the consequence itself, stamped as it is with infamy by the

manner in which the Apostle repelled it, and, therefore, ad-

mit the doctrine as connected with it! But so did not Paul.

He held fast the doctrine of decrees, and held it as comport-

ing with \\\e fault of sinners. After all that he had written

upon God's electing some, and rejecting others, he, in the

same chapter, assigns the failure of those that failed to their

Rom. xi. 3". t Kon»« xi. 9, x. 1. xi. 13, 14.
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not seeking jtistifcation hy faith in Christ ; but as it were by

the works of the law^ stumbling- at that stumbling stone *

" God's word," says Mr. Brine, " and not his secret pur-

pose, is the rule of our conduct."t " We must exactly dis-

tinc^uish,'* says Dr. Owen, " between man's duty and God's

purpose ; there beint^ no connexion between them. The pur-

pose and decree of God is not the rule of our duty ; neither is

the performance of our duty, in doint^ what we are commanded,

any declaration of what is God's purpose to do, or his decree

that it should be done. Especially is this to be seen and con-

sidered in the duty of the ministers of the gospel ; in the dis-

pensing of the word, in exhortations, invitations, precepts, and

threatenings, committed unto them : all which are perpetual

declaratives of our duty, and do manifest the approbation of the

thing exhorted and invited to, with the truth of the connexion

between one thing and another ; but not of the counsel or

purpose ot God, in respect of individual persons, in the minis-

try of the word. A minister is not to make inquiry after, nor

to trouble himself about, those secrets of the eternal mind of

God, viz. whom he purposeth to save, and whom he hath sent

Christ to die for in particular : it is enough for them to search

his revealed will, and thence take their directions^ from

"whence they have their commissions. Wherefore, there is no

conclusion from the universal precepts of the word, concern-

ing the thinj^s, unto God's purpose in himself concerning per-

sons ; they command and invite all to refient and believe ; but

they know not in particular on whom God will bestow repent-

ance unto salvation, nor in whom he will effect the work of

faith with power."|

On Particular Redfmption.

Objections to the foregoing principles, from the doctrine of

election, are generally united with those from particular re-

demption ; and, indeed, they are so connected, that the validity

of the one stands or falls with that of the other.

To ascertain the force of the objection, it is proper to in-

quire. Wherein the peculiarity of redcniplion consists ? If

the atonement of Christ were considered as the literal payment

• Rom. ix. 32. f Certain Efficacy^ ^c. p. 151.

t Death •/ Deulhi Book IV. Chap. I.
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of a debt ; if the measure of his sufferings were according to

the number of those for whom he died, and to the degree of

their guilt, in such a manner as that, if more had been saved,

or if those who are saved had been more guilty, his sorrows

must have been proportionably increased ; it might, for aught
I know, be inconsistent with indefinite invitations. But it

would be equally inconsistent with the free forgiveness of

sin, and with sinners being directed to apply for mercy as

siifijilicants^ rather than as claimants. I conclude, therefore,

that an hypothesis which in so many important points is mani-
festly inconsistent with the scriptures, cannot be true.

On the other hand, if the atonement of Christ proceed not

on the pi'inciple of commercial, but of moral justice, or jus-

tice as it relates to crime ; if its grand object were to express

the divine displeasure against sin,* and so to render the exer-

cise of mercy, in all the ways wherein sovereign wisdom
should determine to apply it, consistent with righteousness ;t

if it be in itself equal to the salvation of the whole world,

were the whole world to embrace it ; and if the peculiarity

which attends it, consist not in its insufficiency to save more
than are saved, but in the sovereignty of its application, no

such inconsistency can justly be ascribed to it.

If the atonement of Christ excluded a part of mankind in

the same sense as it excludes fallen angels, why is the gospel

addressed to the one, any more than to the other ? The mes-

sage of wisdom is addressed to men^ and not to devils. The
former are invited to the gospel-supper, but the latter are not.

These facts afford proof, that Christ, by his death, opened a

door of hope to sinners of the human race as sinners ; afford'

ing a ground for their being invitedy ivithout distinction, to

believe and be saved.

But, as God might send his Son into the world to save men,

rather than angels ; so he may apfily his sacrifice to the sal-

vation of some men, and not of others. It is a fact, that a

great part of the world have never heard the gospel ; that

the greater part of those who have heard it disregard it ; and

that those who believe are taught to ascribe not only their

* Rom. viii. 3. 1 1^01°- i"- '^^•
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salvation, but faith itself, through which it is obtained, to the

/re^ gift of God. And, as the application of redemption is

solely directed by sovereign wisdom ; so, like every other

event, it is the result of fircvious design. That which is ac-

tually done was intended to be done. Hence the salvation of

those that are saved is described as the end which the Saviour

had in view : He gave himselfyor usy that he 77iight redeem us

from all iniquity
.^
and Jiurifij unto himself a ficculiar fieo/ile^

zealous ofgood ivorks.* Herein, it is apprehended, consists

the peculiarity of redemption.

There is no contradiction between this peculiarity of design

in the death of Christ, and a universal obligation on those who

hear the gospel to believe in him, or a universal invitation

being, addressed to them. If God, through the death of his

Son, have promised salvation to all who comply with the gos-

pel ; and if there be no natural impossibility as to a compli-

ance, nor any obstruction but that which arises from aversion

of heart ; exhortations and invitations to believe and be saved

are consistent : and our duty, as preachers of the gospel, is to

administer them, without any more regard to particular re-

demption t4ian to election ; both being secret things, which

belong to the Lord our God, and which, however they be a

rule to him, are none to us. If that which sinners are called

upon to believe respected the particular design of Christ to

save them, it would then be inconsistent : but they are neither

exhorted nor invited to believe any thing but what is revealed,

and what will prove true, whether they believe it, or not. Ho
that bclieveth in Jesus Christ, must believe in him as he is

revealed in the gospel : and that is as the Saviour of sinners.

It is only as a sinner^ exposed to the righteous displeasure of

God, that he must approach him. If he think of coming to

him as a favourite of heaven, or as possessed of any good

qualities which may recommend him before other sinners, he

deceives his soul : such notions arc the bar to believing.

« He that will know his own particular redemption, before he

vill believe," says a well-known writer, " begins at the wrong

end of his work, and is very unlikely to come that way to the

knowledge of it.-—Any man that owns himself a sinner, hath

• Titus ii. 14.
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as fair a ground for his faith, as any one in the Avorld that

hath not yet believed ; nor may any person, on any account

exclude himself from redemption, unless by his obstinate and

resolved continuance in unbelief, he hath marke<l out

himself."*

« The preachers of the gospel, in their particular congre-

gations,'* says another, " being utterly unacquainted with the

purpose and secret counsel of God, being also forbidden to

pry or search into it, (Deut. xxix. 29.) may justifiably call

upon every man to believe, with assurance of salvation to

every one in particular, upon his so doing ; knowing, and be-

ing fully persuaded of this, that there is enough in the death

of Christ to save every one that shall do so : leaving the pur-

pose and counsel of God, on whom he will bestow faith, and

for whom in particular Christ died, (even as they are com-
manded,) to himself.'*—« When God calleth upon men to be-

lieve, he doth not, in the first place, call upon them to believe

that Christ died for them ; but that there is none other name
under heaven given among men, whereby ive must be savedy

but only of Jesus Christy through whom salvation is preacli-

,ed."t

Of sinners being under the covenant of works.

Much has been said on this subject, in relation to the pre-

sent controversy. I Yet I feel at a loss in forming a judgmerit

wherein the force of the objection lies, as it is no where, that

I recollect, formed into a regular argument. If 1 understand

Mr. Brine, he supposes. First, That all duty is required by

the law, either as a rule of life, or as a covenant. Secondly

:

That all unconverted sinners being under the law as a cove-

nant, whatever the revealed will of God now requires of them,

it is to be considered as the requirement of that covenant.

Thirdly : That the terms of the covenant of works being Do,

and live : it cannotj for this reason, be Believe, and be saved.

But, allowing the distinction between the law as a rule <if

life, and as a covenant, to be just ; before any conclusion can

fee drawn from it, it requires to be ascertained, in what sense

* Elisha Coles on God^s Sovereigntyt on Redemption.

f Dr. Owen's Death of Death, Book IV. Chap. I.

t Mr. Brine's Motives to Lnvc and Uniiyy pp. 37—4?^
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unbelievers arc under a covenant ot works ; and whether, hi

some respects, it be not their sin to continue so ? That they

are under the curse, for havinij broken it, is true ; and that

they are still labouring to substitute somethint^ in the place of

perfect obedience, by which they may regain the divine fa-

vour, is true also : but this latter oii^ht not to be* A self-

righteous attachment to a covenant of works, or, as the scrip-

lure expresses it, a being of the works of the lanv, is no other

than the working of unbelief, and rebellion against the truth.

Strictly speaking, men are not now under llie covenant of

works, but under the curse for having broken it. God is not

in covenant with them, nor they with him. The law, as a cove-

nant, was recorded, and a new and enlarged edition of it giv-

en to Israel at mount Sinai ; not, however, for the purpose of

giving Ufe to those who had broken it; but, rather, as a pre-

parative to a better covenant. Its preccjits still stand as the

immutable will of God towards his creatures ; its firomises^ as

Tnemorials of what might have been expected from his good-

ness, in case of obedience ; audits curses, zf^ a flaming sword

that guards the tree of life. It is stationed in the oracles of

God as a faithful watchman, to repel the vain hopes of the

self-righteous, and convince them of the necessity of a Sa-

viour.f Hence, it was given to Israel by the hand of Moses,

as a mediator. See Gal. iii. 19—21.

But, if unbelievers be no otherwise under the covenant of

works than as they are exposed to its curse, it is improper to

say, that whatever is required of them in the scriptures is re-

quired by that covenant, and as a term of life. God requires

nothing of fallen creatures as a terjyi of Ufe. He requires

them to love him with all their hearts, the same as if they

had never apostatized ; but not with a view to regain his lost

favour : for, were they, henceforward, perfectly to comply

with the divine precepts, unless they could atone for past of-

fences, (which is impossible,) they could have no ground to

expect the bestowmcnt of everlasting life. It is enough for

• The sinner*s hope, that he can be justified by the law he has broken,

is an illegal hope ; and a just view of the extent, strictness, spirituality,

and equity of the Law, would cut it up by the roots. R.

\ Rom. vii. 10. Matt. xix. 17.
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us, that the revealed will of God to sinners says, Believe ^

while the gospel graciously adds the promise of salvation.

On the inability of sinners to believe in Christ, and

do things spiritually good.

This objection is seldom made in form, unless it be by persons

who deny it to be the duty of a sinner to love God with all his

heart, and his neighbour as himself. Intimations are often

given, however, that it is absurd and cruel to require of any

man what is beyond his power to comply with ; and, as the

scriptures declare that, JVo man can come to Chris t^^ except

the Father' draw him ; and that the natural man j^eceiveth not

the things of the Spirit of Gocl^ neither can he knonu them,

because they are spiritually discerned ; it is concluded, that

these are tilings to which the sinner, while unregenerate, is

under no obligation.

The answer that has frequently been made to this reasoning-

is, iu effect, as follows : « Men are no more unable to do

things spiritually good, than they are to be subject to the law

of God, whicli the carnal mind is not, nor can be. And the

reason why we have no power to comply with these things is,

we have lost it by the fall : but, though we have lost our abili-

ty to obey, God has not lost his authority to command.'

There is some truth in this answer ; but it is apprehended to

be insufficient. It is true, that sinners are no more and no

otherwise unable to do any thing spiritually good, than they

are to yield a perfect submission to God's holy law ; and that

the inability of both arises from the same source—the origi-

nal apostacy of human nature. Yet, if the nature of this in-

ability were direct, or such as consisted in the want of ration-

al faculties, bodily powers, or external advantages ; its be-

ing the consequence of the fall would not set aside the objec-

tion. Some men pass through life totally insane. This may

be one of the ejects of sin ;
yet the scriptures never convey

any idea of such persons being dealt with, at the last judg-

ment, on the same ground as if they had been sane. On the

contrary, they teach, that to whom much is given, of him

much shall be required.* Another is deprived of the sight of

his eyes, and so rendered unable to read the scriptures. This

' Luka xXi. 48,
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also may be the effect of sin ; and, in some cases, of his own

personal misconduct : but, whatever punishment may be in-

flicted on him for such misconduct, he is not blameworthy for

not reading the scriptures, after he had lost his ability to do

so. A third possesses the use of reason, and of all his senses,

and members ; but has no other opportunity of knowing the

will of God than what is afforded him by the light of nature.

It would be equally repugnant to scripture and reason, to

suppose that this man will be judged by the same rule as

others who have lived under the light of revelation. As many

as have sinned without laiv, shall also fierish without law j

and as many as have sinned in the law, shall be judged by

the law.*

The inability, in each of these cases, is natural ; and, to

whatever degree it exists, let it arise from what cause it may,

it excuses its subject of blame, in the account of both God and

man. The law of God itself requires no creature to love

him, or obey him, beyond his strength^ or with more than all

the powers which he possesses. If the inability of sinners to

believe in Christ, or to do things spiritually good, were of

this nature, it would undoubtedly form an excuse in their fa-

vour ; and it must be as absurd to exhort them to such duties,

as to exhort the blind to look, the deaf to hear, or the dead

to walk. But the inability of sinners is not such as to induce

the Judge of all the earth (who cannot do other than right)

to abate in his demands. It is a fact that he does require

them, (and that, without paying any regard to their inability,)

to love him, and ^o /ear him, and to do all his commandments

always. The blind are admonished to look, the deaf to hear,

and the dead to arise.\ If there were no other proof than

what is afforded by this single fact, it ought to satisfy us that

the blindness, deafness, and death of sinners, to that which is

spiritually good, is of a different nature from that which fur-

nishes an excuse. This, however, is not the only ground of

proof. The thing speaks for itself. There is an essential

difference between an inability which is independent of the

inclination, and one that is owing to nothing else. It is equal-

ly impossible, no doubt, for any person to do that which he

* Rom. ii. 12. t l3a. xlii. 18. BpUes. v. 14.
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has no mind to do, as to perform that which surpasses his

natural powers
j and hence it is, that the same terms are used

in the one case, as in the other. Those who were under the
dominion of envy and malignity, could not sfieak fieaceahly ;

and those who have eyes f^n ^ adultery, cannot cease from
sin. Hence, also, the following i«n^uage : How can ye, be-

ing evUy sfieak good things ?^The natural man receiveth noS
the things of the Spirit of God, neither can he know them.-^
The carnal mind is enmity against God ; and is not subject to

the law of God, neither indeed can be.-— They that are in the

flesh cannot please God.—JVb man can corne to me except
the Father which hath sent me, draw him, \x js also true
that many have affected to treat the distinction between natu-
ral and moral inability as more curious than solid. < If we
be unable,* say they, « we are unable. As to the nature of
the inability, it is a matter of no account. Such distinctions

are perplexing to plain Christians, and beyond their capacity «*

But, surely, the plainest and weakest Christian, in reading his

Eible, if he pay any regard to what he reads, must perceive

a manifest difference between the blindness of Bartimeus,

who was ardently desirous that he might receive his sight, and

that of the unbelieving Jews, who closed their eyes, lest they

should see, and be converted, and be healed ;* and between
the want of the natural sense of hearing, and the state of

those who have ears, but hear not.

So far as my observation extends, those persons who affect

to treat this distinction as a matter of mere curious specula-

tion, are as ready to make use of it as other people, where
their own interest is concerned. If they be accused of inju-

ring their fellow-creatures, and can allege that what they did

was not knowingly, or of design, I believe they never fail to

do so : or, when charged with neglecting their duty to a pa-

rent, or a master, if they can say, in truth, that they were
Unable to do it at the time, let their will have been ever so

good, they are never known to omit the plea; and should

such a master or parent reply, by suggesting that their want
of ability arose from want of inclination, they would very

easily understand it to be the language of reproach, and be

• Mark x. 51, Matt, xiii, 15.
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very earnest to maintain the contrary. You never hear a per-

son, in such circumstances, reason as he does in religion. He

does not say, < If I be unable, I am unable ; it is of no account

whether my inability be of this kind r-- that r' but he labours

with all his might to establish '^-^ diflPcrence. Now, if tlic

subject be so clearly undf^^ood and acted upon, where inter-

est is concerned, and n^Nrer appears difficult but in religion,

it is but too manifest where the difficulty lies. If, by fixing

the guilt of our conduct upon our father Adam, we can sit

comfortably in our nest ; we shall be very averse from a sen-

timent that tends to disturb our repose, by planting a thorn

in it.

It is sometimes objected, that the inability of sinners to be-

lieve ii> Christ, is not the effect of their depravity ; for that

Adam himself, in his purest state, was only a natural ma?i,

and bad no power to perform spiritual duties. But this ob-

jection belongs to another topic, and has, I hope, been already

answered. To this, however, it may be added, T/ie natural

man who receiveth not the things of the Spirit of God, (1 Cor.

ii. 14.) is not a man possessed of the holy image of God, as

was Adam, but of mere natural accomplishments ; as were

the wise men of the world, the philosophers of Greece and

Rome, to whom the things of God were foolishness. More-

over, if the inability of sinners to perform spiritual duties

were of the kind alleged in the objection, they must be equal-

ly unable to commit the opposite sins. He that, from the

constitution of his nature, is absolutely unable to understand,

or believe, or love a certain kind of truth, must, of necessity

be alike unable to shut his eyes against it, to disbelieve, to re-

ject, or to hate it. But it is manifest that all men are capa-

ble of the latter ; it must, therefore, follow, that nothing but

the depravity of their heart renders them incapable of the

former.

Some writers, as has been already observed, have allowed,

that sinners are the subjects of an inability which arises from

their depravity : but they still contend that this is not all j but

that they are both naturally and morally unable to believe in

Christ : and this they think agreeable to the scriptures, which

represent them as both unable and uynvillirig to come to him

for life. But these two kinds of inability cannot consist with
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each other, so as both to exist in the same subject, and towards
the same thing. A moral inability supposes a natural ability.

He who never, in any state, was possessed of the power of

seeing, cannot be said to shut kis eijcs against the light. If

the Jews had not been possessed of natural powers, equal to

the knowledge of Christ's doctrine, there had been no justice

in that cutting question and answer. Why do ye not under-
stand my speech ? Because ye cannot hear my word. A
total physical inability must, of necessity, supersede a moral
one. To suppose, therefore, that the phrase, Ab 7nan can
come to i7ie^ is meant to describe the former ; and, Ye will
NOT come to me, that ye may have life, the latter ; is to sup-

pose, that our Saviour taught what is self-contradictory.

Some have supposed, that, in attributing physical, or natu-

ral, power to men, we deny their natural defiravity. Through
the poverty of language, words are obliged to be used in dif-

ferent senses. When we speak of men as by nature depra-

ved, we do not mean to convey the idea of sin being an essen-

tial part of human nature, or of the constitution of man as

man : our meaning is, that it is not a mere effect of education

and example ; but is, from his very birth, so interwoven

through all his powers, so engrained, as it were, in his very

soul, as to grow up with him, and become natural to him.

On the other hand, when the term natural is used, as oppo-
sed to moral, and applied to the powers of the soul, it is de-

signed to express those faculties which are strictly a part of

our nature as men, and which are necessary to our being ac-

countable creatures. By confounding these ideas, we may be
always disputing, and bring nothing to an issue.

Finally : It is sometimes suggested, that, to attribute to sin*

ners a natural ability of performing things spiritually good, is

to nourish their self-sufficiency ; and that to represent it as

only moral, is to suppose that it is not insuperable, but may,
after all, be overcome by efforts of their own. But surely it

is not necessary, in order to destroy a spirit of self sufficiency,

to deny that we are men, and accountable creatures ; which is

all that natural ability supposes. If any person imagine it

possible, of his own accord, to choose that from which he is

utterly averse, let him make the trial.

Some have alleged, that " natural power is only sufficient

voi,. J. :n
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to perform natural things ; and that spiritual power is required

to the performance of spiritual things." But this statement

is hr from accurate. Natural power is as necessary to the

performance of spiritual, as of natural things : we must pos-

sess the powers of men, in order to perform the duties of

good men. And as to spiritual power, or, whicli is the same

thing, a right state of mind, it is not properly a faculty of the

soul, but a quality which it possesses; and which, though it

be essential to the actual p.erforinance of spiritual obedience,

yet is not necessary to our being under obligation to per-

form it.

If a traveller, from a disinclination to the western continent?

should direct his course perpetually towards the east, he wouldj

in time, arrive at the place which he designed to shun. In

like manner, it has been remarked, by some who have obser-

ved the progress of this controversy, that there are certain im-

portant points in which false Calvinism, in its ardent desire to

steer clear of Arminianism, is brought to agree with it. We
have seen already, that they agree in their notions of the ori-

ginal holiness in Adam, and in the inconsistency of the duty

of believing with the doctrines of election and particular re-

demption. To this may be added, they are agreed in making-

the grace of God necessary to the accountableness of sinners

with regard to spiritual obedience. The one pleads for grace-

less sinners being free from obligation ; the other admits ot'

obligation, but founds it on the notion of universal grace.

Both arc agreed, that where there is no grace, there is no

duty. But if grace be the ground of obligation, it is no more

grace, but debt. It is that which, if any thing good be requi-

red of the sinner, cannot justly be withheld. This is, in ef-

fect, acknowledged by both parties. The one contends, that

where no grace is given, there can be no obligation to spiritu-

al obedience ; and, therefore, acquits the unbeliever of guilt

in not coming to Christ that he might have life, and in the

neglect of all spiritual religion. The other argues, that, if man

be totally depraved, and no grace be given him to counteract

his depravity ; he is blameless : that is, his depravity is no

longer depravity ; he is innocent in the account of his judge :

consequently, he can need no saviour; and, if justice be done

him, will be exempt from punishment, (if not entitled to hca-
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ven,) in virtue of his personal innocence. Thus the whole

system of grace is rendered void : and fallen angels, who have

not been partakers of it, niust be in a far preferable state to

that of fallen men, who, by Jesus taking hold of their nature,

are liable to become blameworthy and eternally lost. But, if

the essential powers of the mind be the same, whether \sq be

pure or depraved, and be sufficient to render any creature an

accountable being, whatever be his disposition, grace is what

its proper meaning imports

—

-free favour^ ov favour towards

the unnvorthij ; and the redemption of Christ, with all its holy

and happy effects, is what the scriptures represent it

—

neces-

sary to deliver us from the state into ivhich we were fallen^

antecedently to its being bestowed,*

Of the work of the Holy Spirit.

The scriptures clearly ascribe both repentance and faithj

wherever they exist, to divine influence. f From hence, many
have concluded, that they carmot be duties required of sinners,

if sinners have been required from the puipit to repent or

believe, they have thought it sufficient to show the absurdity

of such exhortations, by saying, * A heart of flesh is of God^s

giving : faith is not of ourselves ; it is the gift of God :' as

though these things were inconsistent, and it were improper

to exhort to any thing but what can be done of ourselves, and

without the influence of the Koly Spirit.

The whole weight of this objection rests upon the supposi-

tion that we do noi stand in need of the Holy Spirit to enable

us to comply with our duty. If this principle were admitted,

Ave must conclude, either, with the Arminians and Socinians,

that " faith and conversion, seeing they are acts of obedience,

cannot be wrought of God ;":{: or, with the objector, that, see-

ing they are wrought of God, they cannot be acts of obedi-

ence. But, if we need the influence of the Koly Spirit to en-

able us to do our duty, both these methods of reasoning fall

to the ground.

And is it not manifest, that the godly, in all ages, have con-

sidered themselves insufficient to perform those things to

• Rom. V. 5. 15—21. Heb. ix. 27, 28, 1 Thes. i. 10,

f Ezek. xi. 19 2 Tirn. ii. 25. Epbes. i. 19. ii. 8.

f See Owen's Dif<play of Jirminianism, Chap. X.



100 THE GOSPEL ^V01tThY [^Puvt 3.

which, nevertheless, they acknowledge themselves to be obli-

ged ? The rule of duty is what God requires of us: but he

requires those things which good men have always confessed

themselves, on account of the sinfulness of their nature, insuf-

ficient to perform. He dcsireth truth in the inward /lart :

yet an Apostle acknowledges, IVe are not sufficient of our-

selves to think any thing as oj" ourselves : but our sufficiency

is of God.*— The Sfiirit^ saith he, hclfieth our infrmities : for

we know not what we should prayfor as we ought : but the

Spirit itself maketh intercession for us with groanings which

cannot be uttered^ The same things arc required in one

place, which are promised in another: Only fear the Lord^

and serve him i?i truth with all your heart.—I will put my

fear in their hearts, that they shall not depart from m€.\

When the sacred writers speak of the divine precepts, they

neither disown them, nor infer from them a self-sufficiency to

conform to them ; but turn them into prayer : Thou hast com-

manded us to keep thy precepts diligently. O that my ways

were directed to keep thy statutes !\ In fine, the scriptures

uniformly teach us, that all our sufficiency to do good, or to

abstain from evil, is from above : repentance and faith, there-

fore, may be duties, notwithstanding their being the gifts of

God.

If our insufficiency for this, and every other good thing,

arose from a natural impotency, it would indeed excuse us

from obligation ; but, if it arise from the sinful dispositions of

our hearts, it is otherwise. Those whose eyes are/w// of adul-

tery, and THEREFORE, ca7inot cease from sin, are under the

same obligations to live a chaste and sober life, as other men

are : yet, if ever their dispositions be changed, it must be by

an influence from without them ; for it is not in them to re-

linquish their courses of their own accord. I do not mean td

suggest, that this species of evil prevails in all sinners : but

sin, in some form, prevails, and has its dominion over them,

and to such a degree that nothing but the grace of God can

effectually cure it. It is depravity only that renders the re-

generating influence of the Holy Spirit necessary. " The

• Psalm li. 6. 2 Cor. iii. 5.

1 1 Sam. xii. 24. Jer. xxxii. 40. t Psa. cxix. A, 5.
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bare and outward declaration of the word of God," says a

great writer,* " ought to have largely sufficed to make it to

be believed, if our own blindness and stubbornness did not

withstand it. But our mind hath such an inclination to vanity,

that it can never cleave fast to the truth of God ; and such a

dulness, that it is always blind, and cannot see the light thereof.

Therefore there is nothing available done by the word, with-

out the enlightening of the Holy Spirit.'*

On the necessity o* a divuni-: fhincifle, in ouder to
SELIEVING.

About fifty years ago, much was written in favour of this

position by Mr. Brine. Of late years, much has been advan-

ced against it, by Mr. Booth, Mr. M'Lean, and others. I can-

not pretend to determine what ideas Mr. Brine attached to

the term principle. He probably meant something different

from what God requires of every intelligent creature ; and if

this were admitted to be necessary to believing,'such believing

could not be the duty of any, except those who were possess-

ed of it. I have no interest in this question, farther than to

maintain, that the moral state^ or disposition of the souly has

a necessary injiuence on believing in Chris!. This I feel no

difficulty in admitting, on the one side, nor in defending, on

the other. If faith were an involuntary reception of the truth,

and were produced merely by the power of evidence ; if the

prejudiced or unprejudiced state of the mind had no influence

in retarding or promoting it : in fine, if it were wholly an in-

tellectual, and not a moral exercise ; nothing more than ra-

tionality, or a capacity of understanding the nature of evidence,

would be necessary to it. In this case, it would not be a duty ;

nor would unbelief be a sm, but a mere mistake of the judg-

ment. Nor could there be any need of divine influence ; for

the special influences of the Holy Spirit are not required for

the production of that which has no holiness in it. But if, on

the other hand, faith in Christ be that on which the will

has an influence ; if it be the same thing as receiving the love

of the truth^ that we may be saved ; if aversion of heart be the

only obstruction to it, and the removal of that aversion be the

ki.n^l of influence necessary to produce it; (and whether thes,e

* Calvin: See InstiUite^, 'Qo^k.lll, Chap.IIf
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things be so, or not, let the evidence adduced in the Second

Partof tliis Treatise determine ;*) a contrary conclusion must

be drawn. The mere force of evidence, however clear, will

not change the disposition of the heart. In this case, there-

fore, and this only, it requires the exceeding- greatJieas of di-

•vine fioiver to enable a sinner to believe.

But, as I design to notice this subject more fully in an Aji-

ficndix,, I shall here pass it over, and attend to the objection to

faith being a duly, which is derived from it. If a sinner can-

not believe in Christ without being renewed in the spirit of

his mind ; i)clieving, it is suggested, cannot be his immediate

duty. It is remarkable in how many points the system here

opposed agrees with Arminianism. The latter admits believ-

ing to be the duty of the unregenerate ; but, on this account,

denies the necessity of a divine change in order to it. The
former admits the necessity of a divine change in order to be-

lieving ; but, on this account, denies that believing can be the

duty of the unregenerate. In this they arc agreed, that the

necessity of a divine change and the obligation of the sinner

cannot comport v/ith each other.

But, if this argument have any force, it will prove more

than its abettors wish it to prove. It will prove that divine

influence is not necessary to believing ; or, if it be, that faith

is not the immediate duty of the sinner. Whether divine in-

fluence change the bias of the heart in order to believing, or

cause us to believe without such change, or only assist us in

it, makes no difference as to this argument : if it be antece-

dent, and necessary to believing, believing cannot be a duty,

according to the reasoning in the objection, till it is commu-

nicated. On this principle, Socinians, who allow faith to be

^he sinner's immediate duty, deny it to be the gift of God.f

To me, it appears that the necessity of divine inlluer.cc,

and even of a change of heart, prior to believing, is perfect-

ly consistent with its being the immediate duty of the unre-

generate. If that disposition of heart which is produced by

the Holy Spirit, be 7io 7nore than every intelligent creature

ought at all times to fiossessy the want of it can afford no ex-

• Particularly, Propositions IV. V.

} J^'arrative of the Ysrk JBoptistt, Letter III.
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cuse for the omission of any duty to which it is necessary.
Let the contrary supposition be applied to the common af-

fairs of life, and we shall see what a result will be produced,
I am not possessed of a principle of common honesty

:

But no man is obliged to exercise a principle which he
does not possess

:

Therefore T am not obliged to live in the exercise of com-
mon honesty

!

While reasoning upon the absence of moral principles, we
are exceedingly apt to forget ourselves, and to consider them
as a kind of natural accomplishment, which we are not
obliged to possess, but merely to improve, in case of being
possessed of them

; and that, till then, the whole of our du-
ty consists either in firaying to God to bestow them upon us,
or in waiting till he shall graciously be pleased to do so.

But what should we say, if a man were to re? son thus with
respect to the common duties of life ? Does the whole duty
of a dishonest man consist in either praying to Go4.to make
him honest, or waiting till he does so ? Every one, in this

case, feels that an honest heart is itself tiiat which he ought to
possess. Nor would any man, in matters that concerned hie
%wn interest^ think of excusing such deficiency by alleging
that the poor man could not give it to himself, nor act other-
wise than he did, till he possessed it.

If an upright heart towards God and man be not itself re-
quired of us, nothing is or can be required ; for all duty is

comprehended in the acting-out of the heart. Even those
who would compromise the matter, by allowing that sinners
are not obliged to possess an upright heart, but merely to
firay and luait for it, if they would oblige themselves to un-
derstand words, before they used them, must perceive that
there is no meaning in this language. For, if it be the duty
of a sinner to /u^ay to God for an upright heart, and to 7uait

for its bestowment, I would inquire, whether these exercises
ought to be attended to sincerely, or insincerely ; with a true
desire after the object sought, or without it ? It will not be
pretended, that he ought to use these means insincerely : but
to say he ought to use them sincerely, or with a desire after

that for which he prays and waits, is equivalent to saying, he
ought to 6€ mure s which is the same thing as possessing an
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upright heart. If a sinner be destitute of all desire after

God, and spiritual thingjs, and set on evil ; all the forms into

which his duty may be thrown, will make no difference. The

carnal heart will meet it in every approach, and repel it. Ex-

hort him to repentance : he tells you he cannot repent ; his

heart is too hard to melt, or be any ways affected with his

situation. Say, with a certain writer, he ought to endeavour

to repent : he answers, he has no heart to go about it. Tell

him he must pray to God to give him a heart : he replies,

prayer is the expression of desire, and I have none to express.

What shall we say then ? Seeing he rnnnot repent, cannot find

in his heart to endeavour to repent, cannot /iray sincerely for

a heart to make such an endeavour ; shall we deny his asser-

tions, and tell him he is not so wicked as he makes himself ?

This might be more than we should be able to maintain. Or

shall we allow them, and acquit him of obligation ? Rather

ought we not to return to the place where we set out, admon-

ishing him, as the scriptures direct, to refient and believe the

gosfiel: declaring to him that what he calls his inability is his

sin and shame ; and warning him against the idea of its avail-

ing him another day ; not in expectation that, of his own ac-

cord, he may change his mind, but in hope that God jierad-

venture mat/ give him re/ientance to the ackyioivledgiyig of the

truth.

This doctrine, it will be said, must drive sinners to desfiair.

Be it so : it is such despair as I wish to see prevail. Until a

sinner despair of any help from himself, he will never fall in-

to the arms of sovereign mercy : but if once we are convin-

ced that there is no help, in us, and that this, so far from ex-

cusing us, is a proof of the greatest wickedness, we shall then

begin to pray as lost sinners ; and such prayer, offered m the

name of Jesus^ will be heard.

Other objections may have been advanced ; but I hope it

will be allowed, that the most important ones have been fair-

ly stated : whether they have been answered, the reader will

judge.
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CONCLUDING REFLECTIONS.

X IRST : Though faith be a duty^ the requirement of it is

not to be considered as a mere exercise of authority, but cf

INFINITE GOODNESS ; binding us to pursue our best interest.

If a message of peace were sent to a company of rebels, who

had been conquered, and lay at the mercy of then- injured

sovereign, they must, of course, be required to repent, and

embrace it, ere they could be interested in it ; yet such a re-

quirement would not be considered, by impartial men, as a

mere exercise of authority. It is true, the authority of the

sovereign would accompany it, and the proceeding would

be so conducted as that the honour of his government should

be preserved : but the grand character of the message would

be mercy. Neither would the goodness of it be diminish-

ed by the authority which attended it, nor by the malig-

nant disposition of the parties. Should some of them even

prove incorrigible, and be executed as hardened traitors,

the mercy of the sovereign in sending the message would be

just the same. They might possibly object, that the govern-

ment which they had resisted was hard and rigid ; that

their parents before them had always disliked it, and had

taught ihem from their childhood to despise it ; that to require

them to embrace with all their hearts a message, the very im-

port of which was that they had transgressed without cause,

and deserved to die, was too humiliating for flesh and blood to

bear ; and that, if he would not pardon them without their cor-

dially subscribing such an instrument, he had better have left

them to die as they were : for, instead of its be'vng good news

lo them, it would prove the means of aggravating their misery.

Every loyal subject, however, would easily perceive that it

was good news, and a great instance of mercy, however they

might treat it, and of whatever evil, through their perverse-

jiess, it might be the occasion.

If faith in Christ be the duty of the ungodly, it must) of

VOL. r. o
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course, follow, that every sinner, whatever be his character, is

completely warranted to trust in the Lord Jesus Christ for the

salvation of his soul. In other words, he has every possible

encouragement to relinquish his former attachment and confi-

dences, and to commit his soul into the hands of Jesus to be

saved. If believing in Christ, be a privilege belonging only

to the regenerate, and no sinner, while unre generate, be war-

ranted to exercise it, as Mr. Brine maintains,* it will follow,

cither that a sinner may know himself to be regenerate before

he believes, or that the first exercise of faith is an act of pre-

sumption. That the bias of the heart rec[uiresto be turned to

God antecedently to believing, has been admitted ; because

the nature of believing is such, that it cannot be exercised

while the soul is under the dominion of wilful blindness, hard-

ness, and aversion. These dispositions are represented in the

scriptures, as a bar in the way of faith, as being inconsistent

with it ;t and which, consequently, require to be taken out of

the way. But, whatever necessity there may be for a change

of heart in order to believing, it is neither necessary nor pos-

sible that the party should be conscious of it till he has be-

lieved. It is necessary that the eyes of a blind man should

be opened before he can see : but it is neither necessary nor

possible for him to know that his eyes are open till he does^

see. It is only by surrounding objects appearing to his view,

that he knows the obstructing film to be removed. But, if

regeneration be necessary to %oarrant believing, and yet it be

impossible to obtain a consciousness of it till we have be-

lieved, it follows, that the first exercise of faith is without

foundation ; that is, it is not faith, but presumption.

If believing be the dutij of evei7 sinner to whom the gos-

pel is preached, there can be no doubt as to a warrant for it,

whatever be his character : and to maintain the latter, withouf

admitting the former, would be reducing it to a mere matter of

discretion. It might be inexpedient to reject the way of sal-

vation, but it could not be unlanvfuL

Secondly : Though believing in Christ is a compliance with

-I duty, yet it is not as a duty, or by way of reward for a viv-

• JMotives to Love and Uintyt &c. pp. 38, 39.

f Sec Proposition IV. p. 56.



Meflect,'] OF ALL ACCEPTATION. 107

tuous act, that we are said to he justijied by it. It is true

God does reward tlie services of his people, as the scriptures

abundantly teach: but \.his follows upon justification. We
must stand accepted in the Beloved, before our services can
be acceptable or rewardable. Moreover, if we were justified

by faith as a duty, justification by faith could not be, as it is,

opposed to justification by works: To him that worketh is the

reward not reckoned of grace, but of debt. But to him that

nvorketh not, but believeth on him that justifleth the ungodly,
his faith is cou7ited for righteousness.* The scripture doc-

trine of justification by faith, in opposition to the works of
the law, appears, to me, as follows : By believing in Jesus
Christ, the sinner becomes vitally united to him, or, as the

scriptures express it, Joined to the Lord, and is of one s/iirit

%fithhim;\ and this union, according to the divine constitu-

tion, as revealed in the gospel, is the ground of an interest ip

his righteousness. Agreeable to this is the following lan^

guage : There is no%u, therefore, no condemnation to them
that are in Christ Jesus.—Of him are ye in Christ Jesus, who
of God is made unto us righteousness, b'c-

—

That I may be

found IN him, not having mine own righteousness which is of
the law, but that which is thi^ough the faith of Christ. As
the union which, in the order of nature, precedes a revealed

interest in Christ's righteousness, is spoken of in allusion to

that of marriage, the one may serve to illustrate the other. A
rich and generous character walking in the fields, espies a

forlorn female infant, deserted by some unfeeling parent in the

day that it was born, and left to perish. He sees its helpless

condition, and resolves to save it. Under his kind patronage

the child grows up to maturity. He now resolves to make her

liis wife : casts his skirt over her, and she becomes his. She
is now, according to the public statutes of the realm, interest-

ed in all his possessions. Great is the transition \ Ask her, in

the height of her glory, how she became possessed of all this

wealth ; and, if she retain a proper spirit, she will answer in

feome such manner as this : * It was not mine, but my deliver-

er's ; his who rescued me from death. It is no reward of

;Viny good deeds on my part : it is by marriage : ... it is ofgrace <>

'' Rom, iv, 2-1-5. f 1 Cor. vi. 17.
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It is easy to perceive, in this case, that it was necessary she

should be voluntarily married to her husband, before she could,

accordinj^ to the public statutes of the realm, be interested in

his p;;sscssions ; and that she now enjoys those possessions dy

marriage: yet who would thuik of asserting, that her con-

senting to be his Avife was a meritorious act, and that all his

possessions were given her as the reward of it ?

Thirdly : From the foregoing view of things, we may per-

ceive the alarm'uig situation of unbelievers. By un1)clicvers,

I mean not only avowed Infidels, but all persons who hear, or

have opportunity to hear, the gospel, or to come at the know-

ledge of what is taught in the holy scriptures, and do not cor-

dially embrace it. It is an alarming thought to be a sinner

against the greatest and best of beings : but to be an unbeliev-

ing sinner, is much more so. There is deliverance from the

curse of the lanv^ through him who was made a curse for us.

But if, like the barren fig-tree, we stand from year to year,

under gospel- culture, and bear no fruit, we may expect to fall

under the curse of the Saviour; and who is to deliver us from

this ? If the Tjord spoken by angels was steadfast, and every

transgression and disobedience received a just rccomjiense of

reward; hoio shall lue escape, if nve neglect so great salva-

tion ?

We are in the habit of pitying heathens, who are cnihralled

by abominable superstition, and immersed in the immoralities

•which accompany it : but to live in the midst of gospel-

light, and reject it, or even disregard it, is abundantly more

criminal, and will be followed with a heavier punishment.

We feel for the condition of profligate cluiracters ; for swear-

ers, and drunkards, and fornicators, and liars, and thieves, and

murderers : but these crimes become ten-fold more heinous

in being committed undei the light of revelation, and in con-

tempt of all the warnings and gracious invitations of the gos-

pel. The most prolligaic cliaracter, who never possessed these

advantages, may be far less criminal, in the sight of God, than

the most sober and decent who possesses, and disregards them.

It was on this principle that such a heavy wo was denounced

against Chorazin and Bethsaida, and that their sin was repre-

sented as exceeding that of Sodom.

The gospel wears an aspect of mercy towards sinners; but
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towards unbelieving sinners the scriptures deal wholly in the

language of threatening. / am come^ saith our Saviour, a

light into the worlds that ivhosoever believeth on me should not

abide in darkness. If any man hear my words, and be-

LiRVE NOT, Ijudge him not: (that is, not at present :) /or I
came not to judge the world, but to save the world. He that

rejecteth me., and receiveth not my words., hath one thatjudgeth

him: the word that I have sfioken., the same shall judge hiin

in the last day.* It will be of but small account, in that day,

that we have escaped a few of the lusts of the fesh, if we have

been led captive by those of the mind. If the greatest gift of

heaven be set at naught by us, through the pride of science,

or a vain conceit of our own righteousness, how shall we stand

when he appeareth ?

It will then be found, that a price was in our hands to

get wisdom, but that we had no heart to it: and that herein

consists our sin, and from hence proceeds our ruin. God
called, and we would not hearken ; he stretched out his hand,

and no man regarded ; therefore, he will laugh at our calam-

ity, and mock when our fear cometh. It is intimated, both

in the Old and New Testament, that the recollection of the

means of salvation having been within our reach, will be a

bitter aggravation to our punishment. They come unto thee^

saith the Lord to Ezekiel, as the people come, and they sit

before thee as my people, and they hear thy words, but they

will not do them.—And when this coineth to pass, (lo, it will

come I) THEN SHALL THEY KNOW THAT A PROPHET HATH
BEEN AMONG THEiM.f To the Same purpose our Saviour

speaks of them who should reject the doctrine of his apostles

;

Into whatsoever city ye enter, and they receive you not, go

your ways out into the streets of the same, and say, Even the

very dust of your city, which cleaveth on us, we do wipe o^'

against you : notwithstanding, be ye sure of this, that

THE KINGDOM OF GoD IS COME NIGH UNTO YOU.|

Great as is the sin of unbelief, however, it is not unpardon-

able : it becomes such only by persisting in it till death. Saul

of Tarsus was an unbeliever, yet he obtained mercy: and his

being an unbeliever, rather than a presumptuous opposer of

* John xii. 46—48. f Ez&k. xxxiii. 31 33. f Luke x. 10, 11.
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Christ against conviction, placed him within the pale of for-

giveness, and is, therefore, assigned as a reason of it.*

This consideration affords u iiope even to unbelievers. O
yc sclf-righlcous despisers of a free salvation through a Me-

diator, be it known to you, that there is no other name given

under heaven, or among men, by which you can be saved I

To him whom you have disregarded and despised, you must

cither voluntarily or involuntarily submit. To him every

knee shall bow. You cannot go back into a state of non-exist-

ence, however desirable it might be to many of you : for God

hath stamped immortality upon your natures. You cannot

turn to the right hand, nor to the left, with any advantage

:

whether you give a loose to your inclination, or put a force

upon it by an assumed devotion, each will lead to the same

issue. Neither can you stand still. Like a vessel in a tem-

pestuous ocean, you must go this way, or that ; and, go which

way you will, if it be not to Jesus, as utterly unworthy, you

are only heaping up wrath against the day of wrath. Whether

you sing, or pray, or hear, or preach, or feed the poor, or

till the soil ; if self be your object, and Christ be disregarded,

all is sin,t and will all issue in disappointment : the root is rot-

tenness^ and the blossom shall f^o ufi as the dust. Whither

will you go ? Jesus invites you to come to hi7n. His ser-

vants beseech you, in his name, to be reconciled to God. The

Spirit saith. Come ; and the bride saith, Co;;/ c; z.v\<\ 'whosoever

iDill, let him co7ne, and take of the water of life freely. An
eternal heaven is before you, in one direction ; and an eternal

hell, in the other. Your answer is required. Be one thing,

or another. Choose you, this day, whom ye will serve. For

our parts, we will abide by our Lord and Saviour. If you

continue to reject him, so it must be : nevertheless^ be ye sure

of this ^ that the kinji(dom of God has come nigh U7ito you /

Finally : From what has been advanced, we may form a

judcfjnent of our duty, as ministers of the word, in dealing

with the unconverted. The work of the Christian ministry, it

has been said, is to fireach the gosfiel, or to hold up the free

grace of God through Jesus Christ, as the only way of a sin-

ner's salvation. This is, doubtless, true ; and if this be not

• 1 Tim. i. 13. f Prov. xv. 8, 9. xiviii. 9. xxi. 4.
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the leading; theme of our ministrations, we had better be any
thing than preachers. Wo unto us, if nve preach not the gos-
pel ! The minister, who, under a pretence of pressing the
practice of religion, neglects its all-important principles, la-

bours in the fire. He may enforce duty till duty freezes upon
his lips : neither his auditors nor himself will greatly rco-ard

it. But, on the contrary, if by preaching the gospel be mea^t
the insisting solely upon the blessings and privileges of reli-

gion, to the neglect of exhortations, calls, and warnings ; it is

sufficient to say, that such was not the practice of Christ and
his apostles. It will not be denied, that they preached the
gospel : yet they warned, admonished, and entreated sinners

to repent and believe ; to believe while they had the light ; to

labour notfor the meat that perishcth, butfor that which en-
dureth unto everlastiyig life ; to repent, and be converted, that
their sins might be blotted out; to come to the marriage-supper^

for that all things were ready: in fine, to be reconciled unto
God.

If the inability of sinners to perform things spiritually good
were natural, or such as existed independent of their present
choice, it would be absurd and cruel to address them in such
language. No one in his senses would think of callinQ- the
bhnd to look, the deaf to hear, or the dead to rise up and
walk : and of threatening them with punishment, in case of
their refusal. But if the blindness arise from the love of dark-
ness rather than light ; if the deafness resemble that of the ad»

der, which stoppeth her ear, and will not hear the voice of the
charmer, charm he never so wisely ; and, if the death consist

in alienation of heart from God, and the absence of all desire

after him
; there is no absurdity or cruelty in such addresses.

But enforcing the duties of religion, either on sinners or
saints, is, by some, called preaching the law. If it were so, it

is enough for us, that such was the preaching of Christ and
his apostles. It is folly and presumption, to aff'ect to be more
evangelical than they were. All practical preaching, how-
ever, is not preaching the law. That only, I apprehend,
ought to be censured as preaching the law, in which our ac-

ceptance with God is, in some v/ay or other, placed to the ac-

count of our obedience to its precepts. When eternal life is

represented as the reward of repentance, faith, and sincere
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obedience, (as it too frequently is, and that, under tlic com-

plaisant fornj of being * through the merits of Christ ;') tliis is

preaching- tlie law, and not the gospel. But the precepts of

the law may be illustrated and enforced for evangelical pur-

poses; as tending to vindicate the divine character and govern-

Tue?u—to convince of sin—to show the necessity of a Saviour,

with the freeness of salvation—to ascertain the nature of true

religion—and to point out the rule of Christian conduct.-—

Such a way of introducing the divine law in subservience to

the gospel, is, properly speaking, preaching the gospel ; for

the end denominates the action.

If the foregoing prhiciples be just, it is the duty of minis-

ters not only to exhort their carnal auditors to believe in Jesus

Christ for the salvation of their souls ; but it is at our peril

TO EXHORT T[IEM TO ANY THING SHORT OF IT, OR WHICH

DOES NOT INVOLVE OR IMPLY IT. I am awarc that such au

idea may startle many of my readers, and some who are enga-

ged in the Christian ministry. We have sunk into such a com-

promising way of dealing with the unconverted, as to have

well nigh lost the spirit of the primitive preachers ; and hence

it is, that sinners of every description can sit so quietly as they

do, year after year, in our places of worship. It was not so

with the hearers of Peter and Paul. They were either jirickcd

in the hcai't in one way, or cut to the heart in another. Their

preaching commended itself to every vian^a cuuscience in the

eight of God. How shall we account for this difference ? Is

there not some important errour or defect in our ministrations ?

1 have no reference to the preaching of those who disown the

divhiity or atonement of Christ, on the one hand, whose ser-

mons are liule more than harangues on morality ; nor to that

of gross Antiiiomians, on the other, whose chief business it is

to feed the vanity and malignity of one part of their audience,

and the sin-extenuating principles of the other. These an?

crrours, the folly of which is vianifcst to all men who pay any

serious regard to the religion of the New Testament. I re-

fer to those who are commonly reputed cvangelicaly and who

approve of addresses to the unconverted. I hope no apology

is necessary for an attempt to exhibit the scriptural manner of

preaching. If it affects the labours of some of my brethren,

I cannot denv 1)\it that it mav also affect mv own. 1 conceive.
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there is scarcely a minister amont^st us, whose preaching has

not been more or less influenced by the lethargic systems of

the age.

Christ and his apostles, without any hesitation, called on

sinners to rc/2en ^ and believe the i^os/icl ; but we considering

them as poor, impotent, and depraved creatures, have been

disposed to drop this part of the Christian ministry. Some

may have felt afraid of being accounted legal ; others have

really thought it inconsistent. Considering such things as be-

yond the /jower of their hearers, they seem to have contented

themselves with pressing on them things which they coulil

perform, still continuing the enemies of Christ ; such as be-

having decently in society, reading the scriptures, and attend-

ing the means of grace. Thus it is, that hearers of this de-

scription sit at ease in our congregations. Having done their

duty, the minister has nothing more to say to them ; nothing,

however, unless it be to tell them, occasionally, that some-

thing more is necessary to salvation. But as this implies no

guilt on their part, they sit unconcerned ; conceiving that all

that is required of them is, < to lie in the way, and to wait the

Lord's tinye.' But ii this the religion of the scriptures I

Where does it appear that the prophets or apostles ever treat-

ed that kind of inability, which is merely the effect of reign-

ing aversion, as affording any excuse ? And where have they

descended in their exhortations to things which might be

done, and the parties still continue the enemies of God ? In-

stead of leaving out every thing of a spiritual nature, because

their hearers could not find in their hearts to comply with it,

it may safely be affirmed, they exhorted \.q nothing else ; treat-

ing such inabilhy not only as of no account^ with regard to the

lessening of obligation, but as rendering thesubjectsof itworthy

of the severest rebuke. To ivhom shall I speak ^ and gi-ue ivarn-

ing, that they inatj hear? Behold^ their ear is uncircumcised^

and they cannot hearken: behold, the word of the Lord is un-

to them a reproach, and they have no delight in it. What

then ? Did the prophet desist from his work, and exhort them

to something to which, i?i their present state of mind, they

could hearken ? Far from it. He delivers his message,

whether they would hear, or whether they would forbear.

Thus saith the Lord, Stand ye in the ways, and see, and ask

VOL. I. P
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for the old fiaths^ where is the good ivay, and walk therein,

and ye shallJind rest for your souls. But they saidf We wiU

not walk therein. And did this induce him to desist ? No :

he proceeds to read their doom, and calls the world to wit-

ness its justice : Hear, O earth ! Behold, I will bring evil

ufion this fieofile, even the fruit of their thoughts, because they

have not hearkened unto my words, nnr to my law, but rejected

it* Many of those who attended the ministry of Christ, were

of the same spirit. Their eyes were blinded, and their hearts

hardened, so that they could not believe : yet, paying no

manner of regard to this kind of inability, he exhorted them

to believe in the light while they had the light. And when they

had heard and believed not, he proceeded, without hesitation^

to declare, He that rejecteth me, and receivethnot my words

^

hath one that judgeth him : the word that J have spoken, the

same shall judge him in the last day.j

Such, also, were many of Paul's hearers at Rome. They

believed 7iot : but did Paul, seeing they could not receive the

gospel, recommend to them something which they could re-

ceive ? No, he gave them o?ie word at parting : ITell spake

the Holy Spirit by Ksaias the prophet, unto our fathers, say-

ing. Go unto this people, and say. Hearing ye shall hear, and

shall not understand ; and seeing ye shall see, andnvt perceive.

JFor the heart of this people is waxed gross, and their ears are

dull op' hearing, and their eyes have they closed ; lest they

should see with their eyes, and hear with their ears, arid under'

sta7id with their heart, and should be converted, and I should

heal them. Be it known, therefore, unto you, that the sal-

vation of God is sent u?ito the Gentiles, and that they will

hear it.\

"When did Jesus, or his apostles, go about merely to form

the manners of men ? Where do they exhort to duties which

a man may comply with, and yet miss of the kingdom of

heaven ? If a man kept their sayings, he was assured that he

should 7ievcr see death. In addressing the unconverted, they

began by admonishing them to repent and believe the gospel;

and, in the course of their labours, exhorted to all manner of

duties; but all were to be done spiritually ; or they would

• Jer. vi. 10—19. f John xii. 36. 48. t Acts xsviii. 24—28.
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iiot have acknowledged them them to have been done at all.

Carnal duties, or duties to be performed otherwise than to the

glory of God^ had no place in their system.

The answer of our Lord to those carnal Jews, who inquir-

ed of him? What theij must do to work the works of God ?

is worthy of special notice. Did Jesus give them to under-

stand, that, as to believing in him, however willing they might
be, it was a matter entirely beyond their power ? that all the

directions he had to give were, that they should attend the

means, and wait for the moving of the waters ? No : Jesus an-

swered, This is the work of God, that ye believe on him whom
he hath sent.* This was the gate at the head of the way, as the

author of The Pilgrim^s Progress has admirably represented

it, to which sinners must be directed. A worldly-wise in-

structer may inculcate other duties ; but the true evangelist^

after the example of his Lord, will point to this as the first

concern, and as that upon which every thing else depends.

There is another species of preaching which proceeds upon
much the same principle Repentance towards God, and faith

towards our Lord Jesus Christ, are allowed to be duties ; but

mot immediate duties. The sinner is considered as unable to

comply with them, and, therefore, they are not urged upon
him : but, instead of them, he is directed to pray for the Holy
Sjiirit, to enable him to refient and believe ; and this, it seems,

he can do, notwithstanding the aversion of his heart from
«very thing of the kind. But, if any man be required to pray
for the Holy Spirit, it must be either sincerely, and in the

Dame of Jesus ; or insincerely, and in some other way. The
latter, I suppose, will be allowed to be an abomination in the

sight of God ; he cannot, therefore, be required to do this

;

and, as to the former, it is just as difficult, and as opposite to

the carnal heart, as repentance and faith themselves. Indeed,

it amounts to the same thing ; for a sincere desire after a

spiritual blessing, presented in the name of Jesus, is no other

than the firayer offaith.

Peter exhorted Simon to pray, not with an impenitent hreatj

that he might obtain repentance ; but with a penitent one,

tliat he might obtain forgiveness ; and this, no doubt, in the

* J®hn vi. 29,
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only way in ^^llich it was to be obLuincd, i/n'ough Jesus Christ.

Kki'ENT, suitli he, and firay to God^ if fierhafis- the thoi:ght of

thific heart may be forgiven thee. Our Saviour directed his

disciples to pray for the Holy Spirit : but. sitVcly, the prayer

which they were encouraged to offer was to be sincere^ and

with an eye to the Saviour; that is, it \\?L.sthcfirayeroffaith^

and, therefore, could not be a duty directed to be performed

antecedently, and in order to the obtaining of it.

The mischief arising from this way of preaching is consid-

erable. First: It gives up a very important question to the

sinner, even that question which is at issue between God and

conscience, on the one hand ; and a self-righteous heart, on the

other : namely, whether he be obliged immediately to repent

and believe the gospel ? ' I could find nothing in the scriptures/

says he. ' that would give me any comfort in my present con-

diti n ; nothing shori of repent and believe^ which are things

I cawno?. comply with: but I have gained it from my good

minister. Now my heart is at ease. I am not obliged iimne-

diacely to repent, and sue for mercy in the name of Jesus. It

is nut, therefore, my sin that I do not. All I am obliged to is,

to pray God to help me to do so ; and that I do.' Thus,

after a bitter conflict with scripture and conscience, which

have i)ursued him through all his windings, and pressed upon

him the call of the gospel, he finds a shelter in the house of

God ! Such counsel, instead of aiding the sinner's convictions,

(which, as labourers ivith God^ is our proper business,) has,

many a time, been equal to a victory over them, or, at least,

to the purchase of an armistice. Secondly : It deceives the

soul. Me understands it as a compromise, and so acts upon it.

Tor though he be, in fact, as far from sincerely praying for

repentance, as from repenting ; and just as unable to desire

faith in Christ, as to exercise it; yet he does not think so.

He reckons himself very desirous of these things. The rea-

son is, he takes that indirect desire after them, which consists

in wishing to be converted, (or any thing, however disagreea-

ble in itself,) that he may escape the wrath to come, to be the

desire of grace ; and, being conscious of possessing this, he

considers himself in a fair way, at least, of being converted.

Thus he deceives his soul ; and thus he is helped forward ii^

hi$ delusion I Nor is this all : he feels himself set at liberty
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from the hard requirement of returnini^ immediately to God,
hij Jesus Christy as utterly unworthy ; and being told to pray

that he may be enabled to do so, he supposes that such prayer

will avail him, or that God will give him the power of repent-

ing and believing, in answer to his prayers
;
prayers, be it ob-

served, which must necessarily be oftered up, with an impeni-

tent, unbelieving heart. This just suits his self-righteous

spirit : but, alas, all is delusion I

< You have no relief, then,* say some, « for the sinner,' I

answer, if the gospel, or any of its blessings, will relieve him,

there is no want of relief. But, if there be nothing in Christ,

or grace, or heaven, that will suit his inclination, it is not for

me to furnish him with any thing else, or to encourage him to

hope that things will come to a good issue. The only possi-

ble way of relieving a sinner, v/hiie his i)eart is averse from

God, is by lowering the requirements of heaven to meet his

inclination ; or, in some way, to model the gospel to his mind.

But, to relieve him in this manner, is at my peril ! If I were

commissioned to address a company of men who had engaged

in an unprovoked rebellion against their king and country,

what ought I to say to them ? I might make use of authority,

or entreaty, as occasion might require ; I might caution, warn,

threaten, or persuade them ; but there would be a point from

which I must not depart : Be ye reconciled to your rightful

sovereign ; lay down arms, and submit to mercy ! To this I

must inviolably adhere. They might allege, that they could

not comply with such hard terms. Should I admit their plea,

and direct them only to such conduct as might consist with

a rebellious spirit, instead of recovering them from rebellion,

I should go far towards denominating myself a rebel.

And, as Christ and his apostles never appear to have exhort-

ed the unconverted to any thing which did not include or im-

ply repentance and faith ; so, in all their explications of the

divine law ^ and preaching against particular sins, their object

was, to bring the sinner to this issue. Though they directed

them to no means, in order to get a penitent and believing

heart, but to repentance and faith themselves
; yet they used

7neans with them, for that purpose. Thus our Lord expound-

ed the law in his sermon on the mount, and concluded by en-

forcing such a hearing of his sayings, arfd doing tJiem, as
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should be equal to digging dce/i^ and building one*8 house ufi-

on a rock. And thus the apostle Peter, havinp; charged his

counti7men with the murder of the Lord of glory, present-

ly brings it to this issue : Refient yc^ therefore^ and be con--

verted^ that your sins may be blotted out.*

Some years ago, I met with a passage in Dr. Owen, on this

subject, which, at that time, sunk deep into my heart ; and

the more observation I have since made, the more just his re-

marks appear. " It is the duty of miiiisters," says he, " to plead

with men about their sins ; but always remember, that it be

done with that which is the proper end of law and gospel: that

is, that they make use of the sin they speak against to the dis-

covery of the s^a^e and condition wherein the smneris; other-

wise, haply, they may work men to formality and hypocrisy, but

little of the true end of preaching the gospel will be brought

about. It will not avail to beat a man ofif from his drunken-

ness into a sober formality. A skilful master of the assem-

blies lays his axe at the root, drives still at the heart. To in-

veigh against particular sins of ignorant, unregenerate per-

sons, such as the land is full of, is a good work : but yet,

though it may be done with great efficacy, vigour, and suc-

cess ; if this be all the effect of it, that they arc set upon the

most sedulous endeavours of mortifying their sins preached

down ; all that is done is but like the beating of an enemy in

an open held, and driving him into an impregnable casllc, not

to be prevailed against. Get you, at any time, a sinner at the

advantage on the account of any one sin whatever ; have

you any thing to take hold of him by, bring it to his state and

condition: drive it up to the head, and there deal with him.

To break men off* from particular sins, and not to break their

hearts, is to deprive ourselves of advantages of dealing with

them."t

When a sinner is first seized with conviction, it is natural to

suppose that he will abstain from many of his outward vices,

though it be only for the quiet of his own mind : but it is not

for us to administer comfort to him on this ground ; as though,

because he had broken off a few of his sins, he must needs have

• Matt. v. v*i. vii. Acts ill. 14—19.

t On the Mertificaiion of Sin, Chap. VH.
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broken them off by righteousness, and either be in the road to

life, or, at least, in a fair way of getting into it. It is one of

the devices of Satan to alarm the sinner, and fill him with
anxiety for the healing of outward eruptions of sin, while the

inward part is overlooked, though it be nothing but sin. But
we must not be aiding and abetting in these deceptions, nor
administer any other relief than that which is held out in the

gospel to sinners, as sinners. And when we see such charac-
ters violating their promises, and falling anew into their old

sins, (which is frequently the case,) instead of joining with
them in lamenting the event, and assisting them in healing the

wound by renewed efforts of watchfulness, it becomes us,

rather, to probe the wound ; to make zise of that which has
appeared for the detecting of that which has not appeared

;

and so to point them to the blood that cleanses from all sin.

«< Poor soul !'* says the eminent writer just quoted, " it is not
thy sore finger, but thy hectic fever, from whence thy life is

in danger !" If the cause be removed, the effects will cease.

If the spring be purified, the waters will be healed, and the

barren ground become productive.

I conclude, with a few remarks on the order of addressing

exhortations to the unconverted. There being an estab-

lished order in the workings of the human mind, it has been
made a question, Whether the same ought not to be pre-

served in addressing it ? As for instance : we cannot be
convinced of sin, without previous ideas of God and mor-
al government ; nor of the need of a Saviour, without be-

ing convinced of sin ; nor of the importance of salvation,

without suitable conceptions of its evil nature. Hence, it

may be supposed we ought not to teach any one of these

truths till the preceding one is well understood ; or, at least,

that we ought not to preach the gospel without prefacing it

by representing the just requirements of the laM^ our state as

sinners, and the impossibility of being justified by the works
of our hands. Doubtless, such representations are proper and
necessary ; but not so necessary as to render it improper, on
any occasion, to introduce the doctrine of the gospel without

them ; and much less to refrain from teaching it till they are

understood and felt. In this case, a minister must be re-

duced to the greatest perplexity ; never knowing when it was
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safe to introduce the salvation of Christ, lest some of his

hearers should not be sufficiently prepared to receive it. The

truth is, it is never unsafe to introduce this doctrine. There

is such a connexion in divine truth, that, if any one part of it

reach the mind, and find a place in the heart, all others, which

may precede it in the order of things, will come in along v» ith

it. In rcceivinpj a doctrine, we receive not only Avhat is ex-

pressed, but what is im/ilied by it ; and thus the doctrine of

the cross may itself be the means of convincing us of the evil

of sin. An example of this lately occurred in the experience

of a child of eleven years of age. Her minister, visiting her

under a threatening alBiction, and perceiving her to be unaf-

fected with her sinful condition, suggested, that " It was no

small matter that brought down the Lord of glory into this

world, to suffer and die : there must be something very offen-

sive in the nature of sin against a holy God." This remark

appears to have sunk into her heart, and to have issued in a

saving change.* Divine truths arc like chain shot : they go

together, and we need not perplex ourselves which should

enter first; if any one enter, it will draw the rest after it.

Remarks nearly similar may be made concerning duties.

Though the scriptures know nothing of duties to be perform-

ed without faith, or which do not include or ifn/tlij it ; yet they

do not wait for the sinner's being possessed of faith, before

they exhort him to other spiritual exercises ; such as aeekin^

the Lord, loving him, serving him, 8cc. nor need we lay any

such restraints upon ourselves. Such is the connexion of the

duties, as well as the truths of religion, that, if any one be

truly complied with, we need not fear that the others will be

wanting. If God be sought, loved, or served, we may be sure

that Jesus is embraced ; and, if Jesus be embraced, that sin

is abhorred. Or, should things first occur to the mind in

another order ; should sin be the immediate object of our

thoughts; if this be abhorred, the God against whom it is

committed must, at the same instant, be loved ; and the Sa-

viour who was made a sacrifice to deliver us from it, embra-

ced. Let any part of truth or holiness but fin place in the

heart, and the rest will be with it. Those parts which, in the

*J)iivig Exercities of Susaimah fVrishf, of fi''eek^rj, near Kettering.
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fcrder of things, arc required to precede it, will come in by

way of imfiUcation ; and those which follow it, will be firodu^

ced by it. Thus the primitive preachers seem to have had

none of that scrupulosity which appears in the discourses and

writings ofsome modern preachers. Sometimes, they exhorted

sinners to believe in Jesus ; but it was such belief as imfilied

repentance for sin: sometimes, to repent and be converted

;

but it was such repentance and conversion as included believ-

ing : and, sometimes, to labourfor the meat that endureth un->

to everlasting life ; but it was such labouring as comprehend-
ed both repentance and faith.

Some have inferred, from thfe doctrine of justification by

mith in opposition to the works of the law, that sinners ought

not to be exhorted to any thing which comprises obedience to

the law, either in heart or life, except we should preach the

law to them for the purpose of conviction ; and this, lest we
should be found directing them to the works of their own
hands, as the ground of acceptance with God. From the

same principle, it has been concluded, that faith itself cannot

include any holy disposition of the heart, because all holy dis-

position contains obedience to the law. If this reasoning be

just, all exhorting of sinners to things expressive of a holy ex-

ercise of heart, is either improper, or requires to be under-

stood as merely preaching the law for the purpose of convic-

tion ; as our Saviour directed the young ruler to keep, the

commandments^ if he would enter into life. Yet the scrip-

tures abound with such exhortations. Sinners are exhorted

to seek God, to serve him with fear and joy, to forsake their

wicked way, and return to him, to repent and be converted^

These are manifestly exercises of the heart, and addressed to

the unconverted* Neither are they to be understood as the

requirements of a covenant of works. That covenant neither

requires repentance, nor pi'omises forgiveness. But sinners

are directed to these things under a promise of mercy and abun'^

dant pardon. There is a wide difference between these ad-

dresses and the address of our Lord to the young ruler: that

to which he was directed was the producing of a righteous-

ness adequate to the demands of the law, which was naturally

impossible : and our Lord's design was to show its impossibili-

ty', and, thereby, to convince him of the need of gospel-mer-'

VOL. I. q
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cy : but that to which the above directions point, is not to any

natural impossibility, but to the very way of mercy. The

maimer in which the primitive preachers guarded against self-

righteousness was very different from this. They were not

afraid of exhorting cither saints or sinners to holy exercises of

heart, nor of connecting with them the promises of mercy.

But, though they exhibited the promises of eternal life to any

and every spiritual exercise, yet they never taught that it was

on account of it ; but of mere grace, through the redemption

that is in Jesus Christ. The ground on which they took their

stand was, Cursed is every one who contimieth not in all things-

"jDritte^t in ihe book of the law to do them. From hence, they

inferred the in)possibility of a sinner being justified in any

other way than for the sake of him who was made a curse for

us : and, from hence, it clearly follows, that, whatever holi-

ness any sinner may possess, before, in, or after believing, it

is of no account whatever, as a ground of acceptance with

God. If we inculcate this doctrine, we need not fear exhort-

ing sinners to holy exercises of heart, nor holding up the

promises of mercy to all who tJius return to God by Jesus

Christ.

APPENDIX.

ON TUE QUESTION, WHETHER THE EXISTENCE OF A
HOLY DISI'OSITION OF HEART UE NECESSARY TO
UELIEVING.

J T is not from a fondness fi)r controversy that I am induced to

offer my sentiments on this subject. I feel myself called up-

on to do so, on two accounts. Firsi : The leading i)rinciple

in the foregoing treatise is implicated in the decision of it. If

110 holy disposition of heart be pre-supposed, or included ia

believing, it has nothing holy in it ; and if it have nothing

holy in it, it is absurd to plead for its hchv^vi duty. God rc-

(|uires nothing as a duty which is merely natural, or intellec-

tual, or in which the will has wo concern, bccondly : Mr.
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M'Lean, in a second edition of his treatise on The Commission

tif Christy has published several pages of animadversions on

what I have advanced on this subject, and has charged me
with very serious consequences; consequences which, if sub-

stantiated, will go to prove that I have subverted the great

doctrine of justification by grace alone, without the works of

the law.* It is true, he has made no mention of my name

;

owing, as I suppose, to what I had written being contained in

two private letters, one of which was addressed to him. I

certainly had no expectation, when I wrote those letters, that

v/hat I advanced would have been fiublidy answered. I do

not pretend to understand so much of the etiquette of vi^riting

as to decide whether this conduct was proper: but if it were,

some people may be tempted to think that it is rather danger-

ous to correspond with authors. I have no desire, howevei'j

to complain on this account, nor, indeed, on any other; ex-

cept that my sentiments are very partially stated, and things

introduced so much out of their connexion, that it is impossi-

ble for the reader to form any judgment concerning them.

I have the pleasure to agree with Mr. M'L. in considering

the belief of the gospel as saving faith. Our disagreement

on this subject is confined to the question, What the belief of

the gosfiel includes ? Mr. M'L. so explains it, as carefully to

exclude every exercise of the heart or will, as either included

in it, or having any influence upon it. Whatever of this ex-

ists in a believer, he considers as belonging to the effects of

faith, rather than to faith itself. If I understand him, he

pleads for such a belief of the gospel as has nothing in it of a

holy nature, nothing of conformity to the moral law " in heart

or life ;" a passive reception of the truth, in which the will

has no concern ; and this because it is opposed to the works

of the law in the article of justification.! On this ground, he

accounts for the Apostle's language in Romans iv. 5, To

him that worketh not, but believeth on him that justifieth the

UNGODLY ; understanding, by the terms he that worketh not,

one that has done nothing yet which is pleasing to God ; and,

l?y the term ungodly, one that is actually an enemy to God.

He does not suppose that God justifies unbelievers : if, there*^

* Pages 74—86. t On tin Commission, pp. 83-r-§5,
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fore, he justifies sinners, while in a slate of enmity against

him, there can be nothing in the nature of faith but >vhat may
consist with it. And true it is, if faith liave notliing in it of a

holy nature, nothing of conformity to the divine law '' in htart

or life," nothing of the exercise of any holy disposition of

heart, it cannot denominate the subjects of it godly. Godli-

ness must, in this case, consist merely in the fruits of faith ;

and these fruits being subsequent to justification, the sinner

must, of course, be justified antecedently to his being the sub-

ject of godliness, or while he is actually the enemy of God.

If Mr. M'L. had only aflirmed that faith is opposed to

works, even to every good disposition of the heart, as the

ground of accefitance ivith God ; thai we are not justified by

it as a work ; or that, whatever moral goodness it may pos-

sess, it is not as such that it is imputed unto us for riglueous-^

ness ; there had been no dispute between us. But this dis-

tinction he rejects, and endeavours to improve the cautioaof

those who use it into a tacit acknowledgment, that their views

of faith were very liable to misconstruction : in other words,

that they border upon the doctrine of justification by works in

so great a degree, as to be in danger of being mistaken for

its advocates.* He is not contented with faith being opposed

to works, in point of justification ; it must also be opposed to

them in its own nature. *' Paul," he affirms, " did not look

upon faith as a work." In short, if there be any possibility

of drawing a certain conclusion from what a writer, in almost

every form of speech, has advanced ; it must be concluded,

that he means to deny that there is any thing holy in the na-

ture of faith ; and that, could it be separated from its effects,

(as he supposes it is in justification,) it would leave the per-

son who possessed it, among the enemies of God.

Notwithstanding the above, however, Mr. M<L. allows

faith to be a duty. He has largely, (and, I believe, success-

fully,) endeavoured to prove, that '' faith is the command of

God ;" that it is " part of obedience to God ;" that " to be-

lieve all that God says, is right';*' and that unbelief, whicli is

its opposite, is " a great and heinous sin."t But how can

• Commiasion, p. 76.

•\ Belief of the Gospel Saving Fait/i, pp.o4—44.
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these things agree ? If there be nothing of the exercise of a

holy disposition in what is commanded of God, in what is

rights and in what is an exercise of obedience: by what rule are

we to judge of what is holy, and what is not ? I scarcely can

conceive of a truth more self-evident than this : That God's

commands extend only to that which comes under the influ-

ence of the 'Will. Knowledge can be no further a duty, nor

ignorance a sin, than as each is influenced by the moral state

of the heart ; and the same is true of faith and unbelief. We
might as well make the passive admission of light into the

eye, or of sound into the ear, duties, as a passive admission

of truth into the mind. To receive it into the heart, indeed,

is duty ; for this is a voluntary acquiescence in it : but that

in which the will has no concern, cannot possibly be so.

Mr. M'L. sometimes writes as if he would acknow^ledge

faith to be not only a duty, but to << contain virtue," or true

Jioliness ; seeing, as he observes, " it is the root of all Chris-

tian virtues, and that which gives glory to God, and without

which it is impossible to please him." Nay, the reader would

imagine, by his manner of v/riting, that he was pleading for

the holy nature of faith, and that I had denied it ; seeing I am
represented as having made the " too bold" and " unfounded

assertion," that mere belief contains no virtue. The truth is,

I affirmed no such thing, but was pleading for the contrary

;

as is manifest from what Mr. M'L. says in the same note

:

<' But why so solicitous to find virtue, or moral excellence, in

faith?" It is true, I contended, that if the, belief of the gospel

were a mere exercise of the understanding, uninfluenced by

the moral state of the heart, it could contain no virtue, nor be

the object of a divine command : but I supposed it to be a

persuasion of divine truth, arisingfrom the state of the hearty

in the same sense as unbelief, which Mr. M'L. justly calls

" its opposite," is not a mere mistake of the judgment, but a

persuasion arising from aversion to the truth. From the

above, however, it would seem, that we are agreed in making

faith in Christ something which comprehends "true virtue,"

or, which is the same thing, true holiness, i; et Mr. M'L.

will not abide by all or any of this : if he would, indeed, there

would be an end of the dispute. But he proceeds to reason

in favour of that very "unfounded assertion," for making
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which, I am unwarrantably accused of having been " too bold."

Thus he reasons in support of it :—" If mere belief contain no

virtue, it would not follow that unbelief could contain no sin

:

for such an argument proceeds upon this principle, That if

there be no virtue in a thing, there can be no sin in its oppo-

site; but this does not hold true in innumerable instances.

There is no positive virtue in abstaining from many crimes

that might be mentioned ; yet the commission of them, or

even the neglect of the opposite duties, would be very sinful,

There is no moral virtue in taking food, when hungry; but

wilfully to starve one's self to death would be suicide : and, to

come nearer the point, there is no moral virtue in believing

the testimony of a friend, when I have every reason to do so;

yet, in these circumstances, were I to discredit his word, he

would feel the injury very sensibly. Now, supposing there

was no more virtue contained in believing the witness of God,

than in believing the witness of men, to which it is compared,

it does not follow that there would be no sin in unbelief, which

is to make God a liar. To deny that faith is the exercise of a

virtuous temper of heart, is to refuse some praise to the crea-

ture : but to deny that unbelief is a sin, is to impeach the

moral character of God. And why so solicitous to find virtue,

or moral excellence, in faith ?"

Now, whether this reasoning be just, or not, it must be al-

lowed to prove that Mr. M'L. notwithstanding what he has

said to the contrary, does not consider faith as containing any

virtue. It is true, what he says is under a hypothetical form,

and it may appear as if he were only allowing me my argu-

ment, for the sake of overturning it : but it is manifestly his

own principle which he labours to establish, and not mine;

the very principle on which, as he conceives, depends the

ficcness of justification. I cannot but express my surprise

that so acute a writer should deal so largely in inconsistency.

Mr. M'L. cannot conceive of any end to be answered in

finding moral excellence in faith, unless it be to give some

« praise to the creature." He doubtless means, by this in-

sinuation, to furnish an argument against it. As far as any

thing which is spiritually good in us, and which is wrought

by him who nvorkctk all our jvorks in us^ is firaiscivorthy ; SQ

far the same may be granted of faith ; and, as we should not
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think of denying the one to contain moral excellence, for the
sake of humbling the creature ; neither is there any ground
for doing so with respect to the other.

But there are other ends to be answered by maintaining the
holy nature of faith ; and such as Mr. M'L. himself will not
deny to be of importance. First : It is of importance that
faith be considered as a duty : for if this be denied, Christ is

denied the honour due to his name. But it is impossible to
maintain that faith is a duty, if it contain no holy exercise of
the heart. This, I presume, has already been made to ap-
pear. God requires nothing of intelligent creatures but what
is holy. Secondly : It is of importance that the faith which
we inculcate be genuine, or such as 'voill carry us to heaven.
But, if it have no holiness in its nature, it is dead, and must
be unproductire. Mr. M'L. considers true faith as the roof
of holiness : but, if it be so, it must be holy itself; for the na-
ture of the fruit corresponds with that of the root. If the
difference between a living and dead faith do not consist in
Uiis, that the one is of a holy nature, and the other not so, I
should be glad to be informed wherein it does consist .? and
whether the nature of the one be the same as that of the
other, the difference between them arising merely from cir-
cumstances r Thirdly : It is of importance that unbelief be
allowed to be a sin

; as it is that which, by Mr. M'L.'s ac-
knowledgment, " impeaches the moral character of God."
But, if there be no holiness in faith, there can be no sin in its

opposite. It is true, xMr. M^L. denies the principle of this
argument, and speaks of " innumerable instances'* of things
which have no virtue ; and yet the opposite of them is sin.
This, I am persuaded, is not true. Whatever is the firofier
opposite of sm is holiness. The instances which are given
do not prove the contrary; as abstinence from various crimes,
eating when we are hungry, and believing a human testimony.
There may, indeed, be no holiness in these things, as they
are performed by apostate creatures : but, if they were per-
formed as God requires them to be, (which they should be,
in order to their being the firofier opfiosites to the sins refer-
red to,) they would be holy exercises. God requires us to
abstain from ail sin, from a regard to his name; w eat and
drink^ and do 'iuhQtc_vc£ wc do^ even the giving credit to the
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testimony of a friend, " when wc have reason to do so,'* io

Ms glory. These things, thus performed, would be exercises

of holiness,

I am aware, that those who have opposed the doctrine of

total depravity have argued, that, as being rjit/iout natural

affection is sin ; so the being possessed of it must be virtue.

To this it has been justly answered, that, though a being nvith-

out natural affection argues the highest degree of depravity,

(as nothing else could overcome the common principles of hu-

man nature,) yet it does not follow, that mere natural affection

is virtuous : for, if so, virtue would be found in animals. This

answer is just, and sufficient to repel the objection on the sub-

ject of human depravity : but it will not apply to the case in

hand. The question there relates to a matter q{ fact^ or what

men actually are; but here, to a matter of n^-/?^, or what they

ought to be. Whatever is capable of being done by a moral

agent, nvith an eye to the glory of God, ought to be so done

:

and if it be, it is holy ; if not, whatever may be thought of it

by men, it is sinful. Natural affection itself, if swdJorf/ma^i?^?

to /lim, would be sanctified, or rendered holy ; and the same

may be said of every natural inclination or action of life. It

is thus that God should be served, even in our civil concerns;

and holiness to the Lord written, as it were, upon the hells of

the horses.

I have known several persons in England, wlio have agreed

with Mr. M'L. as to faith belonging merely t(j the intellectu-

al faculty, and the moral state of the heart having no influence

upon it ; but then they either denied, or have been very re-

luctant to admit, that it is duty. * The mind,' say they, * is

passive in the belief of a proposition : we cannot believe as

we will ; but according to evidence. It may be our duty to

examine that evidence ; but, as to faith, it, being altogether

involuntary, cannot be a duty.^ And, if it be a mere passive

reception of the truth, on which the state of the will has no

influence, 1 do not perceive how this consequence can be de-

nied. But then the same might be said of unbelief: < If evi-

dence do not appear to us, how can we believe ?' It may be

our sin not to examine : but, as to our not believing, it being

altogether involuntary, cannot be a sin.' By this mode of

reasoning, the sin of unbelief is explained away ; and nnhe-
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lievers commonly avail themselves of it for that purpose. As

both these consequences (I mean the denying of faith being a

duty, and unbelief a sin) are allowed by Mr. M'L. to be ut-

terly repugnant to the scriptures, it becomes him, if lie will

defend the premises, to show that they have no necessary con-

nexion.

The above reasoning might hold good, for aught I know, in

things which do not interest the heart: but to maintain it in

things which do, especially in things of a inorat and firactical

nature, is either to deny the existence of prejudice, or that it

has any influence in hindering belief.

The author of Glad Tidings to Perishing Sinners, though

he pleads for faith, as including our receiving Christ, and

coming to him, yet is decidedly averse from all holy disposition

of the heart preceding it, not only as affording a warrant, but

as any way necessary to the thing itself. And, as he unites

with Mr. M^L. m considering the sinner as an enemy to God

at the time of his being justified, he must, to be consistent,

consider faith as having no holiness in its nature. His method

©f reasoning on the priority of repentance to believing, would

seem to denote the same thing. He allows speculative re-

pentance, or a change of mind which has " no holiness" in it,

to be necessary to believing ;
giving this as the reason

:

" While a sinner is either stupidly inattentive to his immortal

interests, or expecting justification by his own obedience, he

will not come to Christ." It should seem, then, that a-oeraion

of heart from the gospel- plan, or a desire to be justified by-

one's own obedience, is no objection to coming to Christ; and

that a sinner ivili come to him, notwithstanding this, provided

he be right in speculation, and his conscience sufficiently alarm-

ed. If so, there certainly can be nothing spiritual or holy in

the act of coming. The respect which I feel both towards

Mr. Booth and Mr. M'Lean, is not a little : but there needs

no apology for opposing these sentiments. Truth ought to be

dearer to us than the greatest or best of men.

Mr. M<L. writes as if he were at a loss to know my mean-

ing. " By a corresponding temper of heart,'^ he says, " can-

not be meant some good disposition previous to faith ;
for as

the question relates to faith itself, that would be foreign to

the point." I have no scruple in saying, however, that I con-

VOL. I. R
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sidcr it as firevious to faith ; and as to what is sugj^ested of

\Vs irrelevancy, the same mii^ht be said of unbelief. Were I

to say that unbelief includes the exercise of an evil temper of

heart, and that herein consists the sin of it, 1 should say no

more than is plainly intimated by the sacred writers ; who de-

scribe unbelievers as stumbling' at the word^ being disobedi-

ent * Yet Mr. M'L. mii^ht answer, * By an evil temper of

heart you cannot mean any thing previous io unbelief; for as

the question relates to unbelief itself, that would be foreign

to the point. Neither can you mean, that it is the immediate

and inseparable e^ect of unbelief; for that is fully granted

:

and it is not the effect, but the na-tire, or essence, of unbelief,

that is the point in question. Your meaning, therefore, must

be this : that unbelief, in its very nature^ is a temper, or dis-

position, of heart disagreeing with the truth.' To this I should

ans'vcr, * I do not consider unbelief afe an evil temper of heart,

but as a persuasion arising out of it^ a?id partaking of it:*

and the same answer is applicable to the subject in hand.

I shall fii-st offer evidence, that faith in Christ is a persua-

sion influenced by the moral state of the heart, and partaking

of it ; and then consider the principal objections advanced

against it.

If what has been said already, on duty being confined to

things in which the will has an influence, be just ; the whole

of the second part of the foregoing treatise may be consider-

ed as evidence in favour of the point now at issue ; as what-

ever proves faith to be a duty, proves it to be a holy exercise

of the soul towards Christ, arising from the heart being turn-

ed towards him.

In addition to this, the following particulars are submitted

to the reader.

First : Faith is a grace of the Holy Sfiirit. It is ranked

•with hope and charity, which are spiritual, or holy exercises.

Indeed, whatever the Holy Spirit, aa a sanctifcr, produces,

must resemble his own nature. That which is born of the

S/iirit IS sfiirit. As the ivisdom ivhich is from above is /lure,

and of a practical nature ; so faith, which is from above, re-

sembles its divine origin.

* 1 Pet. ii, 8.
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Secondly : It is that in the exercise of which we give glory

to God.* If faith be what Mr. M'L. acknowledges it to be, a

duty^ and an exercise of obedience^ its possessing such a ten-

dency is easily conceived : but, if it be a jfiassive recefition of

the truth., on which the moral state of the heart has no influ-

ence, how can such a property be ascribed to it? There is a

way in which inanimate nature glorifies God, and he may get

himself glory by the works of the most ungodly; but no un-

godly man XxwVj gives glory to him ; neither does a godly man,

but in the exercise of holiness.

Thirdly : Faith is represented as depending upon choice^ or

the state of the heart towards God : Said I not unto thee.. If

thou wouLDEST believe^ thou shouldest see the glory of God?

How CAN ye believe^ which receive honour one of an-

other, and SEEK NOT the honour that COMETH from

GOD ONLY .^

—

If thou CANST bcUcvc^ all things are possible to

him that believeth.^ If faith be a mere passive reception of

the truth into the understanding, on which the state of the

will has no influence, what fair interpretation can be given to

these passages ? If a disposition to seek the divine honour be

not necessary to believing, how is it that the want of it should

render it impressible ? And if believing had no dependence

upon choice, or the state of the heart, how is it thai our Sa-

viour should suspend his healing of the child, upon the parents

being able to exercise it ? Did he suspend his mercy on the

performance of a natural impossibility ; or upon sometliing on

which the state of the heart had no influence ?

Fourthly : Faith is frequently represented as implying re-

jientance for sin^ which is acknowledged, en ail hands, to be a

holy exercise. It does not come up to the scripture-repre-

sentation to say, repentance is a fruit of faith. There is no

doubt, but that faith, where it exists, will operate to pro-

mote repentance, and every other holy exercise. It is true

also, that a conviction of the being and attributes of God must,

in the order of nature, precede repentance ; because we can-

not repent for ofl"ending a being of whose existence we doubt,

or of whose character we have no just conception : but the

faith of the gospel^ or a believing in Jesus for the salvation of

* Rom, iv. 20. f John xi. 40. v. 44. Mark ix. 23.
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our souls, is represented, in the New Testament, as imfilying

refientance for sin. Rcfient yr, and believe the gosfiel.—And

yc^ li'/icn ye had ftcen z7, repented not^ that ye might be-

lieve.—7/*, ficradventure^ God will give them refientance to

TH. ACKNOWLEDGING OF THE TRUTH.* Whenever the scrip-

tures speak of repentance as followed by the remission of

sins, it will be allowed that faith is supposed : for repentance

without faiih couid not please God, nor have any connexion

with the promise of forgiveness: and it is equally evident tliat,

ivhtn they sjicak <){ faitii as followed by justification, repent-

ance is buppc^bed ; for faith without repentance would not be

genuine. It is impossible to discern the glory of Christ's me-

diation, or to believe in the necessity, the importance, the

loveliness, or the suitableness of his undertaking, while we

feel not for the dishonour done to God by the sin of creatures,

and particularly by our own sin. Ignorance, therefore, is as-

cribed to obduracy^ or inscn.sibility of heart. f Indeed, it is

easy to perceive, that, where there is no sense of the evil and

demerit of sin, there can be Vioform nor comeliness discerned

in the Saviour, nur beauty that ive should desire him : and,

•wl.ile this is th.e case, the servants of Christ will have to la-

ment Who hath bi lieved our refiort ?\

Fifthly : Faith is often expressed by terms which indicate

the exercise of affection. It is called receiving Christ, which,

stands opposed lo reject 'ng him, or receiving him not ; and

•which is descriptive ^'' the treatment he met with from the

body of the Jewish nation. It is caijed receiving the love of

the truthy that lue may be saved ; and by salvation being thus

connected with it, it is implied, that no other reception of the

truth is saving. Christ's word is said to have wo filace in un-

believers; v.hich implies that in true believers it has filace,

and which is expressive of more than a mere assent of the un-

defbtandrng. The good ground in the parable is said to re-

^ptesent them ivhc^ in an honest and good hearty having heard

the worrf, keefi it, and bring forth fruit with patience. It if?

here intimated, that no one receives the word to purpose, but

in the exercise of an honest and good hcart.%

• M:irk i. 15. Matt. xxi. 32. 2 Tim. ii. 25.

f Ephes.iv. 18. i^ Isa. liii. 1, 2.

§ John i. 12. 2Thes. ii. 10. .Tolm viii. o7. r>ukc riii. 15,
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Sixthly : Belief is expressly said to be ivith the heart. If
thou shalt confess with thy mouth the Lord Jesus^ and believe

IN THINE HEART that God hath raised him from the deady

thou shalt be saved. For with the hkart man believeth

^nto righteousness y and with the mouth confession is made lui'

to salvation.—If thou believeth with all thine hj^-art, thou

mayest.* It is allowed, that the hearty in these passages, does

not denote the affections to the exclusion of the understanding;

Bor does the argument require that it should : but neither

does it denote the understanding to the exclusion of the affec-

tions, (which is required by the argument on the other side,)

"but the inmost soul^ in opposition to the mouth with which
confession is made unto salvation. Doing any thing with the

hearty or with all the hearty are modes of speaking never used

in scripture, I believe, for the mere purpose of expressing

what is internal, or mental, and which may pertain only to the

understanding : they rather denote the quality of unfeigned-

ness, a quality repeatedly ascribed to faith,t and which marks
an honesty ofheart which is essential to it.

Seventhly : The want of faith is ascribed to moral causes,

or to the want of a right disposition of heart. Ye

have not his word abiding in you: for whom he hath sent ^ him
ye believe not. Search the scrifitures ; for in them ye think ye

have eternal Ufe: and they are they which testify of me. And
ye will not come to me, that ye might have life, I receive

not honourfrom men. But I know you, that ye have not the

love of God in you. I am come in my Father^s name, and
ye RECEIVE ME not: if another shall come in his own name,

him ye will receive. How can ye believe, which receive hon-

our one of another, and seek not the honour that cometh from.

God only ?—Because I tell you the truth, ye believe me not.

IfI say the truth, why do ye not believe me ? He that is of
God, heareth God's words: ye, therefore, hear them not, be-

cause ye are not of God.X If a holy disposition were unneces-

sary to believing in Christ, neither the want of it, nor the ex-

istence of the contrary, could form any obstruction to it.

Lastly : Unbelief is not a mere errour of the understanding,

* Rom. X. 9, 10. Acts viii. 37. f 1 Tim. u5. 2 Tiro. i. 5

^ .Toim V. 38—44. viii. 45—47.
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but a fioaitive and firacticat rejection of the ifos/iel. It is actu-

ally treating God as a liar, and all the blessings of the gospel

with conicnipt: but faith is the opposite of unbelief; there-

fore, it is not a mere assent of the understanding, but a posN

tivc and practical reception of the gospel, actually treating

God as the God of truth, and the blessings of the gospel as

worthy of all acceptation. This statement of things is clearly

taught us by the pointed address of our Lard to the Jews,

quoted under the fo.*egoing argument. Because I tell you the

truths ye believe mc not.—If I nay the truth, why do ye not

believe me ? If faith were a mere exercise of the understand-

ing, why do not men as readily believe the truth, as they be-

lieve a lie ? Surely truth is not less evident to the mind, nor

less consistent, than falsehood. It is evident, that their not

believing the truth was owuig to the aversion of their hearts,

and nothing else; and, by what follows, it is equally evident,

that the belief of the truth is owmg to the removal of this

aversion, or to the heart's being brought to be on the side of

God : He that is of God, hiureth God's words : ye, therefore^

hear them not, because ye are not of God,

I proceed to the consideration ol objections. The first, and

principal obji-ction that Mr. M^L. alleges against this state-

ment of things, is, that it affects the doctrine of justification

by grace alone, without the works of the taw. " The scrip-

lures pointedly declare,'* he says, " that Goci justifies sinners

rREELY BY HIS GRACE, through the REDEMPTION that is in JC'

sus Christ, and that this justification is received through faith

in Christ's blood. Faith, in this case, is aiways distinguished

from, and opposed to, the works of the law ; not merely of

the ceremonial law, which was peculiar to the Jev»s, but of

that law by which is the knov/icdge of sin ; which says, Thou

shall not covet, and which requires not only outward good aC"

tio)is, but love, and every good disposition of the heart, both

towards God and our neighbour ; so that tlie works ol this

law respect the heart, as well as life. The distinction, there-

fore, between /ai^// and works, on this subject, is not that which

is between inward and outward conformity to the law ; for, if

faith be not, in this case, distinguished irom, and opposed to,

our conformity to the law, both outwardly and inwardly, it

cannot be said that wc ixvo justi/ied by faith without the deeds
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©/* the iaiv^ or that God jutttijieth the ungodly. Faith, indeed,

as a principle of action, worketh by love ; but it is not as

thus working' that it is imputed f(;r righteousness ; for it is

expressly declared, that righteousness is imputed to him

that woKKETH NOT, but BELiEVETH oD him that justifieth

the UNGODLY. It is of FAITH, that it might be by grace ;

and grace and works are represented as incompatible with each

other : for to him that worketh, is the reward not reckoned

of GRACE, but of DEBT. Now, whcn men include in the very

nature of justifying faith such good dispositions, holy affec-

tions, and pious exercises of heart, as the moral law requires,

and so make them necessary (no matter under what considera-

tion) to a sinner's acceptance with God, it perverts the apos-

tle's doctrine upon this important subject, and makes justifi-

cation to be at least, as it ivere^ by the works of the law."*

There is no dispute whether justification be of grace^

through the redemfition ivhich is in Jesus Christ; nor whether

justification by faith be opposed to justification by the works

of the law ; even those works which are internal, as well as

those which are externa!. But it is apprehended, that, in or-

der to maintain these doctrines, there is no necessity to ex-

plain away the holy nature of faith, or to maintain that it con-

sists in mere speculation, which it must, if it have nothing of

the disposition of the heart in it.

If considering faith as arising from the disposition of the

heart be unfriendly to justification by grace, without the works

of the law, it must be on one or other of these suppositions

:

First : Either, that, should there be any holiness in us antece-

dent to justification, it must be imputed unto us for righteous-

Dess. Or, Secondly : If it be not so in fact, yet it will be so

in the view of awakened sinners.

The first of these suppositions, so far from being friendly

fo the doctrine of justification by grace, utterly subverts the

grand principle on which the necessity of it is founded. The
grand principle on which the apostle rests the doctrine, is

this : It is "written, Cursed is every one that continueth 7iot in

ALL THINGS Written in the book of the law to do the?n.-f This

declaration goes to an utter denial of the possibility of a sin-

* On the Commission, -^H. 83, 84 f Gal. ili. 10.
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Tier's bcinjj; justified by the works of his hands. But, if the

foregoing supposition be true, the declaration must be false

:

for, according- to this, the holiness of one that has not contin-

ued in all things written in the book of the law to do them,

provided he have any, is admissible to his justification. On

the other hand, if the declaration be true, the supposition is

false : for, according to the apostle*s doctrine, it must follow,

that, whatever holiness any creature may possess, before, in,

or after his believing, unless he could produce a righteous-

ness in conforming in all things to God's righteous law, it

will avail him nothing in respect of justification. 1 have

no idea of any holiness antecedent to justification, any far-

ther than what is necessarily implied in the nature of jus-

tifying faith ; but, if it were otherwise, and a sinner could

produce a series of holy actions, performed in a course of

years, all must be reckoned as loss and dung in respect of

his being accepted of God. He that would win Christ, must

be found in him.

If antecedent holiness destroy the frecncss of grace, I know

of no solid reason why consequent holiness should not operate

in the same way : and then, in order to be justified by grace,

it will be necessary to continue the enemies of God through

life. It is not the priority of time that makes any difference,

but that of causation. Holiness may precede justification, as

to time, and it may be necessary, on some account, tliat it

should precede it, and yet have no causal inHuence on it. The

self-abasement of the publican preceded his going down to

his house justified; yet it was not on this ground that his jus-

tification rested. Holiness, on the other hand, may follow

justification, as to time ; and yet, for any thing that this will

prove, may be that which is accounted for righteousness.

The righteousness of Christ was imputed to ( )ld-tc5tament be-

lievers, long before it was actually wrought : and good was

promised to Abraham, on the ground that God knew him^ that

he would cojumand his childre?i^ and his household after him.*

It was the denial of personal holiness being necessary to

justification, as a firocuring cause, and not any thing which

regarded the time of it, that excited those vbJcctio?is against

• Gea. xviii. 18, 19.
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the doctrine, as leading to licentiousness, which are repelled
in the Epistle to the Romans, and which have been pleaded
in this controversy. The doctrine here defended is liable to
the same

;
not justly, indeed ; neither was that of the Apostle:

but so long as we maintain that acceptance with God is wholly
out of regard to the righteousness of another, and not for any
thing done by us, before, in, or after believing ; a self-righte-

ous spirit will be offended, and reproach the doctrine, as
immoral.

The argument for the necessity of a sinner's being an ene-
my to God at the ti7ne of his justification, in order to its being
wholly of grace, resembles that of some divines, wlio, for the
same purpose, have pleaded for our being justified from
eternity. They seem to have supposed, that, if God justified

us before we had any existence, or could have performed any
good works, it must be on the footing of grace. Yet these
divines maintained that some men w^re ordained to condem-
nation from eternity ; and that as a punishment for their sin,

which God foresaw. But, if an eternal decree of condemna-
tion might rest upon foreseen evil, who does not perceive,

that an eternal decree of justification might equally rest upon
foreseen good ? The truth is, the freeness of justification

does not depend upon the date of it.

Mr. McLean charges the sentiment he opposes, as a /ler-

version of the Apostle's doctrine ; and with making justifica-

tion to be, at least, " as it ivere, by the works of the law.'*

Yet he is fully aware, that, whatever is pleaded in behalf of

the holy nature of faith, it is not supposed to justify us as a
luork, or holy exercise, or as being any part of that which is

accounted unto us for righteousness : but merely as that which
unites to Christ, for the sake of whose righteousness alone we
are accepted. I have no idea of merit, either of condignity

or congruity, or of justification being bestowed as a reward to

believing, any more than he has. But I shall be told, that

this is « a caution which intimates an apprehension that ray

idea of faith is very liable to such a misconstruction."* And
was the Apostle's doctrine liable to no misconstruction ? and
did he use no caution to guard against it ? Is ^Ir. M'L/s

* On th^ Commissions p. 7^»
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doctrine liable to none ? and does he never use caution for

the same purpose ? What else docs he nnean, when, discours-

ing on God's justifying the ungodly, he adds, "Faith, indeed,

as a principle of action, nvorkcth by love; but it is not a* thus

working that it is imputed for righteousness ?"* I confess I

am not able to discern the difference between this distinction

and that which he discards ; for, if there be any meaning in

words, either in the Apostle's or his, faith dots work by love ;

and that, from its first existence : and its thus working be-

longs to it, as genuine, justifying faith : but, though it always

possessed this property, and without it could not have been

genuine : yet it is not on this account^ or in a way of reward>

that we are said to be justified by it.

If he allege, that the property of toorking btj love does not

belong to the nature of faith, as justifying ; and that, in the

order of time, wo are justified by it previously to its thus

working, he must contradict the Apostle, who speaks of re-

ceiving the love of the 'truths that we may be saved, and

pronounces those persons unbelievers, who do not thus re-

ceive it.f His own words also will, in this case, be ill adapt-

ed to express his ideas. Instead of saying, <' Faith, indeed^

worketh by love ; but it is not as thus ivorki?ig, that it justi-

fies ;** he ought to have said to this effect: Faith, indeed,

worketh by love ; but it is not till it has first performed its of-

fice in respect to justification, which it docs previously to its

working at all.

The scriptures constantly represent union with Christ as

the foundation of our interest in the blessing of justification :

Of him are ?/e in Christ Jesus, who of God is made unions—
righteousness— That I may be found in him^ not having my

own righteousness, which is of the law, but that which is

through the faith of Christ.— We are accejitcd m the Beloved.

There is—no condemnation to them that arc in Christ Jesus.

^

Now, faith in him being that by which this union is effected,

hence arises the necessity of it in order to justiiicaiion. It is

that by which, as in a marriage, we are joined to the Lord,

and so, by his gracious constitution of things, are interested in

* 071 the Co7n7nissio7i, p. 84. t 2 Thess. ii. 10—12.

^ 1 Cor. 1. 30. rhil. iii, 9. Ephcs. i. 6. Rom. viii. 1. Gal. v. 6:
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all he is, and all he possesses. And thus it is supposed, that

living faith, or faith that worketh by love, is necessary to jus-

tification ; not as being- the ground of our acceptance with

God; not as a virtue of which justification is the reward ; but

as that without which we could not be united to a living Re-
deemer.

But we are told, " If any thing holy in us be rendered ne-

cessary to our being accepted of God, (no matter under what

consideration,) we pervert the Apostle's doctrine, and make
justification to be at least, as it were, by the works of the law."

is Mr. M*L. sure that he does not pervert, or at least, sadly

misapply the ApostIe*s words ? Whatever be the meaning of

the phrase as it luere, it does not describe the principles of

those who renounce all dependence upon their own holiness,

and plead for the holy nature of faith, only as being necessary

to render it genuine, and, consequently, to unite us to a holy

Saviour. The characters there referred to were ungodly men,

who relied upon their own woi'ks for justification, stmnbling

at that stumbling-stone.

That we may judge whether this assertion be well founded,

it is necessary to examine the evidence on which it rests : and

this, if I mistake not, is confined to the phraseology of a sin-

gle passage of scripture. If this passage (Rom. iv. 4, 5.)

do not prove the point for which it is alleged, I know of no

©ther that does : and, what is more, the whole tenor of scrip-

ture teaches a doctrine directly opposite ; that is to say, that

HEPENTANCE PRECEDES FORGIVENESS. But, Waiviug this, WC

will attend to the passage itself. If by him that worketh not,

and the ungodly whom God jusdfieth, be meant persons who,

at the time, had never done any good thing in the sight of

God, and who were actually under the dominion of enmittj

against him, Mr. M'L.'s assertion will be granted him: but,

if these terms be meant to describe persons who work not with

resfiect to jiistijication ; and who, in their dealings with God

for acceptance, come not as righteous, but as ungodly; no

such consequence will follow. On the contrary, it will follow,

that, if the Apostle's doctrine be perverted, it is Mr. M'L.

that has perverted it.

That the Apostle is speaking of believers, we are expressly

told in the passage itself. He that worketh not is said, atthti
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same time, to believe: but, whenever this can be said of a

man, it cannot, with truth, be affirmed of him, that he has

done nothing good in the sight of God, or that he is under the

dominion of enmity against him. By Mr. M'L.'s own account,

he has, by the influence of divine grace, done " what is rights

in giving credit to what God says;" he has " obeyed the gos-

pel ;" he has complied with " the command of Ciod/' that we

should believe in him whom he hath sent. It may, however,

be truly affirmed of him, that he worketh not with respect to

justijication ; for it is of the nature of faith to overlook and

relinquish every thing of the kind. Whatever necessity there

may be for a writer in vindication of the truth to enumerate

these things, they are such as the subject of them thinks no-

thing of at the time ; especially as the ground of his accept-

ance with God. All his hopes of mercy are those of a sin-

ner^ an ungodly sinner.

Him that worketh not stands opposed, by the apostle, to

him that ivorketh; to whom, he says, the reward is not reckoned

of grace, but 0/ debt. (Rom. v. 4.) And is this a description of

actually working for God ? The character referred to is either

real or sufiposed: either that of a self-righteous sinner, who

would, at last, be dealt with on the footing of that covenant

to which he adhered ; or of a perfect conformist to the divine

law. If it be the former, he that %vorketh undoubtedly means,

not one that actually labours for God, but one that worketh

nuith a view to jufitijication : and, consequently, he that work-

eth 7iot must mean, not one that has actually wrought nothing

for God, but one that worketh not with a -view of being justi'

fed by it. Or if, on the other hand, the character be allowed

to be only a siififiosed one ; namely, a perfect conformist to

the divine law
;
yet, as what is done by him that so worketh

is done with a view to justification, it is, on this account,

properly opposed to the liie of a believer ; who. whatever he

may do, does nothing without an end, but derives all his hopes

of acceptance with God from the righteousness of another.

To this may be added the examfiles which the apostle re-

fers to for the illustration of his doctrine. These are Abra-

ham and David : and let the reader judge whether they be not

decisive of the question. It is of Abraham's justification

Chat he is speaking. He it is that is held up as a pattern of
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justification by faith, in opposition to the works of the law.

Of him it was supposed, t/iat he ivorked noty but believed o.n

Mm that justijieth the ungodly. If Abraham, therefore, at

the time when he is said to have believed God^ and it ivas

counted to him for righteousness ^ had never done any good
thing, and was actually the enemy of God, Mr. M'L.'s posi-

tion is established. But if the contrary be true, it is over-

turned. To determine this, the reader has only to consult

Gen. XV. 6. xii. 1. and Heb. xi. 8. He will there perceive,

that it was several years after his departure from Haran, (at

which time the apostle bears witness to his being a believer,)

that he is said to have believed God, and it was counted to

him for righteousness. From hence, it is manifest, that thc

character described by the apostle is not that of an enemy,
but a friend of God ; and that it is not merely applicable to

a Christian at the first moment of his believing, but through
the whole of life. We have to deal with Christ for pardofi

and justification more than once ; and must always go to him
as working not, but believing on him that justifeth the un^

godly.

Nor is the example of David less decisive than that of Abra=
ham. When the blessedness of which the apostle speaks

came upon him, he was not in a state of enmity to God : but

had been his friend and servant for a series of years. The
thirty-second appears, evidently, to be one of his penitential

Psalms, composed after his fall in the case of Uriah. Yet he
also is supposed to have worked not, but believed on him that

justifeth the ungodly. And it is worthy of notice, that the

very principle inculcated through this whole Psalm is, the ne-

cessity of refientance in order to forgiveiiess ; a principle

which requires to be disowned, before the position maintained

by Mr. M<L. can be admitted.

It has been said, that the term ungodly is not used, but to

describe the party as being under actual enmity to God,at the

lime. I apprehend this is a mistake. Christ is said to have
died for the ungodly. Did he then lay down his life only for

those who, at the time, were actually his enemies ? If so, he
did not die for any of the Old-testament saints ; nor for any
of the godly who were then alive ; not even for his own apos-

tles, All that can in truth be said is^ that, whatever were their
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characters at the time, he died for them as ungodly; and thus

it is that he justijieth the ungodly. Gospel-juslification stands

opposed to that which is in ordinary use : the one acquits the

righteous, the worthy, the deserving ; the other, the unrighte-

ous, the unworthy, the ungodly.

liut let us examine the other branch of Mr. INl'L.'s objec-

tion ; namely, the ejfect which such a doctrine must have on

the mind of an awakened sinner. " This,'* he says, *' is ob-

vious. He who conceives that, in order to his pardon and ac-

ceptance with God, he must be first possessed of such good

dispositions and holy affections as are commonly included in

the nature of faith, will find no immediate relief from the gos-

pel, nor any thing in it which fully reaches his case, while he

views himself merely as a guilty sinner. Instead of believing

on him that justifieth the ungodly, he believes, on the contra-

ry, that he cannot be justified till he sustains an opposite cha-

racter. Though Christ died iox sinners—for the ungodly ^

yet he does not believe that Christ's death will be of any bene-

fit to him as a mere sinner, but as possessed of holy disposi-

tions ; nor does he expect relief to his conscience purely and

directly from the atonement, but through the medium of a

better opinion of his own heart or character. This sentiment,

if he is really concerned about his soul, must set him upon

attempts to reform his heart, and to do something under the

notion of acting faith that he may be justified ; and all his

endeavours, prayers, and religious exercises, will be directed

to that end."

By the manner in which Mr. M<L. speaks of " pardon and

acceptance with God," uniting them together, and denying

all holy affection to be necessary to cither, it is manifest that

he denies the necessity of repentance in order to forgiveness

;

a doctrine taught not only in the thirty-second Psalm, from

which the apostle argued the doctrine of free justification,

but also in the whole tenor of scripture.*

Secondly : By rejecting this doctrine, he finds in the gos-

pel " relief for the mere sinner." This " mere sinner" is

* 1 Kings viii. 29—50. Prov. xxviii. 13. Isa. Iv. 6—8. Matt. iii. 2.

Mark i. 4. Luke iii. 3. Acts v. 31. Luke sxiv. 47. Acts ii. 38. iii.

19. xxvi. 18.
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described as " awakened," and as « viewing himself merely as

a guilty sinner." At the same time, however, he is supposed

to be destitute of all " holy affection." It may be questioned

whether this account of things be consistent with itself; or,

whether any " mere sinner" ever « views himself merely as a

guilty sinner ;" for such views include a just sense of the evil

of sin, and of his own utter unworthiness of the divine favour,

which no " mere sinner" ever possessed. But, passing this,

whatever be his " awakenings," and whatever the load of

" guilt" that lies upon his conscience, seeing he is allowed to

be destitute of all " holy affection," he must be, in fact, no

other than a hard-hearted enemy to true religion. He has not

a grain of regard to God's name, nor concern for having of-

fended him ; nor the least degree of attachment to the atone-

ment of Christ, on account of its securing his honour ; in a

word, his whole affection centres in himself. This character

wants " relief." And what is it that will relieve him ? Par-

don and acceptance with God, through the atonement ofJesus ?

If so, he needs neither to climb to heaven, nor to descend in-

to the deep : the word is nigh him. But this is not what he

wants : for he sees no form nor coineliness in him; nor beauty

that he should desire him. Is it to be savedfrom his sins ?

No : It is to be saved in them. It is to obtain ease to his

troubled conscience, and exemption from the dread of divine

wrath, without relinquishing his self-righteous lusts, and stib-

mitting to the righteousness of God. And is it true that such

a character stands in need of "relief?" He may think he

does, and may labour hard to obtain it : but surely he needs

to be ivoiinded^ instead of healed, and killed^ rather than made

alive. Nay, in such a state of mind, \^ it possible that he

should be " relieved" by the gosfiel as it is in Jesus ! Rather,

is it not self-evident, that, to relieve him we must assimilate

©ur doctrine to his inclinations ? It were as absurd to sup-

pose that a hard-hearted sinner should be relieved by the true

gospel, as that the nvhole should find relief in a physician.

Thirdly : The hard-hearted sinner is not only to be " re-

lieved" by the assurance of " pardon and acceptance with

God ;" but this is supposed to be derived " directly from the

atonement." If by this were meant merely for the sake of

the atonement, it were unobjectionable : but the meaning is*
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that the mere sinner is pardoned without refientance, or any

« holy affection to Christ.** There must be no consciousness

of any thing; of the kind previously to forgiveness : for then it

would not be " direct, but through the medium of a good

opinion of his own heart or character." And does Mr. M'L.

really believe in all this? What, then, will he make of the

concurrent language of the Old and New Testament ? Let

the wicked fousake his way, and the unrighteous man his

THorGiiTS : a7id let him return unto the Lord, a?id he

ivill have mercy upon him; and to our God^ for he ivill abun-

dantly pardon.—Preaching the baptism of repkntance for

THE REMISSION OF SINS.—Repent ye^ therefore^ and be con-

verted, that your sins may be blotted out.—To turn

them from the power of Satan unto God that they may re^

ccive FORGIVENESS OF SINS.* What can be made of this lan-

guage ? Shall we say, It is the voice of the law, directing a

sinner what he must do in order to be accepted by his own obe-

dience ?\ An ingenious mind will seldom be at a loss for some-

thing to say ; but let us take heed lest we be found perverting

the scriptures in support of an hypothesis. If there be any

meaning in language, it is manifest, that these exhortations

are addressed to sinners, as the means, not of legal, but of

evangelical justification, justification of which the forgiveness

of sins is an essential branch.

From the foregoing, and many such passages, it is evidcntj

that when we are said to be justified by faith, it is such a faith

as involves repentance ; equally so as, when we are said to be

forgiven on repentance, it is such repentance as involves be-

lieving.

Nay, more : If Mr. M'L. believe as above, what can be

made of his own writings ? How are we to understand his

note, in page 92, containing a brief but judicious answer to

Mr. John Barclay ? He there proves, that no man is pardon-

ed or accepted of God till he sustain a different character

from that which belongs to him merely as a sinner ; that is,

till he is a believer; and that "the assurance of a man's own

justification is not founded merely upon the direct testimony

* Isa. Iv. 6—8. Luke iii. 3. Acts iii. 19. xxvi. 18.

: See Mr. M%.'s iiimph Truth, pp. 21—2G.
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of God, but also upon the testimony of his own conscience

bearing him witness in the Holy Spirit that he believes the

gospel testimony.'* Mr. Barclay might reply to him as he
does to others. He might say, concerning the awakened sin-

ner, that, on Mr. M'L.'s principles, ' Though Christ died for

sinners, for the ungodly; yet he does not believe that Christ's

death will be of any benefit to him as a mere sinner, but as

possessed o^faith; nor does he expect any satisfaction as to

the salvation of his soul purely and directly from the atone-

ment ; but through the medium of a better opinion of himself,

dL consciousness that he is a believer. This sentiment, if ha
is really concerned about the salvation of his soul, must set

him upon attempts that he may obtain this faith, in order to be
justified ; and all his endeavours, prayers, and religious exer-

cises will be directed to that end.* If Mr. M<L. can answer

this objection, he will answer his own.

After all, there is a way of deriving relief as " mere sinners,

directly from the atonement :" but this is what a mere sinner^

in Mr. INI'L.'s sense of the terms, never does. They are be-

lieving sinners only ; sinners possessed of " holy affection'* to

Christ, who are thus rendered dead to every thing in them-
selves, and alive to him. By Mr. M'L.'s reasoning, it should

^ecm as though impenitent and unhumbled sinners not only-

derived their comfort in this way ; but as if they were the on-

ly persons that did so ! To derive relief as mere sinners di-

rectly from the atonement, it is not necessary that we should

iiossess no holy affection towards Christ ; but, that whatever

we possess, we make nothing of it as a ground of acceptance,

counting all things but loss and dung, that we may win and be

found in him. And this manner of deriving relief is not pe-

culiar to the time of our first believing ; but belongs to a Ufa

offaith on the Son of God.

Again : It is supposed, that the including of holy affection

in the nature of faith, and rendering it necessary to acceptance

with God, (no matter under what consideration,) must, of ne-

cessity, lead the sinner from Christ, to rely on something good

in himself. It is true, that, if any holiness in us were requi-

red as a ground of acceptance with God, it would be so ; and

the same would be true of the requirement of a faith without

holiness, provided it were required to this end. That faithj

VOL. T, T
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whatever be its nature, is required, and is necessary to pre-

ctde justification, Mr. M'L. will not deny. lie denies its be-

irtg necessary as that on accoimt of ivhich we arc justified:

and so do I : but, whatever be the place which it occupies, it

is allowed to be necessary. Now, if the necessity of a holy

faith be more favourable to sclf-rit^hteousness, than of one

which has nothing holy in it, it must be either because it is

of the nature of holiness, rather than of unholiness, so to ope-

rate ; or because the depravity of the heart can find an occa-

sion for glorying in the one case, which it cannot in the other.

To suppose the first, is the same as supposing that it is of the

nature of holy affection to Christ, to reject his salvation ; of

godly sorrow for sin, to render us more attached to it ; and of

humility of heart, to lift us up with pride. With respect to

the last, I cannot answer for it, that the proud spirit of a

merely " awakened sinner" shall not make a righteousness of

a supposed holy faith ; nor can Mr. M'L. answer for it, that

he shall not do the same of his " simple belief.'* Whether

faith have any holiness in it, or not, seeing he is taught to con-

sider it as necessary to justification, and told that God makes

so great account of it, that without it the atonement itself will

avail him nothing ; there is no Avonder if his unhumbled heart

should take up its rest in his supposed believing, instead of

looking to the doctrine of the cross. An unrenewed sinner

will make a righteousness of any thing, rather than submit to

the righteousness of God. But this I can answer for, If he

really have repentance towards God, and faith towards our

•Lord Jesus Christ, his mind will not be employed in self-ad-

miration. And this, I am persuaded, is more than Mr. M*L.

can say respecting a faith, in the nature of which there is no-

thing holy ; for if faith have no holiness in its nature, the sin-

ner must and will, in the very exercise of it, admire himself.

It is only in the exercise of a holy disposition of heart that the

attention is turned another way : if this, therefore, be absent,

there is nothing to counteract a sell-righteous spirit ; and if,

at the same time, the sinner be fiattered with having gained

more clear and evangelical views of faith than the gencralitj-

of professing Christians, there is every thing to feed it. To
make the requirement of a speculative assent of the judgment,

in which there is no holiness, necessary to the destruction of
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self-righteousness, is supposing that this spirit cannot exist,

unless it have true /wluicss to feed upon : but every one knows,

that, in " mere sinners,'* it reigns uncontrolled ; and that, ac-

cording to the degree in which true holiness exists, it is so far

counteracted. It is natural that it should be so : for it is es-

sential to this principle to sink us into our native nothingness,

and to ennbrace the Saviour as all in all.

P'rom these considerations, I conclude, that, instead of its

being necessary for a sinner to be in an ungodly state of mind,

in order to his believing in Christ, and being justijied as un-

godly ; the direct contrary is true. To believe in Christ, as

justifying the ungodly, is to forego all claim and expectation

of favour on the ground of our own deservings ; to feel that

unto us belongs nothing but shame and confusion of face ; and

that the only hope which remains for us is in the free mercy
of God through Jesus Christ : but this no man ever did, whose

heart vv^as still under the dominion of enmity ; for the thing it-

self is a contradiction. Enmity necessarily blinds the mind,

both to its own deformity, and to the glory of the Saviour.

An enemy of God, therefore, and a self-righteous unbeliever^

are one and the same character.

I cannot but express my surprise, that it should ever have

entered into the heart of wise and good men to imagine, that

a faith which implies contrition and self-annihilation in its

very nature, (the spirit of the publican,) should be supposed

to be favourable to self-righteousness ; while that which may
consist with a hard heart, a proud spirit, and perfect enmity

to God, (the very temper of the pharisee,) is pleaded for, as

necessary to root it up 1 Why, then, did not the pharisee go

down to his house justified, rather than the publican ? The

oxiQ had humbled himself: for God to justify him, therefore,

would, it seems, be inconsistent with the freeness of his grace.

As to the other, assuredly he w^as not wanting in ungodliness^,

nor had he ever wrought a single %oork for God, notwithstand-

ing all his boasting. He was " a mere sinner ;" and, if Christ's

death will prove a benefit to such, why was it not so to him ?

At least, he came very near to the character which, accord-

ing to Mr. M'L.'s doctrine, God should justify. * No :' it

will be said, ^ he did not believe.' It seems, then, that some-

thing more is necessary, after all, than being " a mere sinner.**
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Yet, uhy should it ? Did not Christ « die for Etnncrs^ for the

nni^odly?'' Why should lie not, as "a mere sinner," bcr

come a partaker of his benefits? Or, if nol, wliy does Mr.

ISMv. vrite as if he should ? ' He did not believi.' .... True :

nor, -while he was under the dominion of such a spirit, could

he believe. Ere he could come to Jesus, or believe in him,

he must have heard and learned another lesson.*

It is farther objected, that, to suppose faith to include in it

any holy disposition of heart, is coiifounding if. luith its effects,

and making those to be onc^ which the scriptures declare to

be three ; namely, faitli, hope, and charity. I do not know

that the scriptures any where teach us that a^/ holy disposition

is the effect of faith. It is not more so, I apprehend, than all

\mholy disposition is the effect of unbelief: but unbelief it-

self is the effect of unholy disfiosition, as, I suppose, will be

allowed : all unholy disposition, therefore, cannot be the ef-

fect of unbelief. Mr. M'L. has proved, that faith also is not

only a principle of evangelical obedience, but is itself an

exercise of obedience: all obedience, therefore, by his own

account, is not the effect of faith ; for nothing can be an ef-

fect of itself. And, unless it be possible to obey God with^

out any holy disposition of heart to do so ; it will equally fol-

low, that all holy disfiosition cannot be the effect of faith.

With respect to the confounding of what the scriptures dis-

tinguish, whatever distinction there is between faith, hope,

and charity, it makes nothing to Mr. M'L.'s argument ; un-

less they can be proved to be so distinct as that nothing of

the one is to be found in the other. Faith must not only have

no love in l!, but no ho])e ; hope must include neither faith

jior love ; and love must possess neither faith nor hope. But

are they thus distinct ? On the contrary, it may be found, up-

on strict inquiry, that there is not a grace of the Holy Spirit

which does not possess a portion yf every other grace. Yet

faith is not love, nor hope, nor joy, nor long-suffering, nor

gentleness, nor goodness, nor meekness, nor ])aticnce : each

has a distinctive character ; and yet each is so blended with

the other, that, in dissecting one, you must cut through the

veins of all.

• John V. 44. xii. oP, 40. vi. 45.
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" Some affirm," says Mr. M'L. « that faith, hope, and

love are three, considered only in respect of their objects."*

I had, indeed, suggested that they are three, considered with

r-espect to their objects, but never thought of affirming that

they are three in that view only. They may be three in many
other respects, for aught I know. My argument only requi-

red me to point out a sense in which they were distinct, pro-

vided they were not so in respect of their holy nature. I see

Tito solidity in Mr. M'L.'s objection to an objective distinction

;

and it is rather extraordinary, that what he substitutes in its

place, from Mr. Sandeman, is a distinction merely objective,

Mr. M'L. thinks that faith, hope, and love are distinct as to

their nature; and that the excellencij ascribed to love consists

in its being holy ; whereas faith is not so. But what becomes

of hope ? Love is not said to excel faith only : hope, there-

fore, is required to have no holiness in it, any more than faith.

And has it none ? Mr. M'L. when asked whether hope did

not imply desire^ and desire love ? answered, " Yes : hope is

a modification of love." It was replied, " Then you have

given up your argument !"

It has been farther objected, that the reception of God'.s

testimony is compared to the reception of human testimony

;

and, that as a disposition of heart, whether holy or unholy, is

not necessary to the one, so neither is it to the other. It is al-

lowed, that the testimony of man may, in many cases, be be-

lieved merely by the understanding, and without being at all

influenced by the state of the heart : but it is only in cases

with which the; heaiit has no concern. If the admission

of a human testimony respected things of which there was no

sensible evidence ; things, the belief of which would require

a total relinquishment of a favourite system, and the pursuit

of an opposite course of action ; things, wiiich the greater

part of those about us disregarded ; and which, if true, might

be at a considerable distance ; objections would arise against

the admission of it, which, if it were otherwise, would have no

existence. Nor could they be removed while the heart re-

mained averse. The fact, it is true, might become so notori-

pus as to silence opposition, and, in the end, extort conviction

;

* On thf Cnmnmion, p. 82. Note.
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but conviction, thus extorted, would not be faith. Faith im-

plies that we t/ii7ik- nvell of the testifier, or possess a confi-

dence in his veracity : but this may consist with both ill opinion

and ill will. It is the persuasion of sense, rather than of faith.

Such was that of some of the chief rulers, that Christ was the

Messiah.* The miracles which he wrought silenced their

opposition, and planted in their consciences a conviction that

it must be so. It is true, this conviction is called believi7ig;

but it is only in an improper sense : it was not that faith which

is connected with justification, or salvation. Whatever con-

viction any man may have of the truth, while it is against the

grain of his heart, he is not a believer in the proper sense of

the term ; nor do the scriptures acknowledge him as such. It

is only the receiving the love of the truth that will prove sa-

-ving: and he that does not thus receive it, is described as an

unbeliever.\ If Micaiah's testimony of what God had reveal-

ed to him had been in favour of the expedition against Ra-

moth Gilead, Ahab could have believed it, for a little before

this, he had believed a prophet who spake good concerning

him4 Or, if it had been delivered by a person against whom

he had no prejudice, and on a subject that neither favoured

nor thwarted his inclinations, he might have believed it mere-

ly with his understanding, uninfluenced by any disposition of

his heart : but as it was, while four hundred prophets were

for him to one against him, and while sensible that appear-

ances were in his favour, he believed it not, and even bade de-

fiance to it. It is possible he might have some misgivingSy

even while he was ordering Micaiah to prison ; and when the

arrow pierced him, h\s/ears would rise high. As death ap-

proached, he would feel the truth of what he had been told,

and be possessed, it is likely, of ircmcndousforebodingfi of an

hereafter : but all this was not faith, but involuntary convic-

tion; a species of conviction this, which neither possesses nor

produces any good ; and which has not a promise made to it

in the oracles of truth.

It is acknowledged, by the author of A Dialogue between

David and Jonathan, that, " After all we can say of the spe-

culative knowledge of practical truth, we must still remember

• John xii. 42, 43. f 2 Thcs. ii. 10—13. i 1 Kings xx. 13, 14.
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that it implies some very essential imperfection and errour.'*

But, if practical truth require something more than specula-

tive knowledge to enter into it, why is not the same acknow-

ledged of believing it ? Can spiritual things require to be

spiritually discerned^ and yet be believed while the heart is

wholly carnal ?

Lastly : it is objected, that the word of God is represented

as the mean of regeneration : Of his own loill begat he us

ivith the word of truth.—Being born again,, not of corrufitible

seed, but of incorruptible, by the word of God, which liveth

and abidethfor ever.^ And, as it is supposed that the word

must be understood and belie-ned, before it can have any sa-

ving influence upon us; so it is concluded, that regeneration

must rather be preceded by faith, than faith by regeneration

;

or, at least, that they are coeval. This objection has been

advanced from several quarters, and for several purposes. In

answer to it, I would, in the first place, offer two or three ^^-en-

eral remarks

:

First : Whether regeneration influence faith, or faith re-

generation ; if either of them inflvience the other, they cannot

be coeval. One must be prior to the other, at least in the or-

der of nature ; as the effect is ever preceded by the cause.

Secondly : Whatever weight this objection may possess, it

ought not to be made by any one who denies the belief of the

gospel to be saving faith. For, allowing the word, understood

and belie-ved, to be that by which we are regenerated, still, if

this belief be not faith, but something merely presupposed by

it, faith may, notwithstanding, be preceded by regeneration.

If faith be the same thing as coming to Christ, receiving him,

and relying upon him for acceptance with God, all this, in the

order of things, follows upon believing the truth concerning

him ; no less so, than coming to God follows a believing that

he is, and that he is a rewarder of them that diligently seek

him. We may, therefore, be regenerated by a perception and

belief of the truth, and, as the immediate effect of it, come to

Jesus and rely upon him for salvation.

Thirdly : It may be questioned, whether this objection

ought to be made by those who admit the necessity of a spl-

* James i. 18. 1 Peter i. 23,
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ritual discernment of the glory of divine things in order to be-

lieving. That this is a principle clearly established in the

scriptures, cannot be denied. Seeing the Son is necessary to

believing in him. Unbelief is attributed to spiritual blind-

ness ; and those who believed not the refiort of the gospel,

are described as seeing 7io form nor comeliness in the Saviour,

nor beauty that they should desire him.*

IMr. M^L. speaking of the aiiving truth of the gospel, says,

" It is no sooner perceived and belie-ved, than it takes posses-

sion of the will and affections."t This, I should think, is al-

lowing that Jiercefition is distinct from believing, and neces-

sarily precedes it. But, if a spiritual perception of the glory

of divine truth precede believing, this may be the same, in

effect, as regeneration preceding it. Allowing that the word

requires to be fierceived^ ere the will and affections can be

changed, it does not follow that it must also be believed, for

this purpose : for the very perception itself may change us

into the same image; and, in virtue of it, we may instantly,

with our whole heart, set to our seal that God is true.

Now, I apprehend, that all my opponents arc included un-

der one or other of these descriptions : and, if so, I might very

well be excused from any farther answer. The word of God
may be allowed to be the means of rcgeneraiion ; and yet re-

generation may precede believing.

I do not wish, however, to dismiss the subject without

stating my views of it, and the grounds on which they rest.

To me, it appears, that the scriptures trace a change of heart

to an origin beyond either belief or perception, even to thut

divine influence which is the cause of both ; an influence

which, with great propriety, is compared to the power which

at first commanded the light to shine out of darkness.\

That there is a divine influence upon the soul, which is ne-

cessary to spiritual perception and belief, as being the cause

of them, those with whom I am now reasoning will admit. The
only question is, In what order these things are caused r

Whether the Holy Spirit causes the mind, while carnal, to

discern and believe spiritual things, and thereby renders i':

• 2 Cor. iv. 4. Tsa. liii. 1, 2. | On the Commissioil, p. 82.

4^ 2 Cor. iv. 4.
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spiritual ? or, whether he imparts a holy susceptibility and

i-elish for the truth, in consequence of which we discern itis

glory, and embrace it ? The latter appears, lo me, to be the

truth. The following are the principal grounds on which I

embrace it :-—

First : The scriptures represent the dominion of sin in the

lieart, as utterly inconsiste^it with a spiritual perception and

belief of the gospel ; and, so long as it continues, as render-

ing both the one and the other impossible. Spiritual blindness

is ascribed to aversion of heart. Their eyes have they closed,—
They say unto God^ Defiart from us; for we desire iiot the

knowledge of thy ways.— The ignorance that is in them^ be-

cause of the hardness^ obduracy^ or callousness of the hcart.'^

The obstinacy and aversion of heart is the film to the mental

eye, preventing all spiritual glory entering into it. The natu-

ral man, therefore, receiveth not the things of the Sfiirit of
God ; for they are foolishness to him^ neither can he knoiJA

them. From hence, it will follow, that unless the Holy Spl.

lit effect that which he has declared to be impossible, his in-

iluence must consist, not in causing the mind to see notwith^^

standing the obstruction, but in removing the obstruction it-

self out of the way. If it be said. Though it be impossible

with men, yet it may be possible with God, I answer. Those
things which are impossible with men, but possible with Godj>

are not such as are impossible in their own nature. Where
this is the case, the power of God is never introduced as ac-

complishing them, any more than the power of man. We
should not, for instance, think of affirming, that the heart,

while carnal, and in a state of enmity against God, can, by

his almighty power, be made to love him, and-be subject to his

law: for this is, in itself, impossible. But the impossibility

of the natural man receiving the things of the Spirit of God,

while they appear /oo/is/mcss to him, is manifestly of the same
nature as this, and is described in the same language. f God
does not cause the mind, while carnal, to be subject to his

law, but imparts that which removes the obstruction ; taking

away the stony heart out of our flesh, and giving us a hcavs

* Acts xxviii. 27. Job xxi. 14. Ephes. iv. IS.

t Compare 1 Cor. ii, 14. with Rom. viii.. T
VOLo I. U
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ofjlesh. And thus it is supposed to be in respect of spiritu-

al discernment : God does not cause the natural man to re-

ceive spiritual things, and thereby render him spiritual ; but

removes the obstructing fdm by imparting a spiritual relish

for those things. Thus it is that sjiiritualthiiigs are spiritu-

ally discerned.

Secondly : Though holiness is frequently ascribed, in the

scriptures, to a spiritual perception of the truth, yet that spi-

ritual perception itself, in the first instance, is ascribed to the

influence of the Holy Spirit upon the heart. The Lord open-

ed THE HEART of Lydia, and she attended to the i/ihiifs which

ivere tifioken of Paul,— God^ who commanded the light to shine

out of darkness, hath shined in our hearts, to give the

light of the knowledge of the glory of God, in the face of

Jesus Christ.— The anointing which ye have received of him^

abideth in you; and ye need not that any man teach you: buty

as the 6'awe anointing teacheth you of all things.— Ye have

an unction from the Holy One, and ye know all things.*

Finally : Every thing which proves that spiritual blindness

and unbelief have their origin in the depravity of tlie heart,

proves that, whatever may be said of particular volitions be-

ing caused by ideas received into the mind, original biasses

are not so :t and every thing which proves spiritual percep-

• Acts xvi. 14. 2 Cor. iv. 6. 1 John ii. 27. 20.

I President Edwards, (than whom no man will be allovrcd to have

possessed a clearer insig-ht into these difiicult subjects,) speaks with

great caution on the will being- determined by the understanding-. He

denies that it is so, if by the understanding- be meant what is called rea-

60« or judgment; and only allows it *• in a large sense, as including the

whole faculties of perception or apprehension." And, even when taken

in this large sense, he rather chooses to say, that " The -will al~u)aiis is ai

the greatest apparent good, or as what appears most agreeable, is, than to

say that the will is determined by the greatest apparent good, or by what

seems most agreeable ; because an appearing most agreeable, or pleas-

ing to the mind, and the mind's preferring and choosing, seems hardly

to be projjcrly and perfectly distinct."* Thus also he writes in his

7'reatise on the Jiffcctions. " Spiritual understanding consists, primarily,

in a sense of heart ol' spiritual beauty. 1 say in a sense of heart, for it is

not speculation merely that is concerned in this kind of understanding:

nor can there be a clear distinction made between the two faculties of

• Enquiry on Ibc Will, pp. ii, 17, London Edition.
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tion and faith to be holy exercises, proves that a change of
heart must, of necessity, precede them ; as no holy exercise
can have place while the heart is under the dominion of car
nality. And whether these principles have not been sufficiently

proved in the foregoing pages, the reader must determine.
It is thus, I apprehend, that God reveals the truth to us by

his Spirit, in order to our discerning and believing it : Bless-
ed art thou, Simon-Barjona: fesh and blood hath not -Bi^^^K-i.-

ED these things unto thee, but mij Father nvho is in heaven.-^
Thou hast hid these things from the ivisc and firudent, and
REVEALED them unto babes.—Eye hath not seen, nor ear heard,
neither have entered into the heart of 7nan, (that is, into the
heart of the worldly man,) the things which God hath fire-

flared for them that love him: but God hath revealed tlicni

unto us by his S/iirii ; for the Sfiirit searcheth all things, yea,
the deefi things of God. JSToio we have received not the sjiirit

of the world, but the spirit which is of God, that we
MIGHT KNOW THE THINGS THAT ARE FREELY GIVEN TO US OF
God. Which things also we (as ministers) sfieak, not in the
words that man's wisdom teacheth, but which the Holy Spirit

understanding and will, as acting distinctly and separately in this mat.
ter. When the mind is sensible of the sweet beauty and amiableness of
a thing, that implies a sensibleness of sweetness and delight in the pre-
sence of the idea of it ; and this sensibleness of the amiableness or de-
lightfuhiess of beauty, carries in the nature of it the se7ise of the heart ,-

or an effect and impression the soul is the subject of, as a substance pos-
sessed of taste, inclination, and will.'*

" There is a distinction to be made between a mere notional under-,
standing, wherein the mind only beholds things in the exercise of a specu-
lative faculty

;
axi^the sense of the heart, wherein the mind does not only

speculate and hehold, but relishes Siud feels. That sort of knowledge, by
•which a man has a sensible perception of amiableness and loathsome-
ness, or of sweetness and nauseousness, is not just the same sort of
knowledge with that, by which he knows what a triangle is, and what a
square is. The one is mere speculative knowledge

; the other, sensible
knowledge, in which more than the mere intellect is concerned, the
heart is the proper subject of it, or the soul, as a being that not only be=
holds, but has inclination, and is pleased or displeased. And yet there
is the nature of instruction in it ; as he that hath perceived the sweet
taste of honey, knows much more about it, than he who has only look
ed upon and felt it,"*

• Pa^es 227, 223. Fourth Edition,
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teacheth^ com/iaring afiiritual things 7i>ith ^/urifuai. But thr

natural 7na7i rcceiveth not the thuign of the Spirit of God : for

they are foolifthTiess unto him ; neither can he knoio them^ be-

cause they are spiritually discerned. This rrvelation from

above communicates no new truths, but imparts a holy sust

ceptibility of spirit, a sfiirit ivhich in of God^ (and which stands

opposed to the spirit of the world,J by which those truths that

were already revealed in the scriptures, but wliich were hid

from us by our pride and hardness of heart, become manifest.

Thus faith is the gift of God. Believing itself, I should think,

cannot, with any propriety, be termed a gift ; but he gives us

that from which it immediately follows; namely, an heart to

k7ioiv him, aJi heart to jicrccive, and eyes to see, and ears to

hear.^

I see nothing inconsistent between this statement of things,

and that of James and Peter. We are as properly said to be

born again by the word by God, as we are said to be born in-

to the world by means of our parents ; yet as, in this case, the

instrumentality of man was consistent with the inspiration of

him who quickeneth all things, and who, by an immediate,

though mysterious operation of his hand, gave us life ; so I

conceive it is in the other. The term regeneration, in the sa-

cred writings, is not always used in that strict sense in which

we use it in theological discussion. Like almost every other

term, it is sometimes used in a more strict, and sometimes in

u more general sense. Thus repentance is sometimes distin-

guished from faith : at other times, it comprehends the whole

of that which is necessary to forgiveness, and must, therefore,

comprehend believing. And thus regeneration is sometimes

expressive of that operation in which the soul is passive ; and,

in this sense, stands distinguished from conversion, or actual

turning to God by Jesus Christ. At other times, it includes

not only the first impartaticn of spiritual life, but the whole of

that change which denominates us Christians, or by which wc
are brought as into a new moral world. When the term is

introduced as a cause of faith, or as that of which believing in

Jesus is a proof, (as it is in John i. 12, 13. and 1 John v. 1.)

we may be certain it stands distinguished from it : but when

? Jer. xxiv. 7. Peut. sjix. 4
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the safne things are ascribed to it, which peculiarly pertain to

faith, we may be equally certain that it includes it. Thus we

read of the washing of regeneration and the reneiving of the

Holy Ghost, ivhich he shed on us abmidantly through Jesus

Christ our Saviour; that being justified by his grace, nve

should be made heirs according to the hope of eternal life,*

If regeneration did not here include faith in Jesus Christ, it

would not, I conceive, stand connected, as it does, with justi-

fication, which is peculiarly ascribed to faith.

Regeneration, taken in this large sense of the term, is un-

doubtedly by the word of God, It is by means of this, that a

sinner is first convinced of sin, and by this, as exhibiting mer-

cy through Jesus Christ, is kept from despair. It is by this

only that he can become acquainted with the character of the

being he has offended, the nature and demerit of sin, and the

way in which he must be saved from it. These important

truths, viewed with the eye of an enlightened conscience, fre-

quently produce great effects upon the soul, even previously

to its yielding itself up to Christ. And the impartation of

spiritual life, or a susceptibility of heart to receive the truth,

may generally, if not always, accompany the representation of

truth to the mind. It was while Paul was speaking, that the

Lord opened the heart of Lydia. It is also allowed, that

when the word is received into the soul, and finds place

there, it worketh effectually, and becomes a principle of

holy action, a well of water springing up to everlasting life.

All I contend for is, That it is not by means of a spiritual

perception, or belief of the gospel, that the heart is, for the

first time, effectually influenced towards God ; for spiritual

perception and belief, are represented as the effects, and not

the causes of such influence.

A spiritual perception of the glory of divine things, ap-

pears to be the first sensation of which the mind is conscious

;

but it is not the first operation of God upon it. Spiritual per-

ception is that which the scriptures call ulaHo"is, judgment, or

sense, or the judgment arising from holy sensibility. '\ It is

that in spiritual things, which a delicate sense of propriety is

%T\ natural things ; in which the mind judges, as it were, in-

* Tltiis iii, 5^7. t^^hil. i.c».
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etinctively, from a feeling of what is proper. It is by this

unctioTi from the IIolij One, that we perceive the glory of the

divine character, the evil of sin, and the lovely fitness of the

Saviour ; neither of which can be properly known by mere

intellect, any more tJian the sweetness of honey, or the bitter-

ness of wormwood, can be ascertained by the sight of the eye.

Nor can one be perceived, but in connexion with the other.

Without a sense of the glory of the object offended, it is im-

possible to have any just perception of the evil nature of the

oftencc: and without a sense of the evil of the offence, it

is equally impossible to discern either the necessity or the

illness of a Saviour : but, with such a sense of things, each

naturally, and perhaps instantaneously, follows the other.

Hence arise the exercises oi rejienta7ice towards God andfaith

to'-iVards our Lord Jesus Christ; and in the order in which

the scriptures represent them.

Much has been said of this statement of things, as involving

the absurdity of a godltj unbeliever. Scripture-declarations

and promises, expressive of the safety of the regenerate, have

been urged, and a conclusion drawn, that, if regeneration pre-

cede believing, men may be in a safe state without coming to

Christ.* It will be allowed, I suppose, that spiritual percep-

tion necessarily precedes believing ; or that seeing the Son

p-oes before believing in him; also, that a belief of the doctrine

of Christ precedes our coming to him for life, as much so as

believing that God is, and is a rewarder of them that diligent-

ly seek him, precedes coming to him. But it were as easy

to produce a number of declarations and promises which ex-

press the safety of those who know Christ, and believe his

doctrine, as of those who are regenerate : and it might, with

equal propriety, be said, There is but little, if any, occasion

for those who know Christ, to believe in him ; or for those

who believe his doctrine, to come to him for eternal life, see-

ing they are already in a state of salvation. The truth ap-

pears to be, these things are inseparable ; and when promises

are made to one, it is as connected with the other. The pri-

ority contended for is rather in order of nature, than of time ;

or, if it be the latter, it may be owing to the disadvantages un-

* Mr. Booth's Guid Tidings^ fi/c. pp. irC. 180.
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der which the party may be placed, as to the means of under-

standing the gospel. No sooner is the heart turned towards

Christ, than Christ is embraced. It is necessary that the

evil humours of a jaundiced eye should be removed, before

we can see things as they are : but no sooner are they remo-

ved, than we see. And if there be a priority in order of time,

owing to the want of oppoitunity of knowing tlie truth; yet,

where a person embraces Christ, so far as he has the means

of knowing him, he is, in effect, a believer. The Bereans

received the word luith all readiness qfviind, and searched the

scriptures daily, whether these things were so : therefore, it is

said, many of them believed. And had they died, while en-

gaged in this noble pursuit, they would not have been treated

as unbelievers. This principle, therefore, does not involve

the absurdity of a godly unbeliever. But, if its opposite be

true, the absurdity of an ungodly believer must, undoubtedly,

be admitted. Indeed, those who plead for it avow this con-

sequence : for, though they allow that none but believers are

justified ;
yet they contend, that, at the time of justification,

the party is absolutely, and in every sense, ungodly ; that is,

he is, at the same instant, both a believer and an enemy of

God I

I shall conclude, with a reflection or two on the consequen-

ces of the principle I oppose, with respect to addressing the

unconverted

:

First : If the necessity of repentance in order to forgive-

ness be given up, we shall not be in the practice of urging it

on the unconverted. We shall imagine it will be leading souls

astray, to press it before, and in order to believing; and after-

wards, it will be thought unnecessary ; as all that is wanted

will come of itself. Thus it will, in effect, be left out of our

ministry ; but whether, in this case, we can acquit ourselves

of having deserted the examples, and, of course, the doctrine,

of John the Baptist, Christ, and his apostles, deserves our se-

rious consideration.

Secondly : For the same reason that we give up the neces-

sity of repentance in order to forgiveness, we may give up all

exhortations to things spiritually good, as means of salvation.

Instead of uniting with the sacred writers in calling upon

the wicked to forsake his way, and the unrighteous man his
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thouijhts, and to return to the Lord, that he may have mercy

upon him ; we shall consider it as tending to make them

Pharisees. Indeed, Mr. M^L. seems prepared for this conse-

quence. If I understand him, he does not approve of uncon-

verted sinners being exhorted to any thi?ig sfiiriuially ^ood^

any otherwise than as holding up to them the language of the

law, for convincing them of sin. It is thus he answers the

question, " Are unbelievers to be exhorted to obedience to

God's commandments?'* referring us to tlie answer of our

Lord to the young ruler, which directed him to keep the com-

mandments, if he would enter into life.* It is easy to per-

ceive that his scheme requires this construction of the exhort-

ations of the Bible : for, if he allow that sinners are called to

the exercise of any thing spiritually good, iii order to their

jiartaking of sjiiritual blessings, he must give up his favour-

ite notion of God's justifying men while in a state of enmity

against him. True it is, that all duty, in some sort, belongs

to the law : considering it as the eternal standard of right and

wrong, it requires the heart in every modification. Repent-

ance, faith, and all holy exercises of the mind are, in this

sense, required by it. But, as a covenant of life, it does not

admit of repentance, and much less hold up the promise of

forgiveness. When God says, Re/ient, and turn yourselves

from all your transgressions, so iniquity shall not be yourruiiiy

this is not the language of the law as a covenant oflife. INIr.

M'L. tells us, in the same page, that *' There is no promise

of life to the doing of any good thing, except all the com-

mandments be kept.'* How then can the law, as a covenant

of life, so much as admit of repentance, and much less hold

up a hope that, in case of it, iniquity shall not be our ruin I'

The scriptures exhort on this wise : hiclinc your car, and

come unto me: hear, and your soul shall live: and I ivitl

make an everlasting covenant luith you, even the sure mercies

of David.—Seek ye the Lord while he may be found: call ye

ztfion him while he is ticar : let the wicked forsake his way, and

the unrighteous man his thoughts: and let him return U7itu

the Lord, and he will have mercy ufion him; and to our God-,

for he will abundantly fiardon.—Labour not for tlie vicat that

• Simple Truth, p, 21. Second Edition.
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fierisheth; but for that which endureth unto everlasting life.

—Come unto me, all ye that labour and are heavy laden^ and

Iivill give you rest. Take my yoke iifion yoii^ and learn of me,

and ye shallfind rest unto your souls. Is this the mere lan-

guage of the law, and designed to suggest what they must do,

if they would be justified by the works of it ?

It should seem, that, if Mr. M'L. w^s called to visit a dying

sinner, he would be careful not to use any such language as

this ; or, if he did, it must be ironically, teaching him what

he must do, on his own self-justifying principles, to gain eter-'

nal life. If he be serious, he has only to state to him what

Christ has done upon the cross, and assure him, that, if he

believes it, he is happy. Far be it from me, that I should dis-

approve of an exhibition of the Saviour, as the only founda-

tion of hope to a dying sinner, or plead for such directions as

fall short of believing in him. In both these particulars, I am
persuaded, Mr. M'L. is in the right ; and that all those coun-

sels to sinners, which are adapted only to turn their attention

to the workings of their own hearts, to their prayers, or to their

tears, and not to the blood of the cross, are delusive and dan-

gerous. But does it follow, that they are to be exhorted to

nothing spiritually good, unless it be for their conviction ?

Mr. M'L. to be consistent, must not seriously exhort a sinner

to come off from those refuges of lies, to renounce all depen«

dence on his prayers and tears, and to rehj upon Christ alone,

as necessary to justification, lest he make him a pharisee : for

this would be the same thing as exhorting him to humble him--

self and submit himself to the righteoztsness of God ; exer-

cises in which the mind is active, and which are spiritually

good.

Why should we be wise above what is written ? why scru-

ple to address such a character in the language of inspiration:

JLet the wicked forsake his way, and the unrighteous man his

thoughts : and let him return to the Lord., and he will have

mercy upon him; and to our God^forheiuill abundantly jiar-

don. The sacred writers luai-n and exhort, as well as teach.

While they exhibit the Saviour, they expostulate, entreat, and

persuade men to embrace him with all their hearts : and this,

without any apparent apprehensions of undermiaing the doc-

trine of free justification.

VOL. T. X
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If it be said, The exercises included in the foregoing ex-

hortations imfily faith ; I grant it. Without faith in Christ,

neither repentance, nor any other spiritual exercise, would be

followed with forgiveness. Those who seek the Lord, must

be exhorted to seek him in the way in which he is to be found;

those that call ufion-him^ must do so in the name of Jeaus

;

the 'Way and thoughts to be forsaken respect not merely a

course of outward crimes, but the self-righteous schemes of

the heart ; and returning to the Lord is nothing less than re-

turning home to God by Jesus Christ. But this does not

prove that the exhortation, unless it be to teach them what

they must do to be justified by a covenant of works, is impro-

perly addressed to tlie unconverted. It is manifestly intended

for no such purpose, but as a direction to obtain salvation.

The scriptures sometimes give directions as to the way of

Our obtaining the remission of sins, and acceptance with God;

and sometimes of being saved in general, or of obtaining ever-

lasting life ; and we ought to give the same. If they direct

us to seek for pardon, it is by repentance ;* if for justification,

it is by believing ;t and if for eternal salvation, it is by a life

of evangelical obedience.^ When they speak of pardon, jus-

tification is supposed ;§ and when they exhort to repentance

in order to it, believing in the name of Jesus is supposed.)]

On the other hand, when they speak of justification, they in-

clude forgiveness ;1f and when they exhort to believing, in or-

der to it, it is to such a believing as comprehends repent-

ance.**

Many of these directions, on the principle I oppose, must

be omitted ; but, if they be, some of the most essential branch-

es of the Christian ministry will be neglected.

* Isa. Iv. 6, 7. Acts viii. 22. f Acts xjii. 39. Horn. iv. 4, 5. ix. 32.

+ Rom. n. 7. Heb. xi. 14. § Psa. xxxii. 1, 2. compared with Rom.

iv. 6, 7.
II
Luke xv. 4. 7. Acts xiil. 38. Epiics. i. 7. Col. I. 14.

^Rom.iv. 6,7. ** Mark i. 15. MalL. xxi. 32. Acts xvi. 31.

compurcd witli xx. 21. Luke xiii. 3.
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PREFACE

TO THE FIRST EDITION.

1787.

1 HE prevalence of truth and righteousness is, doubtless, an

object of great importance ; nor is the former any less neces-

sary to the latter, than both are to the interests of mankind.

If controversy is of any use, it is because it tends to bring truth

to light. It too often unhappily falls out, however, that the

parties themselves are not the first who are convinced by each

other's reasonings : but, on the contrary, are as far, and per-

haps farther, asunder, when they leave off, than when they be*

gan : this is not very difficult to be accounted for, though it is

much to be lamented. Perhaps there are very few contro-

versies, wherein there is not room for mutual concessions.

The backwardness so generally discovered to this by writers,

and the determination that too commonly appears on both

sides to maintain, at all events, their own principles, have gi-

ven much disgust to many readers, and made them almost

ready to despair of edification by reading controversy.

But, though it must be granted, that such conduct affords

a just ground of disgust towards a writer, yet there is not the

same reason for being disgusted with controversial writing.

Whatever be the prejudices of the parties, and their rigid ad-

herence to their own opinions ; if a controversy is crried on

with any good degree of judgment, truth is likely to come out

between them ; and what avails it on whose side it is found,

if it is but found ? The obstinacy of the writers is a sin ; but

it is a sin that belongs to themselves : the reader may get
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good, notwithstanding this, sufficient to repay him for all his

trouble.

For my own part, I never imap^ined myself infallible. I

all along thought that, though, at the time, 1 could see no

mistakes in the piece I had written; (if I had, I should cer'-

tainiy have corrected them ;) yet, no doubt, other people, who

would look at it with different eyes from mine, would discern

some; and I trust it has been my desire to lie open to instruc-

tion from every quarter. It would be the shame and folly of

any man, especially of one of my years, to act otherwise.

I will not pretend to be free from that spirit which easily

besets a person engaged in controversy: but thus much I can

say, I have endeavoured to read each of my opponents with a

view to conviction ; and it becomes me to -acknowledge, that

I have not been altogether disappointed. There are some

passages, which, if I had the piece to write over again, I

should expunge, and others which T should alter : I should

endeavour, in some places, to be more explicit, and, in others,

more upon my guard against every appearance of unkind re-

flection.* There are also some lesser matters, which I shall

acknowledge in their place. Justice requires me to say thus

much; but, as to the main sentiment endeavoured to be estab-

lished, notwithstanding what has been written, I must say, it

appears to me unshaken. If, in my judgment, that had been

overthrown, the attention of the reader should not have been

called upon by the present reply.

In the publications of both my opponents! I see different

degrees of merit ; and for each of their persons and charac-

• In a 5eco7irfec/i7ion of the publication to which Mr. F. refers, tliese

alterations were made ; from which corrected edition, the piece, as it

appears in the present volume, is printed. Ed.

f ' Both your opponents—but why not reply to Dr. Withers?* Be-

cause his letter appears, to me, to contain notliin^ like an answer to

that a,c;ainst which it is written. The utmost I can gather, that looks

any thinj^ like evidence, may be summed up in a very small compass.

** There can be no duty," it is said, " without a voluntary compact. If

a conipact with God cannot be found on holy record— if it be evident

that man is destitute of the powers essential to the existence of such u

compact, it cannot be his duty to believe." (pp. 21. 26.) Itmiijht have

been added, with equal propriety,

—

nor to do any thing else -which is en-

joined him. But, I would ask, to whom are we iinprojitablc servants, as
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ters I feel a most sincere regard. I, doubtless, think them
both beside the truth ; and, I suppose, they may think the

doing- no more than our duty ? To men, with wl.om we make com-
pacts, or to God ? If Dr. W.'s reasoning- be just, it is not the duly of
children to be subject to their parents.

Again
:
Men are not all bound to have an equal *' number of ideas, to

believe without evidence, examination, or beyond their natural capaci-

ties." (pp. 40. 59. 7^—7€>.) Tiiis is very true ; neither is there any
thing in the treatise which Dr. W. has opposed, that asserts the contrary.

I had said. If men are not obliged to approve of what God reveals^

they may be right in disapproving it. Much is said to expose this to ri-

dicule. It is said to be "either an identical proposition, or such an arbi-

trary combination of words as, it seems, will prove any thing." (pp. 85
86.) It is not the first, unless a negative and a positive idea are neces-
sarily the same. Christ declared, saying, He that is not -with me is against

me- This is as much an identical proposition as that in question, and
might be treated in the same manner. If there is any mistake in the ar-

gument, it must lie in my taking it for granted, upon Christ's testimony
just quoted, that, though there is an evident difference between a nega-
tive and a positive idea, yet, in this case, the difference is not such as to

admit a possibility of a medium. Every one knows there are cases in

which a medium betv/een ideas of that description may have place; as
between my " not watching my neighbour's house, and breaking it open."
In that casci it is not my duty to do either : but, unless such a medium
could be affirmed between ?ioif approving and ^//sappiovingof what God
reveals, the argument still retains its force, and the syllogistical parade
must appear to be only a play of words.

Dr. W. had given us reason to expect something very considerable

against the distinction of natural and moral inabilitij ,- but what does it

all amount to ? Why^ ability or inability is not, strictly speaking, prcdi-

cableofthe ivill, but of the man, (pp. 89, 90.) I have looked over

what 1 have written on that subject, and cannot find that 1 have any
where predicated inability of the 7w7/, but of the man, througl) theperver-

sion of his tvilL Be that, however, as it may, Dr. W.'s reasoning is of no
force. An idle servant is enjoined a piece of labour : he replies^ I caii^

not do it: he is told his inability lies in his -ivill • he turns metaphysi-
cian, and gravely assures his master that inability is not predicable of
the will, but of the man; and, therefore, insists upon it that he is

blameless

!

If Dr. W. means no more than this, that when the terms ability and in-

ability are applied to the vohtions of the mind they are not used in a
literal, but in ii figurative sense, I do not know any person tliat will dis-

pute what he says. At the same time, it ought to be observed, that
these terms are applied to what depends upon th.e volitions of tlie mindj
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same of mc. I desire to feel every degree of" candour towards

all that differ from me, wliich a person ought to feel towards

though it be in a figurative sense ; and that, both in scripture and in

common life. It is as common to say ot a person of a very covetous tem-

per, that he is incapable of a generous action, as it is to say of a person

\\ho has lost the use of his faculties, he is incapable of acting at all

And thus the scriptures apply the terms. It is as expressly said of Jo-

seph's brethren, that they coxdd not speak peaceably to him, as it is said

of Zacharias, that he was dumb, and could not speak to the people when

he came out of the temple.

The ideas, in these cases, are really and essentially distinct ; and so

long as they continue to be expressed, both in scripture and in common
conversation, by tlie same word ; if we would uiiderstand wliat we speak

or write, a distinction concerning the nature of inability, amounting to

what is usually meant by natural and moral, becomes absolutely neces-

sary.

Dr. W. instead of overthrowing^ this sentiment, has, undesignedly, con-

firmed it ; for though he can excuse a want of love to God, yet, if anj

thing is directed against Idmself, the case is altered. Our Lord, speaking

of the Pharisees, and their blasphemous reproaches against him, says,

" How ca7i ye, being evil, speak good things ?" Now, according to the

theory of this writer, such an inability must sufficiently excuse them.

But if a 7Vuir/st'e speak evil of /u/m, he is grievously provoked. Who
these Pharisees are, and what they have said of Dr. W. I know not. 1

only ask, Is it not a pity but his philanthropy could excuse those who

reproach him, as well as those who dishonour God ?

Phdanthropy* is, doubtless, an amiable temper of mind, when regu-

lated by rules of righteousness ; but there is a sort of love which the

language of inspiration deems hatred. If I were, merely as a mem-

ber of civil society, to visit a number of convicts under a righteous sen-

tence of death ; and if, instead of persuading them of the goodness of

the laws which they had violated, of the great evil of their conduct, and

of the equity of their punishment, and conjuring them to justify their

country, and sue for mercy ;—if, I say, instead of this, I should go about

to palliate their crimes, and assure them, that the governor by whose

laws they were condemned was the a«;//or of all their misfortunes ; that,

th()U|;h I believed some of them, at least, must certainly sufter, yet, I

must acknowledge, 1 could see no Justice in the affair, there being no

proportion between the punishment and the crime ; 1 might call myself

the friend of mankind, and give what flattering titles 1 pleased to what

I had been doing : but impartial spectators would di em me an enemy to

truth and righteousness, an enemy to my country, yea, an enemy to the

very persons whose cause I esj)Oused.

• Alluding to the title of liib book.
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those whom he believes to be mistaken ; and this, I think,

should go to such a length as to entertain the most sincere

But with the principles of Dr. W. I have no concern. There is rea-

son to hope they are too undisguised to gain credit with serious nunds"

I am under no obligation to refute them ; none, however, at present. Be-

fore the sentiments of any writer are entitled to a refutation, it is requi-

site that he pay some regard, at least, to sobriety and truth.

Whether Dr. W. can acquit himself oii -wilful and kiioion falsehood^ I

cannot tell ; but this I know, he has, in very many instances, imputed

sentiments to me of which I never thought, and sentences which never

proceeded from my pen. The former might be imputed to mistake ; and

if there had been only an instance or tv/o of the latter, charity might

have overlooked them ; but the number of gross misrepresentations is

such as admits of no such construction.

Not to mention his exclamations of " punishment without guilt"—of
'* unmerited dam.nation," (pp. 6, 7.) (which seem to be his own senti-

ments rather than mine ; as he believes, if I understand liim, that men
and devils will be eternally punished for that of which God is the au-

thor ;) (pp. 176. with 50. 55.) not to mention these, I say, what could

lie think of himself, in taking such freedoms as the following ? " You
draw I know not what conclusions concermng faith. As though a gene-

ration of vipers had been perfectly holy, if the fulness of time had not

given Jesus to his people." (pp. 177, 178.)—" What combinations of de-

formity and weakness occur in many picus attempts to spiritualize^ as

Totf JPHRASE IT, the works of nature.'* (p. 63.)—** To assert it to be the

DUTY of all to believe that theTj are of the fold of tlie heavenly shepherd

is an impious absurdity." (p. 95. Note.)—**When you inform us, that

it is the duty of every man to believe that he is of the remnant of salva-

tion, you certainly are mistaken." (p. 151.)—« Tremendous deformity

of thought ! To PEKISH if we do believe a lie, to be DAMXEl) IF WE
DO NOT BELIEVE IT ! !!" (p. 153.)—" God cannot, you say, love any but

his chosen, nor can omnipotence itself m^xke any but his chosen love him."

(p. 97.)—" You say, that omnipotence itself cannot make a man choose

and delight in God." (p. 81.)

1 should be glad to be informed in what pages, and in what lines, the

above passages are to be found, and what authority Dr. Wo had for these

imputations.

In the last instance, it is true, he has referred us to Xhepage,- and
there are some of the words, but nothing of the meaning to be found in

page 181 of my treatise.* What is tliere said is, that "Omnipotence it-

* The references to Mr. Fuller's Gospel JVorthy of all Acceptation, &c. are made to tbe

Wirst Edition. In the Second Edition, (from which this is printed,) several passages were
altered, and some omitted : it is therefore impossible, generally, to reltr the reader to the

p-oper pages in this vobme. gD,
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good will towards their persons, and lo piil Uic most favoura-

ble construction that can in justice be put uixm their suppo-

sed mistakes. But, alter all, I believe truth to be important

;

and, so long- as I consider the belief of it to be every person's

duty, according to his natural capacities and opportunities to

understand it, I cannot subscribe to the innocence of errour.

God is the governor of the mind, as well as of the actions.

Pic ijoverns the former by rule, as well as the latter ; and all

deviations from that rule must arise either from its not being

sufficiently level to our capacities, or from inattention, preju-

dice, or some other criminal cause.

I am far from wishing, in any case, to impute blame to an-

other, farther than I am willing, on a similar supposition, to

take it to myself. I am liable to err, as -well as others : but

then I apprehend, so far as I do err, that it is owing to a want

of diligence or impartiality, or to some such cause ; which

God forbid that I should ever vindicate, by pronouncing it in-

nocent !

If I am in errour in the sentiments here defended, it will be

the part of candour in my opponents to allow that I sincerely

believe what I write ; but it would be a spurious kind of can-

dour to acquit me of all blame in the affair. If I have crred>

cither God has not sufficiently revealed the thing in question,

so as to make it level with my capacity ; or else, I have not

searched after truth Avith that earnestness and impartiality

which I ought.

self cannot make tut: n.rsii choose and delight in God ;" and what is

there meant by tlie tcrmfeshy is sufficiently plain from page 182.

It is possible, this gentleman may exelaim, and multiply words, and

pretend to i7ifcr the above passages from what I have advanced. I do

not believe that any one of them can be fairly inferred from any thing I

liave written. But, suppose he thinks they can ; in order to acquit him-

self of falsehood, it is not enough, that, in his opinion, they may be £«-

/tfrrcrZ from what I have said ; they must be proved, the chief of them,

to be Mv WORDS, and, all of them, mv sextimksts ; and the places

where ihcy are to be found, particularly specified. Any thing short of

this will amount to an acknowledgment of the charge, and will require

V-O farther notice in a way of reply.
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SECTION I.

INTRODUCTIOX.—GENERAL REMARKS, Sec.

\V HEN the former treatise was published, I did not flatter

myself with the thought of its meeting with no opposition.

The sentiments there maintained I knew to be different from

those of many whose characters I sincerely respected. I al-

so knew that they had an equal right to examine as I had to

advance. Any person, therefore, who might think me mista-

ken, and should be so disposed, was there invited to point out

my mistakes ; with the addition of only this single caution

—

that he would not only call them mistakes, but jirove them
3uch.

Mr. Button has accepted the invitation. He had a right to

do so. He has " attempted,'* he says, " not barely to call

the sentiments he opposes by the name of mistakes ; but to

prove them such, by solid, scriptural evidence.'* I have no

objection to his attempt ; but I do not think he has succeeded

in it. The leading sentiments in the former treatise, which

are charged as " mistakes," still appear, to me, in the light

of scriptural and important truths. In defending them against

Mr. B.'s exceptions, I hope I shall give him no just cause of

offence. I am sure it is my desire to avoid every thing of a

personal nature ; and to attend simply to the inquiry, ' What
is truth ?' Before we enter upon the subject, however, it will

be proper to notice some other things. Although, in writing
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the pamplilct on whicli Mr B. has animadverted, it was my
study to avoid wounding the character, or misrepresenting

the sentiments of any one, whether dead or living; yet, if any

thing therein be capable of such a construction, it becomes

mc to explain or retract it. Accordingly, I freely acknow-

ledge, that the passage alluded to in the preface, (p. vii.) if

applied to the body of those from whom I differ, is too se-

vere. I am happy to say, I consider neither Mr. B. on the

one hand, nor Philanthropos, on the other,* (whatever be the

tendency of their principles, if pursued in their consequences,)

as deserving that censure. I did not mean it indiscriminate-

ly of all whose sentiments I opposed ; and I suppose the

world, by this time, does not want evidence that it is true of

some of them.

While truth and justice require the above acknowledgment,

there are several ether charges to which they equally oblige

me to plead, Not guilty. I am accused (p. 4.) of having

Tuade a personal attack upon Mr. Brine ; but, I conceive,

without any reason. I do not think I remembered, at the

time of writing, that Mr. Brine had used such a mode of ex-

pression : nor are they the express words of any author, though

it is a manner of speaking which has been too frequently

used. However, suppose I had it in recollection, and pur-

posely omitted the mentioning of any name ; surely, a cen-

sure passed upon a certain mode of speaking, though exem-

plified nearly in the words of some one author, is yet far enough

off from a personal attack : and I should suppose the omis-

sion of the name would render it still farther.

Ought I to be accountable for it, if any persons have said,

that " this book will cure some of their Gillism and Brine-

ism ?*' (Preface, p. v.) I have a high opinion of the re-

spectable characters alluded to. At the same time, the suc-

cessors of these worthy men ought not to set them up as the

standards of orthodoxy. In some things, they dilTered from

one another ; and, on this subject, from almost all who had

gone before them, from hundreds of men whom they loved,

and whom they knew to be their equals in piety and respect-

ability. Yea, in some parts of this controversy^ they took

* Philantbropos also complained of this passage, p. 9.
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different grounds. Though Mr. Brine mamtamed the argu-

ment from Adam's incapacity to believe, yet Dr. Gill, when

contending with the Arminians, gave it up.* But they were

great and upright men, and thought for themselves ; and it is

to be hoped that others m.ay do the same.

Mr. B. blames me for desiring people to read my book,

(p. 6.) I only desired they would read it before they condemn-

ed it. And what law is that which will condemn a man be-

fore it hears him ?

I am accused (p. lOS.) of seeming to avail myself of the

numbers I have on my side ; but whoever reads p. 178 of my
treatise will perceive that I there found my argument not up-

on the number of those who have been on my side, but upon

the great works which God has wrought by them. These all

went forth in the use of " precepts, prohibitions, and prom-

ises ;'* which the author of the Further Inquiry^ whom I was

there opposing, represents as irreconcileable with the cove-

nant of grace.

Truth obliges me to repeat what I asserted, in p. 109, that

the main objections against us originated with Arminius, or

his followers. But I do not thereby insinuate, as Mr. B. (p.

75.) says I do, " that all who oppose my ideas of faith are

Arminians.'*

I speak with the greatest sincerity, when I say I have a

high esteem for Mr. B. and many others of his sentiments. I

do not account them as adversaries, but as brethren in Christ,

as fellow-labourers in the gospel ; " and could rejoice (as was

said before) to spend my days in cordial friendship with them."

The most cordial friendship, however, does not require us to

suppress what we believe to be a part of our sacred commis-

sion, but rather to endeavour to speak the truth in love.

Having said thus much in my own defence, I shall now pro-

ceed to make a few general remarks upon Mr. B.'s publica-

tion.

In the first place, I think it cannot fairly be called an an-

swer to my treatise, were there no other reason than that, al-

though something is said concerning most of the leading to-

pics in dispute, yet the main arguments under those topics

* Cmise of God and Truth, Part III. Chap. III. § 6.



iy6 REPLY TO \_Sect, 1*

are frequently IcI't unnoticed. This will appear to any person

who will inspect the contents oi both perfonuanccs, and com-

pare what each has advanced under every topic.

Farther : Mr. B. has taken great pains to prove a number

of things which I never thought of denying. Thus he labours

to convince us that faith is the gift of God, the effect of spir-

itual illumination; that the Apostle, in 2 Thes. ii. 13. meant

such a faith as is connected with sanctification of the Spirit

;

(p. 12.) that God has decreed only to punish for sin, for the

breach of his commands; (p. 88.) that Christ's obedience was

gloriously superior to that of Adam ; (p. 78.) that human de-

pravity shall not prove an absolute bar to an elect soul's be-

lieving ; (p. 60.) that supreme love to God would not lead a

Heathen to embrace Christ in any sense, because Christ is not

revealed even in an external manner, (p. 85.) Since my
sentiments are the same as Mr. B.'s, respecting these things,

his labour in proving them seems, to me, to be lost.

The far greater part of Mr. B.'s quotations I heartily ap-

prove. They are in no wise contradictory to what I have ad-

vanced. Many others, particularly from Dr. Owen, which

seem to be contrary, would be found otherwise, if the con-

nexion and scope were consuiLcd. But it is easy to foresee, that

a particular discussion of this kind would lead off from the

point in hand, and spin out the controversy to an unnecessary

length. I shall, therefore, treat all that is said as if it were

Mr. B.'s own, and no farther attend to any (juotations, than as

they contain argument which requires to be considered.*

• I ought to observe, that, although Calvin, Terkins, Goodwin, Owen,

Charnock, Biinyan, M'Lauren, and others, arc amongst the number of

Mr. B.'s authorities, they are all decidedly against him in the main point

in debate. Indeed, I believe, no writer of eminence can be named, be-

fore the present century, who denied it to be the duty of men in gen-

eral to believe in the Lord Jesus Christ for tlic salvation of their souls.

I think Mr. Hussey was the first person who, by the general tenor of

his writings, laid the foundation for this sentiment. And yet even Mr. Hus-

sey did not, that I recollect, expressly avow it. On the contrary, he al-

lowed it to be " tlie (luty of those who were not cftectually called, to

hear spiriiualltj, and open their hearts to Christ ; though, as he justly as-

serted, the preaching of this as their duty would not effect a cure"

Operations of Grace, p. 442.

Mr. Uussey was, doubtless, a mail of considerable eminence, in some
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It seems, to me, that Mr. B. very frequently confounds the

fhing with the cause which producps it, and hereby loses him-

self and the argument in a maze of obscurity. This seems

especially to be the case, when he enters upon the subject of

that s/iiriiual life which we derive from Christ.* If Mr. B.

means that spiritual dispositions are not duties, considered as

under the idea of blessings, that is what I have all along as-

serted. But if he mean that nothing can be our duty which

is derived from Christ, and is a new-covenant blessing, then he

not only asserts that which is irreconcileable with the prayers

of the godly in all ages, (who have ever prayed for grace to

perform what they acknowledged to be their duty
;
J but also

contradicts his oAvn sentiments. He allows, that the principle

of grace in believers is a conformity to the /aw, though not to

the law only. (p. 68.) Be it so: so far, then^ as it is a

conformity to the law, so far it was always incumbent upon us
j

respects. Mr. Beart, in his Eternal Laiv, and Everlasting Gospel, I

think, has g-iven as fair and as candid an account of his writings as could

Avell be given. But Mr. Hussey, though in some respects a great man,
was, nevertheless, possessed of that warm turn of mind, which frequent-

ly misleads even the greatest of men, especially in defending a favourite

sentiment.

Mr. Brine is the only writer of eminence who has expressly defended
the sentiment. Dr. Gill took no active part in the controversy. It is

allowed, that the negative side of the question was his avowed senti

ment, and this appears to be implied in the general tenor of his writings.

\t the same time, it cannot be denied, that, when engaged in other con-

troversies, he frequently argued in ^ manner favourable to our side ; and
his writings contain various concessions on this subject, which, if any
one else had made them, would not be much to the satisfi^ction of our
opposing brethren. However they may be inclined to represent us as

verging towards Arminjanism,it is certain that Dr. Gill, in his answer to

Dr. Whitby, the noted Arminian, frequently makes use of our arguments i

nor could lie easily have gone through that work without them. (See
his Cause of God and Truth, Part I. pp. 63. 69. 118. 159, 160. 165. Part
IF. pp. 88. 211. 215,222.226. First Edition.) And the very title of
Mr. Brine's chiefpamphlet against our sentiment, which he called ..Mo»

lives to Love and Unity among Calvinists differing in Opinion, as well as

the most explicit acknowledgments therein contained, might teach those

who pay any deference to his judgment, not to clj»im tn themselves W^
title of Calvinists, exclusively.

* See pages 12. 28, 70. 91,

VOL, I, Z
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and yet I hope Mr. B.will not deny thdt our conformity to the

law is derived from Christ, is u new-covenant blessing, and is

wroiir^ht in the believer's heart by the agency of the Holy Spirit.

Whether I have been so unhappy as, at times, to express

myself in a manner not sufficiently explicit, or whether Mr.

B. has been wanting in calm and close attention; so it is, that

he sometimes proceeds upon a total misunderstanding of the

argument. This will appear to an attentive reader, if he

please to compare pages 10, 11, of mine, with 12, 13, of his

remarks; and 59, 60, with 54; also 131, with 89, concern-

ing Adam.
The places are too numerous to recite, wherein principles

appear, to me, to be asfiuniedy instead of being proved, and

conclusions to be drawn from premises which are themselves

the very subject in debate. Thus we are told, " Pharaoh

had an express command to let the people go ;'* therefore, it

was his duty to have complied.* (p. 88.) Very well ; what

then ? Mr. B.'s meaning must be to add, * But there is no ex-

press command to believe in Christ ; therefore,* Sec. 1 an-

swer, that this is begging the question. I suppose there f«

such a command ; but, whether there is, or not, the contrary-

ought not to be taken for granted.

Mr. B. does not fail to make his own reasonings and obser-

vations in one place, the data of his conclusions in another.

TJius M'e are told, " There is no command for special faith,

.A3 WE HAVE ENDEAVOURED TO PROVE ; therefore^ no one shall

be condemned for the want of it." (p. 89.) Again, in the

same page, " Adam had not faith, or any other spiritual dis-

position, AS I HAVE ALREADY OBSERVED : therefore^'* &c.

—

But, passing general remarks, let us follow Mr. B. in wliai

he has advanced under each of the particular topics in de-

bate.

* In no one case do the scriptures speak so strong-ly of God's aban

doning a man to the hardness of his own heart, as in that of Piiaraoh
;

yet the Lord God of the Hebrews said, "How long wilt thou refuse tc

humble thyself l)efore me ?" Exod. x. 3. plainly showing, that the wan'

of a belter mind was no excuse for his refusal to obey. K.
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SECTION XL

ON THE NATURE AND DEFINITION OF FAITH,

1 HAVE the happiness to find Mr. B. agrcehig with me,

that faith in Christ is not a persuasion of our interest in him.

But, though he agrees with me in this point, yet he is far

from being satisfied with the definition I have given. He ob-

jects, that it makes no mention of " supernatural illumination

and assistance,*' (p. 12.) and proposes one that shall include

those ideas. If, by this, he only means to maintain, that the

Holy Spirit is the sole author^ or cause., of faith, no one, I

should think, who has read my former treatise, can enter-

tain a doubt of my maintaining the same doctrine.

But, though this is a truth which I verily believe, yet I

must still be excused from thinking it necessary to a defini-

tion. Definitions are designed, I apprehend, to express the

nature and not the causes of things. Thus, if 7nan were to

be defined a rational creature, created of God, the last part

of the definition would be superfluous.

What Mr. B.'s ideas of faith are, it is difficult to learn,

Mr. Brine says, <' Acting faith is no other than suitable

thoughts of Christ, and a hearty choice of him as God's ap-

pointed way of salvation ;"* and Mr. Button says, " I do think

that every man is bound cordially to receive, and heartily to

approve of the gospel." (p. 49.) But, it seems, special faith

is something distinct from all this ; so distinct, that this has

« nothing to do" with it ; (p. 54.) yea, so distinct, that a per-

son may do all this, and yet perish everlastingly. And yet it

is not a believing of our interest in Christ ; what, then, is it /

* The reader may see a larger definition of faitli, in a letter from Mr.

Brine to Mr. Ryland of Warwick, in the Second Part of Serious Re-^

marks on the Different Representations of IE'vangelix:/il DocirinCf iSc. by

.1 Ryland, of Bristol, pp, 13, 14, Fn„



180 KKFLV TO ISecL ''^.

Ml". B. Icllr. us whcit is its cauncy and wliut its effects ; but

"wIku ihc ihinr; iiaclf is, we have yet to learn.

Soniciimes, I tliink I can understand him ; hut I am soon

again at a loss. " It is such a reception of the truth," says

he, " as transforms the soul into the imaije of Christ.'* (p. 49.)

Very well : then, it seems, it is a reception of the truth, af-

ter all ; such a reception as is productive of real and trans-

formini; effects. This is the very thing for which I plead.

Yes ; but " a person may cordially receive the truth, and yet

not be transformed into the image of Christ.*' (p. 18.) In-

deed 1 Then how arc wc to distinguish true faith from that

which is counterfeit or partial ? According to this, there is no

difference as to the thing itself, only a difference in its cause

and effects.

But did not " Christ's hearers at Nazareth, and the stony-

ground hearers, cordially receive the truth?" (p. 18.) I an-

swer. No : the latter did not understand it,* and, therefore,

could not cordially receive it : and as to the former, they

gazed upon the Lord Jesus, and bare him witness, ** that he

ivas righi, as Dr. Gill says, "in applying Isaiah's prophecy

to the Messiah ; hut not tliat he himself was the Messiah ;'*

much less did they cordially receive his gospel. The scrip-

ture declares, concerinng the gospel, that, if wc conless it

with the mouth, and believe it in the hearty we shall be saved

;

but, it seems to mc, the tendency of Mr. B.'s reasoning is to

prove the contrary.

But true faith " is such a belief as brings Christ into the

soul : that Christ may dwell in yonr hearts by faith "
(p. 19.)

Answer : If by bringing Christ into the soul, is meant his

having the supreme place in our best affections, (which, I ap-

prehend, is what the apostle intended in the passage referred

to,) then what Mr. B. affirms is freely granted ; nor is it any

way inconsistent with what he opposes.

*' Ought sinners to realize truth," Mr. B. asks, " so as to

affect their oivn hearts?" (p. 21.) This, I suppose, he thinks

is self-evident absurdity. He himself, however, allows it to be

every man's duty to love God with all his heart ; and when he

shall inform me how this is to be done without the heart's bc-

* See Matt, xiii.23. 1 Cor. ii. 14.
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ing aifccted, I will answer the foregoing- question. But is it

" our duty to do that which God claims as his prerogative ?"

I answer, It is God's prerogative to write his law in the hu-

man heart : and yet every one ought to have that law within

his heart; or, in other words, to love it with his whole soul.

How strange it is, that the same thing, in different respects,

should be denied to be God's gift and our obedience 1 I

sincerely wish Mr. B. had attentively considered the argu-

ments v/hich I quoted (p. 60.) from Dr. Owen. Those argu-

ments, doubtless, ought to have been solidly answered, before

any exclamations v/ere made of the absurdity of making that

the duty of men, which it is God's own work effectually to

produce.

" Devils and wicked men, it is said, believe the goodness of

gospel blessings for others^ though not for themselves'' (p,

17.) By their believing them to be good for others, Mr. B.
appears evidently to mean ad-vantageous, or projitable ; and,

in that sense, there is no doubt but what he says is true : that

is no proof, however, that they believe in their real, intrinsic ex^
cellency and glory. Cain believed the advantage which his

brother Abel had in bringing a lamb for an offering, and hated

him accordingly ; but he did not believe his own condition

as a sinner to be such, as that his offering, being presented

without respect to the Mediator, deserved to be rejected.

Properly speaking, he did not believe in the necessity of a me-
diator, much less in th^Jitness and glory of such a way of ap-

proaching the Deity. The scriptures speak of those who be-

lieve not, as blind to the glory of the gospel.* Whatever
goodness wicked men believe to be in the blessings of the

gospel ; they do not believe the life and portion of the godly
to be so good as, all things considered, to be preferred before

their own.

Mr. B. it seems, thinks that " a man may pursue evil, an
evil'* (p. 23.) In this I do not differ from him. Nay, I

believe that unregenerate persons, without any exception, pur-
sue evil, as evil. If any ask me to explain my assertion, quo-
ted by Mr. B. that " human nature cannot pursue evil, as evil,"

I refer them to the note in the very same page from whence the

* 2 Cor. iv. 4.
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quotation is taken. Unrcgcncratc men pursue evil, as that

which is agreeable to their own sinful inclinations. In so do-

ing, they pursue it as a moral evil, and as a natural good.

He who pursues evil, considered as moral, acts against his

conscience. This was the case with Felix, in dismissing Paul.

But no one pursues moral evil itself, under the notion of its

being uiilovely. The inslances Mr. B. has produced do not

prove this. People do not take poison, or i)ursuc death itself,

under any other notion than that of its being a good. The

Gentoo women, who voluntarily cast themselves into the fire

at their husbands' death, arc no more in love with death for its

oTjn aake^ than wc are ; but arc struck either with the honour

of so dying, or witli the hope of being the happier hereafter.

People are not guilty of suicide, but under the notion of its con-

taining a sort of good. They consider it as adapted to release

them from a burden which they conceive themselves unable

to sustain ; not considering what follows death, in the world to

come.

But does not every man " believe that he shall die? and yet

docs he act accordingly ?" (p. 22.) To this I reply. Death is

more an object of intuition^ than of faith. If people did not

sec the death of their fellow-creatures, and had no other evi-

dence that they must die, but the testimony of God ; they

would be as apt to disbelieve that, as they are other things.

And, even as it is, if they realized death, and what follows, it

would have an effect upon their spirit and life, very different

from what it has.

Mr. E. produces a number o{ quotations, for the purpose of

"•iving us a better definition of faith than that which he op-

poses. Cp. 26.) But some of these were never designed by their

authors as definitions, b -^ rather as descriptions of faith.

Those of them which represent it as « such a Ijclieving of the

testimony of God in the sacred scriptures, as, in a way of trust

and dependence, to resign ourselves up to Jesus Christ," do

not in any wise contradict what I have advanced. On the con-

trary, I should be very willing to let the above stand as a defi-

nition of faith. Nor have I any objection to have it prefaced

with its being " a grace of the Holy Spirit,'* £cc. excepting

this, that it does not appear, to me, at all necessary to introduce

the aicf''i. or cause, of any thing in a definition of that thing,
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At the same time, I would not wish to contend about words.

I therefore acknowledge, that it may be of use, when discours-

ing about faith in certain connexions, to speak of it in a more

large or extensive meaning. That might be the case, lor

aught I know, with respect to some of Mr. B.*s authorities.

But what if they had a mind to bring into their definitions the

cause and the Cj^ecis of faith ? And if another, with a view to

simplify the subject, define it merely by what it is in itself

considered, without any design, however, of denying either

cause or effect ; does it follow that his definition nuist be de-

fective ?

Wherein does the definition of Coverdale, Ferrar, Hooper,

Taylor, Philpot, Bradford, Crome, Sanders, Rogers, and Law-

rence, differ from mine, except in this, that they mean to de-

fine not only the thing itself, but its cause and effects ? " It

is," say they, " not only an opinion, but a certain persuasion^

v/rought by the Holy Ghost, which doth illuminate the mind,

and supple the heart to submit itself unfeignedly to God."

(p. 27.} The thing itself they make to be neither more nor

less than persuasion.

It never was my design to exclude the idea of trusty or con-

fidence^ in Christ. Whether that be of the essence of faith it-

self, or an effect which instantaneously follows, I always sup-

posed them inseparable. It was before allowed, (p. 23.) that

*' it is in this large sense, including not only the belief of the

truth, but the actual out-going of the soul towards Jesus Christ

in a way of dependence upon him, that faith in him is gene-

rally to be taken in the New-Testament :" and it was in this

sense that I undertook to prove it incumbent on men in gen-

eral.

Those with whom I contend, will allow it to be the duty of

every one, where the gospel comes, to believe it. I knew this

v/ould be allowed, when I penned the former publication.

My whole design, in the first fiart^ was to reason, upon thelr

01V71 firincifUes^ with those who differ from me. Tiiey allow

it to be every one's duty to believe the gospel. I therein en-

deavoured to prove, that, in allowing this, they allow that to be

the duty of men which is of the essence of special faith. The
arguments used in proof of this, have not, I think, been over-

llirown. I therefore earnestlv entreat Mr. B. and those of his
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sentiments, to consider attentively tlie following; questions ;

Can any person truly believe tlie j^-ospel, and ycl perish ever-

lastingly ? and, Can those scriptures, which were produced

before in proof of the contrary,* he fairly explained upon such

a supposition ?

Mr. B. tlihiks I have mistaken the meaning' of John iii. 36.

and I John v. 20. where I suppose a l)clieving on C/iri.sf, and

a not believing Christy are spoken of as o/i/iosifcsj in such a

way as implies that there is no medium between them. INIr.

B. thinks, it seems, that they are not opposites. (p. 24.) Ac-

cording to what he has said, the criterion of true faith lies in

the terms in or o?z; for he observes, that " it is not said. He
that believeth not 07i the Son, £cc. No : it is not for the want

of sjiecial faith he is condemned, but because he believes not

what he says." (p. 25.) To this I answer—First: The term

on is used to express such a faith as is not connected with, salva-

tion, John xii. 42. Secondly: suppose it were otherwise, and

the phrase believing on Christ were to be the criterion of spe-

cial faith ; this would make against Mr. B. rather than for

him. For it is said of the unbelieving Jews, that "though he

had done so many miracles before them, yet they believed not

on him ;
(John xii. 37.) plainly intimating, that they had such,

evidence as ought to have induced them to believe on him.

On the other hand, Christ says, the Spirit shall reprove the

world of sm, because they believe not on me. And contrary to

what Mr. B. asserts, men arc as expressly said to be " con-

demned, because they believe not on the name of the only-

begotten Son of God.'* Jolm iii. 18.

Mr. B. before he concludes his Fourth Letter, throws in

one argument against faith being a duty : " If," says he, " this

faith be the duty of man, and is required by the law, it is then,

undoubtedly, a work ; and when the apostle says, By grace

ye are saved, through faith, we must consider him as joining

grace and works together." (p. 29.) To this it is replied,

Every thing required by the law, I should think, is not a work.

That sacred standard of right and wrong requires a holy state

of mind, as well as the exercises of it. But supposing it is a

• 1 John v. 1. Mark xvi. 16. Horn. x. 9. Acts viil. IT Sec tl)e snlntureft

urcfcd ill my former treatise, pp. 27, 28.
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work, does not Mr. B. maintain the same ? Only a few pages

back, he quoted several definitions of faith from certain emi-

nent divines ; most of whom speak of it as a coming to Christ,

a trusting in him for salvation. Now, is not this a ivork, or

exercise^ of the mind ? And yet we are saved by grace, not-

withstanding- ; for God does not save us out of regard to faith

as our act, but on account of him in whom it terminates.

A poor invalid, who derives his subsistence wholly from

the public, may be said, with the greatest propriety, to live,

not by his own works, but upon the generosity of others.

This, however, does not imply, that he is not active in his

applications for relief; or that every such application may
not, in some sense, be called a work. Yet, it plainly appears,

he does not live upon his applications, considered as acts, or

exercises, but upon what, through those means, he freely re-

ceives : and it would be contrary to the common use of lan-

guage to say, that he lived partly by grace, and partly by works.

Before I conclude this section, it may not be amiss to drop

a few additional thoughts concerning the defining of faith

:

these, however, have no immediate reference to Mr. B. but

are merely added with a view, if it might be, to throw some

farther light upon the subject.

I. Faith, in its most general sense, signifies a credit of some

testimony, whether that testimony be true or false.

II. When we speak of the faith of the gosjiel, as a belief

of the truth, it is not to be understood of all kinds of truth,

nor even of all kinds of scripture-truth. A true believer,

so far as he understands it, does believe all scripture-

truth ; and to discredit any one truth of the Bible, know-

ing it to be such, is a damning sin ; but yet it is not

the credit of a chronological or historical fact, for instance,

that denominates any one a true believer. The peculiar ti'uth,

by embracing of which we become believers in Christ, is the

gospel, ov the good iiews of salvation through his name. The
belief of this implies the belief of other truths ; such as the

goodness of God's government, as the lawgiver of the world ;

the evil of sin ; our lost and ruined condition by it ; our utter

insufficiency to help ourselves, Sec. but it is the soul's em-
bracing, or falling in with, the way of salvation by Jesus Christ,

that peculiarly denominates us true believers.

YOL. I. 3 A
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III. True faith i7tcludea a sfiiritual understanding of the

glory of the gospel, but it includes something more. It does

not appear, to me, to have its seat barely in the understand-

ing, but in the whole soul. It is the whole soul's yielding

up its own false notions and dependences, and falling in with

God*s way of salvation by Jesus Christ. By a spiritual dis-

cernment of the glory of the gospel, wc see the Son; and, by

the whole soul's concurring with it, we believe in him. It is

with the heart man believeth unto righteousness. If it is said,

The heart here is not opposed lo the understanding, but to

the mouthy with which confession is made unto salvation ; I

answer, This is true : but then neither is it used, I apprehend,

for the understanding, to the exclusion of the affections, but for

the whole soul, in distinction from the mouth, by which our

faith is openly professed.

IV. Though, as I attempted to prove in my former treatise,

true faith does not include an assurance of our interest in

Christ ;
yet it is ever attended with an apfilication of the truths

of the gospel to our own particular cases. " When the scrip-

lures teach," says the excellent Mr. Downame, " we are to

receive instruction, for the enlightening of our own mind

;

when they admonish, we are to take warning ; when they re-

prove, we are to be checked ; when they comfort, we are to

be cheered and encouraged ; when they command any grace,

ivc are to desire and embrace it ; when they command any du-

ty, we are to hold ourselves enjoined to do it ; when they pro-

mise, we are to hope ; when they threaten, we are to be ter-

rified, as if the judgment were denounced against us ; and

when they forbid any sin, we are to think that they forbid it

unto us. By which application we shall make all fhe ricli

treasures contained in the scriptures wholly our own, and in

such a powerful and peculiar manner enjoy the fruit and bene-

fit of them, as if they had been wholly written for us, and

for none other else besides us. Guide to Godliness, p. 647.

These observations may be considered as an addition to

what was written before ; and I believe they will be found to

be perfectly consistent with it.
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SECTION III.

CONTAINING A REPLY TO MR, B.'s FIFTH AND SIXTH
LETTERS, WHEREIN HE REMARKS ON THOSE PASSAGES
OF SCRIPTURE WHERE FAITH IS SUPPOSED TO BE COM-
MANDED OF GOD.

X O prove that faith in Christ is the duty of unconverted sin-

ners, divers passages of scripture were produced, which re-
present it as the command of God. In answer to these Mr. B,
observes in general, that commands are sometimes used which
do not imply duty, but denote some extraordinary exertion of
divine power, as when God said to the Israelitish nation,
^^Livey" Sec. (p. 31.) But are the commands in question to
be so understood ? Mr. B. does not pretend to say any such
thing. He adds,

" Commands sometimes denote encouragement ; as in Isa.
li. 17. Awake^ anvake, stand ufi^ O Jerusalem^ &c. Acts xvi.
Believe in the Lord Jesus Christ, and thou shalt be saved;
and John xiv. 1. Ye believe in God, believe also in me."
(p. 32.) Very true : but do they denote merely encourage-
ment ? Can the idea of duty be excluded ? Was it not the
duty of the Jews, for instance, when Babylon fell into the hands
of Cyrus, and a proclamation was issued in their favour, to be-
stir themselves ? Would it not have been their sin to have
neglected the opportunity, and continued careless in Baby-
lon ? Was it not the duty of the jailor to follow the Apostle*s
counsel, and would it not have been sinful to have done other-
wise ? Was it not the duty of the disciples to place an equal
confidence in the testimony of Christ as in that of the Father*
and would it not have been sinful to have distrusted him ?

*< These passages," says Mr. B. « do not appear so much to
carry in them the nature of injunctions, as of directions and
encouragements." But do they carry in them the nature of
injunctions at all? or can tliat idea be excluded from them ?
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It seems, he himself thmks it cannot, or he would jiot have so

cxprcsscil himself.

Mr. 13. now proceeds to consider the particular passages

produced. He remarks, on the Second Psalm, that " kissing

sometimes denotes no more than civil homage and subjection ;

as in I Sam. x. I. where we are told, that Samuel anointed

Saul, and A/sstc/him; which was not, I presume," says he,

" a spiritual act, but nothing more tiian a token of allegiance,

lovalty, kc." (p. 34.) I think with him, the case of Samuel's

kissing Saul serves for a fine illustration of the passage ;* and

if Christ had been a civil ifovernor, and nothing else, then, it

is allowed, that civil homage, subjection, and loyalty, would

have been the whole of his due ; but not otherwise. Accords

ing to the nature of his government must be the kind of sub-

jection required. If Christ's kingdom had been of this world,

or somewhat like what the Jews expected it to be, such an ex-

position as the above might be admitted ; but, if his govern-

ment be sfiiritual^ then subjection and loyalty to him must be

the same.

Xhe comment on Jer vi. 16. (p. 35.) I think, needs but

little reply. It may deserve to be considered, Whether, if

the people there addressed had been of Mr. B.'s sentiments,

they might not have found some more plausible and less mor-

tifying answer .than»that which they were obliged to give.

Surely they might have replied, * Stand in the ways, andsc^/,

we have not a capacity for spiritual discernmera. Ask for the

good old way, and Kualk therein ! it was never discovcrdd to us.

All that we are obliged to is, diligently to attend public ordi-

nances, and this we have done from our youth up ; what more

would the prophet have :' But these were seotiments, it

seems, of which they had never heard. They were obliged,

therefore, to speak out the honest, though awful truth, Wi;

WILL NOT WALK TIIEIIEIN.

John xii. 36. Jl'/iilc ye have lights believe in the Ugh!, that

ye may be the children of light. " These," it is said, " are

evidently W(jrds of direction to inquiring people." (p. 37.)

That they were inquiring people, is true ; but not such as in-

quired from any ihinp; of a right spirit; which is what Mr. B,

* Sec Dr. Jennings's J^ntiquitiesi Vol. I. jtj. 184.
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must mean to suggest. They are called tkefieo/ile, (verse 34.)

in distinction from the Greeks who wanted to see Jesus ;* and

it immediately follows what sort of people they were. But

though he had done so many miracles before them^ ijet they be-

lieved not on him ; that the saying of Isaiah the prophet might

be fulfilled^ which he spake^ Lord^ who hath believed our re-

port? and to whom hath the arm of the Lord been revealed?

Therefore they could not believe^ because that Isaiah said

again^ He hath blinded their eyes^ and hardejied their

hearty tsfc.

Lest the foregoing remark should not suffice, it is supposed

that the passage may speak only of such a believing as falls

short of special faith, (p. oB.) But unless it can be proved

that the phrase children of light is ever used of any but true

believers, this supposition is inadmisaibic.

Mr. B. speaks frequently of Christ's addresses being by

way of " ministerial direction,^* Be it so : I do not see how
this alters the case, unless we could suppose that Christ, as a

preacher, directed people to a way in which it was not their

duty to walk. In short, if there were not another passage in

the Bible besides the above ; that were, in my opinion, suffi-

cient to prove the point contested.

John vi. 29. This is the work of God, that ye believe on

Jiim whom he hath sent. From the connexion of this passage,

it was observed, that the phrase work of God could not be un-

derstood of a work which God should work in them, but of a

work which he required of them.f Mr. B. however, takes it

in the first sense, and thinks it " very clear and plain, from

the whole context, that this special faith is no duty." (p. 41.)

To which I only say. That which appears so plain to Mr.

Button, did not appear so to Mr. Brine. Mr. Brine, it seems,

felt difficulties where Mr. Button feels none. Though he

agrees with Mr. Button, that special faith is not a duty, yet

he undoubtedly felt a difficulty in the passage in question,

* See Dr. Gill on verse 34.

\ The reader is desired to observe, I never denied, but constantly

maintained, that faitii, wherever it exists, is the effect of divine influ-

ence ; as is every thing- else in us, which is truly good ; but I as well

maintain, that it is man's duty ; and that this passage means the latter,

and not the former.
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He felt the force of that remark, that the meaning of the an*

swer must be determined by that of the question ; and he did

not suppose, when they asked, What shall we do that we may
work the works of God ? that they were inquiring what they

must do that they might work sucli works as were peculiar to

an arm of omnipotence. Mr. Brine, therefore, never pretend-

ed to understand it of a work which should be ivroug/it in

them, but of " an act acceptable and pleasing to God."*
Dr. Gill, in his Cause of God and Truth^ (Part I. p. 154.)

understands the passage as speaking of such a faith as is not

connected with salvation. Mr. Brine never pretended to this,

but allows it to speak of special faith. The Doctor, however,

docs not suppose that the ixtork of God means a work that was

to be wrought in them, but a work that was required of them.

He there explains it, not of an operation of God, but of what

was enjoined by his ^' 'will and commandTnent,''*

But Mr. Button thinks it " strange, if faith in Christ were

the first great duty incumbent upon them, that they should

first be directed to labour for that which should endure to

everlasting life, as they were in verse 27.** (p. 40.) It is re-

plied, Labouring for that which should endure to everlasting

life, includes faith in Christ ; that being the only way in which

eternal life can be obtained : and it is no unusual thing first to

lay down a general direction, and then proceed to that which

is more fiarticular.

John V. 23. It is the Father's will that all men should hon-

our the Son, even as they honour the Father. As Mr. B. has

not thought proper to answer what was advanced from this

passage, it need only be replied. That, according to his sense

of it, Christ ought to be honoured in one character, but not in

another." (p. 42.)

As to what is said of Isa. Iv. 6. (the 7th verse, I observe, is

passed over,) that " Arminians have quoted it ;"
(p. 42.) what

is that to the purpose ? It has some meaning ; and one should

suppose that their quoting it has not destroyed that meaning.

Mr. B. must excuse me in not being satisfied with Txpartoi an

exposition upon it from Dr. Gill. The whole of the Doctor's

words, I observe, arc not quoted. Mundant jiardon was

• Motives to Love and Unity
^ p. 42.
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never promised to such an attendance ^s this quotation makes
to be their duty.

Simon Magus was exhorted to pray for Me fiardon of sin,

Mr. B. asks, " Who denies it ?*'
(p. 43.) I answer, Many,

who deny that faith is the duty of the unregenerate, deny that

it is their duty to pray at all ; and especially to pray for

spiritual blessings^ such as the forgiveness of sin. I rejoicCj

however, that Mr. B. is not of that sentiment.

But it was asked. In whose name ought Simon to have
prayed for that blessing ? To this we have received no an-

swer. It was likewise asked. Whether spiritual blessings

ought to be sought in the only way in which they can be found,

or in any other. In answer to this, we are told, « They may
be sought after in the use of means, without special faith ; and
that is all which is here exhorted to." Is Mr. B. sure of that ?

If so, Simon was barely exhorted to do as Cain did : to brins*

an offenng without respect had to the great atonement for ac-

ceptance ; to do that by which it was impossible to please God.
After all, are we to understand Mr. B. that sinners ought not
to seek spiritual blessings in the name of ChiHst, but in some
other way ? Surely he will not affirm this ; and yet I do not
see how he can avoid it.

But we are told, that Simon was not exhorted to <' find, or
get pardon of sin, but to pray for it." This is true, but not
to the purpose. Faith in Christ is not the finding, or getting,

of pardon, but the vieans of obtaining it. We come to Christ,

that we may have life. The one is the way in which we find,

or enjoy the other. This is farther confirmed by the passage
which we shall next consider.

Rom. ix. 31, 32. Because they sought it not by faith ^ &c.
" By faith is here meant," says Mr. B. <« not the grace, but
the doctrine of faith, the gospel ; as appears clearly by its be-
ing opposed to the law.'* (p. 43.) Suppose it were so, seek-
ing righteousness by the gospel in opposition to the law, would
amount to the same thing as the other. But this is not the
case : faith is not here opposed to the law, but to the works
of the law j and is, therefore, here to be understood of the
right way of seeking righteousness, which is in the name of
Christ.

Concerning those passages which exhort men to put their
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trust in the Lord, Mr. B. remarks, that " trust is a natural

duty : But what," he asks, " has this to do wiih evangelical

trust ?'*
(p. 44.) Why did lie not answer what was said on

thai subject in p. 46 ? Why did he pass over that dilemma ?

As to what he says on the Fourth Psalm, that the persons there

addressed were " good men ;" (p. 45.) it is replied. They,

certainly, were wicked, who arc addressed in the second verse

;

and there is no notice given, in any part of the Psalm, of a

change of person. To understand sacrijices of rightcousnefis

of sacrifices righteously obtained, appears, to me, to be put-

ting a low sense upon the phrase, and what, I think, is not

at all countenanced by similar phraseology in scripture. The
same mode of speaking occurs in Dcut. xxxiii. 19. and in

Psalm li. 19. neither of which passages cjan well be thought

to mean barely, that the sacrifices should not be obtained by

robbery.

Mr. B. thinks, it seems, that that declaration, " W^hoso-

ever will, let him come," is not indefinite, but limited, and

so is not a warrant for any sinner to come to Jesus Christ.

" All," says he, "have not a nvill, therefore it is not a war-

rant for every man." (p. 46.) That multitudes of men are

unwilling to forego self-will, self-conceit, and self-righteous-

ness, and to venture their souls wholly upon the Lord Jesus,

is a melancholy fact: but to conclude from thence, that they

have no warrant so to do, is a very extraordinary species of

reasoning. If "Whosoever will, let him come," be not an

indefinite mode of expression, Mr. B. should have pointed

out v/hat sort of language should have been used for such a

purpose.

A generous benefactor, in the hard season of the year, pro-

cures a quantity of provision to be distributed amongst the

poor of a country village. He orders public notice to be giv-

en, that EVERY POOR MAN WHO IS "WILLING TO RECEIVE IT,

SHALL IN NO WISE MEET WITH A REFUSAL. A nUlllber of thc

inhabitants, however, are not only poor, but proud, and can-

not find in their hearts to unite with tlie miserable throng in

receiving an alms. Query, Would it be just for such inhab-

itants to allege, that they had no ivarrant to apply ? or, that

thc declaration was limited ; seeing it extended only to such

as were Huilling ; and, for their parts, they were univilling?
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If it were expedient to give such objectors a serious answer,

they might be asked, In what language could the donor have

expressed himself, to have rendered his declaration more in-

definite ?

If it is insisted, that, to make an invitation indefinite, it

should be addressed to men simply as sinners ; it is replied.

If that would put the matter out of doubt, the scripture is

not wanting in that mode of speaking, any more than in the

other : Hearken u7ito me, ye stout-hearted and far from righte-

ousness, I bring near mij righteousness ; it shall not be far off^

and my salvation shall not tarry.—Let the wicked forsake his

way, and the unrighteous man his thoughts^ a?id let him re-

turn unto the Lord., and he will have mercy ufio7i him; and to

our God^ for he will abundantly fiardon For other passages

to the same purpo<;e, T ask leave to refer to pages 63 and 64

of the former treatise.

—-«^

—

SECTION IV,

^-PLY TO MK. B.'S SEVENTH LETTER, ON THE OBLIGA-

TIONS OF MEN TO EMBRACE WHATEVER GOD REVEALS.--

HIS CHARGE OF ILLIBERALITY, &c. &c.

It was observed, in my former publication, that every man

was bound cordially to receive, and heartily to approve, what-

ever God reveals. A definition of faith was also quoted from Mr,

Brine ; wherein he says, " Acting faith is no other than suita-

ble thoughts of Christ, and a hearty choice of him as God*s ap-

pointed way of salvation." And, from thence, it was argued,

that, if faith was not incumbent on men in general, then they

were right in not thinking suitably of Christ, &c.

Mr. B. here expresses his " astonishment ;'* and, without

hesitation, charges me with « illiberality," (p. 48.) To this I

VOL, I. ^ B
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answer, I apprehended this to be a consequence naturally arising

from the sentiments I opposed ; but never imagined that they

"vvho imbibed these sentiments held or asserted this conse-

quence : yet, as Paul urged the consequences of denying; the

resurrection, in order to show the crroneousncss of the pre-

mises from whence those consequences followed, 1 apprehend I

might do the same. Such a mode of reasoning is universal-

ly practised by both inspired and uninspired writers. The

Corinthians might have charged the apostle with illiberality,

and have had, for aught I see, as good reason for so doing, as

Mr. B. had for charging it upon me. He had said, If the

dead rise noiy then is not Christ raised; and if Christ be not

raised,^ 1/our faith is vain; ye are yet in your sins. They

might have exclaimed against these consequences, and said of

him who urged tho.m, t Hp frnrntix these are sentiments which

\vc never asserted, or even imagined.'

jMr. B. instead of exclaiming in this sort, should have in-

validated those consequences; but this he has not attempted:

and, unless he will maintain it to be men's duty to stand neutery

(which our Lord declared to be impossible,) and neither think

nor choose at all in the affair, I do not see how they can

be fairly removed. The difficulty stands thus : " If true faith

is no other than suitable thoughts of Christ, and a hearty

choice of him as God's appointed way of salvation," as Mr.

Brine affirms, then it is either men's duty to think suitably of

Christ, or it is not; to choose him as God's appointed way of

salvation, or not. If it is, the point is given up ; if it is not,

then it must be right in ihem either not to think suitably of

Christ, or not to think at all ; either to choose some other way

of salvation, or not to choose at all.

It is not sufficient for Mr. B. to allege, that he disclaims

these sentiments ; that he allows an opposition to God's way

of salvation to be sinful : I know he does ; and it is with plea-

sure I acknowledge it : but the question is, Is he herein co7i-

sistent muth himself? The Corinthians could have said the

same in respect of Christ not being raised ; none of them

thought of asserting that, though they asserted what must ne-

cessarily infer it. If it is men's sin to oppose and reject the

Lord Jesus Christ; it must be their duty to choose and ac-
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cept him, or else to stand neuter, and so be neither for hini

XioY against him.

Much the same might be said, in reply to what Mr. B. fre-

quently speaks of as due to the gospel, viz. " a veneration for

it.'* This veneration either amounts to a hearty choice of Christ,

as God's appointed way of salvation—to a being on his side;

or it does not. If it does, this implies special faith ; for to

choose that way, is the same thing as to be ivilling to be saved
in that way : (which Mr. B. allows is the case with no unre-
generate man :) and to be on Christ's side, is the same thing as

\;o be a real Christian. If it does not, then I should be glad
to know, what sort of a veneration for the gospel that must
be which can consist with an univillijigness to fall in with its

grand designs, and a reigning aversion from its great Author
and Object ?

What Mr. B. says (p. 49.) of "peace being made," and
"the work being done," is a great and glorious truth, on
which depends all my salvation and all my desire. I rejoice
with him in the doctrines of everlasting love and the eternal
settlements of grace. But, as the covenant between the
Father and the Son, before time, does not supersede a believ-

er's actually covenanting with God in time ;* so neither, as I

apprehend, does peace being made by the blood of Christ's
cross supersede a peace taking place between God and us,

on our believing. God, as the lawgiver of the world, is re-

presented as angry with the wicked every day. Every unbe-
liever is said to be under condemnation : he is under the law.
as a covenant of works ; and, being of the works of the law^
he is under the curse. On the contrary, those who believe in

Christ are not under the law, but under grace : their sins are
forgiven for Jesus' sake ; there is no condemnation to them

;

God is represented as being fiacijied towards them for all that
they have done against him.f This pacification, however, is

not founded upon their faith, or returning to God ; but upon
the atonement of Christ, in which their faith terminates : hence,
though they are said, being justified by faith, to have peace
with God

; yet it is through our Lord Jesus Christ.

*SeeJer.l.v. Isa. xliv. 5. f Psa. vii. 11. John ill. IS. Gal.
lil. 10. Kom. vi. 14, 1 John ii. 12. Kom. viii. 1. Ezek. xvi. 65.
Rom. V. 1

.
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When I spake of the gospel's " publishing a way wherein

God can and will make peace with sinners, on terms infinitely

honourable to himselt," Sec. 1 had no respect to tn-ms and

conditions to be performed by us, that should entitle us to

blebsings annexed to such performance. My meaning was

rather this : that Christ, having obeyed the law, and endured

the curse, and so fulfilled the terms of his eternal engage-

ment, God can, in a Avay honourable to all his perfections, par-

do.- uijd ^receive the most guilty sinner that shall return to

liim m Christ's name.

In respect of terms and cotiditionsy as applied to faith in

Chrisi ; though I believe such faith to be incumbent on men

in general, yet, properly speaking, I do not suppose either

that or any thing else m us to be the condition- ot salvation ; un-

less by condition is barely meant that to which the promise of

salvation u made^ and ivithout which we cannot be saved. In

this sense, 1 should have no objection to its being so called;

and I should think Mr. B. could have none, any more than

myself. Bui, as it is a term liable to abuse, and apt to con-

vey very different sentiments, I had rather express my ideas

in otaer language, than go about to qualify it by an explana-

tion.

Dr. Owen does not reject the word condition, but puts an

explanation upon it, suited to his sentiments. " It is the ap-

pointment of the Lord," says he, " that there should be such

a connexion and coherence between the things purchased for

us by Jesus Christ, that the one should be a means and way

of attaining the other ; the one the condition, and the other

the thing promi:ied upon that condition ; but both equally and

alike procured /or us by Jesus Christ ; lor if either be omitted

in his purchase, the other would be vain and fruitless."

Death of Death, Book 11. Chap. I.* Whatever words may

• See also Dr. Owen on Heb. viii. 10. Vol. III. p. 269. " Unto a full

and complete interest in all the promises of the covenant, fuith on our

part, from which evangelical repentance is inseparable, is required. But

whereas these also are \nou|jh,t in us by virtue of that promise and grace,

which are absolute, it is a mere strife about words to contend whether

they xn«ty t^ called conditions, or no. Let it be granted, on the one band,

that we cannot have an actual participation of the relative grace of tliis

covenant in jidopticTn and justification, without faith, or bdieving; anda
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be used, I know of no difference in this matter between Dr.
Owen's sentiments and my own. .

That the gospel is an embassy of fieace^ addressed to sin-

ners indefinitely, and that any sinner whatever has a warrant
to apply to the Saviour, and a promise of acceptance on his

application, is evident from the whole current of scripture.

To oppose Arminianism by the denial of this well-known truth,

must be an unsuccessful attempt. Instead of destroying, it is

the most effectual method to establish it. No Arminian, so
long as he has a Bible in his hand, can ever be persuaded,
that the language of scripture-exhortations to repentance and
faith in Christ is not indefinite. If, then, his system is ac-
knowledged to stand or fall with the universality of such ex-
hortations, he will not desire a greater concession. He is well
satisfied of this, that, if general invitations speak the language
of Arminianism, the Bible must be written upon Arminian
principles. Such a concession, therefore, tends to confirm
him in his sentiments ; and, I believe, such a way of speaking
and writing amongst the Calvinists has been more than a little

advantageous to the Arminian cause.

God gathers his elect out of mankind by a gospel equally
addressed to one man as to another. No one, on his first ap-
plication to Christ, comes to him considering himself as an
elect person, or as having any peculiar privilege belonging to
him above the rest of mankind ; but every such person applies
to Christ merely as a poor guilty, self-ruined sinner; and, if

the gospel did not speak an indefinite language to sinners,

considered as such, he could have no hope. If it is said Yes

:

he feels himself a sensible sinner, and so considers himself as
hereby warranted to apply for mercy : I answer. This is sup-
posing that a person may have solid evidence to conclude him-
self elected, before he has believed in Christ ; that is, while
he is an unbeliever; than which nothing surely can be more
unscriptural and dangerous. The heart of every man who
has heard the gospel either does, or does not, fall in with God's
way of salvation by Jesus Christ. If it does he is a believer

;

on the other, that this faith is wrought in us, given unto us, bestowed
upon us, by that grace of the covenant which depends on no condition
in us, as unto its discriminating administration ; and I shall not concern
myself what men will call it." r.
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to conclude himself an object of divine favour. A bein^ sen-

Bible of our guilty and lost condition, is absolutely necessary

to an application to the Saviour; not, however, as aflbrding

us a ivarranc to come to Christ, but as being necessary to the

act itself of coming. A right spirit does not give us a war-

rant to do a right action ; but it is essential to our compliance

with the warrant, which we already have.

Mr. B. thinks 1 have given a wrong sense to 2 Cor. v. (p. 50.)

Suppose it should be so, I apprehend the weight of the pro-

position does not rest upon that passage. I am not convinced,

however, by what has been said concerning it ; but enough

has been said upon that part. If the reader choose carefully

to look over the 4th, 5th, and 6th chapters of that Epistle, and

to compare what each of us have said upon it, he may be bet-

ter enabled thereby to judge of the meaning, than by any

thing that can be farther advanced upon the subject.

Mr. B. thinks that " faith itself is not called obedience, but

that obedience is the fruit of faith." (p. 53.) That faith is

productive of obedience, is readily allowed ; but I also appre-

hend, that faith itself is so called. Unbelief, in our first

parent, was the root of all the evil which followed after it

;

yet unbelief was itself an evil ; so it is supposed, that faith is

not only the root of evangelical obedience, but is an instance

of obedience itself These thoughts are founded upon such

phrases as obeying- the truth, obeying the gos/iel, Sec* which,

I suppose, mean a real believing it, and falling in with its

grand designs.

These passages were quoted before, to which Mr. B. makes

no other reply than by barely asserting, that " they none of

them prove faith to be an act of obedience, but only show that

obedience is the fruit of faith," (p. 53.) Obeying the gospel,

in Rom. x. 16. is supposed, by the inspired penman, to be of

similar import with believing its report; but it will hardly be

baid, that believing the gospel-report is not faith itself, but a

fruit of it. " The passage," Mr. B. adds, " in Rom. i. 5.

Jiy whom ive have received grace and apostleshijij'or obedience

to the faith, must, I think, to every common understanding;,

* Kom. X. 16. vi. 17.
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clearly appear to point out the grand design of the gospel-

ministry, which is, through the blessing of the Holy Spirit^ to

bring men to obedience to Christ the object of faith, and to

the doctrine of faith." Very true : and we apprehend that

faith in the doctrine is that obedience which is required to the

doctrine of faith ; and that a rejecting of every rival and false

confidence, and a being willing to receive Christ, that he may

teach, save, and rule us in his own way, is that obedience

which is due to him.

Obedience to the gospel, and disobedience to it, are, doubt-

less, to be considered as ojiposites. The former is true spe-

cial faith, having the promise of eternal salvation ;* the latter,

therefore, cannot mean, as Mr. B. explains it, (p. 54.) the

want of merely such a reverential regard to the gospel as a

man may have, and yet perish everlastingly.

SECTION V.

REPLY TO MR. B.'S EIGHTH LETTER, ON THE CAUSES TO
WHICH THE WANT OF FAITH IS ASCRIBED.

M!r. B. here commences a new mode of opposition. In-

stead of an ansv/er to those scriptures which were produced

to prove that ignorance^ firide^ dishonesty of hearty and aversion

from God, are assigned as the causes of men's not believing;

he has presented us with some other parts of scripture, which

he thinks ascribe it to other causes. Such a method of rea-

soning, I should think, can have but little tendency to con-

vince a serious inquirer after truth. It will be natural for

such an inquirer to say, ' Supposing Mr, B. to have proved

what he has undertaken, namely, that the want of faith is to

be ascribed to the sovereign will of God, and that alone ; what

* Heb. V. 9.
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arc wc to do with those scriptures whicli ascribe it to otl\ev

causes ?

One passage of scripture, under this head, is entirely passed

over, (Luke vii. 29, 30.) a passage too that was particularly

recommended to the attention of the Baptists ; and a number

of others are but very slightly touched. All the answer that

I can find to what was advanced between pages 47—52, of my
treatise, is included in the following passage : " That human

depravity, that ignorance, pride, dishonesty of heart, aversion

to God, and the like, often prevent a sinner's attending to the

gOBfiel; (which the Holy Spirit useth as a mean to convey

faith into the hearts of his people, for faith cometh by hearing,

Rom. X. 17.) and that these things are of a criminal nature is

certain ; but what then ? Does this prove- faith a duty ? and

the want of it a sin, for which man shall be damned ? By no

means : so far as human depravity prevails, man is criminal

;

and the things afore-mentioned prevailing are certain evident

ces of the person's being destitute of special faith : but to say

that these things are an absolute bar to faith^ as Mr. F. does,

(p. 48.) is a great mistake ; neither these things, nor a thou-

sand worse things, if worse can be named, shall be an abso'

lute bar to any elect soul's believing." (pp. 59, 60.)

To this it is replied, If the reader please to review page

48, of my treatise, he will instantly perceive, that I was speak-

ing of what was a bar to men's believing^ not to God's causing

them to believe, Christ did not say. How can God cause you,

to believe^ who receive honour one of another ? but How can

ye believe? It is granted, that with God all things are possi-

ble : but, if the pride and aversion of men's hearts be that

which renders believing impossible to them, that is sufficient

to decide the question in hand ; and this was certainly the

whole of my design. In page 47, the very page before that

in which is the passage to which Mr. B. objects, I had said,

« We know that blindness of ?nind is not such an obstruction

but what is overcome by the grace of God in the elect ;

but that being removed in the elect docs not disprove, but

imply, that it is a remaining obstruction to the rest." I sup-

pose Mr. B. must have read this passage just before that on

which his remark is made ; how, therefore, he could so

strangely mistake my mcaninQ;, I am at a loss to conceive.
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Surely Mr. B. could not think the above a sufficient an-

swer to that against which it is written. " Human depra-

vity," he admits, " prevents a sinner's attending' to the gos-

pel;'* but he will not allow that it hinders him from be-

lieving. By " attending to the gospel," I suppose he may
mean something itiore than merely attending ufion it ; but yet

he cannot mean any thing sfiiritually good; if he did, and al-

lowed that human depravity prevented it, that would be giving

up a main point in the debate. I suppose, therefore, he means

no more than such an attention to the gospel as may be exer-

cised without any real love to it, or desire after an interest in its

blessings. But will Mr. B. pretend to say, that this is all that

is meant in the passages to which I had referred ? Did Christ

barely tell the Jews, (John v. 44.) that they could not attend

to the gospel who received honour one of another, and sought

not the honour which cometh from God only? '. ouid this

have been true^ upon Mr. B.'s principles ? Attending to the

gospel, in his sense of it, is what men in an unregenerate state

can do ; and that in the exercise of a proud spirit. Did the

want of an honest and good heart keep the three sorts of

hearers, in the parable of the sower, from attending to the

gospel ? So far from this, Mr. B. elsewhere informs us, that

the stony-ground hearers ^'.cordially received the truth.^*

(p. 19.) Though I think, in this matter, he goes too far; yet

thus much is certain-^that a mere attention to the gospel was

not the thing wherein they were wanting. When Christ

blamed the Jews, saying, Ye will not come unto me, that yc

might have life ^ did he barely mean, Ye will not give atten-

tion to the gospel ? Surely not I

Mr. B. admits, that " pride, aversion to God, and the like,

where they prevail, are certain evidences of a person's being

destitute of special faith ;" but denies, it seems, that they have

any causal influence to prevent his believing. And yet, if

there be any meaning in words, surely the fore-cited passages

must convey the latter idea, as well as the former. When
Christ told the Jews, Ye will not come tinto me, that ye might

have life; did he mean, that their unwillingness was merely

an evidence of their not coming to him, and not that which had

any causal influence upon them to prevent their coming ?

Surely not i

VOL. J. gC
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As tlie above passage, which I have transcribed from Mr.

B. is the only answer he has made to my Fourtli Proposition,

I cannot but consider it as unanswered. He has advanced

something, however, of an ofifiosite tendency, which I shall

now consider.

It was affirmed that the want of faith in Christ is ascribed,

in the scriptures, to men's de/iravity. .Mr. B. thinks this po-

sition contrary to John x. 26. Ye believe noty because ye arc

not of my shee/i ; which passage, he thinks, ascribes the want

of faith to''*' 71 on -elect ion.** (p. 55.) To this I reply, On some

occasions, Mr. B. would make nothing of such a term as 6e-

cause ; (p. 63.) and, were I to follow his example, I might

say, It means no more than this : " Your unbelief, if you per-

sist in it, will be a certain evidence that you are not ofmy sheep."

No complaint could justly be made, if the matter were left

here r especially as the above are the very words of Mr. Hen-

ry, which Mr. B. has quoted for a difi"erent purpose. But,

waiving this, be it observed, the truth which they did not be-

lieve was, that Jesus was the Christ. If thou be the Christy

said they, tell us plainly. Jesus answered, I have told you,

and ye believed not: the works that I do in my Father's name,

they bear witness of me ; but ye believe not^ because ye are

710 1 of my shee/i. This text, therefore, if it prove any thing

for Mr. B. will prove too much ; it will prove that non-elec-

tion is the cause of that which he acknowledges to be sinful

;

namely, a discrediting of Jesus beinif the Christ.

Farther : Though Christ's people are sometimes called his

sheep, simply on account of their being given to him in eternal

election, as in verse 1 6 of this chapter
;
yet this is not always

the case. They sometimes bear that name as being not only

elected, but called ; as xhc followers of Christ ; and thus they

are represented in the context: I know my sheep, and am
known of mine ; they follow the Shepherd, for they know his

voice ; they ^o in and out, and find fiasture. And in the next

verse to that in question, My sheep hear 7ny voice, and I know
them, and they follow me. All those who looked for redemp-

tion in Israel, readily embraced Christ as the Messiah, as soon

as they heard of him ; they knew his voice, as soon as they

heard it, and followed him : but others, though they were of

the house of Israel, yet, not being the real people of God, re-
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jected him as the Messiah, the great Shepherd of the sheep.

He that is of God heareth God's words; ye therefore hear

them not, because ye are not of God* There appears, to me,

a great probability of this being the meaning of the passage.

But, suppose a being not of Christ's sheep, here, to mean

the same as not being of the number of the elect ; this can be

no otherwise assigned as the cause of their not believing, than

as we assign the absence of the sun as the cause of darkness.

Because of God's forbearing to execute vengeance, the hearts

of the sons of men are fully set in them to do evil; but no one,

it is hoped, will think evil excusable on that account. See

Dr. Gill's Cause of God and Truth, Part II. pp. 100. 222.

Part III. p. 77. First Edition.

Mr. B. assigns man's natural incafiacity as another reason

of his not believing, and says, " Sacred scripture every where

abounds with passages to this purpose." (p. 55.) Weil: if

this assertion can be ^ade good, something will be effected to

purpose. In proof of it, however, no more than two passages

are produced ; viz. John vi. 44. No man can come unto me^

Sec—and I Cor. ii. 14. The natural man receiveth not the

things of the Spirit of God, neither can he know them, 8cc.

It is true, if these two will prove the point, they are equal to

two hundred : but it were as well not to speak of such great

numbers, unless more were produced. To what Mr. B. says

on both these passages, it is replied, If the term cannot will

prove this their inability to be natural and innocent, it will

prove the same of the inability of those who are in the flesh,

and cannot please God, and of those whose eyes are full of

adultery, and who cannot cease from sin. Mr. B. takes no

notice of what was said before, on these modes of speaking

;

but, instead of that, puts us off with barely informing us, that

« this is sufficient /o7' him;'' and with asking his reader, " Does

not this seem to strike you at once, that our Lord is here re»

presenting man's natural inability ?" (pp. 56, 57.)

Mr. B. thinks I am strangely inconsistent, in maintaining

that man's inability consists wholly in the evil state of his

heart, or will^ and yet allowing it to be total; (p. 56.) and

elsewhere seems to wonder greatly at the same thing, (p. 93.)

* John viii. 47-
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J also might v/onder, that one wlio professes to believe in the

total depravity of luinian nature, should object in such a man-

ner. Must not that inability be t(Aai, which proceeds from, or

X'ather consists in, total depravity ?

If by tota^ Air. J3. means unable in every rcsjiect ; I grant

I do not think man is, in that sense, totally unable to believe

jn Christ. But an inability 'm one rcap^ect may be so great

^n degree as to become total.* It is thus in things which re-

late merely to a natural inability. A man may have books,

and iearningi apd leisure, and so may not, in every reafiect^ be

unable to read ; and yet, being utterly blind, he is totally un-

able, noiwith^tanding. ^n respect of the inability in question,

those that arc in the flesh are totally unable to plpasc God ;

and yet their inability lies wholly in the evil state of their

hearts towards God, an4 not in his being so diflicuit to be

pleased, that, if his creatures were to do all they ought to do,

it Mouid be to ng purpose. Men, by nature, are totally un-

able to iove God with their heart, soul, mind, and strength ;

and yet, as Air. B. allows this to be their duiy, he cannot say,

their incapacity for so doing is natural and innocent. We con-

sider men a& spiritually dead; and we consider spiritual death

as a total privation of all real good ; and this we may do with-

out considering them as destitute of such faculties as, if the

state of their hearts were but what it ought to be, would in-

fallibly discern and embrace things of a spiritual nature.

* When we say, the depravity of man is total, we do not mean that it

is incajjable of augmentation ; but thai it amounts to a total privation of

all real good. 'Ihe depravity of the fallen angels is total ; and yet they

are capable of adding" iniquity to Iniquity.

1 would wish Mr B to remember, that a moral inahllily, whether vir-

tuous or vicious, may bt- as tnUil us a natural inability. And I would al-

so bep him to examine, whether he can form a clear idea of a person be-

inpf under a imral inability to perform any action which he /.?, and ahmyt

-was, naturally unable to perform ? For instance, can he conceive of a

man born bhnd, as having a violent and invincible aversion from light?

I own, it a|)pears, to me, inconceivable : and it seems equally absurd to

suppose thut sinners should he capable of' aversion from a plan of salva-^

tionwh'"*h was utterly unsuited to their natural powcf^
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SECTION VI.

mVLY TO MR. B.'S NINTH LETTER, ON PUNISHMENTS
BEING THRFATENED \ND INFLICTED FOR THE WANT
OF FAITH IN JESUS CHRIST,

IN proof of this point, reference was had to Mark xvi. 16.

He that believeth not shall be damned. This passage had been

explained by Mi\ Brine as only giving the descriptive charac-

ters of the saved and the lost. To prove the contrary, I pro-

duced a number of threatenings in the word of God, delivered

against sm, in the same mode of speaking as the above pas-

sage is directed against unbelief. Mr. Button thinks, that

these also are mere descriptive characters ; and that, if the

scriptures used no other modes of speaking, we could not just-

ly infer, that the punishments therein threatened were on ac-

count of the crimes therein specified, (p. 62.) This is very

extraordinary indeed. As though, from such a threatening as

God shall destroy thee^ O thou false tongue^ we were not war-

ranted to conclude, that falsehood is a crime, and the procu-

ring cause of the punishment threatened ! If this reasoning be

Just, it cannot be inferred, from the laws of England declaring

that a murderer shall be put to death, that it is on account of

his being a murderer. Neither could our first parents justly

infer, from its being told them. The day ye eat of the fruit

ye shall surely die, that it should be on account of their so

eating

!

John iii. 18. He that believeth not is condemned already^

because he hath not believed on the name of the only-begotten

Son of God. In urging this passage, I had grounded pretty

much on the term because. But Mr. B. produces another

text of scripture, where that term is used, and canrjot, he

thinks, denote a procuring cause, (pp. 63, 64.) The passage

to which he refers is John xvi. 17. The Father himself

loveth youy because ye have loved me. To this it is repliedj
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Suppose a word, in one instance^ be understood in a peculiar

sense, is this sense to be urged as a rule of interpreting that

word in other places ? If it is, Mr. B. would be puzzled, not-

withstanding what he said in p. 62, to prove that sin is the pro-

curing cause of damnation. This is the method taken by the

adversaries to the proper deity and satisfaction of Christ.

But, farther ; I apprehend the term because, even in this pas-

sage, is to be taken in its proper sense, as denoting the ground,

or reason, of a thing. The love of God has, (with great pro-

priety, I think,) been distinguished into natural and sove^

reign : the former is God's necessary approbation of every in-

telligent creature, in proportion as it bears his holy likeness

;

the latter is his free favour, fixed upon his elect, without the

consideration of any thing in them, or done by them. The

one is exercised towards an object while that object continues

pure, and ceases when it becomes impure : thus God loved

those angels, when holy, who are now fallen under his most

awful displeasure. The other, not being founded on any thing

in the creature, removes not from its object, but abideth for

ever. The propriety of the above distinction may be argued

from the doctrine of reconciliation by the death of Christ. To

be reconciled, is to be restored to favour. Now, the sove-

reign favour of God was not forfeitable ; wc could not, there-

fore, be restored to that : but his necessary approbation, as

the Lawgiver of the world, was forfeitable ; and to that we

are restored by the death of Christ.*

The godly are the objects of God's natural love, as bearing

his holy likeness. If any man love me, says Christ, he will

keep my words, and my Father will love him, and we will

come and make our abode with him. If ye keeji my com-

mandments, ye shall abide in my love; even as I have kept

my Father's commandments, and abide in his love. And thus,

in the passage referred to. The Father himself loveth you,

because ye have loved me. All this may be aflirmed, with-

out making inherent qualities any part of our justifying righte-

ousness, or in the least injuring the doctrine of God's sove-

reign, eternal, and immutable love to his elcct.t

• The reader will remember, I am reasoning with tliose who allow o^.

ihe love of God to elect sinners bemg sovereign and unforfcitable.

jSce Mr. U. Hall's Jlelp to ZioiCs Travellers, pp. 25—41.
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Mr. B.'s expositions of divers passag;es of scripture are

fouiided upon the supposition, thai nothing more than an ex-

ternal acknowledgment of the Messiah was required ol the

Jews. Thus he interprets Luke xix. 27. Those mine ene-

mies , ivho would not that I should reign over them^ bring

hither, and slay them before me, (p. 65.) and John v. 43. I
am, come in my Father''s name, and ye receive me not, (p. 85.)

In reply to these interpretations, I might refer the reader to

what was said before on the Second Psalm ; namely, that if

Christ had been a mere civil governor, or such a messiah as

the Jews expected, then an external submission miglit have

been sufficient ; but not otherwise.

I seriously wish Mr. B. to consider the import of his own
words, in page 85. " Supreme love to God," he says, « would
have led the Jews to have embraced Christ as the Son of God,
and the Messiah ; but not to embrace him in a way of special

faith." What is special faith, unless it is to embrace Christ

in his true character, as revealed in the scriptures ? Sure-

ly, it is not a receiving of him under some representation in

which he is not there exhibited. To receive him as the

Messiah, is to fall in with the ends and designs of his mission

;

and these were the glory of God, and the salvation of sinners

in a way that should abase their pride, and destroy their idols.

Nothing short of this can, with any propriety, be called a re-

ceiving him as the Messiah. I believe the scripture knows
nothing, and makes nothing, of any thing else. He came to

his oion, and his own received him not ; but as many as receiv-

ed him, to them gave he power to become the sons of God*
No intimation is here given, that there is a third class of

people, who neither receive Christ spiritually, nor reject him.

According to the New Testament, they who received him
were true Christians ; and they who heard the gospel, and
were not true believers, received him not.

Mr. B.'s remarks upon 2 Thes. ii. {10— 12. conclude his

Ninth Letter, (p. 65.) Notwithstanding what he has there

said, I continue to think that sinners are cuipable for not re-

ceiving the love of the truth. Mr. B. supposes, that their not

receiving the love of the truth, is only mentioned as an evi-

* John i.l 1,12,
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dence of their being the non-elect ; though he, at the same

time, explains God's sending them strong delusions, as a giv-

ing them up to Judicial blindness. But it ought to be remem-

bered, that God does not give men up to yu^/cm/ blindness

because they are not elected, nor merely from tiic " sovereign-

ty of his will ;" but as a punishment of former sins. I would

therefore ask, \Vhat is the sin for which the persons in the

text are thus punished ? The apostle himself answers, Be-

cause they received not the love of the truth.

Farther : I cannot grant, thai a not receiving the love of

the truth is an evidence of non-election ; since it is true of the

elect while unbelievers, as well as of the non-elect.

In the punishing of sinners in this life, God frequently adapts

the nature of the punishment to that of the crime. Of this

the text in question is an awful illustration. Because men be-

lieve not the truths God sends them a strong delusion, that

they may believe a lie ; and, because they have pleasure in un-

righteousness,, he suffers them to be deceived with all deceiva-

bleness of unrighteousness^

SECTION VIL

llEPLY TO MR. B.'S TENTH LETTER, ON SPlUn L AL
DISPOSITIONS.

Being about, in my former essay, to prove spiritual dispo-

sitions incumbent on men in general, I thought it best, at en-

tering upon that subject, to express my own ideas of the

term sfiiritual. It appeared, to me, that, when applied to the

dispositions of the mind, it always signified truly holy, in

opposition to carnal. At the same time, I supposed my views

on this subject might notbe universally granted . I never meant,

therefore, to lay them down as the data of the argument ; but

proposed, rather, to proceed upon undisputed principles. On
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that account, I passed over this part of the subject without
dwelling upon it ; which Mr. B. calls " giving it up." (p.
70.) The criterion, as he acknowledges, by which it was pro-
posed to judge of spiritual dispositions, was their having the

promise of sfiiritual blessings. Tiiis was the ground on which
I all along proceeded ; trying the matter wholly by scrip-

ture-evidence, endeavouring to prove, that those things are
required of men in general^ to luhich spiritual and eternal

blessings are ahundanthj jiromiscd. But Mr. B. has passed
all this over, and has only carried on what 1 should think an
unnecessary dispute about what he calls " natural and spiritu-

al holiness." Surely he could have but very little concern

with that on which I grounded no argument ; his business

was to attend to that upon which the whole was rested. But,

instead of fairly discussing the subject upon that ground, he
has taken up the whole of his letter in finding fault with my
definition of spiritual dispositions ; though no other end is an-

swered by it, that I can perceive, than to show that he is ol*

one opinion, and I of another.

In one part of his letter, Mr. B. gave us some reason to

hope, that he would have left this manner of writing, and

have come to the argument : " I shall add no more," says

he, " on this head ; especially as Mr. F. soon gives it up,

by saying, ' If this, (that is, the defining of spiritual dis-

positions to be such as are truly holy^*) however plain it

may appear to me, should not be universally allowed, I may-

go upon a more undisputed ground." Mr. B. asks, " And
what ground is this ?"—He then answers himself, " Why,
says Mr. F. < the criterion by which I shall all along judge

of what are spiritual dispositions, will be their having the

promise of spiritual blessings.'' Whether these dispositions

be incumbent on carnal men, let us now inquire." (p. 7o.)

Thus far Mr. B. in his quotation from mine. Would not

the reader now expect, that he was about to enter upon a

* I suppose it must be entirely by mistake, that Mr. B. has repre-

sented me (in p. 70.) as maintaining the distinction of " natural and spi-

ritual lioliness ;" and as informing my readers, that this distinction " ap-

pears plain to me." 1 have ventured, therefore, to alter what he h£\d

inclosed in a parenthesisj to what I suppose he intended to write.

VOL. I. S D
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lair discussion of the subject, upon the lore mentioned cri-

terion, to which he could luivc no rcasonLiblc objection ?

And yet, strant^e as it is, he never touches the subject up-

on that ground ; but, tliough he had said he " should add

no more" upon the other, yet immediately returns, saying

nothing but the same things over and over again.

When v/e come to Mr. B.*s remarks on the capacity of man
in innocence for spiritual obedience, wc shall take notice of

what is here oflered in support of a distinction of holiness into

natural and spiritual. At present, I may reply to some other

things included in this letter.

Spiritual dispositions were said to be such as were truly

HOLY. Mr. B. finds great fault with this, as it might be sup-

posed he would. And yet 1 see not wherein it differs from

the Apostle's account of the 7iciu man^ that it is created af[€r

God in righteousness and true holiness ;* to which the same

objections might be made as to the above. That God is im-

mutable in bis nature, Mr. B. will allow; and that his image

must be the same, is equally evident. That which is created

after him, must ever be the same, in one period as in another.

If the image of God is not now what it was formerly, it must

be owing to an alteration in the nature of his moral perfec-

tions. There cannot be two essentially dificrcnt images of the

same divine original.

Farther : It was said, * Whenever applied to the disposi-

tions of the mind, spiritual stands opposed to carnal; and

that, in the criminal sense of the word.' Mr. B. remarks this

as a mistake ;
" for," says he, " s/iiritualy in 1 Cor. ii. 14. is

opposed to natural. The 7iatural man receivcth not the things

of the Sjiirit of God,'* &c. (p. 67.) But, 1 apprehend, that

the word " natural," (y^v^iios) in the text, is of the same im-

port with carnal. To say that the natural man receiveth not

the things of the Spirit of God, is equal to saying, that the

carnal n)an receivcth them not; or he, who, whatever be his

acquisitions in science, is under the influence of that corrupt

nature which we all derive from Adam. Having nothing, in

him which is truly goodj nothing correspondent with divine

truths, all his vain labour and toil about those truths is to a^

• Ephes. iv. 24>
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little purpose as that of the men of Sodom about Lot's door.

This, I take it, is the purport of Mr. B.'s quotation from

Calvin, (p. 58.)

Depravity, though it is, strictly speakini^, no part of our

nature; yet is become natural, as it vi^ere, to us; and hence

it is common for us to call a carnal, unconverted state, a state

of nature ; and the scripture speaks of our being by nature

the children of wrath. A state of nature, in this use of the

term, is evidently put, not for the state of man 2<.s created^ but

zs fallen. And respecting the text in question, it does not ap-

pear probable, that the Holy Spirit would have here used a

term, to have expressed the nature of man in its purest state,

which he every where else, when applying it to the disposi-

tions of the mind, uses to express a state of abominable in-

iquity.*

Dr. Gill says of the law, that " it requireth sfiiritual ser-

vice and obedience." This I quoted before, supposing it ex-

pressive of my own sentiments ; but Mr. B. assures me I am
mistaken, and that Dr. Gill meant no such thing. By " sfiir-

itual service and obedience," it is said, he meant " a serving

it with our minds ; a v/orshipping God in spirit and in truth

;

a loving it with all our hearts and souls ; as well as a perform-

ance of all the outward acts of religion and duty." (p. 71.)

What was Dr. Gill's meaning I cannot tell ; nor is it worth

while to dispute about it, as the opinion of the greatest unin-

spired writer is not decisive : otherwise I should think he had

no such distinctions in his mind as Mr. B. imputes to him.

But, be his meaning what it might, there certainly is no dif-

ference between v/orshipping God in spirit and in truth, and the

exercise of " spiritual principles and dispositions, such as flow

from Christ Jesus." Suppose we follow Mr. B. in his distinc-

tion of holiness, into natural and spiritual ; and of spirituality,

into legal and evangelical : a worshipping of God in spirit and

in truth must belong to the latter, and not to the former. It

must be not only spiritual, but " evangelically spiritual ;" for

Christ is speaking of true ivorshififiers under the gosfiel-dis-

pensation ; and they are said to be such whom the Father

* See James iil. 15. Earthly, setjeual, devilish ; and Jude 19, skit-

^.UAL, having- not the Spirit.
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seekcth to loorshifi him. See John iv. 23, 24. The above dis-

tinctions appear, to me, to be more curious than just ; bul,

be they ever so just, they will not furnish us vviili an answer to

the argument upon the fore-ciicd passa^^e.

If I understand what Mr. B. means by a spirituality Avhich

is different in nature from that which is evangelical ; it is

what is so called, not on account of its nafurr^ but of the sub-

ject over w hich it extends ; viz. the s/iirit, or inind., of man.

But he should have considered, that, when the law is called

sfiirituaiy* (which it is only in one passage,) it is not in oi)po-

sition to cor/i07*co/, but to carnal ; just as the principle of holi-

ness in the hearts of believers, or the spirit^ is opposed to the

Jlesh. This was noticed before, to which Mr. B. has made no

reply.

" According to INIr. F. it is said, there is no alteration made

in religion by the interposition of Christ to be incarnate, and

his mediation ; no change in the abolishing of the old cove-

nant and the establishment of the new ; no alteration in the

nature of our obedience." (p. 73.) I hope the enclosing of

this passage in reversed commas, and ascribing it to me, was

without design. The passage was taken, by Mr. B. from Dr.

Owen on the S/iirity p. 461. He has given us it at large, in

p. 68 of his remarks. Dr. Owen delivered it as containing the

sentiments of those against whom he was writing, who held

the gospel to be only a sort of new edition of the law of na-

ture. I must do myself the justice, however, to deny their

being my scnti?nentSy any more than my words. I have ac-

knowledged the contrary, in p. 119. Nor are they so much

as consequences dcduciblc from any thing I have advanced.

Mr. B. might, with equal propriety, go about to prove a dif-

ference between the principles of the Old and New-Testa-

ment saints ; since the religion under the law is different from

that under the gospel, though they agree (as Dr. Owen, in

the same passage, observes) in their "Author, Object, and

End." 'No:' Mr. B. will reply, 'these are, doubtless, the

same.' Then we might retort, in his own mode of reasoning,

< If so, " there is no change made by abolishing the Mosaic

dispensation ; no difference between that and the gospel-dis-

pensation ; and no alteration thereby made in religion."'

* 7r\)r^f/,ocT I //)';. Rom. vii.14.
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But Mr. B.'s arguments and objections upon this subject

will be considered more particularly in the two followin|^

sections.

SECTION VIll.

KEPLY TO MR. B.'S ELEVENTH LETTER, ON THE STATE
OF MAN IN INNOCENCE ; WHETHER HE WAS INCAPABLE
OF DOING THINGS SPIRITUALLY GOOD.

U PON this single point of Adam's incapacity to do things

spiritually good, Mr. B. rests almost all his arguments. He
seems very desirous of taking this matter for granted, and ac-

tually does take it for granted, in various places ; arguing and

exclaiming upon the supposition of this sentiment being true,

though he knows that will not be granted him. Hence, his

answer to my reply to the objection on the necessity of a di-

vine principle in order to believing, (p. 94.) If I held Mr.
B.'s sentiment in this matter, then I should not be able upon
that ground to establish my own ! That is the amount of what

he has there advanced. Hence also, his exclamation of my
imputing cruelty to the Holy One

; (pp. 56. 88. 95.) that is,

that it would be " cruel and shocking for God to require that

which is beyond the powers of man in his present or primitive

state." I grant it ; but that is what I never affirmed. If our

principles are charged with absurdity, they should be proved

to be inconsistent with themselves, or with some allowed prin-

ciple, and not barely with those of our opponents.

I can see no force in the quotation from Mr. Brine
; (p. 57.)

wherein a cannot and a luill not, in respect of coming to Christ,

are said to be distinct things, unless this sentiment is first ta-

ken for granted. " We cannot come to Christ," he says, " as

we are destitute of a principle of life ; and we will not, as we
are the subjects of vicious habits." Now, I would ask, what
is the want of a principle of life, but the want of a holy bias
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of mind to glorify God ? And this is no otherwise a different

thini; fioni aversion of heart from him, than as a negative evil

difi'cis from one that is positive. The want of a principle of

honesty in an intelligent being is no excusable thing, any more

than positive villainy. I know of no answer that can be made

lo this way of reasoning, but by maintaining that a principle

of life is something different from a principle of uprightness

towards God ; something different, in its nature, from what

man, in his most upright condition, could possess. If this were

assened, I should no otherwise reply, than by asking for

proof. In the above argument, this sentiment is assumed as if

it were a truth allowed on both sides ; whereas that is not the

case. Supposing the notion of Adam's incapacity to do things

spiritually good were a truth ; to take it for granted in such a

manner as this, is contrary to all fair reasoning. It is no other

than begging the question. But I am not yet convinced that

the thing itself is true ; and, if the foundation is bad, the super-

structure must fall.

Two questions here require a discussion ; viz. What evi-

dence has Mr. B. produced in support of this his favourite

hypothesis ? and. What has he done towards overturning the

arguments for the contrary ?

I. What evidence has Mr. B. produced in support

OF this his favourite hypothesis ? The subject we are

now discussing is of a fundamental nature, in respect of the

main question between us. It is the corner-stone upon which

the whole fabric of Mr. B.'s scheme is founded: we have rea-

son to expect, therefore, that this should be well laid in solid,

scriptural evidence. However some truths may be more fully

revealed than others, I should think I ought to suspect that

system whose first and fundamental principles are not well

supported.

Let us examine what Mr. B. has offered. He apprehends

the phrases new man—new heart—new sfiirit—new creature^

Sec. imply this sentiment, and are inconsistent with that which

he opposes, (p. 83.) To this it is replied, The whole force

of tliis argument rests upon the supposition that the term new^

in these passages, stands opposed to a state of primitive purity :

M-hercas every one knows that the iiew heart stands opposed
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to the stomj heart; and the new man to the old man, which is

corrupt according to the deceitful lusts.*

Farther : Mr. B. thinks this sentiment supported by a pas-

sasre in Rom. vii. 6. " But now we are delivered from the

law, that being dead wherein we were held j that we should

serve in newness of spirit, and not in the oldness of the let-

ter." (p. 73.) But his sense of the passage, if it prove any

thing for him, will prove too much. He maintains that spiritual

dispositions are a conformity to the lanv^ though not to the law

onhj ; (p. 68.) but the apostle says, they were delivered from

the law of which he speaks. Yet Mr. B. will not say that we

are, by grace, delivered from all obligation to the requirements

of the moral law. To suit his sentiments, therefore, it should

rather have been said, we serve partly in newness of the spi-

rit, and partly in the oldness of the letter.

Whether " the oldness of the letter'* be here to be under-

stood ofthe manner in which the converted Jews used formerly

to worship God ; tenaciously adhering to the letter of their cer-

emonial law, instead of entering into its spirit^ or design, and of

worshipping God in spirit and in truth ; or whether it mean

the moral law, in its particular form of a covenant of works

;

(which seems to agree with the scope of the place ;) it cer-

tainly does not mean that for which Mr. B. produces it. The
"oldness of the letter," in which they once served, is not here

put for that way of serving God which was exercised in a state

of innocence^ but in a state of unregeneracy. It was luheu

they were in the fiesh^ (v. 5.) that this sort of service was car-

ried on, to which the other is opposed. It must be such a sort

of service, therefore, as could have in it no real conformity to

the law ; seeing they that are in the flesh cannot please God
;

the carnal mind is enmity against God ; is not subject to the

law of God, neither indeed can be.

It is very common for Mr. B. to apply that which is spoken of

man as now born into the world, to man in a state of innocence.

Thus he has applied a passage in Dr. Owen. (p. 81.) The
Pelagian figment, that " what we have by nature, we have by

grace, because God is the author of nature," means what we
have "by natural propagation;" as the Doctor himself ex-

plains it, as we are now born into the world.

t

* Ezek. xxxvi. 26. Ephes. iv. 22—31. 2 Cor. v. IT.

t Qxven on the Spirit) p. 452.
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I do not recollect any other passaj^es of scriJUurc on which

Mr. B. has pretended to ground his fundamental principle
;

fundamental I call it, because, as was said before, it lies at the

foundation of all his other principles wherein wc difler. I

wish Mr. B. and the reader seriously to consider whether the

above passages convey such a sentiment ; whether they can

fairly be applied to the support of it; and, if not, whether

that which lies at the foundation of his hypothesis, has amj

foundation in the word of God.

But Mr. B. though he has not, that I recollect, produced

any other scrifitural evidence for the sentiment in question

than what has been noticed, yet has attempted to argue the

matter out by reason. I had said, " It appears, to me, that

the scrifiture knows nothing of natural holiness, as distinguish-

ed from spiritual holiness ; that it knows of but one kind of

real holiness, and that is a conformity to the holy law of God."

In answer to this, Mr. B. does not pretend to inform us where

the scripture does make this distinction, or from what parts

of it such a distinction may be inferred ; but only asserts, that

" there is a difference," and goes about to inform us wherein

that difference consists, (pp. 67, 68.) Let us now attend to

what is there advanced. The sum of the supposed difference

is made to consist in three things.

1. " The one was possessed by Adam in innocence, and

would have been conveyed, by natural generation, to his pos-

terity ; the other we derive from Christ, by the influence of

the Holy Spirit." Answer : This does not prove them to be of

a different nature, but merely to spring from different causes^

and to flow through different channels. Man, in innocence,

enjoyed the approbation of his Maker ; so do believers, as

justified in Christ's righteousness, and sanctified by his

Spirit. Divine afifirobation^ in itself considered, is the same

thing in the one case as in the other; but the means by which

it is enjoyed are very different.

2. " Natural holiness consists in conformity to the holy law

of Ciod ; spiritual holiness, to the law and gospel too." An-

swer : That all holiness is a conformity to some law, or rule

of action, given by God to his creatures, is certain; and, if

spiritual holiness is a conformity to the gospel in something

wherein it is not a conformity to the moral hiu', then the gos-
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pel must, after all, be a new lanv^ or a new rule of action. But

what necessity for this ? " If the pure and holy law of God re-

Duires every man cordially to receive and heartily to approve

of the gospel ;" (as Mr. B. in p. 49, says it does,) then what

room is there for the above distinction ? A cordial reception

and hearty approbation of the gospel is the very essence of

conformity to it.

3. " Natural holiness was liable to be lost ; but spiritual

holiness never was liable to, never was, never can be, lost."

Answer : This proves nothing to the point, unless the reason

why spiritual holiness cannot be lost is owing to its nature^ or

kind^ and not to the promise and perpetual preservation of the

Holy Spirit. A principle the same in nature, may be pro-

duced in one subject, and left to the conduct of that subject

to preserve it in being ; while, in another subject in different

circumstances, its existence may be infallibly secured by the

promise and power of God. It is generally supposed, that

the elect angels were confirmed in their state of original puri-

ty. Supposing this to have been the case, that confirmation,

though it rendered their holiness, like that in believers, ina-

missible, yet it did not, in the least, alter its nature. Ii had

not been a confirmation, if it had. Nor is there any reason,

that I know of, to conclude, that the holiness in the elect an-

gels was of a different nature from that which originally ex-

isted in those who fell. I have no notion of any principle in

my soul that is, in its own nature, necessarily immortal. My
experience teaches me, that I should as soon cease to love

Christ, and the gospel, and every thing of a spiritual nature,

as Adam ceased to love God, were it not for the perpetual in-

fluence of his Holy Spirit.

That none of the above differences make any thing in proving

the point, is equally evident from Mr. B.'s own principles, as

from what has been now alleged. He supposes spiritual holi-

ness, or the holiness which is in believers, to be a conformity

Jo the law, though not to the law only. Very well ; so far^

ihen, as spiritual holiness is a conformity to the law, it is, and

must be, the same, in nature, as what he calls natural holiness ;

and yet they differ in all the circumstances above-mentioned.

That conformity to the law* of which believers are now the

subjects, and which must iiave been incumbent upon thejrx

VOT.. r. g E
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>vhile unbelievers, is " derived from Christ as ihcir head, and

comes by tlie influence of the Holy Spirit, and not by natural

generation ;" neither " can it ever be lost," so as to become

totally extinct. These are things, therefore, which do not af-

fect the nature of holiness; and so are insufficient to support

a distinction of it into two kinds, the one essentially different

from the other.

Upon the whole, I think, Mr. B. in treating upon this sub-

ject, has proceeded in much the same manner as when dis-

cussing the definition of faith. In order to prove that holi-

ness in the hearts of believers is something essemially diff'er-

ent, or diff*crent in its natui-e^ from what was possessed by

man in innocence ; he proves, or rather asserts, from Dr.

Owen, that it " is an effect of another cause, and diff'ers

in the objects of its vital acts ; there being new revelations

now, which were not before." (pp. 76, 77.) All this is al-

lowed : and it proves what Dr. Owen meant it to prove ; viz.

that we arc not, after the manner of the Socinians, to make
Christianity a mere revival of the law of nature. It proves

that there are '' some differences," as he expresses it,* be-

tween the life of Adam and that of a believer; but it does

not prove an essential difference in their principles ; nor did

the Doctor mean it, I should suppose, to prove any such

thing.

SECTION IX.

THE CAI'ACirV OF MAX IN INNOCKNCE TO BELIEVE, AND
TO DO THINGS Sl'IKI'l UALLY GOOD, rAKTHEU CONSID-
r.UEl).

W E now proceed to the second question ; viz. What has

Mr. IJ. DOXK TO OVKRTURN THE ARGUMENTS ON THIS SUBJECT,

WHICH HE HAS UNDERTAKEN TO ANSWER ? SomC things hc haS

• Oxveii on the Spirit, p. 241.
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passed over : he has said nothing, for instance, to what was

advanced on the case of Cain and Abel ; or on the difference

between an essential and a circumstantial incapacity in our

first parents to believe in Christ. I had attempted to prove,

that the spirit and conduct of Adam, in innocence, were no-

thing more nor less than a perfect conformity to the holy law

of God ; that the same might be said of Jesus Christ, so far

as he was our example ; and, consequently, the same of Chris-

tians, so far as they are formed after that examfile. In proof

of the last two positions, severxil passages of scripture were

produced. On these Mr. B. has made some remarks.

Psalm xl. 8. I delight to do thy will, O my God; yea, thy

law is within my heart. What Mr. B. says (p. 79.) of the

will of the Father extending to Christ's laying down his life

as a sacrifice for sinners, I think is true ; but nothing to the

purpose. I was speaking of Jesus Christ, so far as he was

our examfile ; but what have his sufferings, " as a sacrifice for

sinners," to do in this matter ? Was he designed herein to be

our examfile ? Surely not. If the moral law be allowed to be

« herein included," that is sufficient. And, if this were not

allowed, since Mr. B. acknowledges, " that the Lord Jesus

Christ, throughout his life, yielded obedience to the moral

law," and has pointed out no other obedience, wherein he was

our examfile, than this ;* the point is given up, and all the

questions in pages 78 and 8 1 are to no purpose.

Jer. xxxi. 33. / will put my law in their inward fiarts, and

write it in their hearts, Sec. Mr. B. thinks the term law, here,

" includes the law offaith ^ or the gospel ; and also what the

apostle, in Rom. vii. 23. calls the law of the mind ; and es-

pecially as the apostle, when he quotes the passage in Heb.

viii. 10. uses the plural word /aws." (pp. 80, 81.) The plu-

ral word laws, in scripture, and in common speech, signifies

no more than the different parts, or branches^ of the same

law ; and is of the same import with the word command-

ments. I think, with Mr. B. that each of the above ideas are

• It is true, Christ was our example in his conforming to positive iw

stituiions ,• but this is included in obedience to the moral law, which re-

quires a compliance with whatever God shall, at any time, think proper

to enjoin ; and will hardly be supposed to require a distinct principle fov

the performance of it.
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included: not, however, as so many distinct laws put into the

heart. For God to write his law in the hearty is only another

mode of speaking for giving us a heart to love that law ; and

if tlie law " requires a cordial reccpiion, and hearty appro-

bation of liie g(ispcl;" (as Mr. B. in page 49, owns it docs,)

then, in a fallen creature, to whom the gospel is preached,

a heart to love tiiat law must include a heart to embrace tlie

gospel ; and a heart to love the law and embrace the gospul,

is the principle of iioiiness, called the law of the mind.*

An argument wl;s (h'awn from the term renewed^ as appli-

ed to our regeneration. On this Mr. B. remarks, as fol-

lows: " I think, at the resurrection, the same body that dies

will be raised ; but I think the state in which it will rise will be

more than circumstantially, it will be essentially different from

that in which it was laid in the grave; except corruption and

incorruptio)!, dishonour and glory, weakness and power, natu-

ral and s])iritual, are essentially the same." (p. 83.) So far

from this making for Mr. B. one need not desire a better argu-

ment against him. He thinks, he says, that tiie sa?ne body that

dies will be raised ; I think so too, or it would not have been

called a resurrection : let him only acknowledge that the same

• After Mr. B has acknowlcdg-ed, that *' the law of God requires a

cordial receptioi; of ihe gospel," it is somewhat surprising that he should

reason, as follows :
—" It the law commanded fuith, in relation to Christ

crucified, it must then accjuuint us with Christ crucified. It would be

an unreasonable law to enjoin an act about such ^^^ object, and never

discover one syllable of that object to us." (p 92.) It certainly would

be unreasonable to require faith without a revelation of the object; and,

where that is not revealed, we do not suppose it incumbent. But, if the

gospel reveal the object of faitli, the moral law may require it to be em-

braced, Mr. B hiniself being judge. If the law cannot, reasonably re-

quire faith towards an object whicli itself doth not reveal; then, what

will become of iiis natural and common faith in a crucified Ciirist, wliich

l»e allows is required by the law ? Does the law reveal Christ as the ob-

ject of this kind of faith, any more than the other ? Mr. B. cannot say

it does. The above quotation, I suppose, is taken frt^m Mr. Charnock.

1 have not the Jivsc edition of his works, and so cannot follow Mr. 8. in

his references ; but, if Mr. Charnock's meaning were what the connexion

of his wt)rds, as introduced by Mr. fJ seems to represent, it is certainly

contrary to the whole tenor of his writings; and 1 believe no such

thought ever entered his heart, as to question whether faith in Chr.at

Were the t/w^^ of sinneis.
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firinci/ile that was lost is restored, or it would not have been re-

presented as a renovation ; and we are satisfied. Let him but

allow this, and he is welcome to dwell upon as many differ-

ences, as to causes and objects, as he can find. If this be but

granted, all that he can say besides cannot prove an essential

difference. It is very extraordinary for Mr. B. to suppose

that it can. That which is essential to any thing, is that with-

out which it would not be that thing. If corruption, dishon-

our, or weakness, belonged to the essence of the body, then

it could not be the same body without them. These cause a

difference as to the circumstances and condition of the body ;

they do not, however, so alter its essence, but that it is the

ta?ne body through all its changes.

What is here advanced does not suppose that " corruption

and incorruption, natural and spiritual, are essentially the

same.'* Doubtless they are different and opposite qualities

;

but the question is, Do these qualities cause an essential dif-

ference in the bodies to which they pertain ? If any one were

disposed to prove an essential difference between the princi-

ples of saints on earth and saints in heaven, he might easily

accomplish his purpose, according to Mr. B.*s mode of rea-

soning. He might say, ' They are more than circumstantial-

ly y they are essentially different : the one are weak, the other

strong ; these are exercised in believing, those in seeing

;

these are attended with opposing carnality, those are free

from all opposition. Now here is an essential difference

;

except weakness and strength, faith and sight, remaining im-

purity and perfect holiness, were essentially the same 1'

If Mr. B. should reply, that he did not plead for an essen-

tial difference between the body when it dies and when it is

raised, but between the state of tlie body at those different pe-

riods ; I answer, Tiien what he has said is mere trifling, no-

thing at all to the purpose. His design was to illustrate an

essential difference between the firincifUes of man in inno-

cence and those in believers, and not barely in the state and

circumstances of those principles ; otherwise there had been

no dispute between us.

The only question, it was before observed, to which the

whole ought to be reduced, was this. Whether supreme
]LovE TO God would not necessarily lead a fallen crea-
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TURE, WnO IIASTHR ftOSPKL PRF.ACHED TO HlSf, TO EMBRACE

THE Lord Jtsus Christ, and his way of salvation ? The
arj^umcnts which were thought sufTicicnt to establish this

question in the affirmative, were urged in pages 39— 41, and

81—83, of the former treatise. To this Mr. B. has made
no other reply than the following: " Supreme love to God
will lead a man to embrace any revelation God makes of him-

self ; but it will not, it cannot lead a man to embrace what

God does not reveal. Supreme love to God would lead no

fallen creature to embrace Christ in a way of special faith,

without Christ being revealed, and revealed in an internal

manner by the Holy Ghost. There is no true believing with-

out revelation, without evidence.*' (pp. 85, 86.) Special faith,

tlien, it seems, consists in bolioving something which is not

revealed in the scriptures, and of which there is there no evi-

dence. Well : if this be special faith, we need have no far-

ther dispute about it ; for I shall agree with him, that it is

what no man is in the least obliged to.

Mr. B. in the outset, the reader will remember, allowed,

that a believing of our interest in the blessings of the gospel,

>vas not essential to t"uc faith ; (p. 10.) and yet, what is here

advanced cannot, one should think, proceed upon any other

supposition. His view of the subject, so far as I understand

it, supposes, that common faith, such as a man may have,

and perish, consists in believing no more than what is already

revealed in the Bible ; and that special faith consists in believ-

ing our fiersonal interest in it. But this being no where re-

vealed in the scriptures, any otherwise than by giving descrip-

tive characters, an immediate revelation from heaven becomes

necessary to acquaint the party of his peculiar privilege, be-

fore he can believe himself entitled to it.

That there is an internal as well as an external revelation,

is readily allowed ; but, I apprehend this revelation to consist

in the eyes of the understanding being enlightened ; and that,

not to discover any new truth^ which was never before reveal-

ed, but that which was already sufficiently made known in the

holy scriptures, and which nothing but our criminal blindness

could conceal from our minds. See Ephes. i. 17, 18. I think

with Mr. Brine, that " to imagine that God now affords such

light as will enable us to make discoveries of truths not already
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revealed to us in his word, is real enthusiasm, and has no-

thing to support it in the holy scriptures."*

Perhaps, I shall be told, that Mr. Brine made an internal

revelation the ground of an obligation to believe in Christ. I

suppose he did, when engaged in this controversy ; but when

engaged with a Deist, in tlie piece referred to, he probably

forgot what in other instances had escaped from his pen, and

nobly defended the Christian religion from irrationality or

ENTHUSIASM.!

A great deal of Mr. B.'s reasoning tends, in my opinion,

rather to degrade a state of primitive purity than to exalt

that in which we are placed through Christ. 1 cannot pcr-

* Christian Religion not destitute of Arguments, p. 44.

•j- It is somewhat singular, that Mr. B. should charge me with making

it the duty of any man to believe without evidence. This nearly amounts

to what others have asserted, that I make it incumbent on them to believe

a lie. The definition of faith, whicli 1 have heretofore given, is the be-

lief of the THUTH. If truth and falsehood, then, are the same thing, the

charge may be well founded; but not, otherwise. If a persuasion of a

personal interest in the blessings of the gospel were what denominated

us believers, there miglit be something plausible in Mr. B.'s mode of

reasoning ; but this he does not pretend to maintain. Dr. Withers ap-

pears, in some places, to maintain this idea : and considers /f«'M, as gen-

erally used in scripture, to signify "either an assent to theBihle,*' as con-

taining the history of our Lord, and other important matters: or else,

denoting *' the knoiuledge, the assurance of an interest in its present and

promised blessings :" (p. 73.) and from pages 153 to 156, he presents us

with a long list of scriptures, as if to confirm this second idea of faitli

;

but which evidently only prove what I never thought of doubting, that

believers may have a consciousness of their having passed from death

unto life, and not that it is this consciousness which denominates them
believers. Indeed, he liimself tells us in a note, (p. 155.) that a man
may be a believer without this consciousness. What is it, then, which

constitutes him a believer in that sense which is connected with a title

to eternal life ? He will hardly assert, that every one who assents to the

divine inspiration of the Bible is in a state of salvation. And as to an

assurance of being interested in the blessings of the gospel, (supposing

this were a just idea of faith,) he could not be ignorant that 1 never

made it incumbent upon all who hear the gos-pel : but one should think

a man must be a believer before he can be conscious of it, or of any

thing, in him that is truly good, or possess any well-grounded persua-

sion of an interest in Christ ; and, if so, such a consciousness^ or persua-

sion, cannot be that which denominates him u believer.
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ceive that he represents the latter to any better advantage than

we do. All the dift'erence is, that he seems to think meanly

of supreme love to God, as if it were something; vastly infe-

rior to that of which Christians are now the subjects. Thus

he tells us, from Mr. Charnock, " that a new creature doth

exceed a rational creature, considered only as rational^ more

than a rational doth a brute." (p. 85.) True : but is a man

in his primitive state to be considered only as rational ? Does

he not continue to be a rational being, notwithstanding he has

lost his primitive purity ? Did Mr. Charnock, in the place

referred to, mc an to represent man in a state of primitive pu-

rity, as being merely rational ? " Adam, in a state of inno-

cence,"* as Dr. Owen observes, " besides his natural life,

whereby he was a living soul, had a supernatural life with

vespect to its end^ whereby he lived unto God.*'^

SECTION X.

UEPLYTO MR. B.'S TWELFTH LETTER, ON DIVINE DECREES,
THE USE OF MEANS, PAUTICULAK REDEMPTION, ic.

J HE objection from divine decrees is, to all intents and pur-

j)oses, GIVEN UP. 1 had said, " The destruction of Pharaoh

was determined of God to be at the time, place, and manner

in which it actually came to pass ; and yet who will say, that he-

ought not to have taken the counsel of Moses, and let the peo-

ple go ?" To this Mr. B. replies, *' But Pharaoh had an ex-

firess command to let the people go; therefore he was un-

" Disrrnn ic on the Holy Spirit, p. :240.

j In a Testimony in favour of the principles maintained by the Norfolk

and Suffolk Association, we are told, "he was, while he stood, anup-

rig-bit gardener." Can this be tlie image of Ciod mentioned Gen. i. 27 ?

R.
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doubtedly criminal for not doing it : so it may be .said of the

rest of the instances produced ; and therefore these are no-

thing to the purpose." (p. 88.) I might ask, then, What
would have been to the purpose ? The very circumstance of

an express command, so far from destroying the propriety of

the above instances, is one thing that renders them in point.

The question here was not, Is faiih a commanded duty ?

(that was discussed elsewhere ;*) but, Can it be such, consist-

ently with the divine decrees ? I undertook to prove that it

could; inasmuch as the compliance of Pharaoh and Sihon

with the messages which were sent them, was a commanded
duty, notwithstanding the divine decrees concerning them.

Mr. B. on the contrary, undertakes to prove that it cannot;

that to suppose faith in Christ a commanded duty, must clash

with the decrees of God. Now, how does he prove his point ?

Why, by acknowledging, that, if the command be exfiress, it

may be consistent with those decrees ; that is, in other words,

by giving up the very point in question. If I understand Mr.
B.'s mode of reasoning, it amounts to what is usually called

reasoning in a circle. In the contents, it is intimated, that

faith cannot be a commanded duty, because it is inconsistent

with the divine decrees ; in the page to which those contents

refer, it is suggested to be inconsistent with the divine decrees,

because it is not coni7nanded ! After all ; if the thing itself

were inconsistent, no command, however ex^iress, could make
it otherwise.

Mr. B. here, and in several other places, allows, that men
ought to tise the means, and be diligently concerned about

their eternal salvation ; to strive to enter in at the strait gate,

&c. (pp. 38—43.) He has said nothing, however, to inform

us how this is more consistent with the doctrine of decrees,

than an obligation to believe is. But, passing this, it is ob-

servable, that what one evangelist calls striving to enter, an-

other calls entering ;^y'&\-\(\, indeed, it must appear very ex-

traordinary, if men ought to strive to do that which they are

not obliged to do. Farther : using the means of salvation,

* In proof that faith in Christ is expressly commnndedy the reader is

referred to p. 27—35, of the former treatise, and to Section II. of this.

\ Luke xiii. 24. Matt. vii. 13,

VOL. I. 3 F
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waitinp^ and priiyinp; for a blessini^ upon them, ouj^ht to be at-

tended to eitlier with the heart, or Aviihout it. It' luithout it,

it w ill l)e but poor striving to enter in at the suait gate ; far

cnoui;li from the sense of the pnssage just riled, which de-

notes such a strivinpj as that of a person in an agony ; \{ with

it, this amounts to something spiritually good, and shall ccr-

tainlv terminate in salvation.

What our brethren can mean, in conblstency with their own

sentiments, by making it the duty of men to use the means of

salvation^ is difficult to say. Mr. B. will not allow it to be a

bare attendance, but, " a diligent waiting, and seeking of spir-

itual blessings." (pp. 36—43.) And, in the exposition upon

Isa. xlii. 18. Look^ ye blind^ See. the purport of the exhorta-

tion is said to be, " that they (unconverted sinners) would make

use of their external hearing and sight, which they had, that

they might attain to a spiritual hearing and understanding of

divine things." (p. 102.) But a real diligent use of means,

always implies a true desire after the end. It is an abuse of

language to call any thing short of this by that name. Men,

continuing wicked, may attend what are properly called the

means of grace ; but they never attend them as the means of

o-race. It is impossible a man should use means to obtain

that after which he has no real desire ; but a wicked man

has no real desire to be saved from that from which the

gospel saves us. Using the means of grace, therefore, and

waiting upon God, are spiritual exercises, and have salva-

tion plentifully connected with them in the Bible. Every

one that asketh, receiveth ; and he that seeketh fndeth ; and

to him that knockcthy it shall be opened* Many of our

biethren who scruple to exhort sinners to things of a spiritual

nature, will yet counsel them to luatch at wisdom's gates, and

ivuit at the posts of her doors; but these are as much spiritu-

al exercises, as believing in Christ. Those who vjaich daily

at wisdom's gates, ivaiting at the posts of her doors, are blessed.

They shall find him whom they seek ;
and, finding him, they

find life, and shall obtain /ai^owr of the Lord t The language

of wisdom is, I love them that love me^and those that seek me

early shall find Tne.\

• Luke xi. 10. f P»'ov. viii. 34, 35. \ Ibid. viii. 17.
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It is true, in some instances, persons are spoken of, not ac-

cording to what they do, but according to what they profess

to do ; and, after this manner of speaking, hypocrites are said

to seek the Lord and to delight to know his ways, as a na-

tion that did righteousness * That is, they did those things

which are the usual expressions of a delight in God and a de-

sire to seek bis face, as if ihey had been a righteous people:

but, as to the things themselves, they are, strictly speaking,

spiritual exercises, and are constantly so to be understood

throughout the Bible. That manner of seeking God which

is practised by hypocrites, will hardly be pretended to be the

duty of men in general ; and, except in those cases, neither

seeking God's face, nor waiting upon him, I believe, are ever

used in the scripture for such an attendance on God's wor-

ship as a man may practise, and perish notwithstanding : it is

certain, however, this cannot be said of a " diligently waiting,

and seeking of spiritual blessings." To use our external

hearhig and sight, that lue may attain to a sfiiritual hearing

and understanding ofdivine things, is not " within the com-

pass OF A NATURAL MAN.'* The end of every action deter-

mines its nature : to read and hear, therefore, with a true de-

sire that we may attain to a spiritual hearing and understand-

ing, are themselves spiritual exercises. In this matter I en-

tirely coincide with Mr. Brine, that no unsanctified heart will

ever pray to God for grace and holiness ; but that this is men's

dreadful sin, and justly exposes them to direful vengeance."f

If to this should be objected the words of our Lord, that

" many will seek to enter in, and shall not be able ;" I an-

swer, What is there spoken respects not the present state,

but the period luhen the rnaster of the house is risen w/z, and

hath shut to the door.\

The case of tiie man waiting at the pool of Bethesda has

often been applied to that of an unconverted sinner attending

the preaching of the gospel: but let it be closely consider-

ed, whether such an application of the passage be warranta-

ble from the tenor of scripture ; and whether the characters

io whom it is thus applied are not hereby cherished in a

* Isa. Iviii. 2.
-f

Motive.'! to /^ove and Uhiti/, pp. 36, ST.

i Luke .xiii. 24, 25. ^
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thouj;ht with -Nvliich they are too apt to flatter themselves
;

viz. that, for their parts, their hearts arc so good, that they

would fain repent, and be converted, but cannot, because God

is not pleased to bestow these blessings upon ilicm. No one

can imagine that I wish to discourage people from reading or

hearing the word of God. God's ordinances arc the means

by which he ordinarily works; and, whatever be their mo-

tives, 1 rejoice to see people give them an attendance. At

the same time, I think we should be careful, lest we cherish

in them an opinion, that, when they have done this, they are

under no farther obligations. By so doing, we shall furnish

them with an unwarrantable consolation, and contribute to

shield them against the arrows of conviction.

Particular Redemfiion. I had said, " If it were essen-

tial to true, saving faith to claim a personal interest in Christ's

death, the objection would be unanswerable." Mr. B. replies,

" But he who has faith has a personal interest, whether he

can claim it, or not ; therefore the objection is equally unan-

swerable on this ground: for it is making it the duty of all

to have that which is an undoubted evidence of a personal in-

terest, whether they have that interest, or not ; which ap-

pears, to me, very absurd and ridiculous." (p. 90.) Perhaps

so : but, if the same spiritual dispositions which are bestow-

ed by the gospel, are required by the law, (which Mr. B. has

scarcely attempted to disprovcy though he has said so much

about it,) there can be nothing absurd or ridiculous in it.

The matter entirely rests upon the solution of this ques-

tion, Does the scuipture represent any thing as the du-

ty OF MANKIND IN GENkRAL, WITH WHICH ETERNAL HAPPINESS

IS CONNECTED ? 1 only wish Mr. B. had fairly tried the mat-

ter by this criterion, and had been willing to be decided by

the issue. There is scarcely a truth in the sacred scriptures

capable of a clearer demonstration. This was the ground

which Mr. B. declined in his Tenth Letter, (p. 70.) In ad-

dition to what was said from pp. 58 to 66 of my former trea-

tise, I shall now only add as follows :

—

I hope Mr. B. will allow that every man ought to love God'j*

law; do his commambncntu ; do righteousness ; beofayweeX,

loivlij^ fiure^ and merciful spirit; and bear so much good will,

surely, to Christ, as to give a di^ci/ile a cu/i of cold ivatrr
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for his sake ; at least, he must allow, he does allow, that

men ought not to be offended in him; for he himself confess-

es, " they ought not to des/iise, if they cannot embrace him.'*

(p. 96.) And yet these are all evidences of an interest in

Christ and eternal blessedness.*

Mr. B. farther objects, that I " make faith warrantable

and incumbent, where there is an i?nfiossidility.*' (p. 90.)

Well : whenever Mr. B. can find a man, or a body of men,

whose salvation he can be assured is impossible ; he is wel-

come, from me, to assure them they have no warrant, and

are under no obligation, to believe in Christ. In some sense,

the salvation of every sinner \s possible : as no one knows

what will be his end, every man, while in the land of the

living, is in the field of hope. And that was all I meant by

possibility, in pp. 133, 134. Mr. B. allows, that, "inasmuch
as we knoiv not who are, and who are not the elect, it is the

duty of every one, where the gospel of salvation comes, to

be concerned, seek, inquire," &c. (p. 88.) But what solid

reason can be given for the consistency of this, which will

not equally apply to the other ? If it be said, These are things

cxfiressly commanded ; I answer, This is allowing, that, if

faith in Christ is exfiressly commanded, it may be consistent

with the subject in guestio?i : which is giving up the point.

But farther : Though I admit that the salvation of some
men is im/iossible, it is certain that they will perish

; yet I

conceive it is not such a kind of impossibility as to render ex-

hortations to believe in Christ inconsistent. It is no otherwise

impossible for them to be saved, than it was for Sihon, king of

the Amorites, to have enjoyed the blessings of a peace with

Israel. If there is an infnite worth and fulness in the suffer-

ings of Christ, in themselves considered ;—if the particulari-

ty of redemption does not consist in any want of sufficiency in

the death of Christ, but in God's sovereign purpose to render

it effectual to the salvation of some men, and not of others ;

and in Christ's being the covenant-head and representative of

some men, and not of others ;—tlicn the matter must be sup-

posed to rest upon the same footing with all the rest of the

* Psa. cxlx. 165. Rev. xxii. 14. 1 John ii. 29- Matt. v. ;;~9. Mark.

Ix. 41. Matt. xi. 6.
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divine piiri)oses. And, as it was the duty of Sihon to have

accepted the message of pence, and to iiave trusted in the

goodness of him by whose order it was sent him, notwithstanding

tlie purpose of God concerning him ; so it may be the duty

of every sinner to accept of the message of peace which is

sent him by the preaching of the gospel, and trust in Christ

for the salvation of his soul.

Objections equally plausible might be made to that case, as

to this. One might say, * What end could be answered by a

message of peace being sent ? Peace was not ordained f(.r

him, but destruction ; and his country was previously assign-

ed to Israel for a possession : for him, therefore, to have re-

ceived the message of peace, and trusted in the goodness of

the God of Israel, would have been trusting in an impossibil-

ity.' If told, the purposes of God are a great deep, which

we cannot fathom ; that, if we knew the whole system, wc

should see it otherwise ; that there was no nacural impossi-

bility in the afi'air, no such impossibility as to cause any in-

consistency in it ; and that, in the present state, we must take

the revealed^ and not the secret, will of God for the rule of

our duty ; he might have replied, like Mr. B. " True : but

God's secret will is the rule of his conduct to us ; and surely

he has not decreed, by giving Sihon up to hardness of heart,

to leave him destitute of a right spirit, and then punish him

for the want of it: this would be cruel and shockin;^ .'" (p. S8.)

After all that Mr. B. has said, it is evident, from the above

manner of speaking, that he does, in fact, make the decrees

of God rules of human action ; and herein lies a considerable

part of the difference between us. We believe the doctrine

of divine predestination as fully as he does, but dare not ap-

ply it to such purposes.
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SECTION XL

REPLY TO MR. B 'S THIRTEENTH LETTER, ON THE TENDEN-
CY OF THESE PRINCIPLES TO ESTABLISH THE DOCTRINES
OF HUMAN DEPRAVITY, DIVINE GRACE, THE VV^ORK OF
THE SPIRIT, &c.

1 HAD observed, that the sentiment I opposed, as well as

that which I attempted to establish, " represented man as ut-

terly unable to do things spiritually good ; but then it made
THAT inability to be no part of his depravity, but altogether

innocent in its nature." Mr. B. quotes this passage ; not,

however, as I wvcAg. it, but very differently, in sense as well

as in words, and then finds fault with that which he himself

had inserted, (p. 96.) I never imagined that he would main-

tain men's aversion from all " moral good'* to be innocent,

nor even their aversion from spiritual things ; though I did

not suppose he would have allowed that aversion to make any

part of their inability. Mr. B. complains of being injured,

in that he is represented as maintaining the inability of man
to things spiritually good to be altogether innocent. What I

affirmed was, that " the sentiment, when it spake consistent'

ly with itself, did so." I think so sdll ; for it appears, to me,

an inconsistency for a man to be " both naturally and morally

unable" to come to Christ. Something has been said upon

this subject already, in the note, p. 204. but, as this is a sub-

ject on which Mr. B. frequently insists, let us examine it

more particularly.

In the first piace : Supposing men's ability to do things spi-

ritually good to be partly natural, and partly moral ; then, af-

ter all, it must follow, tliat they are, in fiart, to blam.e for

their non-compliance with those things ; and so, consequently,

the contrary must, in fiart^ have been their duty. That this

sentiment follows from the position of Mr. B. is certain; but

whose cause it will subserve, I cannot tell : it seems to suit
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neither. I\Ir. B. beyond doubt, means, all along, to deny

every thing: spiritually good, being cither in whole or in fiart^

the duty of carnal men. I have attempted, on the other hand,

to maintain, that such obedience is not merely in part, but

fully incumbent upon them. And, one should think, it either

is incumbent upon them, or it is not; but the above position

implies that it is neither.

Farther : I question if both these kinds of inability can pos-

sibly obtain in the same instance. Where there is, and al-

ways was, an entire natural inability, there appears to be no

room for an inability of a moral nature. It would sound un-

couth, to afTirm of any of the brutal creation, that they are

morally, as well as naturally, unable to credit the gospel. It

would be equally uncouth, to affirm of a man in his grave,

that he is unwilling, as well as unable, to rise up and walk.

That men arc capable of hating spiritual things, nobody

will dispute. But it is impossible that there should subsist

any aversion from what there is an entire natural inability to

understand. We cannot hate that of which wl have no idea,

any more than love it. A brute, be his savage disposition ever

so great, is incapable of aversion from every thing superior to

his nature to understand. The same may be said of any be-

ing, intelligent or unintelligent.

I may be told, perhaps, that a poor man may be of such a

temper of mind, that, if he had a natural ability to relieve the

distressed, he would still be under a moral inability. Be it

so : it is not proper to say, he is morally, as well as naturally,

unable to relieve the indigent. It might with truth be said,

tliat he is morally unable to do such kind actions as are withm

his reach ; and we may conclude he ivould be equally so to re-

lieve the indigent, if his wealth were to increase. But this

does not prove that moral inability can exist without natural

ability. Besides, the inability of the /^oor man to relieve the

distressed, is not, in every rcsjiect, total ; and so is not of equal

extent with that pleaded for in carnal men, as to the discern-

ment of spiritual things. No man, however poor, is destitute

of those faculties and powers of mind by which enerous ac-

tions are performed. It is impossible, perhaps, to hnd a man

naturally unable, in every respect, to do good, in some way or

oiher, to his fellow-creatures; or, if a man of that description
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could be found, he must be utterly void of reason ; and, in

that case, he cannot be said to be morally, as well as naturally,

unable to do good.

Those who possess great natural ability are capable of be-

ing the subjects of greater moral inability and guilt, than others

whose capacities are less. It is not in some men's power to

be so wicked as others. And where there is, and always was,

an entire natural incapacity, there is no place for an incapa-

city of a moral nature, in any degree. Mr. B. denies that

men either have, or ever had, any natural ability for the em-
bracing of spiritual things. We reply, If so, they would be
equally incapable of rejecting, as of embracing, them. The
aversion of the human mind from things of that nature, I con-

ceive to be a strong additional argument in our favour; for

which argument my thanks are due to Mr. Button. The
above observations may be considered as a farther reply to

the quotation from Mr. Brine, (p. 57.)

Can Mr. B. seriously pretend to maintain, that his senti-

ments represent human depravity in an equal light with ours ?

It seems he wishes to have it thought so ; but with what co-

lour of evidence, it is difficult to conceive. We suppose men's

aversion is so great, as to amount to a total moral inability

;

and so to render divine influence absolutely necessary. But
Mr. B. expresses his surprise, that we should call this inabili-

ty roz^a/, (pp. 56. 93.) It seems, then, he does not think that

the chain of men's native aversion from God and spiritual

things is strong enough to keep them from coming to Christ,

without having something else in conjunction with it.

But, if this cannot be maintained, he seems certain of the

advantage, however, in one respect. " We certainly," says

Mr. B. " lay man much loiver than he does :" and this, he

thinks, has a tendency to abase his pride, while our senti-

ments tend to gratify and promote it. (p. 96.) It is true,

Mr. B. does lay man loiver than we do: but it is observa-

ble, that, so far as that is the case, it is not in the charac-

ter of a sinner, but of a creature of God; not on account

of what he has made himself, but on account of what God
has made him : and if this is the way in which we are to

VOL. 1. % G
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be humbled, it might be clone still more tfTcctually, if \*e

were reduced to the condition of a stock or a stone.

In reply to what is said on the doctrine of grace, and the

ivork of the S/iirit, (pp. 1. 93. 97.) little more need be said

in addition to the above. Though Mr. B. sometimes speaks

of men's inability as he'm^ partly innocent, and fiartly crimi-

nal ; yet, as was said before, it was manifestly his desit^n, all

alontr, to prove men luholly excusable in their omission of

every thin^ spiritually good. But, suppose it were otherwise

;

suppose they were only in fiart excusable; if it be a more

glorious instance of grace, and a greater exertion of divine

influence, to save one who is partly innocent, than one who is

entirely to blame ; it must be upon this principle, that, in

proportion as criminality is lessened, the glory of divine grace

in salvation is increased ; ai.d, if so, then the most glorious

display of grace that could be manifested in our salvation,

must be upon the supposition of our being altogether in-

nocent !

When ye shall have done all those things nvhich are com-

manded you, says Christ to his disciples, f<ay. We are un/iro-

Jitable servants: we have done that ivhich was our duty to

do. Luke xvii. 10. From this passage two things are observ-

able ; First, That obedience to God cannot merit any thing at

his hands. Secondly, the reason why there is no such thing

as merit in our obedience is, that all the good we have done,

or may do, is commanded, is our duty. From hence it fol-

lows, I. That the very idea of duty excludes merit, and cuts

off boasting. 2. That the more attached we are to our duty,

as such, the more distant wc are from all pretence to merit,

or boasting. The very way to extirpate the notion of human

merit is, to consider all which we do as being our duty.

3. That, if it were possible to perform any thing which does

not come under the idea of duty, then would there be some

grou\Kl for merit. If the foregoing observations be just, it

scarcely needs asking, Which sentiment it is, that cuts off

boasting ; that of faith being considered as a duty, or the op-

posite f

Perhaps it may be said, in answer to this, that, when a man

is enlightened by the Spirit of God, it is then his duty to be-

lieve. But I think, if it be not incumbent before, it will be
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difficult to prove it so at all. In this case, the work of the

Spirit upon the heart must constitute the ground of duty

;

and then it is necessary that the person should know that he

is the subject of this work, before he can see it his duty to

believe. But by what evidences can he obtain this know-

ledge .? Surely not by his impenitency and unbelief; and yet,

till he has repented and believed, he can have nothing better.

If it be as Mr. B. represents, the work of the Spirit must
consist in giving us neio natural fioivers. If we have no na-

tural power to embrace spiritual things till we are regene-

rated, then regeneration must be the creation of natural pow-
er. And what this is different from creating a new soul, is

difficult to determine. Be that as it may, the creating of na-

tural power cannot be a spiritual exertion, any more than the

creation of a leg or an arm ; and so cannot be reckoned

amongst the special spiritual operations of the Holy Spirit.

Whatever grace there may be in it, it is no part of the grace

of the gosfiel ; it is no part of salvation. It is not any thing

that became necessary through sin ; for it is supposed that

man was as destitute of it in his created, as in his fallen state.

One should think, therefore, it can be nothing which is given

us in behalf of Christy as 7nediator ; or for which we shall

have to praise him in that character to eternity.

Among a catalogue of other bad consequences imputed to

my sentiments, they are said to be " distressing to saints.'*

(p. 105.) This, for aught I know, may be just. They cer-

tainly have a tendency to convince both saint and sinner of

abundance of sin, which the sentiments here opposed make
to be no sin. It is no wonder, therefore, that true saints, by

discerning their great obligations, both before and ufter con-

version, to love the Lord Jesus Christ, should now be great-

ly distressed in a way of godly sorrow. Looking upon him
whom they pierced, they mourn, as one that is in bitterness

for his first born. But this, so far from being brought as an

objection, ought to be considered as a corroboration. That

which tends to sooth and quiet the minds of men, by giving

diminutive representations of the causes of reflection and

grief, is not the gospel. The gospel gives fieacc which pass-

eth all understanding ; and this is consistent with the exercise

of the most pungent grief; but that quietness of mind which
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rises from a diminution of l)lame-worthiness, rather deserves

the name of ease^ tlian of /icaccy and is nmch more to be

dreaded than desired.

It was acknowledged, in the former treatise, " that many

who have dealt in addresses to unconverted sinners, have dab-

bled in Arminianism." Mr. B. from hence repeatedly repre-

sents me as acknowledi^ing that they tc7id that way. (p. i. Pref.

and p. 100.) This I must bej^ leave absolutely to deny.

There is no such acknowledgment, nor any thing like it

;

but the very reverse. Mr. B. cannot be ignorant, that many

"who have maintained the doctrines of grace, have more than

dabbled in Antinomianism ; and yet that is no proof that the

doctrines of grace arc really of that tendency.

As to the use that is made of my concession concerning the

vianner of addressing sinners ; such as " Come to Christ now,

this moment,'* 8cc. (p. 99.) I might refer the reader for an-

swer to the passage itself; yea, to that part of it which Mr,

B. has quoted. Surely he had no reason to conclude, that I

thought a believing in Christ was a matter that might safely

be deferred. He professes to maintain, that men ought to be

perfectly holy, in some sense or other ; but does he ever say

to his auditory, ' Be perfectly holy now, this moment V

One remark more on this subject requires a reply. I had

attempted to remove the supposed absurdity of addresses to

dead sinners, by observing that we supposed spiritual death

to be altogether a criminal affair. Mr. B. answers, from Mr.

Wayman, " It was man's sin to destroy a moral life, but it is

not man's sin that he hath not a s/iiriiual one. It is God's

eternal grace that gives life." (p. 102.) To this it is replied,

this position recjuires a higher authority to support it than

Mr. Wayman.* If we admitted this sentiment as true, then,

it is granted, our manner of address to unconverted sinners

would be inconsistent ; but we deny it. In order to prove

our conduct absurd, it should be proved to be inconsistent

• It is not man's sin that he hath not a spiritual one :"—If spiritual life

be what we never had, then we cannot be said to be spiritually dead,- for

death is not a mere negative, but a privative idea. " it is God's eternal

grace that gives life."—True ; and is it not God's eternal grace that

gives to a fallen creature a conformity to his holy law? and yet it does

not follow from thence that it is not man's duty to have it.
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with some allowed principle, and not barely with the princi-

ples of our opponents.

SECTION XII.

SOME SERIOUS CONSIDERATIONS RECOMMENDED TO
MR. 13. AND THE READER.

JL HERE is great danger, in all disputes, of running to ex-

tremes Mr. B. thinks my sentiments " the high road to

Arminianism^'* (p. 100.) and perhaps to " something worse.**

(p. 2.) I am not convinced, at present, of their having any

such tendency. However, it becomes me to watch against

every thing that might lead me aside from the simplicity of

the gospel, be that what it may : and I hope I shall so far take

Mr. B.'s advice. I hope also, in my turn, I may be allowed,

without offence, to suggest a few serious hints to the same

end. Mr. B. seems to think all the danger of erring to lie

on one side : (pp. i. ii. Pref ") it is allowed there is danger on

that side, but not on that side only. In general, then, I wish

Mr. B. to consider, whether his principles do not tend to lead

him farther than he seriously intends to go ? Particularly,

If in the course of his ministry, he avoids giving the carnal

part ofhis auditory to understand that God requires any thing

of them which is sfiiritually good, whether it will not be natu-

ralfor them so to understand it as to reckon themselves not at

all obliged to love God, to be truly holy, to be the subjects of

any internal religion whatever ; and whether they do not, in

fact, so understand it ? Whatever difference there is between

these things in the opinion of the preacher, I incline to think,

not one hearer in a hundred makes any account of it. They

understand it of every thing which concerns the heart. The

generality of those who would be offended with us for enjoin-
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ing spiritual obedience upon our carnal auditors, would, I ap-

prehend, be equally offended with Mr. B. were he to signify

that they ought to worship God in f^/iirit and in truth^ or to

love hirH with their whole heart. Were any thing of this sort

delivered, and nothing added to explain it away, it is likely

the preacher would be interrogated in some such manner

as this : ^ How can unregenerate sinners love God, or wor-

ship him in s/iirit and in truth ? You might as well call to

the dead to come forth, or bid people take wings and fly to

heaven. Their business is to attend the means, and if God

please to give them a heart to love him, well and good ; but

if not, to what purpose are all your harangues about what

people ought to do ? Cease tliis legal business, preach the

doctrines of the gospel, and leave the Holy Spirit to do his

own work.*

In the above, no respect whatever is had in a personal way

to Mr. B. or any of his friends. What is written, is founded

upon such facts as have fallen under my own observation ; and,

1 suppose, that the same causes are usually productive of the

same effects, in one place as in another.

Farther ; It may be well for Mr. B. to consider, lohilc he

firofcsses to alloxv that men ought to do ivhate^'tr nvas in the

flower of man in a state of innocence^ luhi ther his sentiments do

not insensibly lead him to excuse men from every thing hut

vjhat may be done by a ivicked mind, without any true love to

God, or regard for his glory ? Mr. B. when asked in contro-

versy, * Whether any internal religion is now required of men

towards God, or not V ansv^-ers in the affirmative, (p. 72.)

But is it a matter which his views of things would ever, of

their own accord, lead him to dwell upon ? I am glad to see

the frankness with which he expresses himself concerning the

law of God being exceeding broad. " If the principles I have

advanced,'* says he, " contradict this truth, let them for ever

be discarded." (p. 95.) Mr. B 's meaning, in Hiis ingenuous

sentence, cannot be supposed to amount to h os than this

—

that, if he perceived his present sentiments to clash with the

spirituality of the law, he would disown them ; and, if he found

them to have such a tendency, he would, at least, suspect

them. Now, I desire, in this matter, to be determined by

facts ; and by facts that cannot fairly be disputed. 1 ask, then,
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In what manner do Mr. B.'s sentiments lead him to expound
SCRIPTURE ? How has he expounded the Second Psalm, and
the Sixth of Jeremiah ? What has he made these passages

to require, more than external obedience ? Is it not the ten-

dency of all he says concerning the addresses of Christ and
his apostles to their carnal auditors, to reduce them to the ca-

pacity, not of a right spirit, such as man possessed in a state of

innocence, but of an ajiostate mind? Are they not, all along,

made to mean no more than what may be done without any
real love to God, or regard for his glory ? Is not such a sense

put upon Isa. xlii. 18. Look ye blind^ &c. as that its require-

ments shall be " within the compass of natural men,
WHO ARE INTERNALLY DEAF AND BLIND ?" (p. lOS."^

This is certainly a serious matter; and I hope Mr. B. will

seriously consider it. If he does indeed believe the law to be

spiritual, and to require internal religion, it is hoped he will,

on all proper occasions, acknowledge it, and not attempt to

bring down the precepts of the Bible to the dispositions of an

apostate creature ; otherwise, people may be ready to say, he
holds the spirituality of the law as some others do the doc-

trines of grace, who never think proper to mention them, ex-

cept when an occasion offers to explain them away.

If any thing in the preceding pages should be thought un-

kind, or exceeding the liberty we are allowed to use with a

Christian brother, I hope for Mr. B.'s forgiveness. I can

truly say, If there is it is unknown to me. It has been my
endeavour, all along, to make him feel nothing, except it be
the force of truth.

Before I conclude, I would beg leave to recommend a few
serious hints to the reader. Whoever he is, and whatever his

opinion may be in reference to this controversy ; let me en-

treat him to put one serious question to his own soul, Dost
THOU believe on the Son of God? Let him remember, that

nothing less than his eternal salvation or destruction hangs up-

on the answer ; that the question must be answered, sooner or

later ; that there is no medium between being Christ's friend

and his enemy ; and that it is not taking this or the other side

of a dispute, that will denominate any man a Christian.

Neither let him evade the question, by answering, That he
Jias already been acknowledged as a believer in Christ ; is a
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member of a Christian church, perhaps a preacher of the gos-

pel, and has long been in the habit of taking this matter for

granted, and of sitting in judgment upon other men, and other

thinp^s. All this may be true ; and yet things may issue in a

dreadful disappointment

!

But, supposing the reader a real Christian, still there is

great reason for prayer and watchfulness. Reading contro-

versies may be advantageous, or it may be hurtful ; and that,

according to the spirit with which it is attended to. Every
man had need to read with some degree of judgment of his

own : and yet, if he set out witii a determination to receive

nothing but what shall accord with his own present views of

things, he is likely to derive no real good, and, perhaps, much
harm. He may meet with what confirms him in his senti-

ments ; and those sentiments may be on the side of truth

:

but, if he have such a determination, though his creed is

right, his faith is wrong ; especially if it lead him to despise

others who think differently, and to glory over them, as be-

ing confuted. On the other hand, he may meet with that

"which contradicts his sentiments ; he may reject it with ab-

horrcnce ; and, in so doing, think his heart very much estab-

lished with grace, so as not to be carried away with every

wind of doctrine ; and yet all may amount to nothing but a be-

ing ivise in his own eyes.

We are never so safe, as when we go about these matters

with prayer, fear, and tr^embling. The subject here discuss-

ed is not a mere matter of speculation : it enters deeply into

our spiritual concerns, relating both to this life and that to

come. It is a matter, therefore, that is well worthy of earn-

est prayer, and of serious and impartial attention. If truth

is but sought in this manner, it will be found. T/ie meek will

he [Tiiide in judgment^ and the meek will he teach his ivay.
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It may appear somewhat extraordinary, that the same sen-

timents should be liable to opposition from two gentlemen of

such contrary principles as Mr. Button and Philanthropos.

It may be less surprising, however, when it is considered, that

there are certain points in which the most opposite extremes

are known to meet. An attentive reader will perceive a great

affinity in the tendency of their reasonings on various subjects.

If I am not greatly mistaken, they both particularly agree m
denying faith in Christ to be a duty required by the 7noral

iaio; and in excusing the sinner, unless grace is bestowed

upon him, in his non-compliance with every thing spiritually^

good.

As to the sfiirit of Philanthropos, he has treated me with

candour and respect. Though I quite disapprove of many of

his sentiments ; and though I think he has written in some

places (pp. 88. 92, 93.) in a manner bordering on irreverence ;

yet, so far as it concerns myself, what he has advanced has

never, that I remember, « given me a moment's pain." He

has examined with freedom what I advanced. I respect him

for so doing. I can, with the less fear of offence, use a like

freedom in return.

Complaint is made of the use of the terms Arminian, Cal-

vinist, Ecc. (pp. 52—56.) When I have used the former o.f

VOL. I. ^H
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ihcsc terms, I am not conscious of ever having used it as « as

a term of reproach." As to calling P. or any other person,

an Arminian ; I never desire to affix to an honest man a name
by which he would not call himself. For my own part, though

I never mean to set up any man as a standard of faith ; and

though, in some things, I think differently from Calvin

;

yet, as I agree with him in the main, particularly in the lead-

ing sentiments advanced in the former treatise, and as it served

to avoid unnecessary circumlocution, I have used the tenn Cal-

vinist, and have no objection to being so called by others.

Whether P. is an Arminian, or not, is of very little account

with me ; it is not very difficult, however, to discern the lead-

ing features of his scheme in the works of those who have

chosen to be called by that name.

But complaint is farther made of the Arminian divines be-

ing misrepresented, (p. 52.) Though I have no better an

opinion of Arminius's doctrine of the Spirit's work, as given

us by P. (p. 53.) than I had before; and though I believe it

would be no difficult matter to prove that the generality of

Arminian divines have carried matters farther than Arminius

himself did ;
(as P. seems in part to admit ;)* yet I acknow-

ledge, what I said on that subject, in the passage referred to,

was too strong : though, at the time I wrote, I was not aware

of it.

To what is said in p. 10. I have no material objection.

What I meant was, merely to disown that any sinner was en-

couraged by the gospel to hope for eternal life, without re-

turning home to God by Jesus Christ. The omission of part

* If I am not misinformed, the Remonstrants, in their JJpologj/, main-

tained, that *' thai oui^ht not to be commanded which is wrought in us ;

and cannot be wroui^ht in us which is commanded ; that he foolishly

commandeth that to be done of others, who will work in them what he

commandeth." Cap. 9. p. 105 And to the same purpose Episcopius
;

*' That it is a most absurd thing to affirm, that God either effects by his

power, or procureth by his wisdom, that the elect should do those things

that he nquireth of them.'* Disj). pri. 8. Tlies. 7. These sentiments,

if I understand tliem, amount to the same thing as *' dextixo the ne-

CESSIXr OF THE SPlRlT OF GOD TO EITABLE US TO DO OUH DrXT.**

The above passages are taken from Dr. Owens Display of ^^rjninianis?n^

Chap. X.
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of Isa. Iv. 7. as also the mistake respecting the prayer of tho

publican, were altogether without design.

There are some remarks which, I think, are made merely

for want of considering that those with whom I was in debate

were professed Calvinists. Thus, in p. 30, 1 am corrected for

taking for granted that which should have been proved. Had

the controversy been with P. or those of his sentiments, the

observation had been just ; or, had I called any sentiment,

which was professedly a subject in debate, a " gospel- doc-

trine,'* as P. has done ; (p. 38.) perhaps the complaint had

been made with greater propriety.

I need not have any dispute with P. concerning the dtjini-

tion of faith : for, though he tells his correspondent that I " do

not suppose faith to include in it conjidence^** yet he knows I,

all along, maintain confidence, or trust, to be incumbent on

men in general. God ought, no doubt, to be trusted, or con-

lided in, for the fulfilment of whatever he has firomised^ be

that what it may. I acknowledged before, that " faith in

Christ, as generally used in the New-Testament, was to be ta-

ken in a large sense ; as including not only the belief of the

truth, but the actual outgoing of the soul towards Christ in a

way of defiende?ice upon him." (p. 23.) My views of trust,

or confidence, will be seen more fully in the Third Section of

this Reply.

By what I said of believing the gospel- report, and of this

report extending not only to general truths, but to the partiC"

ular description of their intrinsic nature ; I certainly did not

mean, as P. has understood me, " that all poor sinners, who

are brought to the enjoyment of salvation, must have the very

same ideas of whatever God hath reported concerning Christ

and his salvation ; and this to the very 52Lm.eea:tent." (p. 17.)

My intention was to prove, that a real belief of the gospel-re-

port carried in it a belief of its glortj and im/iortancey and so

included more than it was frequently supposed to do. Many
persons, observing that people would avow the general doc-

trines of Christianity, and yet live in a course of sin, have

hence concluded, that a belief of the gospel was no more than

a man might have, and perish everlastingly. It was this

opinion that I meant to oppose ; and, by proving that a real

belief of the gospel is a belief of its intrinsic nature) as well as
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of itsgeticial truths, I suppose I proved what was there in-

tended ; viz. that it extends farther than the faith of any wick-

ed man, let him have assorted his notions with ever so much
accuracy.

There is a great diflference between a want of ideas, through

a natural weakness of iniellect or lack of opportunity to obtain

tliem, and a positive rejection of what God has revealed.

There is an equal dift'erence between a Christian of weak ca-

pacity believing the intiinsic excellency of the gospel, and

8 being able to describe it, or even to ascertain all the general

truths of Christianity." The weakest Christian believes and

lives upon that in the gospel, of which a wicked man, what-

ever be his intellects and advantages, has no idea. We all

with often face ^ beholding as in a ,^las8 the glory of the Lordy

are changed into the same image^from glory to glory ^ even as

by the S/iirit of the Lord. But the god of this world hath

blinded the minds of them which believe not*

p. allows the necessity of believing tht gospel ; (p. 16.) and

yet seems, afterwards, rather to wish to set this idea aside, and

to place the essence of faith in trusting^ or confiding^ in Christ

for salvation, (pp. 17, 18.) But shall we not talk without

meaning, if we talk of confiding in Christ without respect had

to soinctbiiis: testified, or some rule^ by which our confidence

is to be directed ? If we dispense with the truth of God, as

the wail ant and rule of our confidence, however it may be-

come very extensive, and fit professors of opposite ways of

thinking, it will be found, at the great day, no better than a

building erected upon the sand.

As to the question, *' To what degree, or extent, must a poor

tiinncr believe the truth of the gospel ?" (p 16.) it is not for

me to answer it. If I were asked, * To what degree of holi-

uess must a man arrive, in order to see the Lord .?* I should

be equally unable to reply. That men have different natural

capacities and opportunities, is certainly true ; and according

to the difi'ercnt degrees of these are their obligations both to

receive God's truth, and to exert themselves for his glory.

That there is also great contrariety of sentiment, is equally

trne ; and how far the mercy of God may extend, through the

» 3 Cor. iii. 18. iv. 4
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death of his Son, in passing over the errours of men's minds,

or those of their conduct, is not for me to say ; but I think it

is our business to maintain a rule for faith, as well as for

practice.

But, waiving lesser remarks, the substance of what is ad-

vanced may, I think, be reduced to the following heads :—
Whether regeneration is prior to coming to Christ, as a cause

is prior to its effect ? Whether moral inability is, or is not,

excusable ? Whether faith in Christ is required by the moral

law ? and, Whether an obligation upon all those to whom the

gospel is preached to believe in Christ, and the encourage-

ments held out to them to do so, is inconsistent with a limita-

tion of design in his death. On each of these subjects I shall

make a few remarks.

SECTION L

WHETHER REGENERATION IS PRIOR TO OUR COMING TO
CHRIST.

X HOSE writers, whose sentiments I made free to exam-

ine, generally maintain a distinction between the principle

and the act of faith. I did not dispute this matter, but ad-

mitted it ; and, upon those principles, endeavoured to prove

the point then in question. P. greatly disapproves of this

distinction, and asks '* wherein the distinction lies;'* and, where

the scripture teaches us to make it. (p. 1 4.) The difference

between a principle and an actual exertion was supposed to

be illustrable by a principle of /lonesty being previous to an

upright conduct : but P. thinks this will not answer the end,

because faith is purely mental; it being with the heart that

man believeth. Although this is true, yet I see not how it af-

fects the matter. A principle of honesty is as necessary to a

iiurjiosc to act uprightly, (which is a mental exertion,) as it

is to the action itself.

Tt is not supposed, however, that there is a distinct princi-
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pic wrought in ihc heart, "which may be called a principle of

Jail/if in distinction from other graces ; but, rather, a new

turn) or bias, of mind, previous to all acts or exercises what-

soever, internal or external, -which arc spiritually good. And

if faith is an act of the mind at all ; if, especially, it be taken

for the soul's turning to Christ, as P. contends; then, unless

an evil tree can brlni^ forth good fruit, there must be a new

bias of mind previous to such an act. Again^ Coming to

Christ, if it be a duty, (and P. will allow it is,) must be some-

thing pleasing to God ; and if this may be done prior to the

Spirit of God dwelhng in us ; then it should seem, notwith-

standing what the scripture affirms to the contrary, that they

who are in the Jieah may filease God; for every man is in the

flesh, till the Spirit of God dwelleth in him.*

One should think, that not only scripture, but a common
observation of the workings of our own minds, might teach

us the need of a bias of mind different from that which pre-

vails over men in general, in order to come to Christ. Who-
ever be the cause of such a bias, let that, at present, be out of

the qucsiion : suppose it is man himself, still a turn of some

sort there must be j for it will hardly be said, that the same

thoughts, and temper of mind, which lead a man to despise

and reject the Saviour, will lead him to esteem and embrace

him ! That a turn of mind is necessary to our coming to

Christ, seems evident, then, from the nature of things ; and,

if so, our mistake must lie, if any where, in ascribing it to the

Spirit of God.

Whether the first beginning of God's work upon the mind

consists in giving us a sjiiritiial discernment, whereby sfiiritu-

al things.^ or the importance and glory of divine truth are dis-

cerned } or, Whether it consists in a divine energy attending

the word itself, causing it to break in, as it were, upon the

mind, and bear down every opposition before it ? are ques-

tions which have each its difficulties. But, whatever difficul-

ties might attend a discussion of these questions, and what-

ever might be the issue ; it would very little, if at all, affect

\\\tfircsent controversy. If it is sa.id. It docs affect it; for if

the first beginning of God's work upon the mind is by thr

* Kom. viii. 8, y;
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word, it must be by the word believed : I answer, First, That

may be questioned. The word, it is true, must be understood^

in a measure, in order to have any efFect ; but it is a question

with me, whether a person must believe the gospel, before it

can have any effect upon him. We know that truth fre-

quently maintains a long struggle with darkness and errour,

before they are overcome ; during which time, it may be said

that God has been at work upon the mind by means of his

word : and yet that word cannot be said to be believed, till the

opposition drops, and the soul becomes a captive ; in other

words, till the heart is brought to set seal that God is true.

If it is insisted, that that degree of conviction which exists

in the mind, while the heart remains unsubdued, is properly

called believing the word, so far as it goes ; I shall not dis-

pute about terms, but shall, at the same time, insist, that it is

not such believing as to denominate any person a believer.

But, Secondly, P. insists, that true faith in Christ is something

more than believing the divine testimony ; that it is the soul's

actual coming to Christ : now, if so, though the word should

be allowed to be instrumental in the renewal of the mind, yet

that renewal must precede believing, or the soul's application

to the Saviour. So that, granting him all he can desire^ it

will not prove that regeneration follows upon believing, in his

sense of the word.

The great question between us is this, Whether the Ho-

ly Spirit of God is the proper and efficient cause of a

sinner's believing in Jesus Christ ; or. Whether it Be

OWING TO his holy INFLUENCE, AND THAT ALONE, THAT ONF

SINNER BELIEVES IN ChRIST, RATHER THAN ANOTHER ? If this

were but allowed, we should be contented. If the first be-

ginning of God's work upon the mind is by the word, let it

but be granted that it is by the agency of the Holy Spirit

causing that word to be embraced by one person, so as it is

not by another, and so to become effectual ; and we are satis.^

fied. If this is but granted, it will amount to the same thing

as that which we mean by regeneration preceding our coming

to Christ ; since the cause always precedes the effect.

But if I rightly understand P. he leaves out the agency of

the Holy Spirit in the act itself of believing ; maintaining

that the Spirit is not given till after we, have believed. (\k 32.)
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If there is any divine agency in the matter, it can be only a

sort of grace which is given to men in common ; and this can

be no reason why any man believes, rather than another : it is

the man himself, after all, who is the proper cause of his own

believing. It is owing to himself, it seems, that the good

work is begun ; and then God promises to carry it on to the

day of Jesus Christ.

I cannot but think this sentiment highly derogatory to the

honour of the Holy Spirit, and contrary to the tenour of the

sacred scriptures. In proof of this, let the following obser-

vations be duly considered :

—

I. The scriptures not only represent salvation as being

through faithy but they ascribe faith itself to the operation of

the Spirit of God. Those who come to Christ are described

as having first heard and learned of the Father, and as being

draivn by him ; nor can any man come to him, except it be

given him of the Father. Nor can this learning be applied

to the mere outward ministry of the word ; for all who are

thus taught of God, do not come to Christ. Faith, as well as

love, joy, peace, long suffering, gentleness, and goodness, is a

fruit of the Spirit. We believe, according to the working of

his mighty fiorjtr ; a power equal to that which raised our

Lord from the dead. Faith is expressly said to be of the ofu

eration of God. We are not only saved by grace through

faith; but even THAT is not of ourselves: it is the gift of

God. If regeneration be brought about by any exertion of

ours, it is not only contrary to all ideas of generation, (to which,

uncioubttdly, it alludes,) but also to the express testimony of

scripture, which declares that nve are born not of the will of

the fesh, nor of the will of man, but of God.*

Those parts of scripture which speak of the instrumen-

tality of the word in our sanctification, take care to ascribe

all to the agency of the Holy Spirit. They who understand

the gospel, and who are changed into the same image, are

represented as so doing by the Sfiirit of God. Christ did not

pray that the truth might sanctify men ; but that God would

sanctify them Inj his truth. If the word become effectual, it

• John vi. 44, 45. 65. Gal. v. 22. Eph. i. 19. Col. ii. 12. Eph. ii. 8.

John i. 13.
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is when it comes not in word only^ but also in fiowcr^ and in

the Holy S/iirH, and in inuch assuraiice. If it bring about

the salvation of those who believe, it is because it is the fio%V'

^r of God to that end.*

II. The scriptures represent all the great instances of con-

"version as ejects of some -fiecuiiar out-fionrin^s of the Sfiirit

of God. We may instance two periods; the time of the

great conversions in the apostles' days, and the time of latter-

day glory, yet to come. Of the former of these periods it

was promised, The Lord shall send the rod of thy strength

out of Zion ; rule thou in the midst of thine enemies. Thy

fieofile shall be ivilli7ig in the day of thy power. And again,

In that day will Ipour out upon the house of David^ and

upon the inhabitants of Jerusalem^ the spirit of grace and of

supplications^ and they shall look upon me whom they have

pierced., and they shall mourn.—In that day there shall be a
fountain opened^ &c.t These promises were gloriously ac-

complished soon after Christ's ascension, when thousands oF

those who had voted for the crucifixion of the Messiah, be-

came captives to all-conquering grace J

The Lord Jesus himself preached to these very people ;

yet, though he was the greatest of all preachers, he laboured

in vain. They believed not his report. He was a root out

of a dry ground in their eyes. How came they to believe

the apostles, rather than him ? To what cause can it be im-

puted, but to the arm of the Lord being revealed? To what

cause can we ascribe their superior success, not only in Judea,

but throughout the gentile world, except to the Spirit being

poured down from on high^ in consequence of Christ's ascen-

sion ? Christ told his disciples that they should do the works

that he did, and greater works than those, " because," says

he, " I go unto my Father." Yes: hence it was that the Spi-

rit of truth was sent, not only to comfort believers, but to con-^

•vince the world of sin.\

The prayers of the apostles and primitive ministers show,

that their hope of success did not arise from the pliableness of

jiien's tempers, or the suitableness of the gospel to their dis

* 2 Cor. iii. 18. John xvii. 17. 1 Thess. i. 5. Rom. i. 15.

f Psa. ex. 2,3. Zech. xii. JO. xiii. 1.

^ Isa. liii. 1, xxxii, 15. John xiv. 12. xvi.S

yoL. r. % I
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positions ; but from the poucr of Almighty God attending

their ministratioiis. The weapons of their warfare, however

fitted for the purpose, were vii,^hty throuc.h God to the pull-

ing down of strong holds. To God they sent up their ear-

nest and united petitions, before they opened their commis-

sion. Meeting in an upper room, they continued with one

accord in prayer and supplication. And, afterwards, we find

the apostle Paul requesting his Thessalonian brethren to pray

for him and his associates in the work of the ministry, that

the word of the Lord might have free course, and be glO'

rifled*

The great accessions to the church of God in the latter

days, arc ascribed to the same cause. In the 60th chap-

ter of Isaiah, after abundance of rich promises of a large and

glorious increase, after the multitudes of conversions to Christ

had been rapturously resembled to a cloud, and the fockings

of doves to their windows, the whole is thus concluded ; Thy

Jieople shall be all righteous: they shall inherit the land for

ever, the branch of my planting, the work of my hands,

THAT I MAY BE GLORiFiF.D. A little Que shall becomc a thou^

sand, and a small one a strong nation : I the Lord will has-

ten IT IN HIS TIME. When the seventh angel sounded, and

voices were heard, saying. The kingdoms of this luorld are

become the kingdoms of our Lord, and of his Christ, the four-

and-twcnty elders immediately fell upon their faces, and bless-

ed him who was, v/ho is, and is to come, because he had ta-

ken to HIM HIS great power, AND REICiNED.*

But, if the Spirit of God is not the cause why one sinner

believes in Christ, rather than another, then he is not the cause

why there are more believers atone period of time than at an-

other. And, if so, to what purpose arc the before-cited firaij-

crs or promises? As to \.\\q former, however strongly they

speak of latter-day glory, and of God*s taking to him his

^reat fioiver, and reigning, they are, after all, mere predic-

tions of what will be, rather than promises of what shall be.

The same may be said of the promises concerning the suc-

cess of the gospel after Christ's ascension. As to the latter,

to what purpose was it to /iray for what they already had ?

* 2 Cor. X. 4. Acts i. 14. 2 Thcss. iii. 1. f Rev. xL 15—17.



Sect 1.] PHILANTHllOPOS. 201

They had a gospel adapted to the condition of lost sinners ; and

as to divine grace, if any thing of that be necessary to a recep-

tion of it, their hearers are supposed to have had a sufficiency

of that already bestowed upon them, otherwise it would have

been a mockery to address them. Now, if things are so,

might not the apostles have expected some such an answer to

iheir prayers as was given to Dives ? ^ They have Moses and

the prophets, yea, Christ and the apostles, let them hear them;
I have given them grace sufficient already ; I shall do nothing

more in order to their conversion, nothing at ail, until they

have believed.*

III. The scriptures represent God as having a determinate

design in his goings forth in a way of grace, a design which
shall never be frustrated. 3lij coujisel, saith the Lord, s/iall

stand, and I will do all my fileasure,—/ ivill work^ and who
shall let it? In the sending forth of his gospel, particularly}

he speaks on this wise : For as the rain cometh down^ and the

snow from heaven, andreturneth not thither, but watereth the

earth, and maketh it bring forth and bud^ that it may give

seed to the sower, and bread to the eater: so shall my word
be that goeth forth out of my mouth: it shall not return un^

to me void, but it shall accomplish that which I fileas e, and it

^hall/iros/ier in the thing whereto I sent it * But the scheme
of P. if I understand it, supposes no such design. On the

contrary, it supposes that God, in sending his Son into the

world, and the gospel of salvation by him, never absolutely

determined the salvation of one soul ; that, notwithstanding

any provision which he had made to the contrary, the whole

world, after all, might have eternally perished ; the Son of

God might never have seen of the travail of his soul ; the

gospel might have been a universal savour of death unto

death ; and the whole harvest of the divine proceedings an
heafi in the day of grief, and of desfierate sorrow!

To say that God designed to save believers^ and ther'jfore

his design is not frustrated, is to say true, but not sufficient.

For how if there had been no believers to save ? And there

might have been none at all, according to this scheme ; and

so, instead of the serpent's head being bruised by the seed of

* I^a. xlvi. 10. xViii. l3. Jv. lOrU.
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the woman, Satan might, at last, have come off triumphant

;

and the Creator, the Redeemer, and the Sanctificr of men
mi^lit have been baffled in all the works of their hands I

IV. The character of the converted, during their carnal

state, is frequently such as proves that their conversion is to

be ascribed to sovereign, discriminating, and cflicacious grace.

It is not owing to any excellency in the objects, either natural

or 7noral, that they are converted, rather than others. The
apostle appeals to the Corinthians, in respect of the former

kind of excellencies: Foryc sec your calling-, brethren, hoiv

that 7iot many wise nie?i after the Jlcsh, not 7nany inighty, not

viany noble, are called. But God hath chosc7i the fooliah-—

the iveak—and the bane things of this world, to confound the

wise, the mighty, 8cc. And all this is said to be, That nofesh
should glory in his firescnce. But of him, Continues the apos-

tle, ARE YE IN Christ Jesus, ivho of God is made unto us

•tvisdom, and rit^hteousness, and sanctification, and redemji-

tio'ii ; that he that glorieth 7nay glory in the Lord*

God bestows converting grace without any respect to moral

qualities. The chief of sinners arc frequently brought to be-

lieve in Christ before others, who are far behind them in ini-

quity. Numberless examples might be produced of this. I

shall only instance the case of those two famous, or rather, in-

famous cities, Jerusalem and Corinth. The one had been

guilty of shedding the Redeemer's blood, and the other was j^

sink of abominations. And yet there were more believers in

these cities than in almost any other. How this can be ac-

counted for, but upon the supposition of sovereign and invin-

cible grace, is difficult to say. For, whether the depravity of

inan is sufficient to overcome any grace that is not invincible,

or not, it will be allowed, tsurcly, to have a tendency that way.

And if so, one should think, the greater the depravity of any

man is, the more improbable must be his conversion. The
"uorst of sinners, therefore, believing before others, appears to

be altogether inexplicable on the scheme here opposed : but

to sovereign and omnipotent grace every mountain becomes a

plain J
and to this the conversions in both these cities are at-

tributed in scrij)ture. Of the one it was promised, Thy fieo-

• 1 Cor. i. 25—31.
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^le shall be willing in the day of thy fioiver. As to the otherj

they were reminded, that, though they had been of the worst

of characters, yet now they were nuashed—they ivere sanctified

by the Sfiirit of God. And before their conversion, the Apos-

tle was encouraged in preaching, by this testinnony, / have

-inuch fieofile in this city.*

V. The scriptures represent the grace given by the Holy

Spirit as being effectual; or as producing certain and a,biding

effects. One great difference between the covenant made

with the whole nation of Israel at Sinai, and that which God
promised to make with his elect under the gospel, appears to

consist in this ; that the former only propounded things by

way of moral suasion, but the latter not only admits of this,

but provides for its becoming effectual: Behold^ the days

come^ saith the Lordy that I will make a new covenant with the

house of Israely and with the house of Judah : Jiot according

to the covenant that I made with theirfathers—which covenant

they brake.—But this shall be the covenant that I will make

with the house of Israel; After those days^ saith the Lord^ I
^Luill fiut my law in their inward fiarts^ and write it in their

hearts^ and will be their God^ and they shall be my fieofile.^

This seems to constitute one essential difference between the

law and the gospel ; on account of which the one is called the

tetter^ and the other the spirit. The one is a mere inefficient

rule of right and wrong ; the other makes provision for the

bestowment of the Holy Spirit. It is observable also, that

these promises which respect the^^rs; beginning of real good

in the soul are in every respect absolute. When promises are

made of things which follow after our believing, they are

generally, if not always, connected with something good in the

subject : thus it is promised, that the righteous shall hold on

his way, and that they that endure to the end shall be saved.

But nothing of that kind is mentioned here.

If it is objected, that, after mention made of some such

things in the prophecy of Ezekiel, it is added. Thus saith the

Lord God., I will yet for this be inquired of by the house of
Israel^ to do it for them:\ I reply, It is granted that nothinfj

* Psa. ex. 3 \ Cor. vi. 2. Acts xviii. 10.

t Jer. xxxi. 31—33. * Eze^. xxxvi. 26. 3^
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is more reasonable than that every man should pray to God to

create in him a clean heart, and renew in him a right spirit

;

ftnd yet nothini^ is more certain than that no man ever did so

pray in sincerity and truth, while under the dominion of sin.

And if God, in tlic bestowment of a new heart, were to wait

for this, not an individual would be found amongst the fallen

i'ace of man to be a recipient of his favour.* But how, thenj

are we to understand the passage before cited ? I answer,

Does not the Lord tiiere speak of what he would do for his

thurch^ in a way of increasing it w/M vicji like ajlock? If

giving a new hearty in the former part of the cliaptcr, is to

be Understood of regeneration, God might make promises to

them to renew souls for their enlargement, and these pro-

mises might be fulfilled in answer to their prayers, though not

In answer to the prayers of the unregenerate.

VI. The apostle Peter (chap, i. ver. 2.) styles those to whom
he wrote, Electa accordinc( to the foreknowledge of God the

JPathef^ through sanctifcation of the S/iirit^ unto obedience.

Obedience^ it should seem, in all its /larts, according to this

passage, is that of which election and the sanctification of the

Spii'it are the proper causes. By the first they are chosen to

it i through the last they zivefttrd for it. Now P. must ad-

mit, that faith in Christ is not only the root of evangelical obe-

dience, but that itself, being a duty, is a fiart of obedience.

Hence it is, that believing in Christ is called obeying him,

(Rom. X. 16. vi. 17. i. 5. Heb. v. 9.) and the contrary is re-

presented as disobeying him. (2 Thes. i. 8, 9. 1 Pet. iv. 17.)

It follows then, that, if election and the sanctification of the

Spirit are the causes of our obedience, they must be the causes

bf our believing ; and, consequently, must precede it, since

the cause always precedes the effect. God be thanked,

Bays the grateful Apostle, that ye have obeyed from the heart

Uiat form of doctrine which was delivered you If

• fc I
.I.I.,, Grace

Comes unprevented, unimplor'd, unsought.

Happy for man so coming! He her aid

Can never seek, once dead in sins, and lost.

MllTO?

.

I Uom. vi. 17.
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VII. Whatever difference there is between us and others^

we are taught, in the scriptures, to ascribe it all to God, and

not to boast as if it were ot" ourselves: Are ive better than

they? noj in nowise,—Bij the grace of God Iam what lam,—

s

Who maketh thee to differ ? and what hast thou that thoii.

didst not receive? JVoiv^ if thou didst receive it, why (/o5P

thou glory ^ as if thou hadst not received it .?*

That there is a difference between believers and unbelievers,

all will allow : but, if the question be asked, Who maketh thee

to differ? what must be the answer? If the scheme of P.

be true, I should think it must be a person's own self and not

God. If he reply, * No, I do not maintain that man, of him^

self can do any thing spiritually good, it is all by the grace

of God.' Be it so : this grace is supposed to be given indis-

criminately to mankind in general. This, therefore, does not

in the least alter the case. However the grace of God may bQ

a remote cause of the good that is in me, yet it is easy to see,

that, upon this supposition, it is no cause whatever of the dif

ference between ni3 and another. My unbelieving neighbour

had, or might have had, as much grace given him as I ; bu*:

either he did not ask it, or did not improve the stock impartecj

to him ; which I did. He resisted the Holy Spirit ; but I

was of a pliable temper, and yielded to his persuasions. I

have, therefore, by a good improvement of the grace given ov

offered to me in common with my neighbour, to all intents

and purposes, made myself to differ. But who am I persona^

ting ?-~Philanthropos .?-rr-No, surely 1 It is the language of

his creed, not of him : No, no, whatever may escape from the

Up, or the pen, his heart must unite with ours, Not ukto usj

Lord, not unto us, but to thy nami5 give glory !

If it is objected, The Apostle is writing to the Corinthian^

concQvnin^ spiritual gifts and advantages, and cutting offtheiF

vain boastings on that score, and not concerning spiritual dis?

positions; I answer, There is, in my opinion, considerable

evidence of the contrary. f But, be that as it may, the reason f

ing with which this is effected is equally applicable to the Jar

* Rom. iii. 19. 1 Cor. xv. 10. iv. 7.

f See Dr. Gill's Cause of God and Truth, Part XL Chap. i:V, No. Xf#
and Dra Guyse's paraphrase and note upon the te:^t.
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tcr as the former. If there is any force in the Apostle's rea-

soniiif^, it certainly implies thus much ; that if, in any thing

whatever, we do make ourselves to differ, then we have, so

far, a ground for boasting ; and if, as believers, we make our-

selves to differ from unbelievers, then boasting, in the affairs

of our salvation, after all, is not excluded ; no, not by the lanv

of faith.

I remember a noted writer admits as much as this, and

inaintains, that, though the primitive Christians had no reason

to boast, or glory in their enjoyment of spiritual gifts, seeing

they were immediately infused without human industry, and

were dispensed by God, and by his Spirit, according to his

good pleasure
;
yet that is not the case in respect of virtue and

pious dispositions : in these, he avers, we may boasc ; yes, in

these we may glory in ourselves.* But I have too good an

opinion of the humility of P. to imagine that such sentiments

can occupy his bosom. I cannot persuade myself that he has

so learned Christ. I will venture to repeat it, whatever his

hostile cj-eed may affirm, his heart, especially in his near ad-

dresses to God, must accord w^ith the Apostle : Of him, yes,

OF HIM, are ye in Christ Jesus.—He that ^lorieth, let hijit

glory in the Lord.f

• Dr. Whitby, on 1 Cor. iv. 17. *Tis true, the Doctor observes, " That:

we having our faculties from God, the action may well be ascribed, and

the whole glory must be due to him." Indeed ! If the ivhole be due to

him, how is it that we arc entitled to a part ? Besides, how does this as-

cribe the j^lory of our being made to differ to God ; seeing one is pos-

sessed of these faculties, as well as another ?

I Tlie liinge of a great part of the controversy between us turns on the

solutionof the above subject. That there is a difTbience between one

man and another, cannot be called in question. This difference is either

to be ascribed to the grace of God, or to the goodness of the creature.

If to the former, the supposition of God's making no difference betweeu

one man and another must be given up: if to the latter, then boasting is

not excluded, but cherished, even by tlie law of taith.

ft may seem as if we were wanting in our lovk to mankind ; and, by

the name my opponent has assumed, he seems to wish to remind us of

it, and to suggest the superiority of his system in point of philantliropy.

But it is not for human passions to govern the divine conduct. We
should rejoice in the salvation of the whole human race, if it pleased

God : but the whole liunian race will not be finally saved. That is a

fact admitted on both sides : i^nd a fact which the utmost flow of phi-
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But it is time for me to attend to the reasonings and ob-

jections of P. upon this subject. Are there not passages of

scripture, it may be asked, which represent the Spirit as be-

ing given to us after we believe ? Yes, there are ; and to

some of them P. refers us. (p. 22.)* To which it is repliedj

The Holy Spirit is said to be given in other respects, as well

as for the purpose of regeneration. The Spirit was given for

the endowing of the primitive Christians with extraordinary-

gifts and grace. See Acts xix. 2. And this is evidently the

meaning of John vii. 39. The Spirit which they that believed

on him were to receive was not yet giveuj because Jesus was
not yet glorified. But surely the eleven Apostles were not

till then, in every sense, destitute of the Spirit of God ! Far-

ther, The Holy Spirit was given as the enlightener, comforter,

and sanctifier of true Christians. Thus Christ promised to

send them the Comforter, to guide them into all truth ; and
this, it is apprehended, is the meaning of Ephes. i. 13, 14.

After ye belie-ved^ ye were sealed^ &c. The Apostle prayed for

these Ephesians, (ver. 17.) that God would give them the

Spirit of wisdom, &c. We might as well infer from this, that

they were, at that time, destitute of the Spirit of God, as, from
the other, that they were so, in every sense, till after they be^

lieved. Much the same might be said of the other passages

produced.

That men are the children of God by faith in Christ Jesua

^

is true ; but I apprehend the godly sustain that character on
two accounts. One is from their bearing the image of their

heavenly Father, v/hich is communicated in regeneration; the

other is from their sharing the rights, privileges, and inherit-

ance of the sons of God, which follow upon believing. The
one is a work of grace upon us ; the other an act of grace

towards us. Both are mentioned by the evangelist John^

(chap. i. 12, 13.) and the former, I apprehend, is there repre-

sented as being prior to the latter.

lanthropy cannot alter : the question then, with us, is, Who deservrs

the praise ofthe difference between one man and anotliei- ? Jf God has
made no difference, we raust have made it ourselves ; and to us must
belong" the glory of that difference to eternal ages.

* The passages he has referred us to, are John vii, 3S, 39, Ephes. I,

13, 14. Gal. iii. 2. 14.

VOL» I. 2E



2j8 keply to [^Sect, 1.

As to the consequence which P. observes must follow—as,

that a man must be *• regenerated and condemned at the same

time." (p. 22.) I answer, This fjroceeds upon the supposi-

tion of -d /leriod of time takini^ place between regeneration and

coHiingto Christ. When we speak of one being prior to the

other, we mean no more than as a cause is prior to an effect

which immediately follows. A blind man must have his eyes

open be/ore he can see ; and yet there is no period of time be-

tween the one and the other. As soon as his eyes are opened,

he sees. And thus, it is supposed, a man must be boj-n ui^airiy

in order to see the kingdom of God.* A man of a wicked

temper of mind must be turned to be of another spirit, before

he can love or choose that which is lovely : but yet there is no

supposable period of time between them ; for no sooner is he

turned, than he is of another spirit, and does love and choose

different objects from what he did before.

If, however, P. should not be satisfied with this answer, let

him reflect, that, if an absurdity remains, it is such a one as

attends his own principles, equally with ours. He supposes

we receive the Spirit after believing, and refers us for proof

to Ephes. i. 13. jifter that yc believed^ ye were sealed ivith

that holy Sjiirit of Jiromise. (p. 22.) Now the scripture is

express. He that hath not the S/iirit of Christ is none of his.\

We might, therefore, retort, and ask. In what condition is a

man when he has believed, and before he has received the

Spirit of Christ ? He is supposed to be a believer, and there-

fore shall not come into condemnation ; but yet, not having

the Spirit of Christ, he is none of his. To what master, then,

does he belong ? and to what world must he go, if he should

happen to die in this condition ? ' But this is mere trifling 1*

Be it so : it is such as, when used against us, occupies the

place of reasoning.

But "if men are regenerated before they come to Christ,

then believing in Christ is not the mea?i of a shiner's recovery,

hut o\^\y ^. consequence o( that recovery." (p. 23.) Coming

to Christ is the mean of a sinner's enjoying the forgiveness of

sins, with various other blessings, all included in the term life;

(John v. 40.) but that is no proof that it is the mean of his

• John iii. 3. f Kom. viii. V.
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regeneration ; which it cannot be, unless, contrary to evp.ry

law of nature to which reqen^eration alludes, spiritual motion

can precede, and be the means of spiritual life. Perseverance

is the mean of our enjoyment of eternal glory ; but it does not

thence follow, but that perseverance is a consequence of the

grace of the Holy Spirit.

But if regeneration precede our coming to Christ, then

" men are excusable, it is supposed, in not coming ; and it

must be absurd to exhort them to it while they are unregene-

rate." (p. 22.) If I understand this reasoning, the amount of

it is this : If men are so bad, that none but God can turn their

hearts, then their badness becomes excusable ; and if, in our

exhorting them, no hope is to be placed in them^ then neither

is there any to be placed in God I* Were I to enter the com-

pany of a malicious rebel, with a view to persuade him to go

and cast himself at the feet of his abused sovereign, I should

have no hope of succeeding, or of bringing him to a compli-

ance, while he remained under the dominion of such a spirit.

< Why, then,' it may be asked, ' do you exhort him to it, till

you see his spirit changed ?' Why ? What if I go in hope of

being instrumental in the changing of his spirit ? Suppose I

urge upon him the goodness of the law he has broken, his

wicked and unreasonable revolt, his great and imminent dan-

ger, and, above all, the clemency of the prince tovvards re-

turning rebels ; suppose I conjure him, therefore, to go and

submit to mercy : may not all this be done without imagming

that going and submitting to mercy is a matter so easy, that

it may be done by a person possessing a mind still under the

dominion of wickedness ? May it not, rather, be done in the

hope that such means may be succeeded to the reducing birp,

to a right spirit ?*

* But might we not, upon these principles, as well let them alone ?

Some, I am aware, of very different sentiments from P. would say, we
might ; and that such a mode ofexhorting is only setting them to tvork,

which tends to fill them with an idea of their oivn righteoxisness^ It is

granted, if the roorks to which they are directed are mere external things,

such as are ** within the compass of a carnal heart," and such as they

may ^o on in with ease ; the-n it may tend to lift them up with pride and

self-sufficiency. But, if things which are spiritually good are pressed

^pon them, and they go about a compliance, it is so far from having a.
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This alsomaj' acrve for a reply to what P. observes on " ex-

horting those who are in doubt of their conversion, to apply to

Christ." (p. 25.) I think, with him, it is much better to di-

rect such persons immediately to apply to Christ, than to set

them about examining the evidences of their regeneration to

the neglect of that. And though he is pleased to call this

« absurd and ridiculous" upon my principles, yet he has not

condescended to back that assertion with any thing like evi-

dence. If regeneration were that which constituted our war-

tendency to promote self-righteousness, that it is the most likely mean

to destroy it. Tcople who never tru to repent, pray, &c. generally think

they can do these tilings at any time. Tutting- a person to the experi-

ment, is the most likely way to convince him of his insufficiency, or, in

other words, of his dreadful depravity; and if this is but effected, he

will then cry in earnest lo the strong for strength. I believe it is God's

usual way thus to convince people of their insufficiency. While Saul

went on in external services, he was at ease, alive, and in high spirits,

not doubting but that all was right, and that he was doing God service;

but a view of his great obligations to things spiritually good, discovered

to him a world of iniquity of which he had never thought. It was from

this period that his self-rigiiteonsness received its fatal wound : yes,

then it was that dri revived, and he died. Rom. vii. 9. Now, if this is

God's usual method of working, surely we ought not, as ministers, to set

ourselves against it, but rather to concur with it.

It is worthy of remark, iiow well our opponents here agree amongst

themselves. 'Tis true they differ m some respects : some think coming

to Christ a matter so easy, that an unrenewed heart may, somehow or

other, accomplish it; the others cannot think so, and, therefore, confine

their exhortations to things of an external nature. But hoth agree in

this, that men should not be exhorted to any thing but what may be done

by an unregenerate heart; that is, by a heart at enmity with God.

«' Surely," Siiys P. *' it cannot be sin for men, as depraved, not to attempt

that which the word tells them they cannot perform." (p, 23.) And the

reasonings of Mr Button arc frequently of the same tendency . But

whether such a position be agreeable or contrary lo tlie word of God,

let the following passages, amongst many others, determine; Jer. vi. 8

—

11. 15, 16. Matt. xii. 34. John v. 44, 45. viii. 43—46. Horn. viii. 8.

2 Pet. ii. 14 If Mr. Button should here complain, and say, he has ac-

knowledged that ' 27irernu/ r(?/i;g'io?j is required of men in general,'*—

I

answer. If Mr. B. or any other minister does, indeed, e:5:hort the carnal

part of their auditory to any thing more than w'lat is " within the com-

pass of a carnal heart," then, it is acknoAvkdged, they are net affected

hy what is above advanced.
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rant to apply to Christ, his reasoning would be just; but if it

is only a begetting in us a Hi^hi sfiirit, a spirit to comply with

the warrant which we already have, then there is no weight in

it. All right action, whether corporeal or mental, must pro-

ceed from a right spirit ; yet if a man were in doubt whether

he was of a right spirit, which would be reckoned the most

ridiculous, to exhort him to right action, or to set him to ex-

amine his spirit by rules of theory, and bid him wait till he

found he was of a good spirit, and then perform a good ac-

tion ? The latter would be pernicious, or, to say the least, per-

plexing; but a compliance with the former would be attend-

ed with both safety and satisfaction.

P. frequently makes mention of a passage from Mr. Caleb

Evans, which I also had quoted, which is as follows : *' The
calls and invitations, the promises and threatenings of the

word of God, are means which every one knows are in their

own nature adapted to remove a moral indisposition of the

mind, just as much as the prescriptions of a physician, or the

operations of a surgeon, are suited to remove any natural dis-

order of the body.'* He also frequently speaks as if the rea-

son why the gospel, rather than the law, succeeded to the con-

version of a sinner was, because of this fitness, adaptedness,

or innate tendency of which it is possessed, (p. 67.) But, it

should be observed, Mr. Evans's words are not spoken simply

of the gos/iel ; they are spoken of the threatenings as well as

the promises in the word of God, which, I should think, are

no part of the gospel, though, as P. somewhere expresses it,

they are necessarily attendant on it, and so make a part of the

ministerial message.

Farther : Our dispute is not whether the gospel be a suita*

ble mean in the hand of the Holy Spirit to con/ert a sinner,

but whether it is sufficient in virtue of this its suitableness, to

effect the change without an almighty and invincible agency
attending it ? A sword is a suitable instrument to cause a

wound ; but it does not thence follow, tliat it is of itself suffi-

cient to effect this without a hand to wield it. Three things I

would here beg leave to offer : 1. The Holy Spirit can, and
does make use of the laiVy as well as the gospel, in a sinner's

conversion. Jhadnot knotvn siuy says the apostle, but by the
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latv.— The law is a schoohnaster^ to bring ua to Christ.* 2. If

the success of the gospel is to be attributed to its suitable-

ness, then, I suppose, it must be on account of its containing

ffood tidings ; and so tending to slay men's native enmity, and

to conciliate their hearts to God. But the scripture repre-

sents the human heart as equally prone to abuse God's mer-
cy, as to despise his severity. Let favour be showed to the

wicked^ says the prophet, yet will he not learn righteousness

:

in the land of uprightness will he deal unjustly, and will not

behold the majesty of the Lord f The reason why men hate

God is not because they consider him, in every sense, as their

enemy : if so, could you but persuade them that God loved

them, and Christ died for them, their enmity would subside.

But is that indeed the case ? Do not the generality of men
consider God as their friend ? nor can you persuade them
that they are under his displeasure. Ytt this has no tenden-

cy to remove their enmity. What they hate in God is that

from which their hearts are wholly averse ; and that is, his

true character. 3. l he success which has attended the gos-

pel is not ascribed to its supposed fitness to conciliate a sin-

ner's heart, but to the power of Almighty God attending it.

I hope this last has been sufficiently proved already. God or-

dered Moses to take a rod, and smite the rock. The rod, to

be sure, was the means of breaking the jock ; not, however,

on account of its being egual to such an effect : the rock ra-

ther had a tendency to break the rod, than the rod the rock.

But an almighty energy attended it from Him with whom all

things are possible.

That the gospel is suited to the state of men, as fallen, is

granted : (p. 23.) it is suited to their forlorn circumstances^

but not to their evil firoficnsitics. It could not be of God, if

it were. But to make believing in Christ something that may
be done by a wicked mind, is to reduce the gospel to the lat-

ter, rather than the former ; and this, contrary to the apostle's

declaration. They that are in the Jiesh cannot please God.\

P. observes, that, if believing is the effect of regeneration,

then men certainly "ought to be taught this truth;'* and

seems greatly to tremble for the consequences of such teachr

^ Rom. vii. 7. Gal iii, 24. f Isa. xxvi. 10. i Rom. viii.8.
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ing. (p. 22.) It is granted there is a way of conveying this

sentiment which is very pernicious : nevertheless, I see no

reason why we should scruple the publishing of the sentiment

itself, in the course of our ministry. To tell a sinner he can-

not love God, repent of sin, and come to Christ, is only an-

other mode of teHing him that he has the very heart of a devil.

< But this is killing work.' It is granted ; and all my hope is,

that God will please to succeed my labours, first to kill, and

then to make alive. A conviction of our being utterly lost

must precede an application to the Saviour. So long as a sin-

ner can find any hope, or any help in himself, he will never

fall at the feet of Christ, as utterly undone. The whole need

not a physician, but those that are sick. If it tends to drive

sinners to despair^ it is such a despair as lies at the foundation

of gospel-hope. The sinner may be alive without the law

;

but, if he live to God, the commandment must first come, sin

revive, and he die* So far from shunning to declare this sen-

timent, humiliating as it is, I should rejoice, therefore, to see

it propagated throughout the earth. That which renders it pe-

culiarly offensive, is one thing on account of which it appears

to me to be a truth ; and that is, its laying the sinner absolute-

ly at the divine discretion, and cutting off all hope whatever,

but what shall arise from the sovereignty of God,

SECTION 11.

ON NATURAL AND MORAL INABILITY.

On this subject I find it difficult to collect the real senti-

ments of P. Sometimes, he seems to admit of the distinction,

and allows that I have written upon it with " perspicuity."

(p. 63.) At other times, he appears utterly to reject it, and

to reason upon the supposition of there being no difference

between the one and the other; and that to coramaad a person

• Rom. vii. 9i



264 REPLY TO iSect. 2.

to perform any thin^ with which it is not in the power of his

heart to comply, (for this, he must know, is the only idea we

have of moral inability,) is as unreasonable, unless g;race is

bestowed, as to " command a stone to walk, or a horse to

sing." (p. 44.) If this is indeed the case, the distinction

ought to be given up. Be that, however, as it may, whether

there be any real difference between natural and moral inabil-

ity, in point of blame-worthiness, or not, P. knows that I sup-

pose there is : by what rule of fair reasoning, therefore, he

could take the contrary for granted, is difficult to determine.

But, passing this, from the whole of what P. has written on

this subject, I observe there are three things, which, somehow

or other, either severally or jointly, are supposed to consti-

tute even a moral inability blameless. One is, men could not

avoid it ; they were depraved and ruined by Adam*s trans-

gression ; another is, its being so great in degree, as to be in-

aufierable ; and the last is, if grace is not given, sufficient to

deliver us from it. " If,'* says he, " men could never avoid

it^ and cannot deliver themselves fromit^ and the blessed God

luill not deliver them; surely they ought not to be punished

for it, or for any of its necessaryr*cKects.'* (p. 67.)

The ^rst two of these suppositions, be it observed, are ad-

mitted by P. as facts. Men arcy he acknowledges, born in

sin, and " their inability to do things spiritually good is real

and total." (pp. 44. 57.) They cannot love God, nor keep

his holy law. Now, these facts either do excuse mankind in

their want of conformity to the law, or they do not. If they

do not, why are they produced ? If they do, there is no need

for what respects the last supposition. There is no need,

surely, for c^race to deliver men from a state wherein they are

already blameless. The justice of God, one should think,

would see to that, and prevent the innocent from being con-

demned. But let us give each of these subjects a separate

consideration.

I. Men being born in sin, or inheriting their evil firo/iensi-'

ties from Adam*s fall. It has been ol)served already, that P.

admits the fact: now, to admit this fact is, I should think, to

admit a constituted union having taken place between Adam
and his posterity. And yet the whole of what he says upon
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this subject proceeds from the supposition of no such union

taking place ; for he, all along, speaks of Adam and his de-

scendants in a 5(?/?arc ^c capacity. Thus he insists upon it, that

«' ive could not be to blame for what we could not avoid ;'*

with many passages of the like kind. Very true : but, if the

notion of a union between Adam and his posterity be admit-

ted, then it cannot properly be said, ive could not avoid it:

for, in that case, he was the head, and we the members ; the

whole constituting one body, or, as it were, one person. A
union of this nature must either be admitted, or denied ; if

admitted, why consider the descendants Gf Adam in a sefiaratc

capacity ?—If denied, why speak of inheriting any thing from
him, unless it were by ill example ?

Infants are not to blame in a personal capacity : but, if

there be a union between the parent of mankind and his pos-

terity, through which their depravity is derived, as it is sup-

posed there is, tliey must be to blame relativehj. No one, I

suppose, can be to blame in a personal capacity, till he is ca-

pable of the knowledge of right and wrong ; but it does not

follow from thence, that, till then, he is, in every sense^ blame-

less ; for that would be the same thing as to be sinless : and if

so, I see not how they can be said to be born in sin. If there

is not blame somewhere, it will be very difficult to account for

the misery and death to which infants are exposed ; and for

the apostle's mode of reasoning, who first asserts, that before

the Mosaic law sin was in the world, and then proves this as-

sertion by the reign of deaths « even over them that had not

sinned after the similitude of Adam's transgression."*

That this is a difficult and awful subject, is allowed ; and

so is the introduction of moral evil into the world, be it upon
what hypothesis it may. It is a subject, however, which, in

my apprehension, I must either admit, or reject the authori-

ty of the Bible : and when I had done that, my difficulties, in-

stead of being diminished, would be abundantly increased. I

therefore admit it, upon the credit of divine revelation ; and

herein, it seems, I have the happiness to agree with P. Pie

admits that men become sinners in consequence of Adam's
fall. The question, then, between us seems to be thi^5

* Bom.v. 13, 14^

VOL. T. '^ B
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Whether to be a sinner is the same thing as to be a subject of

blame ; or, whether there be a sort of sin which has nothing

blameworthy in it, and a sort of sinners who, nevertheless,

are blameless beings ?

P. admits of our being born with wijiure firofiensities, and

yet supposes these propensities in themselves to be blameless.

He reckons the whole blame to lie, not in being the subject of

these propensities, but in the exercise and indulgence of them,

(pp. 65, 66.) I confess I cannot understand how this can

consist either with his own sentiments, or with the nature of

things. Not with his own sentiments ; for he allows that

" men arc ruined and de/iraved by Adam's fall.'* But how

can we be ruined and depraved by that which does not, in any

sense, constitute us blameworthy ? What though we derive

impure propensities iVorn him, yet, if these propensities arc

innocent, how can they ruin us ? how can they dcfirave us \

Our depravity must consist in, and our ruin arise from, that

which constitutes blame, and that alone ; and if blame liec

merely in the indulgence of impure propensity, and not in

being the subject of the thing itself, why, then, it is there we
have to look for the beginning of depravity and ruin, and no-

where else. How far these sentiments will agree likewise

with the doctrine of human depravity, which P. assures us he

by no means intended to oppose, may deserve his attention.

Farther : I see not how the above sentiments can consist

with the nature of things. If blame docs not lie in being the

subject of an evil disposition, because, as individuals, we could

not avoid it ; then, for the same reason, it cannot lie in the

exercise of that disposition, unless that also can be avoided.

And this is what P. seems to allow ; for he extends blamcless-

ncss not only to evil dispositions, but to all their " necessary

rjff'i'cts." (p. 67.) Now, there is either a possibility of that

exercise being totally avoided, or there is not : there is either

a possibility, for instance, of a person living all his life with-

out di foolish thought^ or there is not. If there is, then there

is a possibility of going through life in a sinless state ; and if

so, how are we depraved by Adam's fall ? If there is not, then,

it must follow, that the exercise of evil dispositions may be

blameless, as well as the dispositions themselves ; and, con-

trary to the decision of holy scripture, that the thought of

foolishness is not sin.
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We may go on to distinguish an evil propensity from its

exercisey till we use words without ideas ; for what is an evil

propensity, but an evil bias, or a bias of the soul towards evil I

And whether it is possible to conceive of an inactive propen-

sity in a rational being, is doubtful with me. But suppose

we may, the common sense of mankind never teaches them

so to distinguish them, as to excuse the one, and place all

blameworthiness in the other. An impure propensity is an

impure temper of mind ; and a propensity to revenge is the

same thing as a revengeful temper : but tempers of this de-

scription are so far from being excusable, that there is nothing

mankind are more apt to censure. *Tis true they cannot cen-

sure them but as they see them discovered^ because they have

no other method of knowing the evil stock but by its evil

branches ; but, when they do discover them, they seldom

fail to curse both root and branch.*

Neither do people think of excusing a churlish, haughty,

or covetous temper in any man, because of his father's being

so before him. On the contrary, they often turn that very

circumstance to his reproach. * You are a villain,' say they,

i by nature, and all yonr family were so before you.' If men
offend one against another, strict inquiry is made whether the

offence proceeded from an evil disposition, or from mere in-

advertency ; and, according as this is found, allowances are

made. But I know not that it is ever asked, how the party

came by his evil disposition : that is a matter introduced into

divinity, where God is the object offended ; but it cannot be

admitted into the common affairs of life, between man and

man. Now, if the common sense of mankind never leads

• 'Tis true, there are certain propensities which constitute a part of

our nature, as men, and which, therefore, are simply natural,^ the ex-

cessive indulgence whereof is, nevertheless, sinful Tims, eTmtlaiion, in

itself, is natural ; but, carried to excess, it becomes pride. Thus, also^

the love of pleasure is, in itself, natural; but, carried to excess, it be-

comes voluptuousness, 8cc. he. But P. cannot justly pretend, that when

he makes blame to consist not in the propensity itself, but in the exer-

cise or indulgence of it, he means these natural propensities -, because

he speaks of them as derived from Adam's fail, which these are not

;

and calls them impure, whereas these, in themselve'? considerecj. are a

part of human nature in it^ piuest state.
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them to take this circumstance into consideration in matters

between themselves, it is, at least, a presumptive argument,

that it will not bear advancing in matters of offence against

God. Out of thine own mouth ivilt I judge thcc^ thou wick-

ed servant.

That evil dispositions arc, in themselves, blameworthy, not-

withstanding their derivation from our first parents, not only

accords with the common sense of mankind, but also with

the word of God. The word of God requires us to love him

•with all the heart, soul, mind, and strcngtli ; but to love God
in this manner supposes the absence of all evil propensity to

rebel against him, and of every approach towards a spirit of

contrariety to him. It must follow, then, so long as this holy

law of God is allowed to be an " infallible test of right and

wrong," (p. G7.) that such a propensity is, in itself, sinful, be-

ing directly contrary to its righteous requirements. It is not

merely a something which " leads to evil tempers,'* (as P.

speaks, p. 66.) but it is itself an evil temper of the mind ; a

temper that can take no delight in God, or in any thing that

bears his holy likeness.

Farther : His idea of blameworthiness, if I understand it,

agrees to nothing h\x\. fiositive acts of sin ; the exercise or in-

dulgence of an evil propensity can agrel^ to nothing else.

Now, according to this, there is no such thing as sin or blame

in that universal want of love to God, which has place in all

.Ainregenerate men, and to an awful degree in good men ; for

that, strictly speaking, is not so much a positively evil dispo-

sition, as it is the absence of a good one. But, if the law of

God is the " test of right and wrong,'* this must, neverthe-

less, be found sinful ; for it is the very reverse of what that

law requires. If there is nothing blameworthy in the want of

a heart to love God, nor even in a propensity to bate him,

then, surely, the moral law must be abrogated by man's apos-

tacy ; and can be no longer to us " the standard of right and

wrong."

The law is said to have entered, that the offence might

abound; and by the law is the knowledge of sin.'* The only

certain rule, therefore, of dctermiiiing what is sin^ is to ^u-

* Rom. V. CO. iii. 20.
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quire into the extent of that unerring rule. Now, the law,

as given in the decalogue, requires love to God with all the

heart, without making any allowance for our being born des-

titute of a disposition so to do. It should seem, therefore,

that God considered the want of a disposition to love him as

offensive ; and gave the law, which requires such a disposi-

tion, that that offence might abound, or be made manifest.

But if there be nothing blameworthy in it, there can be no-

thing offensive ; and if no offence exists, none can be made to

abound,

P. allows my " reasonings on the extent of the moral law

to be very conclusive." This, I should think, is rather extra-

ordinary ; but this is not all : he thinks " it would most cer-

tainly contribute much, under the blessing of God, to the

conversion of sinners, if a due regard were always paid to it."

(p. 67.) But, according to the reasoning above, I see no such

tendency it could have. For the carnal mind of man is enmity

against God, and is not subject to the law of God, neither in
\

deed can it be; and they were born in this condition. How,
then, could it promote rational conviction ? Whatever ten-

dency it might have to bring them to love the Saviour, it must
be at the expense of their regard for the Lawgiver. Yea, it

must fill them with greater enmity against him, to hear of his

requiring that of them which is not reasonable, in their pre-

sent circumstances, should be required. If they are taught

to consider the Lawgiver of the world as resembling a cruel

Egyptian task-master, and the Saviour as one v/ho came into

the world to deliver them, by repealing his rigorous edicts

;

then they may love the one, and hate the other. But if the

Saviour is viewed in his true character, as not coming to abro-

gate the law, hxiilo magnify, and make it honourable ; to con-

demn the sinner's conduct, while he saves his soul ; then they

cannot hate the one, without equally hating the other.

" I do not know," says P. " that the scripture ever blames
man, much less condemns him, because he is born impure, or

because he is the subject of impure propensities." (p. 65.)

As to the actual execution of condemnation, it is not for me
to say, how far the mercy of God will be extended. If those

who die before their evil propensities are reduced to action

arc all saved, I suppose they are saved through the mediation
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of Christ, and not taken to heaven on the footing of personal

innocency. But, in respect to blamc-worthinesay I remember

a man who once took blame and shame to himself for his origin-

al impurity ; bringing it in amongst his penitential confessions,

that he was shapen in iniguityy and conceived in sin; and that,

surely, with an intention not to excuse, but to aggravate his

crimes. In the same Psalm, and in the next sentence, after

acknowledging the depravity of his nature^ the penitent

Psalmist adds, Thou desireth truth in the ijiward fiarts ; which,

I should think, must intend the ofifiosite of that in which he

had just confessed himself to have been conceived and shapen.*

P'ariher : we are said to have been, by nature, the children

of wrath :^ but one should suppose, there could be no wrath

due to us, if no blame were found in us.

P. asserts, that, in respect of the impurity of our nature, we

are under a natural inability o{ 2i\o\^m^\\.-y which, therefore,

must be innocent, (p. 65.) But to call such an inability as

this natural is, I apprehend, to appiy the term in such a man-

ner as tends to produce a confusion of ideas. Whatever de-

fect attends any man, which is simply natural, it must belong

to some constituent part of his nature, or of that which con-

stitutes him a man. If the definition which I have heretofore

given of natural ability be just, (and this P. has fully acknow-

ledged, p. 64.) it must be either a defect in * rational facul-

ties, or bodily powers, or opportunity to put those faculties, or

powers, in exercise.' But neither purity nor impurity, come

by them how we may, are any constituent parts of human na-

ture ; a defect, therefore, in that matter, cannot, with proprie-

ty, be called a natural defect. The depravity of our hearts

is not owing to natural weakness, either of body or mind, nor

yet to the want of opportunity to know and glorify God.

When we speak of it as being the sin of our nature, we use

the term in a very different sense from what we do, when

speaking of natural inability. By the sin of our nature, we

mean, not any thing which belongs to our nature as human,

but what is, by the fall, so interwoven with it, as if it were,

though, in fact, it is not, a part of it; and so deeply rooteei

in our souls as to become natural^ as it were, to us.

* Psa. li. 5, 6. t Ephes. ii. Z.
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But it will be said, < It must be a natural inability ; for it is

not at our option whether we will be born pure or impure

:

it is, therefore, what we cannot avoid, in any sense whatever.'

To this it is replied, as before, There is no justice, or fair-

ness, in considering mankind as united to Adam, or not uni-

ted, just as it may serve a purpose. If they are not to be con-

sidered as onC) why speak of inheriting impure propensities ?

If they are, why speak of them in a separate capacity ? To
admit of a union between Adam and his posterity, and, at the

same time, keep exclaiming, ' We could not avoid being sin-

ners ; ive are not to blame, and ought not to suffer;* is as un-

reasonable as if a criminal should complain, at the hour of

execution, that he was to be hanged by the necky for what he

had stolen with his hands. Whatever difficulty may attend

us in this part, it is a difficulty that belongs not to the doctrine

of natural and moral inability, but to that of original sin; a

difficulty, therefore, which affects us no more than it does

those who differ from us.

II. The next thing which P. considers as contributing to

render even a moral inability blameless is, its being so great

in degree, as to become insu/ierable. According to my prin-

ciples, he says, our moral inability is invincible ; and insists

upon it, that, if so, it is excusable. " No man," says he,

blames a lion, because he has not the disposition of a lamb :

and if a lion had the understanding of a man, yet, if he could

not alter his native ferocity, he would certainly be as unblame-

able as he is without understanding." The same reasoning

holds good in all other instances, (p. 68.) To all which it is

replied. If he mean that they cannot but sin^ though theij would

do otherivise never so fain,, it is granted all this reasoning is

fair and just : it would then be a natural inability, and, there-

fore, excusable. But, if this v/crc all he meant, it would

amount to nothing. If he mean any thing to the purpose, any

thing different from that wliicli he opposes, it must be this

:

that, if their hearts are so set in them to do evilj that^ though

they could do otherwise^ if they would, yet they will not^ but

will be sure, in every instance, to choose the wrong fiath i

THEN they must, of course, be excusable. And, if this be what

he maintains, his reasoning appears, to me, not only inconsist-

ent, but extravasrant.
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p. must know, surely, that, when the terms cannot^ inabili-

ty^ Sec. are used in these connexions, they are used, not in a

profier^ but in a figurative sense ; that they do not express

the state of a person hindered by something; extraneous to his

own will, but denote what we usually mean by the phrase.

cannot find in his heart ; that depravity is not natural to us,

in the same sense as ferocity is to a lion; that it is rather the

ruin and disgrace of our nature^ than any part of it : and that,

therefore, such comparisons are but ill adapted to illustrate

the subject.

We suppose that the propensities of mankind to evil arc

so strong as to become invincible by every thing but omnipo-

tent grace : but, whether that is allowed, or not, I think it

must be allowed, that they are such as to render spiritual ex-

ercises very difficult ;-2X least, they have some tendency that

way. Now, if the above reasoning be just, it will follow, that,

in proportion to the degree of that difficulty, the subjects

thereof ought to be excused in the omission of spiritual ex-

ercises. P. supposes, that, in this case, there is no difference

between natural and moral inability ; and his argument pro-

ceeds, all along, upon this supposition. Now, we know, that

in all cases where impediments are simply natural, it is not

at all more evident than an entire inability amounts to a full ex-

cuse, than that a 5^rea^ difficulty excuses in & great degree. If,

therefore, such reasoning be just, it must follow that men

are excusable in exact proportion to the strength of their evil

propensities ; that is, they are excusable in just the same pro-

portion as, according to the common sense of mankind, they

are internally wicked, or culpable !

If we suppose a man, for example, in his younger years to

have had but very little aversion from Christ, and his way of

salvation : he is then exceedingly wicked for not coming to

him. As he advances in years, his evil propensities increase,

and his aversion becomes stronger and stronger ; by this time,

his guilt is greatly diminished. And, if it were possible for him

to become so much of a devil as for his prejudices to be ut-

terly invincible, he would then, according to P. be altogether

innocent I*

• See President Edwards on the. Wilh Part III* Sect. III.
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P. thinks this matter so plain, it seems, that he even tells

his correspondent, " neither he nor his friend (meaning me,)

could imagine that a command given, and not obeyed, ren-

ders the subjects of such command criminal, unless these sub-

jects have power, or might have power, to obey such com-
mand." (p. 43 ) If by " power" he had meant natural abil-

ity, I should certainly have accorded with the sentiment ; but

it is very plain he means to apply it to moral, as well as na-

tural ability ; and then he is certainly mistaken. For I not

only can imagine that to be the case, but do verily believe it.

Yea, I can scarcely think that P. himself can believe the con-

trary ; at least, he will not, he cannot, abide by its just and ne^

cessary consequences. If what he says be true, it is either

possible that no offences should come^ or else no woe is due to

those by whom they come,* It must likewise follow, that every

man has, or might have, power to live entirely blameless

through life, both towards God and towards man ; for be it so^

that some degree of imperfection will continue to attend him,

yet that imperfection, being supposed to be " a necessary ef-

fect" of the fall, cannot be blameworthy : (p. 67.) and so it is

possible for a fallen son of Adam to live and die blamelesSjj

and, consequently, to appear in his own righteousness without

fault before the throne of God. These consequences, how-
ever anti-scriptural and absurd, are no more than must inevi-

tably follow from the position of Philanthropos.

" According to my principles," I am told, « men's mora!
inability is in-vincible,^^ (p. 68.) If I have used that term in

the former treatise, or the present, it is for want of a better.

It is easy to see, that my principles do not so much maintain

that the moral inability of men is such as to render all their

attempts to overcome it vain, as that sin hath such a dominion

in their heart as to prevent any real attempts of that nature

being made. If a whole country were possessed by a foreign

enemy, and all its posts and avenues occupied by his forces,

and all the inhabitants dead, that so much as wished to oppose

him ; in that case, to say, his power was become invincible by
any opposition from that country would hardly be proper

;

seeing all opposition there is subdued, and all the country are

* Luke xvii. "U
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of one side. Invincible is a relative term, and supposes an op-

position made, though made in vain. But moral inability is

of such a nature, where it totally prevails, as to prevent all

real and direct opposition being made. It is the same thing

as for the hearts of the sons of men to he fully set in them to

do evil—to he fill of evil, while they live ; for every imagina-

tion of the heart to be only evil^ and that continually.* Now,
if we say, this moral indisposition is invincible, it is for the

want of a better term. What we affirm is this, rather ; that,

suppose it were conquerable, there is nothing of real good in

the sinner's heart to conquer it. If sin is conquered by any

efforts of ours, it must be by such as are voluntary. It is not

enough, that we are " rational beings,'* and that conscience

suggests to us what ought to be : (p. 66.) we must cnooae to g»

about it, and that in good earnest, or we shall never effect it.

But where the thoughts of the heart are only evil, and that con-

tinually, it is supposing a plain contradiction, to suppose our-

selves the subjects of any such volition, or desire.

Ill, But it will be said, Though moral inability is total, yet

it is conquerable by the grace of God ; and this grace is

given to every man in the world, or would be given, were he

to ask it : and this it is which renders men inexcusable, (p.

66.) Without this, P. avows, that " any man, be his practices

as vile as they may, may excuse himself from blame ; and all

real good whatever may be denied to be the duty of an un-

principled mind." (p. 59.) This seems to be his last and

grand resort, and what he often dwells upon. The discussion

of this subject will finish the present Section.

I bless God that moral inability is indeed conquerable by

the grace of God, though I question whether it is, or ever

was, conquered by what P. calls by that name. But suppose,

for argument's sake, we grant him his hypothesis, I question

if it will answer his end. This grace is either actually given

to all mankind, or would be given upon their application. If

actually given, I should be glad to know what it is. Is it light

in the understanding, or love in the heart ? Is it any thing,

or productive of any thing, that is truly good ? If so, how

does this accord with the description given of men, that their

• Eccles. viii. 11. \x. 3. Gen. vi. 5.
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minds are darkness^ their hearts enmity, and that there is

none of them that doeth good, no not one ?* Or is it some^
thing for which there is no name, a sort of seed sown in the

heart, which, if neglected, will perish, but, if watered by hu-

man industry, will be productive ? If so the difficulty is not at

all removed ; for then the question is, Whether a mind so

depraved as to be totally unable to do any thing spiritually

good, will ever be inclined to improve that grace, to water the

seed, so as that it may bring forth fruit ?

If the last member of the position be adopted, viz. that all

mankind might have grace sufficient to overcome their moral

inability, if they would apply for it; still the question returns,

Will a mind totally destitute of any thing spiritually good,

and fully set upon doing evil, apply to God for grace to such

an end ? Is it not inconsistent for a tree that is ivholly evil, to

bring forth good fruit ? Or are we to imagine, after all, that

Satan will rise up against himself? To apply to God in any

right manner for grace for the cure of an evil propensity, must
suppose a desire to have that propensity cured ; but to sup-

pose a person totally under the dominion of a propensity, and

at the sam^ time properly and directly desiring to have such

propensity removed, is what some people would call by the

hard name of self-contradiction.

f

Farther ; I query if the hypothesis of P. instead of answer-

ing his end, will not be found subversive of itself, and destruc-?

tive of his main design. Making this supposed grace the on-

ly thing which constitutes men accountable beings, is making
it DEBT, surely, rather than grace. I have too good an opin=

ion of the humility and integrity of P. to imagine he intends

merely to compliment the Almighty in calling it grace; but I

think it becomes him to examine his scheme, and see whether

it amounts to any thing less. Grace is free favour towards

the unworthy. It supposes the subject destitute of all claim

whatever, and the author to be free to give or to withhold.

But all that this supposed grace amounts to is, not to provQ

that God has done any thing more than he was bound to do^

* Ephes. V. 8. Rom. viii. 7. iii. 12.

t See President Ed-vards on the mil, Part III, Sect, V on sincere ^n-

•deavours.
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but, barely, that he has done what he had a right to expect,

or else to be at liberty to throw off his yoke with impunity.

It docs not, therefore, at all prove Jehovah to be gracious ; if

it serve for any thing, it can be only to juslify his character

from the imputation of injustice and cfuitltij, ur from being

what P. calls " a merciless tyrant." (p. 88.)

But farther; I question if even this end will be answered

by it. I question if it will not be found, upon the principles

and reasonings of P. that this supposed grace, instead of being

any real favour towards mankind, is the greatest curse that

could ever befal them. If Christ had never come, and no

grace had been given in him, then, according to the reasoning

of P. men had never been responsible for any part of their

conduct. They would, it is true, have been born depraved,

and lived depraved ; but, having no power to avoid it, or to

free themselves from it, " where,'* he asks, " would have

been their criminality ?" (pp. 44 57.) He does not scruple

to acknowledge, that, if no grace were provided, " any man,

be his praciices as vile as they might, might excuse himself

from blame : and all real good whatever might be denied to

be the duty of an unprincipled mind." (p. 59.) Now, if things

are so, that men without the bestowment of grace, would have

been free from criminality; surely the righteousness of God

could never have suffered them to be sent to hell, and the

goodness of God, we may suppose, would have raised them to

eternal life ; and so they might have been innocent and happy,

if Jesus had never died : but now, alas I in consequence of his

coming, and of i^race being given them, to deliver them from

something wherein they were never blameworthy ; now tliey

lie all exposed to inexcusable blame and everlasting ruinlll*

* When I consider the above positions, I am entirely at a loss to under-

stand the following- passage : "It is granted, Sir, that God might justly

have Icfl man in the state he was born in, and brought into by Adam's

ain, whatever state that be" (p. 57) What such a state would have

been P. does not determme: he seems here to consider it, however, as

deserving some sort of pnnUhment ; otherwise there is no meaning in

that comparative mode of speaking, which he so frequently uses, of being

pwiished mohe severely. But does P. really mean what he writes ? Com-

pare this passage with what he has asserted in pages 44. 57. 59. and it

^mounts to nothing less than this

—

that it -muUl have been just in God
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P. speaks of the " almighty and all-gracious God being re-

presented as contriving to make poor sinners miserable un-

der the colour of invitations,'* &c. (p. 45.) I delight not in

the use of such expressions ; they appear to me, to say the

least, as bordering on irreverence. But, if such language

must be used, and such consequences urged, let the reader

judge to whose sentiments they belong ; to those of P. or

mine.

That Christ died for our sins, according to the scrifituresy

is allowed by P. and, I should think, by every Christian, to be

a fundamental doctrine of Christianity, (p. 34. note.) The
apostle, doubtless, considered this, and his resurrection from
the dead, in such a light, when he concluded, that, if the op-

posite were true, the faith of the Corinthians ivas vain, and
they were yet in their sins* But, fundamental as these sen-

timents are, if the scheme of P. be true, the first of them
must, of necessity, be false If his sentiments are true, Christ

did not come into the world to save men from sin, but ra-

ther TO PUT THEM INTO A CAPACITY OF SINNING ; AS IT IS IN

eONSl-QUENCE OF HIS DEATH, AND THAT ALONE, THAT GUILT

BECOMES CHARGEABLE UPON THEM. So far from being yet in

their sins, if Christ had neither died for them, nor risen from

the dead, they had then been incapable of sinning at all, and

ought not to have been accountable to God, let their practices

have been what they might I

It is possible the reader may be startled at the imputation

of such consequences as the above j and, truly, they are of

such a nature as ought to startle not the reader only. < But

are not things carried to an extreme ?' If they are, it is un-

known to me ; but let us go over the ground again, and see.

P. supposes, 1. That man was so reduced by the fall, as to be
ii really and totally unable to do good." (p. 57.) 2. That, if

he had been left in this condition, he would not have been

to blame for not doing it, but that his inability would have been

his excuse; (pp. 44. 57. 59.) yea, "let his practices have

been as vile as they might, he would have been excusable."

10 have punished the human race hy (icgitittin^ them of all blamef aiid

bringing them in guiltless f

« 1 Cor, xy. 3^17.
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(p. 59.) But, 3. That God has not left him in this condition.

He has sent his Son to die for all men universally ; and, by

giving', or, at least, offering, his Spirit to all men, he removes

the inability which they derived from the fall ; and from hence

they become accountable beings, and are inexcusable, if they

do not comply with things spiritually good. (p. 66.) If words

have any meaning, I should think these are the real sentiments

of P. Now, if these be true, it must follow, that Christ did

noi die for the sins of any man^ except it were Adam ; since

none of the fallen race could have sinned^ if he had never

died. The reasonings of P. suppose that men are not charge-

able with sin, or blameworthiness^ independently of the death

of Christ and the grace of the gospel : and, if so, it could

not be to atone for siti that he laid down his life i for, prior

to the consideration of this, there was no sin for which he

could have to atone.

If I have unhappily adopted an indefensible mode of rea-

soning, let it be fairly confuted. Till I see that done, I shall

continue to think the sentiments of P. on this subject eversive

of one of the fundamental principles of Christianity.

There is a thought on which P. repeatedly insists. It is

this, that, " supposing it to be just to punish men eternally

for that depravity which they derive from their first parents,

(this, however, is more than he in fact will allow,) yet it is

very hard that any addition should be made to the obliga-

tions they lie under, and that punishments should be annexed

to these obligations which they have no power either to regard

or avoid.'* (p. 45.) He often speaks of the injustice of pun-

ishing those who enjoy gospel-opportunities, and neglect them,

" more severely than if they had never enjoyed them, if they

had not Jio%ucr sufficient to have embraced them." (p. 57.)

To all which I reply.

It seems, if men had hni power to comply, all this injustice

would subside. Well: we affirm they have fiower. They

have the same natural ability to embrace Christ, as to reject

him. They could comply with the gospel if they would. Is

any thing more necessary to denominate them accountable

beings ? We believe not ; and perhaps, in fact, P. believes

the same. In some places, however, he appears to think there

is. Well: what is it ? If any thing, it must be an inclinatior.x
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as well as an ability. Now, would P. be willing to have his ob-

jection thus stated : It is hard that new obligations should be

laid upon persons who have no inclination to what they al-

ready lie under ? If so, it will afford final unbelievers a pow-

erful plea at the last day. « No,* it will be said, < they might

have had an inclination^ if they would:* but let it be consid-

ered, whether any thing like this is revealed in scripture, and

whether it is not repugnant even to common sense. If they

had been willing^ they mighty or would, have been willing: that

is the amount of it, which is saying just nothing at all. But,

passing this,

Whoever be right, he or I, neither of us ought to take our

own hypothesis for granted, and proceed to charge the conse-

quences upon the other. And yet this is what P. has done.

The whole force of his reasoning in p. 45, and divers other

places, rests upon the supposition of that being true which is

a matter of dispute ; viz. that natural power is not power, and
is not sufficient to denominate men accountable beings. His
statement of the above objection takes this for granted : where-

as this is what we positively deny, maintaining that natural

power is power, properly so called, and is, to all intents and

purposes, sufficient to render men accountable beings ; that

the want of inclination in a sinner is of no account with the

Governor of the world ; that he proceeds in his requirements,

and that it is right he should proceed, in the same way as if

no such disinclination existed. If this can be solidly disproved,

let it: it will be time enough then to exclaim of injustice and

cruelty, and to compare the Divine Being to an Egyptian task-

master, or to " a wicked Rehoboam." (p. 92.)*

The question appears, to me, to be this, Is it unrighteous

* I wish P. had spoken of the Divine Being", here, and in some other

places, in language more becoming a worm of the dust. I have no
objection to the consequences of a sentiment being fairly pointed out

and thoroughly urged; but, suppose such a consequence as this had
been just, it might have been urged in more sober language. Surely it

is too much for a creature to talk of his Creator being wicked ! Eut I

have no conviction, at present, of such a consequence being just. If it

be, it must be upon this supposition, that not capacity and opponvnity^

but inclination to do good, is analogous to the straw with which the Isra-

^litss ought to have hc^n furoished, for the making ofbrick.
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in God CO do rights because he knonus men ivill be sure from
thence to take occasioji to do ivrong-^ and aggravate their own
destruction ? God knew assuredly, that all the messages sent

to Pharaoh would only harden his heart, and aggravate his
ruin : / a?n sure, said Jehovah to his servant, that the king of
Mgijfit nvill not let you go ; no^ not by a mighty hand: and yet
he did not, in the least, hold himself obliged either to give
him grace that should soften his heart, or to discontinue his

messages, which, without such grace, were certain to issue in

the aggravation of his ruin. « But Pharaoh could have com-
plied, if he would.* We grant it : and so could they who re-

ject Clirist. They are under no other necessity in the one
case, than Pharaoh was in the other.

Whatever dissimilarity there may be between the condition

olfallen angels and that of sinners in the present life, who
will finally perish; the case of the former sufficiently serves
to refute the supposition of P. The redemption of man has
certainly been an occasion of a world of guilt to those revolt-

ed spirits. Had not Christ come, Satan could never have had
an opportunity to have sinned in the manner he has, in tempt-
ing him, instigating his murderers, and, all along, opposing
the spread of his kingdom. But would it be right, therefore
for Satan, in behalf of himself and his associates, to plead in
this manner at the great assize— « Why were we not confined
to the deep? Seeing no mercy was designed for us, where
was the justice of suffering us to range in the world, where it

was certain we should only increase our guilt, and so be pun-
ishcd the more severely ? Surely our first revolt was enough
for us, without being suffered to go any farther ?*

If the reasoning of P. on this subject, particularly in p. 57
prove any thing, it will prove, not merely that sinners ought
not to be punished more severely ; but that, if it were not for
grace provided for them, they ought not to be punished ar
all. In that case one should think, the greatest grace would
have been to have let them alone, and left thcin under the ru-
ins of the fall

: then had they been blameless and harmless,
without rebuke, and, consequently, unexposed to misery, either
here or hereafter.

After ail, I question if P. really means any thing more by
his notion of grace, than we do by natural ability. We allow
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that men can come to Christ, and do things spiiitually good,

if they 'will. He is not satisfied, it seems, with this : they

must have something of grace given, or offered, or otherwise

they cannot be accountable beings. Well : what does it all

amount to ? Does he mean, that they must have something

of real good and holy inclination in them ? I question if he will

affirm this. Does he mean, that this supposed grace does any

thing effectual towards making them willing ? No such thing.

What, then, does he mean '' Nothing, that I can compre-

hend, more than this—That men may come to Christ, if they

will. His whole scheme of grace, therefore, amounts to no

more than our natural ability. We admit that men in general

are possessed of this ability ; but, then, we have no notion of

calling it grace. If we must be accountable beings, we ap-

prehend this to be no more than an exercise oi justice. And,

in fact, our opponents, whatever terms they use, think the

same ; for, though they call it grace, and so would seem to

mean that it is something for which we had no claim, yet the

constant drift of their writings proves, that they mean no such

thing ; for they, all along, plead that it would be unjust and

cruel in God to withhold it, and yet to treat them as account-

able beings. P. does not scruple to compare it to the conduct

of an Egyptian task-master, who required brick without straw.

What end, therefore, they can have in calling this power by

the name of grace, it is difficult to say, unless it be to avoid

the odium of seeming to ascribe to divine grace nothing at all.

For my part, I apprehend that, whatever grace is provided

for, or bestowed upon men, they are altogether inexcusable,

without any consideration of that nature whatever. Some of

the principal reasons for which are as follow :— 1, The term
grace implies that the subject is totally unworthy, altogether

inexcusable, and destitute of any claim; and all this, previous

to, and independent of, its bestowment : otherwise grace is no

more grace. 2. The heathen, in their ignorance of God, are

said to be ivithout excuse: and that, not from the considera-

tion of grace bestowed upon them : unless by " grace** is

meant simply the means of knowledge by the works of crea-

tion, answering to the testimony of conscience within them.

That nuhich may be known of God, says the Apostle, is mani-

fest in them, for God hath shoivedit unto them. For the ini.fi.

VOL. J. S N
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sible things of him from the creation of the world are clearly

seen, being understood by the things that are made, even his

eternal flower and Godhead; so that they are without excuse.*

3. The manner in which the godly have prayed for grace to

fulfil their duty, and to preserve them from sin, shows that

they considered themselves as obliged to duty, and as liable

to sin, antecedently to its bestowment. Thou hast commanded

us fhat we should keep, thy firecefits diligently : that my

ways were directed to kecfi thy statutes I— We know not what

we should firay for as we ought; but the S/iirit itself hcl/icth

our infrmitif^s.—Hold up. my goings in thy paths, that 7ny

footsteps slip not.—O that thou wouldest keep me from evil,

that it 7nay not grieve me !—Keep back thy servantfrom pre-

sumptuous sins: then shall I be innocent from the great trans-

gression.^ 4. Fallen angels are under a moral inability to

love God, or to do any thing that is really good, and no grace

is provided for them ; yet they are without excuse.

P. informs us of some unsuccessful conferences which he

has frequently had with unconverted sinners, in endeavouring,

upon Calvinistic principles, to fix blame upon their conscien-

ces, (p. 60.) If I had had the pleasure of being a bystander

in one or more of those conferences, I imagine I should have

seen a very easy conquest : and no wonder ; people seldom

manage to the best advantage those principles which they do

not believe. We too often see this exemplified, when a con-

troversy is written in the form of a dialogue.

I do not apprehend that P. intended to plead the cause of

the infernal legions in their continued enmity to, and rebellion

against the Most High ; but, if I am not greatly mistaken,

the purport of his reasoning is fully of that tendency. There

is only one particular wanting; viz. deriving their depravity

from a predecessor, to render all their iniquities, according

to his reasoning, entirely excusable. They cannot now find

in their hearts to do aught but evil : and, no grace being be-

stowed upon them to deliver them, wherein can consist their

• Rom. i. 19, 20.

f Psa. cxix. 4, 5. Rom. viii. 26. Psa. xvii. 5. 2 Chron. iv. 10.

Psa. xix. 13



Sect. S.] PHILANTHROPOS. 283

blame ? It is true, each of them brought his depravity upon

himself, without deriving it from another ; and this may prove

them to have been to blame in their Jirst revolt^ but not in

any thing that follows. They sinned, to be sure, at the be-

ginning : but, if the reasoning of P. be just, I do not see how
they can have sinned/rom it. He insists upon it, that, in these

cases, there is no difference between a natural and moral in-

ability ; " for what we cannot do, we cannot do.'* (p. 60.)

Now, in all cases of natural inability, the party is excusable,

even though he may, by his own fault, have brought that in-

ability upon himself. If a man, by debauchery, or excess,

bring upon himself an utter disability for ail future employ-

ment ; it is not then his duty to do the same business which it

was before. It is true, it does not excuse his former intem-

perance ; for in that he was to blame : but it excuses his

present cessation from business : for that he is not to blame ;

nor can any person blame him. This will hold good in all

cases of natural ability whatever ; and, if there is no difference

"between that and what is of a moral nature, the same reason-

ing will apply to the fallen angels. They were certainly to

blame for their first revolt, by which they contracted their in-

ability ; but how can they be to blame for continuing what

they are ? Their propensity to evil is now become invincible,

and no grace is bestowed upon them, to deliver them from it

;

how, then, can they be to blame ? And if truth is of a like

force in all places, and at all times, why should not the plough-

boy's argument, as it is called, " What we cannot do, we can-

not do," be as irrefragable in the language of an apostate an-

^el, as of an apostate man ?
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SECTION III.

ON FAITH IN CHRIST BEING A REQUIREMENT OF THE
MORAL LAW.

1 FIND it difficult to come at the real sentiments of P.

touchinp; the moral law. Sometimes, he speaks of it as "an

jnvariahle rule of human conduct, and infallible test of riij;ht

and wrong;" (p. 67.) at other times, he speaks of it as wholly

abrogated; as if final misery was not brought upon sinners by

their transgression of the law, but by their rejection of the

overtures of mercy." (p. 86.) In his Ninth Letter, he ad-

jnits that men " are bound, as subjects of God*s moral govern-

ment, to embrace whatever he reveals." (p. 89.) One should

think, that, if so, a rejection of the overtures of mercy must

itself be a transgiession of the law. And yet he, all along,

speaks of our obligations to obey the gospel as arising, if not

wholly, yet chiefly, from the gospel itself. He does not seem

willing to deny the thing in full ; for he cautiously uses the

terms " wholly and chiefly :" and yet, if his arguments, espe-

cially from the contrary nature of the two dispensations, (p. 90.)

from the silence of scripture, &c. Sec. prove any thing, they

will prove, that our obligations to obey the gospel must arise

wholly and entirely from the gospel itself, and not from the

moral law.*

The purport of all the reasoning of P. on this subject sup-

poses me to maintain, that men are exhorted and invited

TO SUCH AND SUCH THINGS, MERELY AS MATTER OF DUTY,

WITHOUT ANY PROMISE OF SALVATION ON THEIR COMPLIANCE.

Hence he speaks of " binding men down in chains of dark-

ness ;" of their " seeking the salvation of their souls in vain;*'

(p. 46.) with various things of the kind : whereas I have giv-

"^ That there is a sense in which our obligation to comply with the

gospel doos arise from tlie gospel itself, is allowed. On this subject \

nave given my thoughts in the former treatise, p. 41.
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en sufficient proof of the contrary throughout the former

treatise ;
particularly in pp. 102— 104. It is, all along, sup-

posed that eternal salvation is promised by a faithful God to

any and every exercise of what is spiritually good ; and that,

if every sinner who hears the gospel were truly to come to

Christ for salvation, every such sinner would undoubtedly be

saved.

It must be upon this mistaken supposition, that P. denies

the gospel upon our principles to be in itself " good news."

(p. 92.) or, in its own nature, a " real privilege." (p. 87.)

But, unless the aversion of men's hearts from embracing the

gospel, (if grace is not provided, to enable them to do so,)

makes that to be no privilege which would otherwise be so,

such a consequence cannot justly be imputed to our senti-

ments. This, however, will not be admitted : yet P. seems
to take it for granted, and proceeds to draw consequences
from it, as an undoubted truth.

There is some force in what P. has advanced on the sub-
ject of trust; (p. 32.) and, for any thing I yet perceive, he is

in the riglit in supposing that the venture of the four lepers

into the Syrian camp could not properly be called by that

name. It should be considered, however, that the above case,

which I produced for illustration, was not designed as a fiev'

feet refiresentation of a sinner's application to Christ. I never
supposed it possible for a soul to apply to Christ, and be dis-

appointed. Whether the resolution of the lepers can be call-

ed trusty or not, it never was my design to prove that a sin-

ner has no greater encouragement to apply to Christ than they
had in their proposed application to the Syrians. On the con-
trary, the purport of the argument in that place was thus ex-
pressed: " [f it would be right to venture, even in such a case
as that, surely Christ's having promised, saying, Him that
Cometh unto me I will in nowise cast out, cannot make it other-
wise, (p. 133.)

I admit, there is no doubt of a sinner's acceptance, who,
from his heart, applies at the feet of Christ, as one who is utter^

ly lost, and righteously condemned
; yet I do not feel the force

of my opponent's censure, when, speaking of coming to Christ
with a < Peradventure he will save my life,* he calls it the
mere language of heathenism, A heathen's having used si;ch
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Ianguac;e does not prove it to be the mere language of /lea-

t/icnisvi: nor is it so. Peter exhorted the sorcerer, saying,

Rc/ic7\t therefore of this thy ivickedness^ if perhaps the

thought of thy heart may be forgiven thee.* Though there

be no doubt of one who truly comes to Christ being accept-

ed, yet there may be some doubt concerning a person's com-

ing in the spirit of the gospel ; and I believe it is not usual

for a person, on his first application to Christ, to be able to

decide upon that matter. On these accounts, I should think

it is usual for a sinner, on his first application to the Saviour,

to pray to the Lord, if so he tliat the evils of his heart and

life may be forgiven him. It is not the way of a contrite sin-

ner to come as a claimant, but as a suppliant : He fiutteih his

mouth in the dust^ if so be there may be hofie.-f

Trust, according to my present apprehensions, when used

to express faith in Christ, refers, like that, to a divine testi'

7nony, or promise. That for which every sinner who hears

the gospel ought to trust in Christ is this ; that, if he truly

come to him, he shall surely be accepted of him; for this is

testifed, ov promised. He ought not so to trust in Christ, as

to depend upon being saved by him, whether he come to him

in the spirit of the gospel or not, (for that would be trusting

in a falsehood,) but so as to give up every false object of

confidence, and make trial of the divine veracity.

If there is any difference between the manner in which a

sinner ought to trust in Christ, and in which a saint does trust

in him, it appears to be this ; the former ought to trust in

God's promise, that, if he co7ne, he shall be accepted, and so

make the trial ; the latter may be conscious that he has coine

to Christ, and does fall in with his gospel and government

;

and, if so, he trusts in his promise for the happy issue. There

arc seasons, however, in which true saints are in great dark-

ness about their evidences for glory. At those times, they

find it necessary to exercise renewed acts of trust on Christ

in the manncr7?r.9; described. Not possessing a certain con-

sciousness that they do fall in with his gospel and govern-

ment, all they can do is to consider, that the promise is still

in force, Him that cometh tinto me, J ivillin 7iowise cast out;

and so make trial afresh of the Redeemer's veracity.

• Acts viii. 22. f I-a"i- iii- 29.
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P. seems to think, that his sentiments lay a proper founda-

tion for trust, to every poor sinner ; and that ours do not. But
what has any sinner to trust in uponJhis principles, more than

upon ours ? According to our principles, any sinner may
trust that he shall be saved, if he come to Christ: and what do

his do more ? They do not warrant a sinner to trust that he
shall be saved, whether he come to Christ or not ; for, though

P. supposes Christ died for all, yet he maintains that many of

those for whom he died will finally perish- I see no advan-

tage whatever, therefore, attending his scheme, in laying a

more solid and extensive foundation for a sinner's trust than

ours.

If I am not very much mistaken, P. has greatly confound-

ed two very different things ; viz. an obligation and an encour-

agement to believe. The one, I suppose, arises from the

moral law ; the other from the gospel. That the encourage-

ments held out to sinners to return to God by Jesus Christ be-

long to the law, is what I never affirmed. P. has quoted various

scriptures, in his Ninth Letter, of an encouraging nature ; and
these, doubtless, are the language of the gospel. But the

question is, does our obligation to believe arise from these en-

couragements, or from the injunctions with which they are

connected ? The encouragement of the prodigal to return,

and make a frank acknowledgment to his father, arose from
his father's well-known clemency, and there being bread

enough in his house, and to spare ; but that was not the ground
of his obligation. It had been right and fit for him to have
returned, whether such a ground of encouragement had ex-

isted, or not.

As to those encouragements being improper without a pro^

vision of mercxj : if it were possible for any returning sinner

to be refused admittance for a want of a sufficiency in the death
of Christ, this might be admitted, but not else. And, if by a

provision of mercy is meant no more than a provision of par-

don to all who believe, and supposing, for argument's sakcj

every man in the world should return to God in Christ's name^
that they would all be accepted, I have no objections to ito

At the same time, it is insisted, that no man ever did come to

Christ, or ever can find in his heart to do so, but whom the

Father draws. But more of this hereafter : at present, I §hall
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offer a few arguments for the following position ;—Though
the encouragements of a sinner to come to Christ arise whol-

ly from the gospel, yet his obligation so to do arises from the

moral law.

I. All obligation must arise from some law. If, therefore,

our obligations to believe in Christ do not arise from the mor-
al law, they must arise from the gospel as a new law : but
the gospel, as P. admits, is simply good news; (p. 5.) and
news, whether good or bad, relates not to precepts or injunc-

tions, but to tidings proclaimed.

II. Sin is defined, by an inspired apostle, to be the trana-

gression of the law* If this be a perfect definition, it must

extend to all sin ; and consequently to unbelief, or a rejection

of God*s way of salvation. But, if unbelief be a transgres-

sion of the law, faith, which is the opposite, must be one of

its requirements.

III. If love to God includes faith in Christ wherever he

is revealed by the gospel, then the moral law, which express-

ly requires the former, must also require the latter. In proof

that love to God includes faith in Christ, I ask leave to re-

fer the reader to pages 39—41, and 81—84, of the former

treatise.

p. allows my " reasonings on the extent of the moral law,

in pages 121, 122, are very conclusive;" but what he calls

*• analogical reasonings, in this and other places, from the law

to the gospel, he cannot think to be equally conclusive, unless

the dispensation of the law, and that of the gospel were the

same." (p. 67.) If I understand what he refers to by analogi-

cal reasonings, it is the argument contained in those pages

to which I have just now referred the reader. I might here

ask. Is what was advanced in those pages answered ? I do not

recollect that any thing like an answer to it is attempted by

any one of my opponents. If the reasoning is inconclusive,

I should suppose its deficiency is capable of being detected.

Let P. or any other person prove, if he is able, that supreme

love to God would not necessarily lead a fallen creature, who

has heard the gospel of Christ, to embrace him as God's way

of salvation ; or let him invalidate those arguments in the

• 1 John iii. 4.
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pages referred to, in which the contrary is maintained. Let

him consider also, whether, if he succeed, he will not, in so

doing, invalidate the reasoning of our Lord to the Jews, /
know yoUy that ye have not the love of God in you. I am
come in my Father*s name^ and ye receive me not*

That the law and the gospel are two very different dispen-

sations, is allowed. The one is a mere inefficient rule, re-

quiring what is right, but giving no disposition to a compli-

ance ; the other provides for the bestowment of the Holy
Spirit, by which we are renewed in the spirit of our mind.

The gospel makes effectual provision for the producing of

those dispositions which the law simply requires. The law

condemns the sinner, the gospel justifies him. On these ac-

counts, the former is fitly called the letter luhich killeth,

and the latter the spirit which giveth LiFE.f For these rea-

sons also, with others, the gospel is a better covenant. All

this may be allowed, without making it a new law, requiring a

kind of obedience that shall be within the compass of a carnal

mind, and different in its nature from that required by the

moral law.

IV. Unbelievers will be accused and convicted by Moses

:

their unbelief must, therefore, be a breach of the law of Mo-
ses. After our Lord had complained of the Jews, that they

would not come unto him^ thai they might have life ; that though
he was come in his Father*s name, yet they received him not

;

he adds, Do not think that I will accuse you to the Father

^

there is one that accuseth you, even M-OSESy in whom ye trust.

For had ye believed Moses, ye ivould have believed me. ^ It is

very plain, I think, from this passage, that the thing for which

Moses would accuse them was a rejection of Christ and the

way of salvation by him ; which, according to our Lord*s

reasoning, implied a rejection of the writings of Moses.§

From hence, therefore, it is inferred, that a compliance with

the gospel is what the law of Moses requires, and a non-com*

• John v. 42, 43. t 2 Cor. iii. 6. i John v. 45.

§ By Moses' accusing' them, 1 apprehend, is meant the law of Moses,

which condemns the Jews to this present time, for not believing- in that

prophet whom Moses foretold, Deut. xviii.. 18, iP.

VOL. I. ^ O
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pliancc with it is a matter for which that law will accuse and

condemn.*

P. has brought many proofs of the invitations of scripturn

being enforced on gospel principles. This is a matter I should

never have thought of denying. But, if an invitation to believe

in Christ, enforced by gospel motives, will prove that faith is

not a requirement of the moral law, then invitations to love

God, to fear him, and to lie low before him, enforced in the

same manner, will prove the same of them. Love, fear, and

hnmility, are enforced upon gospel principles, as well as faith

in Christ. Things which eye hath not seen, nor car heard,

and of which it hath not entered into the heart of man to con-

ceive, are prepared for them who love God. The exhorta-

tions to/car God arc not more numerous than the promises of

mercy to those who are of such a spirit. Men are exhorted

• If I understand P. he considers the moral law as a system of govern^

nient now no longer in force ; and the gospel as a new system of govern-

ment, more suited to the state of fallen creatures, which has taken place

of it : for he supposes, that •* final misery is not now brought upon men

by their transgression of the moral law, but by their rejection of the

overtures of mercy." (p. 86.) Final misery, we are sure, must be brought

upon men by sin, be it against what law it may ; and, whatever law it is

the breach of which subjects us to final misery, that must be the law

that we arc under. If this is not the moral law, then men are not under

that law, nor can it be to us *' the standard of right and wrong." If the

gospel be anew system of government, taking place of the moral law,

then all the precepts, prohibitions, promises, and threatenings, the ne-

glect of which subjects men to final misery, must belong to the former,

and not to the latter.

How far these sentiments accord with the scripture account of either

law or gospel, let the reader judge. Let it be considered also, whether

it is not much more consistent with both, to conceive of the former as

the guardian of tlie latter, enjoining whatever regards are due to it, and

punishing every instance of neglect and contempt of it. Such a view of

things accords with the passage in John v. just cited, and is in nowise

contradicted by those scriptures to which we are referred in page 86.

(Jn the conlrary, one of tliose passages, viz. 2 Thes. i. 8. in my opinion,

tends to establish it, and is in direct contradiction to the hypothesis of

V. Vengeance is said to be taken on men, not vierely for their disobe-

dience to the gospel, but, as well, for tlieir ignorance of God, which is

distuiguished from tlie other, and is manifeslly a, breach of the moral

law.
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to humble themselves under the mighty hand of God, with the

encouragement that he will lift them up. These are all gos*

pel motives ; yet P. will not deny that the dispositions enforced

are requirements of the moral law. Even relative duties, such

as those of husbands and wives, parents and children, masters

and servants. Sec. which certainly are of a moral nature, are,

nevertheless, enforced by gospel motives.

But " How can the gospel answer the end of recovering

miserable men," it is asked, " if it contain neiv injunctions^

equally impossible, if not more so, than the moral law itself;

and these injunctions enforced by more awful punishments ?"

(p. 93.) I might ask in return, How can the gospel have a

tendency to recover sm/w/ men from their evil propensities
<^ if

it is a kind of law which requires only such exercises with

which those propensities may consist ? It can have no such

tendency, unless tolerating an evil has a tendency to de=j

stroy it.

' But is not the gospel adapted, as a mean, to recover lost

sinners ?' Yes, it is. By the cross of Christ, it exhibits the

evil of sin in stronger colours than all the curses of the law
could paint it ; and so has a tendency, in the hand of the Holy
Spirit, to convince the world of sin. Nor is this all : it exhi->

bits a Saviour to the guilty soul, to keep him from despair,

which, at the same time, tends to conquer his heart with a

view of God's free and self-moved goodness. A person thus

conquered would admire the free and sovereign grace of the

gospel, but he would abhor the thought of a gospel that

should make Jehovah stoop to the vile inclinations of his apos-

tate creatures. His prayer would be, not, < Incline thy testi-^

monies to my heart ;* but, < my heart to thy testimonies.*

But " Could the gospel have a tendency to recover lost

sinners, if it contained new injunctions equally impossible, if

not more so than the moral law itself?'* I own, I think it

could not. And who supposes it could ? Surely P. must
have here forgotten himself. Does he not know that those

are his own sentiments, rather than mine ; so far, however, as

relates to the gospel containing new injunctions ! I suppose
the gospel, strictly speaking, to contain no injtuictions at all,

but merely the good tidings of salvation by Jesus Christ ; and

tliat, whatever precepts or injunctions ^re to be found re-
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speding; its being; embraced, they are the diversified language

of the moral law, which obliges men, as P. himself allows, to

" embrace whatever God reveals." (p. 89.)

Sometimes, the word gospel is used in a large sense, for

the whole of the Christian dispensation, as contained in the

New-Testament, or the whole of that religion taught by

Christ and his apostles, whether doctrinal or practical. In

this use of the word, we sometimes speak of the Jirecefits of

the gos/iel. But, when the term gospel is used in a strict

sense, it denotes merely the good news proclaimed to lost

sinners through the mediation of Christ. In this view, it

stands opposed to the moral law, and, in itself, contains no in-

junctions at all. If the gospel were a new system of gov-

ernment taking place of the mora] law, one should think there

would be no farther need of the latter ; w-hereas Christ, in his

sermon on the mount, maintained its perpetuity, and largely

explained and enforced its precepts. Do ive then make void

the laiv through faith ? God forbid : yea^ ive establish the

law.

SECTION IV.

ON THE DEATH OF CHRIST.

J. HE extent of Christ's death is well known to have been

a matter of great controversy. For my part, I cannot pre-

tend to so much reading upon the subject, as to be fully ac-

quainted with the arguments used on either side. If I write

any thing about it, it will be a few plain thoughts, chiefly the

result of reading the sacred scriptures.

I think no one can imagine, that I am under any obligation,

from the laws of controversy, to follow P. into a long and la-

boured defence of the limited extent of Christ's death. All

that can be reasonably thought incumbent upon me is, to treat

of it so far as respects its consistency or inconsistency with in-
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definite invitations. On this score, I might very M^ell be ex-

cused from entering upon any defence of the subject itself, or

answering the arguments advanced for the contrary. What-

ever notice is taken of either, will be rather in compliance

with what has been done by my opponent, than in conformity

to the laws of disputation.

I suppose P. is not ignorant, that Calvinists in general have

considered the particularity of redemption as consisting, not

in the degree of Christ's sufferings, (as though he must have

suffered more, if more had been finally saved,) or in any in-

sufficiency that attended them, but in the sovereign purpose

and design of the Father and the Son, whereby they were con-

stituted or appointed the price of redemption, the objects of

that redemption ascertained, and the ends to be answered by

the whole transaction determined. They suppose the suffer-

ings of Christ, in themselves considered, are of injinite value,

sufficient to have saved all the world, and a thousand worlds,

if it had pleased God to have constituted them the price of

their redemption, and to have made them effectual to that end.

Farther ; whatever difficulties there may appear in these sub-

jects, they, in general, suppose that there is in the death of

Christ a sufficient ground for indefinite calls and universal invi-

tations ; and that there is no mockery, or insincerity, in the Ho-
ly One in any one of these things.*

These views of the subject accord with my own. I knov/

• *' The obedience and sufferings of Christ,'* says Witsius, "consider-

ed in themselves, are, on account of the infinite dignity of the person, of
that value as to have been sufficient for redeeming not only all and every

man in particular, but many myriads besides, had it so pleased God and
Christ that he should have undertaken and satisfied for them." And
again, " The obedience and sufferings of Christ arc of such worth, that

all, without exception, who come to him, may find perfect salvation in

him : and it was the will of God that this truth should, without distinc-

tion, be proposed both to them that are to be saved, and to them that

are to perish : with a charge not to neglect so great salvation, but to re-

pair to Christ with true contrition of soul ; and with a most sincere de-

claration, that all who come to him shall find salvation in him. John
vi. 40." (Economy^ Vol. I. Chap. IX. To the same purpose speaks Pe-
ter Du Moulin, in his Anatomy ofArminianism, Cliap. XXVII. § 9. And
Dr. Owen, in his Death of Death, Book lY. Chap. I. also in his J)i\f}Iq7i

of Armiiiianism, Chap. IX.
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not but that there is the same objective fulness and sufficien-

cy in the obedience and sufi'crings of Christ, for the salvation

of sinners, as there is in the power of the Holy Spirit ior their

renovation : both are infinite
j
yet both are applied under the

direction of infinite wisdom and uncontrollable sovereignty.

It is allowed, that the death of Christ has opened a way where-

by God can, consistently with his justice, forgive any sinner

whatever, who returns to him by Jesus Christ. If we were

to suppose, for argument's sake, that all the inhabitants of the

globe should thus return, it is supposed not one soul need be

sent away, for want of a sufficiency in Christ's death to render

his pardon and acceptance consistent with the rights of jus-

tice. But, great and necessary as this mercy is, if nothing

more than this had been done, not one of the human race had

ever been saved. It is necessary to our salvation, that a wai/

and an highway to God should be opened ; Christ is such a

way, and is as free for any sinner to walk in, as any highway

whatever from one place to another ; but, considering the de-

pravity of human nature, it is equally necessary that some ef-

fectual provision should be made for our walking- in that way.*

/We conceive, that the Lord Jesus Christ made such a provi-

sion by his death, thereby procuring the certain bestowment

of faith, as well as all other spiritual blessings which follow

upon it ; that, in regard of all the ^ons who are finally brought

to glory, he was the suraty, or ca/iiaiuy of their salvation

;

that their salvation was, properly speaking, the end, or de-

sign, of his death. And herein, we suppose, consists the par-

ticularity of redemption.

I think I might reduce all that is necessary to be said up-

on this subject to two questions

—

First: Had our Lord Jesus

Christ any absolute deternmiationj in his death, to save any of

the human race ? Secondly: Supposing such a determination

to exist concerning some, which does not exist concerning

others, is this consistent with indefinite calls and universal in-

vitations ? The discussion of these two questions will contain

Uie substance of what I shall advance upon the subject ; but,

* 1 use the metaphor of a way, the rather because it conveys an idea

sufliciently deal- ; and is frequently applied to Christ in the scriptures.

John xiv. 4—C. Isa. xxxv, b. Jtr. vi. 16.
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as pretty much is required to be said, I shall subdivide the

whole into four lesser sections.

§ 1. Containing a discussion of the fhist question,

Whether our Lord Jesus Christ had any absolute de-

termination in his death to save any oe the human
race ?

If the affirmative of this question be proved ; if it be shown
that Christ had such an absolute purpose in his death ; the

limited extent of that purpose must follow of course. The
reason is plain: an absolute purpose must be effectual. If it

extended to all mankind, all mankind would certainly be
saved. Unless, therefore, we will maintain the final salvation

of all mankind, we must either suppose a limitation to the

absolute determination of Christ to save, or deny any such
determination to exist. The scheme of P. concurs with the

latter, supposing that by the death of Christ a mere condi-

tional provision of redemption is made for all mankind. I own
I think otherwise ; some of the reasons for which are as

follows

:

I. The firomises made to Christ of the certain efficacy of
his death. One of our grand objections to the scheme of P.
is, that, in proportion as he extends the objects for whom
Christ died beyond those who are actually saved, he diminish-
es the efficacy of his death, and renders all the promises
concerning it of no account. His scheme, instead of making
redemption universal, supposes that Christ's death did not
properly redeem any man, nor render the salvation of any
man a matter of certainty. It only procured an offer of re-

demption and reconciliation to mankind in general. We ap-
prehend this is diminishing the efficacy of Christ's death,
without answering any valuable end. Nor is this all : such an
hypothesis appears, to us, utterly inconsistent with all those
scriptures where God the Father is represented as firomising
his Son a reward for his suflerings in the salvation of poor
sinners. God the Father engaged, saying. Thy people shall

be 'Willing in the day of thy power, in the beauties of holiness

from the womb of the morning; thou hast (or shalt have)
the dew of thy youth. Yes : he engaged that he should see
his seed; that the pleasure of Jehovah should prosper in his

hand; that he should see of the travail of his soulj and be
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satisfied; and by his knoivledgc^ it was added, shall my righ-

teous servant justify many^ for he shall bear their iniquities.

It was promised to Christ, as the reward of his sufferings,

that fcings should see, and arise: /irinces also, it was added,

shall ivorshi/i, because of the Lord that is faithful; and the

Holy One of Israel shall choose thee: thus saith Jehovah,

In an accefitable time have I heard thee, and in a day of sal-

-vation have I hel/ied thee ; and I ivill jireserve thee, and give

thee for a coxnmant of the fieofile ; to establish the earth, to

cause to inherit the desolate heritages; that thou mayest say

to the prisoners, Go forth, and to them that sit in darkness^

Shonu yourselves.—Behold, these shall come from far; and

lo these from the north and from the nvest, and these frovi

the land of Sinim!* But what security, I ask, was there for

the fulfilment of these promises, but upon the supposition of

the certain salvation of some of the human race ? How could

it be certain that Christ should justify many, if there was no

effectual provision made that a?iy should knoiif and believe in

him ? and what propriety was there in assigning his bearing

their iniquities as his reason and evidence of it, if there is

no necessary connexion between our iniquities being borne

away, and our persons being justified ?

II. The characters under which Christ died. He laid down

his life as a she/iherd; and for whom should we expect him

to die in that character ? For the sheefi, no doubt. So the

scriptures inform us : The good she/iherd giveth his life for

the sheefi. Hay down my life for the sheep. Those for whom

Christ laid down his life are represented as being his sheep,

prior to their coming to the fold. These, saith the blessed

Redeemer, Imust bring; and they shall hear my voice ; and

there shall be one fold, and one shepherd. As sheep are com-

mitted into the hands of a shepherd, and as he becomes re-

sponsible for their preservation or restoration, so Christ is re-

presented as the great shepherd of the sheep, whose blood was

shed by covenant; and who, by fulfilling that covenant, was

entitled to a discharge, which, as the representative of those

for whom he died, he enjoyed in his resurrection from the

dcadt
• Psa. ex. 3. Isa. liii. 10, 11. xllx. 7—9. 12.

j- John X. 11. 15, IG. Ileb. xlil. 20.
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Ap-ain : Christ laid down his life as a husband; and for

whom should we expect him to die in that character ? For his

bride, surely. So the scriptures inform us : Husbands, love

your luives, even as Christ also laved the church, and gave

himselffor it. The love of a husband, of which his death is

here supposed to be the result, is certainly discriminating

»

If it is said, ' True ; but the church here means actual be-

lievers ;' I reply, If they were actual believers, I should sup-

pose they were not unsanctifed ; for faith purifies the heart t

but Christ gave himself that he might sanctify them ivith the

washing of water by the word. Besides, he did not die for

believers, as such ; for, while we were yet enemies, Christ

died for us : but he died for the church, as such considered.

This is evident, for that his death is represented as resulting

from his love, which he exercises as a husband. I conclude,

therefore, the church cannot, in this place, be understood of

those only who actually believed.*

Again : Christ laid down his life as a surety. He is ex-

pressly called the surety of a better testament. He needed

not to be a surety in the behalf of the Father, to see to the

fulfilment of the promises, seeing there was no possibility of

his failing in what he had engaged to bestow ; but there Avas

danger on our part. Ought we not, therefore, to suppose,

that, after the example of the high- priest under the law, Christ

was a surety for the fieofile, to God ? and, if so, we cannot

extend the objects for whom he was a surety, beyond those

who are finally saved, without supposing him to fail in what

he has undertaken. In perfect conformity with these senti-

ments, the following scriptures represent our Lord Jesus, I

apprehend, as having undertaken the certain salvation of all

those for whom he lived and died. It became him for whom,

are all things-~~in bringing many sons unto glory, to make the

eafitain of their salvation jierfcct through sufferings. He
died, not for the Jewish nation only, but that he might gather

together in one the children of God that were scattered abroad

-—The children being partakers of flesh and blood, he also

took part of the same.—Here am I, and the children whom the

I^ord hath given me. Though we receive not i^Q power^ or

* Eplies. v. 25, 26..
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firivile^e^ to become the sons of God till after we believe in

Christ
;
yet, from before the foundation of the worid, were

\fc predestinated to the adoption of children^ by Jesus Christ

unto himself, according to the good pleasure of his will ; and

so, in the esteem of God, were considered as children^ even

while as yet we lay scattered abroad under the ruins of the

fall.*

Once more : Christ laid down his life as a sacrifice of atone-

ment ; and for whom did the priests under the law offer up the

sacrifice ? For those, surely, on whose behalf it wdiS sari ctif.-

€dj or set apart for that purpose. Some of the Jewish sacri-

fices were to make atonement for the sin of an individual

;

others for the sins of the whole nation : but every sacrifice

had its special appointment, and was supposed to atone for

the sins of those, and those only, on whose behalf it was of-

fered. Now, Christ, being about to offer himself a sacri-

fice for sin, spake on this wise : J^or their sakes I sanctify my-

self that they aho may be sanctified through the truth. 'For

their sakes,* as though he had said, ' who were given me of

the Father, I set myself apart as a victim to vengeance, that I

may consecrate r-td present'them faultless before the presence

of my Father. 'tf

III. Such effects are ascribed to the death of Christ as do

not terminate upon all mankind. Those for whom Christ

died are represented as being redeemed by the shedding of his

blood ; He hath redeemed us from the curse of the law, bein^

made a curse for us.\ But redemption includes the forgive-

ness of sin ; (Ephes. i. 7. Col. i. 14.) and we know that to be

a blessing which does not terminate upon all mankind.§ Far •

* Heb. vii. 22. ii. 10. 13, 14. John xi. 52. 1. 12. Ephes. i. 4, 5.

I John xvii. 9. 19. t Gal. iii. 13.

§ P. I suppose, has felt the force of this reasoning heretofore, andj

therefore, if I am rightly informed, he disowns a universal redemption

^

supposing tliat, properly speaking, Christ did not, by laying down his

life, redeem any man ; that no person can be said to have been redeem-

ed, till lie has believed in Christ. It is true, we receive this blessing

when we believe, as we then receive the atonement. It is then that we
have redemption through liis blood, even the forgiveness of sins : but,

as it does not follow from our receiving the atonement when we believe,

that atonement was not properly made when Christ hung upon the cros<i.
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ther : it is not only ascribed to the death of Christ that par-

don and acceptance are procured for all who return in his

name ; but any return at all is attributed to the same cause i

He gave himselffor us^ that he might redeem us from all

iniquity^ and purify unto himself a jieculiar fieofile ^ zealoua

of good works. He gave himself for the church, that he

might sanctify and cleanse it. Our old man is said to be cru-

cifed ivith him^ that the body of sin might be destroyed. But
we see not these effects produced upon all mankind ; nor are

all mankind his peculiar people.*

IV. Christ is said to have borne the sins of many ; and the

blood of the new covenant was shed for many^ for the remission

of sins.f The term many, it is allowed, when opposed to

one, or to few, is sometimes used for an unlimited number i

in one such instance, it is put for all mankind. But it is self-evi-

dent, that, when no such opposition exists, it is always used

for a limited number, and generally stands opposed to alL

Who the many are, in Isa. liii. 12. whose sins he bare, may be

known by comparing it with the verse foregoing : By his

knowledge (that is, by the knowledge of him) shall my righte-

ous servant justify many ; for he shall bear their iniqnities.

Therefore will I divide him a fiortion with the great, and he

v'ihall divide the sp.oil with the strong, because he hath floured

out his soul unto death : he was numbered with the transgres'^

go neither does it follow from our having redemption when we believe,

that Christ did not properly redeem us when he laid down his life.

Certain it is, that the passage before cited (Gal. iii. XZ.) refers not to

what takes place on our believing-, but to what was done at the time

when Christ was made a curse for us by hanging upon the tree.

Though I apprehend for the reasons above, that being redeemed from

the curse of die law does not necessarily suppose the subject to be in

the actual possession of that blessing ; yet, to understand it of any thing

less than such a virtual redemption as effectually secured our enjoy-

ment of deliverance in the fulness of time, is to reduce it to no mean"

jing at all. We must either allow it to mean thus much, or say, with

P. that Christ, in laying down his life for us, did not redeem any man

;

(but this, at present, appearsj to me, to be contradicting^, rather than

explaining, scripture.

* Titus ii. 14. Ephes. v. 26. Rom. vi. ^,

t Isa. liii. 12. Matt. xxvi= 18, ^
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sorSf he bare the sins of many^ and made intercession for the

transgressors. There is no reason, that I know of, to be giv-

en, why the many, whose sins he bare, should be understood

of any other persons than the many who by his knowledge

are justified, and who, it must be allowed, arc not all man-

kind.

V. The intercession of Christ, which is founded upon his

death, and expressive of its grand design, extends not to all

mankind: I p.ray for them: says Christ, I firay not for the

KVorid, but for them whom thou hast given me, for they are

thine * The intercession of the priests under the law, so far

as I know, was always in behalf of the same persons for whom
the oblation was offered. The persons prayed for by our Lord

must either mean those who were then believers, to the exclu-

sion of the unbelieving world ; or, all who should, at any pe-

riod of time, believe, to the exclusion of those who should final-

ly perish. That Christ prayed for those who then believed in

him, is granted ; but that his intercession was confined to them,

and excluded all that did not believe in him, cannot be admit-

ted, for the following reasons ; 1. Christ prays for all that were

giveji him of the Father : but the term given is not applied

to believers as such : for men are represented as given of the

Tather, prior to their coming to Christ. John vi. 37. 2. The
scripture account of Christ's intercession does not confine ii

to those who are actually believers, which it must have done,

if the sense I oppose be admitted. When he hung upon the

cross, he prayed for his enemies ; and, herein, most evidently

fulfilled that prophecy : He poured out his soul tnito death, he

ivas nmnbered with the transgressors, he bare the sin of many,

a7ld MADE INTERCESSION FOR THE TRANSGRESSORS. f 3. It is

expressly said, in verse 20, Neither pray I for these alone,

but for them also who shall believe in me through their word.

VI. If the doctrine of eternal, personal, and unconditional

election be a truth, that of a special design in the death of

Christ must necessarily follow. I do not suppose P. will ad-

mit the first ; but I apprehend he will admit, that, if the first

could be proved a scripture-truth, the last would follow of

course. I might then urge all those scriptures and arguments

• John xv;i. 9. f Luke xxiii. Si. Isa. liii. 12.
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which appear, to me, to prove the doctrine of election. But

this would carry me beyond my present design. I only say,

Ihe following scriptures, among many others, appear, to me,

to be conclusive upon that subject, and such as cannot be an-

swered without a manifest force being put upon them. God
the Father hath blessed us with all s^iiritual blessings in ChjisC

Jesus, according" as he hath chosen us in hi?n before the foun-

dation of the world, that we should be holy.—God hath from
the beginning chosen you to salvation, through sanctifcation

of the Spirit and belief of the truth.—All that the Father

giveth to me shall come to me.— Whom he didforeknow, he did

predestinate to be conformed to the image of his Son. Afore-

over, whom he did predestinate, them he also called: whom,

he called, them he also justified : and whom he justified, them

he also glorified.—/ have much fieojile in this city.—As many
as were ordained to eternal life believed.—Elect, according to

the foreknowledge of God the Father, through sanctification

ofthe Sfiirit, unto obedience.— Who hath saved us, and called

us with an holy calling, not according to our works, but ac^

cording to his own purpose and grace, which was given us in

€hris t Jesus before the world began.— Ye have not chosen me,

but I have chosen you, and ordained you, that you should go

and bring forth fruit, aiid that your fruit should remain.—

/

thank thee, O Father, Lord of heaven and earth, because thou

hast hid these things from the wise and prudent, and revealed

them unto babes. Even so. Father, for so it seemed good i?t

thy sight.—Except the Lord of hosts had left us a seed, wa
had been as Sodom, and been made like unto Gomorrha.—At
this present time also there is a remnant, according to the elec-

tion of grace. The election hath obtained it, and the rest

^uere blinded.—/ will have mercy on whom I will have mercy ;

and I will have compassion on whom I will have compas'

sion. So then it is not of him that willeth, nor of him thqt

runneth, but of God that showeth mercy.*

The above passages must be allowed to speak only of a

part of mankind. This part of mankind must be styled the

* Ephes. i. 3, 4. 2 Thcs. ii. 13. John vL Z7. Rom. viii. 29, oQ. Acts

sviii. lO.xiii. 48. 1 Pet. i. 2. 2 Tim. i. 9, John xy. 16, Matt, xi. 25,26..

Rom, is. 15, 16. 29, xi. 5.7.
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chosen of God, given of the Father, Sec. cither because of

their actually being believers, or because it was foreseen that

they would believe, or, as we suppose, because God eternally

purposed in himself that they should believe, and be saved. It

cannot be on account of the first ; seeing they were chosen

before the foundation of the worlds and given to Christ prior

to their believing in him. It cannot be on account of the

second; because, then, what he had done for us must have

been according to something good in us, and not according to

his own purpose and grace, given us in Christ Jesus, before

the world began. It would also be contrary to all those scrip-

tures recited above, which represent our being chosen, and

given of the Father, as the cause of faith and holiness. If our

conformity to the ijnage of the Son of God^ our faith, holiness,

and obedience, are the effects of election, they cannot be the

ground, or reason of it. If men are given to Christ prior to

the consideration of their coming to him, then they cannot be

said to be given on account of their so coming. If, then, it

cannot be on account of either the first or the second, I con-

clude it must be on account of the last.

The death of Christ is assigned as a reason why none, at

the last day, shall be able to lay any thing to the charge of

God's elect.* But, if it extends equally to those who are con-

demned as to those who are justified, how does it become a

security against such a charge } Whatever difference there

mav be, in point of security, between those who, at that day,

are justified, and those who are condemned, tlie death of Christ

is not supposed to have had any influence towards it. The

security of the elect should rather have been ascribed to what

they themselves have done in embracing the Saviour, than to

any thing done by him ; seeing what he did was no security

whatever. It was no more than a cipher, in itself considered.

The efficacy of the whole, it seems, rested, not upon what

Christ had done, but upon what they themselves had done in

believing in him.

VII. The character of the redeemed in the world above

implies the sentiment for which we plead. Not only did the

four living creatures, and the four-and-twenty elders (which

• Kora. viii. 33, 34.
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seem to represent the church militant) adore the Lamb, say-

ing, Thou wasi slain, and hast redeemed us to God by thy

blood, out of every kindred, and tongue, and people, and na-

tion; but it is witnessed of those who are without fauh before

the throne of God, that they noere redeemed (or bought) from

among men, being the firstfruits unto God and the Lamb,

But, if all of every kindred, and tongue, and people, and na-

tion, were bought by the blood of Christ, there could be no

possibility of any being bought/ro7?i among them.

The above are some of the reasons which induce me to

think there was a certain, absolute, and, consequently, limited

design in the death of Christ, securing the salvation of all

those, and only those, who are finally saved. The reader will

now ludge of the confident manner in which P. asks, < What

end can it answer to take all these pains to vindicate a doc-

trine which God has never revealed ?" (p. 36.)

§ 2. Wherein some notice is taken of the arguments

of p. for the contrary hypothesis.

The limited extent of Christ's death is said to be " incon-

sistent with divine goodness, and with the tender mercies of

God over all his ivorks."* (p. 73.) To this it is replied,

Fallen angels are a part of God's works, as well as fallen men;

but Christ did not die for them : if, therefore, his death is to

be considered as the criterion of divine goodness, and if the

exercise of punitive justice is inconsistent with that attribute,

then, suppose we were to admit that Christ died for all man-

kind, still the Psalmist's assertion cannot be true, and the dif-

ficulty is never the nearer being removed.

That God loves all mankind I make no doubt, and all the

works of his hands, as such considered, fallen angels them-

selves not excepted; but the question is, whether he loves

them all alike; and whether the exercise of punitive justice

* Surely, it is of vast importance to remember, that the death ofChrist

was intended not to prevent the divine character's being reproached on

account of the strictness of his law in condemnin^^ all transgressors

;

but to prevent its being censured on account of the exemption of any

transgressors from deserved punishment. Whatever considerations

prove the necessity, or infinite expediency, of the atonement, must prove

it was altogether optional, and an instance of infinite and sovereign good-

ness in God to provide a Lamb for a sin-offering. II-
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be inconsistent with universal goodness ? It is going great

lengths, for a weak worm to take upon him to insist that divine

goodness must be exercised in such a particular instance, or it

can have no existence at all. I dare not say, there is no love,

no goodness, in all the providences of God towards mankind,

nor yet in his giving them the means of grace and the invita-

tions of the gospel, though he does not do all for them which

he could do, to incline them to embrace them, and has neither

purposed nor provided for such an end. On the contrary, I

believe these things, in themselves considered, to be instances

of divine goodness, whatever the issue of them may be through

men's depravity.

But, if Christ did not die for all mankind, it is said, " His

tender mercies cannot be exercised towards them, no, not in

the good things of this life ; for these only increase their mise-

ry; nor in life itself; for every moment of it must be a dread-

ful curse." (p. 73.) But, horrid as these consequences may
appear, a denier of God's foreknonvledge would tell P. that;

the same consequences followed upon his own scheme, and

in their full extent. He would say, * You pretend to main-

tain the tender mercies of God over all his works ; and yet

you suppose him perfectly to know, before any of these works

were brought into being, the part that every individual would

act, and the consequent misery that would follow. He was

sure that millions of the human race would so act, place them

under what advantages he would, as that they would certainly

involve themselves in such a condition that it were better for

them never to have been born. He knew precisely who would

come to such an end, as much as he will at the day of judg-

ment. Why, then, did he bring them into existence ? Surely

they had better never have been born ; or, if they must be

born, why were they not cut oft' from the womb ; seeing he

was sure that every moment of time they existed would only

increase their misery ? Is this goodness ? Are these his ten-

der mercies ?'....! tremble while I write ! For my part,

I feel diihculties attend every thing I think about. I feel my-

self a poor worm of the dust, whose understanding is infinite-

ly too contracted to fathom the ways and works of God. I

wish to tremble and adore ; and take comfort in this—that

what I know not now, I shall know hereafter.



Sect. 4.] PHILANTHROPOS. 305

But '* it is nowhere exfiressly said that Christ died only

for a part of mankind." (p. 71 ) It is expressly said that he

gave himself that he might purify unto himself a fiecuLiar

people; that he laid down his life for the sheep; that he lov-

ed the churchy and gave himself for it ; that he died that he

might gather together in one the children of God that were

scattered abroad ; and that those who are without fault be-

fore the throne of God, were bought from among nieji. But

be it so, that we nowhere expressly read that Christ did not

die to redeem ail mankind ; the scriptures do not so much
deal in negatives, as in positives : their concern is not so

much to inform mankmd what is not done, as what is done.

I know not that it is any where exprc -.sty .said^ that all man-

kind are not to be baptized
;
yet I suppose P, well understands

that part of our Lord's commission to be restrictive.

There was no necessity for the apostles to publish the di-

vine purposes to mankind in their addresses to them. These
were not designed as a rule of action, either for the preach-

ers or the hearers. It was sufficient for them both, that Christ

was ready to pardon and accept of any sinner vvhatever, that

should come unto him. It was equally sufficient, on the other

hand, if, after people believed, they were taught those truths

which relate to the purposes of grace on their behalf, with a
view to cut off all glorying in themselves, and that they might

learn to ascribe the whole difference between themselves and

others to the mere sovereign grace of God. Plence it is, that

the chief of those scriptures which we conceive to hold forth

a limitation of design in the death of Christ, or any other

doctrine of discrirninating grace, are such as were addressed

to believers.

But the main stress of the argument seems to lie in the

meaning of such general expressions as all men—world
whole world, Sec. If these are discussed, I suppose I shall

be allov/ed to have replied to the substance of what P. has ad-

vanced ; and that is all X can think of attending to.

It is admitted, as was before observed, that there is in the

death of Christ a sufficient ground for indefinite calls and
universal invitations ; that God does invite mankind, without

distinction, to return to him through the mediation of his

Son, and promises pardon and acceptance to whomsoev&r

VOL. I. S Q
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shall so return. There have been, and now are, many consid-

erable writers, who ere far from disowning the doctrine of par-

ticular redemption, (or, that the salvation of those who are

saved is owing to an absolute, and consequently limited, de-

sign in the death of Christ,) who yet apprehend that a way

is opened for sinners, without distinction, being invited to re-

turn to God, with the promise of free pardon on their return.

And they suppose the above general expressions are intended

to convey to us this idea. For my i^art, though I think with

them in respect to the thing itself, yet I question if these general

expressions are so to be understood. The terms ransom, firojii-

nation, 8cc. appear, to me, to express more than this, and what is

true only of those who are finally saved. To die /or us appears,

to me, to express the design, or intention, of the Redeemer.

Christ's death effected a real redem^itioji, through nvhich wc

arc ju<tijicd. He redeemed us from the curse of the law,

being made a cur.e for ua, and thereby secured the blessing

to come upon us in due time.* Such a meaning, therefore,

of the general expressions above-mentioned does not appear,

to me, agreeable ; much less can I accede to the sense put

upon them by Philanthropos.

The rule of interpretation mentioned by P. (p. 76.) I ap-

prove. His sense of the passages referred to I apprehend to

be " contradicted by other scriptures—contrary to the scope

of the inspired writers—and what involves in it various ab-

surdities."

The following observations are submitted to the judgment

of the impartial reader.

I. It is the usual language of scripture, when speaking of the

blessings of salvation extending to the Gentiles, to describe

them in indrjinite terms : O thou that hcarest prayer, unto

thee shall all Jiesh come.— The glory of the Lord shall be re-

vealed, and all frsh shall see it together.—And it shall come

to /lasSj that from one new moon to another, andfrom one sab-

bath to another, shall allJlesh come to nuorshiji bifore me, saitii

the Lord.—And I ivill Jiour out 7ny S/iirit ttfion all fleshy and

your eons and your daughters shall Jirojihesy, Sec.— Thy Ma-
ker is thy husband, (the Lord of hosts is his name

;
J thT

» Kom. iii. 24. Gal. ill. 13, H-
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God of the whole earth shall he be called.—All the ends of the

world shall remember and turn unto the Lord: and all the kin'

dreds of the nations shall worshiji before thee.—And /, if I be

lifted ufi^ will draw all men unto me.—'Every valley shall be

filled^ and every mountain and hill shall be brought low ; and-

all flesh shall see the salvation of God.-'^All nations whom.

thou hast made shall come and worship before thee^ O Lord^

and shall glorify thy name.—All kings shall fall down before

him : all nations shall serve him. Men shall be blessed in

him ; all nations shall call him blessed.*

These passages, with many others, express blessings which

cannot be understood universally, as P. himself must acknow-
ledge. Now, I ask, would not these furnish a contender for

the universal and final salvation of all mankind with as good an

argument as that which P. uses against us ? Might he not say,

" The subject in question can require no figures. Surely the

great God could not intend to impose upon his poor, igno-

rant creatures. He could receive no honozir from such an

imposition. It would be no glory to you, Sir, to ensnare a fly

or a gnat. We are infinitely more below Deity than a fly or a

gnat is inferior to us. He cannot, then, be honoured by de-

ceiving us. And we may say, with reverence, that his jus-

tice, and all his moral perfections, require that he should be

explicit in teaching ignorant men on subjects of such import-

ance as this ?" (p. 40.)t

* Psa. Ixv. 2. Isa. xl. 5. Ixvi. 23. Joel ii. 28. Isa. liv. 5. Psa. xxii.

27. Johnxii. 32. Luke iii. 6. Psa, Ixxxvi. 9. Ixxii. 11.7.

f P. speaks of reverence : and I have no doubt but t'hat, in general,

he feels it: but surely, in this place, he must have forgotten himself.

Surely, a greater degree of sobriety would have become a creature so

ignorant and insignificant as he describes himself, than to determine

what kind of language God shall use in conveying his mind to men.

There is no doubt but God's word, in all its parts, is sufficiently ex-

plicit. Every thing that relates to the vjarrant and rule of a siimer's

application for salvation, especially, is plain and easy. The wayfaring

man, though a fool, shall not err. And, if some truths, which do not

affect either his right to apply to the Saviour, or his hope of success on

application, should be expressed in figurative language, I hope such a

mode of expression will not be fou{id to reflect upon the moral chj^ra?-

ter of Ciod.
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II. The time in ^vhich the New Testament was written ren-

ders such a sense of the indefinite ternns there used very pos-

sible and very probable. The Jews, it is well known, were,

at that time, very tenacious of exclusive Jirivile:^e8. Their

prejudices taught them to expect a Messiah, whose blessings

should be confined to their own peculiar nation. The gener-

ality of even those who believed were exceedingly jealous,

tind found it hard work to relinquish their peculiar notions, and

be reciuced to a level with the (ientilcs. It seems highly

proper, therefore, that the Holy Spirit should, in some sort,

cut off their vain pretensions ; and this he did, not only by

directing the apostles to the use of indefinite language, but

by putting words into the mouth of Caiaphas, their own high-

priest. He bore witness for God, though he meant no such

thnig, how that Jesus */«ow/rf £/ie /or thal^ nation ; and not for

thai 7ia[ion only, but that also he should gather together in one

THE CHILUREN OF GoD, THAT WERE SCATTERED ABROAD.*

III. The scope and connexion of several of tne passages

produced, countenance such an interpretation

:

1 , ini. ii. 6. He gave himself a ransom for all, 5cc. This "

is a passage on which considerable stress is laid. The whole

passage reads as follows : I exhort, therefore, that first of ally

supjilications, firaxjers^ intercessions, and t^iving of thanks,

be made for all men : for kings, and for all that are in author-

ity ; that nve may lead a quiet and peaceable Life in all godli-

ness and honesty. For this is good and acceptable in the sight

(J" God our Saviour: who ivill have all men to be saved, and

to come unto the knowledge of the truth. For there is one God,

and one mediator between God and men, the man Christ Je-

sus ; who gave himself a ransom for all, to be testified in due

time, JVhcreunto I am ordained a preacher and an apostle, a

teacher of the Gentiles in faith and verity.

I wish, especially, that P. had written with more sobriety in what he

says of God's " deceiving And ensnaring us." "What deception is there

in the case ? Do we suppose it possible for a poor sinaer, encournged by

the invitations of the gospel, to apply to Christ, and there meet with a

repulse? No such thing. To what purpose, then, is it asked, *• How
can any man believe the promises of God, if he be not assured that

God is in earnest, and means to fulfil tliem :'' (p. 49 )

• JnhH xi. 51, 52.
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I allow it to be the revealed will of God, that every man
who hears, or has opportunity to hear the gospel, should re-

turn to him by Jesus Christ ; and whosoever so returns shall

surely be saved. But I apprehend, let us understand by the

luill of God, in this place, what we may, we can never make
it applicable to all men universally. By the truth which God
will have all men to come to the knowledge of, is plainly in-

tended that of the one God^ and one mediator between God
and meuy the man Christ Jesus ; which is here opposed to

the notion of many gods and many mediators among the hea-

thens. But in no sense can it be said to be God's will that all

men universally should come to the knowledge of the latter

branch of this truth, unless it be his will that millions of the

human race should believe in him of whom they have never

heard.

I should think the latter part of verses 6, 7, determines the

meaning. The phrase, to be testified in due time, doubtless

refers to the gospel being preached among all nations, though

not to all the individuals of any one nation, before the end of
the world. Hence it follows, Whereunto I am ordained a

fireacher—a teacher of the Gentiles in faith and verity. ' God
does not now,' as if the apostle had said, ' confine his church,

as heretofore, amongst the Jews. Your prayers, hopes, and

endeavours, must now extend over all the world. God will

set up his kingdom in all the kingdoms of the earth. Seek

the welfare and eternal salvation of men, therefore, without

distinction of rank or nation. There is not a country under

heaven which is not given to the Messiah for his inheritance

;

and he shall possess it in due time. In due time, the gospel

shall be testified throughout all the world ; for the ushering

in of which glorious tidings I am appointed a herald, an apos-

tle, a teacher of the Gentiles in faith and verity.'*

* He gave himself a ransom fo^^ all, to be testified in due time.—Whether
the ransom of Christ extends farther than the testimony of the gospel, or

not, is a question whicli I do not pretend to determine : be that, how-
ever, as it may, neither supposition will suit the scheme of P. If it does

noty his point is given up. If it does, if it includes the whole heathen

world, it is to be hoped they are somewhat the better for it, not only in

this world, but in that to come But, if so, either they must go to heaven

without regeneration, or regeneration, in those cases, is not by faith.
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I have seen nothing, at present, sufiicient to convmce me
but that this is the meanin?^ of 1 John ii. 2. He is the firofiU

tiation for our ulns^ and not far ouraonly^ but also for the

sins of the whole ivorld. John, the writer of the Epistle, was
a Jew, an apostle of the circumcision^ in connexion with Peter

and James. (Gal. ii. 9.) The Epistles of Peter and James
were each directed to the Jews; (1 Pet. i. 1. 2 Pet. iii. 1.

James i. 1.) and Dr. Whitby acknowledges, concerning this

Epistle,* that " it being written by an apostle of the circum-

cision, it is not doubted but it was written to the Jews.'* The
same is intimated by several passages in the Epistle itself.

The fathers to whom he writes (chap. ii. 13, 14.) knew Christ

frofn the be^iniiini^. In verse 18 of the same chapter, he ap-

pears plainly to refer to our Lord's prophecies concerning the

awful end of the Jewish nation, and to the ialso prophets that

should come into the world previous to that event. He in-

sists much upon Christ's being come in the Jiesh ; which was

a truth more liable to be denied by the Jews, than by the

Gentiles. Finally : the term itself, which is rendered firojii-

tiation^ plainly alludes to the Jewish mercy-seat. It is true,

that many things in it will equally apply to Jews and Gentiles.

Christ is the advocate of the one, as well as of the other : but

that is no proof that the Epistle is not directed to believing

Jews : as the same may be said of many things in the Epistle

cf James, which also is called a catholic^ or (general Epistle,,

though expressly addressed to the twelve tribes which were

scattered abroad.^

After all, I wish it to be considered, whether the text refer

to any other than believers of either Jews or Cientilcs. In my
opinion, it does not ; and, if so, the argument from it, in fa-

vour of the universal extent of Christ's death, is totally invali-

dated. My reasons for this opinion are as follow : the term

firoflit iiit ion is not put for what Christ is unto us, considered

only as laying down his life, and offering himself a sacrifice,

• Prefucc to Ills Awftations on the First Epistle of John.

\ Hud not ail argument been drawn from the title of this Epistle, in

favour of its being- written to both Jews and Gentiles, I should have

tttken no notice of it ; as these titks^ I suppose, were ijivcu to the Epis-

tles by uninspired writers.
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but for what he is unto us throughfaith. He is " set forth to

be a propitiation^ through faith in his blood."* He cannot

therefore, one should think, be a propitiation to any but de-

lievers. There would be no propriety in saying of Christ, that

he is set forth to be an expiatory sacrifice through faith in

his blood, because he was a sacrifice for sin prior to the con-

sideration of our believing in him. The text does not ex-

press what Christ was, as laying down his life, but what he is

in consequence of it. Christ being our propitiation certainly

supposes his being a sacrifice for sin ; but it also supposes

something more : it includes the idea of that sacrifice becom-

ing the meditim of the forgiveness of sin, and of communicn

mth God. It relates, not to what has been called the impe-

tration, but to the application of redemption. Christ is our

propitiation in the same sense as he is The Lord our righte-

ousness, which also is said to be through faith; but how he

should be a propitiation through faith to those who have no

faith, is difficult to conceive.

The truth seems to be this : Christ is that of which the

Jewish mercy-seat (or propitiatory) was a type. The Jewish

mercy-seat was the medium of mercij and communion with

God for all the worshippers of God of old.t Christ is that

in reality which this was in figure, and is not, like that, con-

fined to a single nation. He is the medium through which

all believers, of all ages and nations, have access to God, and

receive the forgiveness oftheir sins. All this perfectly agrees

with the scope of the Apostle, which was to encourage back-

slidden believers against despaii'.

Though it is here supposed the Apostle personates believ-

ing Jews, and that the whole world means the Gentiles
; yet,

if the contrary were allowed, the argument would not be

thereby affected. Suppose him by our sins to mean the sins

of us who now believe, whether Jews or Gentiles, still it

amounts to the same thing ; for then what follows is as if he

had added, ' and not for ours only, but for the sins of all that

ever came, or shall come, unto God by him from the begin-

ning to the end of time.*

P. objects the want of other passages of scripture, in which

'^^ Rom. iii, 2'r). f Exod. xxv. 22,
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the term " whole world signifies the electa or those that be-

lieve, or those that are saved, or any thinp; contradictory to

the sense he has given." (p. 81.) The term whole world

is certainly used in a limited sense by the Apostle Paul, when

he says of the Christians at Rome, that their faith was spoken

of throut^hout the whole world* Though Rome, at that time

was, in a sort, the metropolis of the known world, and those

who professed Christianity in that famous city were more con-

spicuous than those who professed it in other places ; yet

there were many countries not then discovered, in which the

news of their faith could not possibly have arrived. Besides,

it is evident, from the drift of the Apostle, that the faith of

the Romans was spoken of in a way oi comjnendation ; but it

is not supposable, that the whole world universally would so

speak of it. By the whole world, therefore, can be meant no

more than the believing part of it in those countries where

Christianity had begun to make its way. Farther : Christ is

called the God of the whole earth.^ The whole earth must

here mean believers ; as it expresses, not his universal gov-

ernment of the world, but his tender relation of a hu^bandy

which it was here foretold he should sustain towards the Gen-

tile, as well as the Jewish church. Again ; the gospel of

Christ preached in the world is compared to leaven hid in three

measures of meal till the whole was leavened.^ This, doubt-

less, implies that the gospel, before it has finished its opera-

tions, shall spread throughout the whole world, and leaven it.

But this will never be true of all the individuals in the world;

for none but true believers are leavened by it.

But P. thinks the phrase whole world, in 1 John ii. 2. ought

to be interpreted by a like phrase in chap. v. 19. and yet he

himself cannot pretend that they are of a like meaning ; nor

does he understand them so. By the whole world in one place

he understands all the inhabitants that ever were, or should

be, in the world, excepting those from whom they are there

distinguished : but, in the other, can only be meant the wick-

ed of the world, who, at that time, existed upon the earth.

The most plausible argument advanced by P. is, in my
opinion, from 2 Cor. v. 15. on which he observes, that the

• Rom. i. 8. f IsR. liv, 6. \ Matt. xiii. 33.
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phrase they who live, is distributive, and must, therefore, in-

clude only a part of the all for whom Christ died. (p. 78.)

Whether the following remarks are sufHcient to invalidate the

argument of P. from this passage, the reader is left to judge.

1. The context speaks of the Gentili^s being interested in

Christ, as well as the Jews. Henceforth know nue no man af"

ter the Jiesh ; yea, though we have known Christ after the

flesh, yet now henceforth know we him no more.—Jf any man
be in Christ, he is a new creature. Ver. 16, 17, compared
with Gal. vi. 15.

2. It does not appear to be the design of the Apostle, to

affirm that Christ died for all that were dead, butthat all were

dead for whom Christ died. P. wonders, and, it seems, has

much ado to keep up his good opinion of my integrity, for*

what I said in a note on this subject before, (p. 26.) That it

is the main design of the Apostle to speak of the co?iditio?i of

those for whom Christ died, I conclude, partly from his having

been describing the condition of sinners, as subject to the ter^

rors of divine vengeance, (ver. 1 1.) and partly from the phrase-

ology of ver. 14. The Apostle's words are, If one died for
all, then were they all dead; which proves, both that the con-

dition of those for whom Christ died was the subject of the

Apostle's main discourse, and that the extent of the term all^

in the latter part of this verse, is to be determined by the for*

mer, and not the former by the latter.

But " has the little word all lost its meaning ?'* No, cer-

tainly; nor does what is here advanced suppose that it has.

The main design of a writer is not expressed in every word

in a sentence ; and yet every word may have its meaning.

Though I suppose that the term here may refer to Jews and

Gentiles, yet that docs not necessarily imply, that it was the

Apostle's main design here to speak of the extent of Christ's

death.

3. Though our hypothesis supposes that all for whom Christ

died shall finally live, yet it does not suppose that they all live

at present. It is but a part of those for whom he died, viz.

such as are called by his grace, who live not unto themselves,

but to him who died for them, and rose again.

There are some other passages produced by P. particularly

Heb. ii. 9. and 2 Pet. ii. 1. but I am ready to think he him^

VOL. I. a 11
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Self does not place much dependence upon them. He is not

onaccjuainted with the scope of the author of the Epistle to

the Hebrews, nor of the word ma7i not being in the text. Nor

need he be told, thai the apostle Peter, in the context of the

other passage, appears to be speaking nothinp^ about the pur-

chase of the Saviour's blood ; that the name there given to

the purchaser, is never applied to Christ : and that, if it is ap-

plied to him in this instance, it is common to speak of things,

not as they actually are, but as they arc professed to be : thus

apostates are said to be twice dead^ as if they had been spirit-

ually alive ; though, in fact, that was never the case, but bare-

ly the matter of their profession. Sec also Matt. xiii. 12. and

Luke viii. 18.

§ 3. On the consistency of the limited extent of

ChUIST's death, as stated above, with universal CALLS)

INVITATIONS, &C.

Here we come to the second question, and to what is the

only part of the subject to which I am properly called upon

to reply. If a limitation of design in the death of Christ be

inconsistent with exhortations and invitations to mankind in

general, it must be because it is inconsistent for God to ex-

hort and invite men to any thing with which he has not made
gracious provision, by the death of his Son, to enable them
to comply.

When I deny a gracious provision being necessary to ren-

der exhortations consistent, I would be understood to mean,
I. Something more than a provision of pardon in behalf of

all those who shall believe in Christ : 2. More than the fur-

nishing of men with motives and reasons for compliance ; or

ordering it so that these motives and reasons shall be urged

upon them. If no more than this were meant by the term,

I should allow that such a provision is necessary. Bui, by a

gracious provision, I mean tluit, be it what it may, which re-

moves a moral inability to comply with the gospel, and which
renders such a compliance possible without the invincible

agency of the Holy Spirit.

What has been said before may be here repeated, that the

doctrine of a limitation of design in the death of Christ stands

or falls with that of the divine //?/r//o.sr5. If the latter can be
maintained, and maintained to be consisitni with the free
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agency of man and the entire use of means, then it will not

be very difficult to defend the former. I confess, the subject

is profound, and that I enter upon it with fear and trembling.

It is a subject on which I dare not indulge a spirit of specu-

lation. Perhaps the best way of studying it is upon our knees !

I hope it will be my endeavour to keep close to what God has

revv.aled concerning it. There are, doubtless, many ques-

tions that might be started by a curious mind, which it would

be difficult, and, perhaps, impossible to solve. Nor is thi^ to

be wondered at. The same difficulty attends us, in our pre-

sent state, respecting almost all the works of God. No man
could solve one half of the difficulties that might be started

concerning God's goodness in creating the world, when he

knew all that would follow. The same might be said of a

thousand things in the scheme of divine providence. Suffice

it for us, at present, that we know our littleness ; that, when
we come to see things as they are, we shall be fully convin-

ced of all that has been told us, and shall unite in the univer-

sal acclamation. He hath done all things wkll I

That there is a consistency between the divine decrees and

the free agency of men, I believe : but whether I can account

for it, is another thing. Whether it can be accounted for at

all, so as to enable us clearly to comprehend it, I cannot tell.

Be that as it may, it does not distress mc : I believe in both,

because both appear, to me, to be plainly revealed. Of this

I shall attempt to give evidence in what follows

:

I. The ti?ne of nian^s life is appointed of God. Is there

not a7i apfiointed time to man ujion earth ? are not his days

also like the days of an hireling ?—His days are determined^

the number of his months are nuith thee^ thou hast ajifiointed

his bounds that he cannot fiass. All the days of my ajifiointed

time ivill I luait^ till my change co?ne* And yet men are ex-

horted to use means to prolong their lives, and actually do

use those means, as if there was no appointment in the case.

God determines to send afflictions to individuals and families ;

and he may have determined that those afflictions shall termi-

nate in death ; nevertheless, it is God's revealed will, that they

should use means for their recovery, as much as if there were

* Job vii. 1. xiv. 5. 14.
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\\o cicterminatiorj in the affiiir. Children were cxhorlcd to

honour their parents, that their days might be long in the land

whicli the Lord their God had i^iven them. He that desired

life, and loved maiuj daxjSy was exhorted to keep his tongue

from evil, and his lips from speaking guile.* IF, by neglect

or excess, any one come to vvliat is called an untimely end,

we are not to suppose cither that God is disappointed, or the

einner exculpated.

II. Onv fiortion in this life is represented as coming under

the divine appointment. f It is a cufi., a lot^ an heritage. Da-

vid spake of his portion as laid (uit for him by line. The linesj

says he, are fallen to me in fileasant places: yea., I have a

goodly heritage. The times before appointed are determined^

and the bounds of our habitation "sccq fxrd. It is a satisfaction

to an humble mind, that his times and concerns are in God^s

hand, and that he has the choosing of hin inheritance.\ And
yet, in all the concerns of life, wc are exhorted to act with

discretion, as much as if there were no divine providence.

The purposes of God extend to the bitter part of our portion,

as well as to the sweet. Tribulations are things to which we

are said to be appointed. Nor is it a mere general determina-

tion : of all the ills that befel an afflicted Job, not one came un-

ordained. Cutting and complicated as they. were, he calmly

acknowledged this; and it was a matter of relief under his

trouble: He performsth the thing that is appointed for me ;

and ma?iy such thijigs are ivitfi him. Nevertheless, tiicre are

things which have a tendency to fill up this cup with either

happiness or misery ; and it is well known, tliat men arc ex-

horted to pursue the one, and to avoid the other, tlic same as

if there were no divine purpose whatever in the affair.

God appointed to give Pharaoh and Sihon up to their own

hearts' lusts, which would certainly terminate in their de-

struction ; and yet they ought each to have accepted of the

niessages of peace which God sent to ihein by the hand of

• Exod. XX. 13. Psa. xxxiv. 12.

f P. callo tliisin question; (p. 47.) and seems to admit that, if this

couKl be proved, it would prove the consistency of the divine purposes

concei ninq- mefrs eternal state, with their obligations to use the means

of salvation.

\ Pia. xvi. 5, 6. Ac's xvii, C6. Psa. xwi. 15- xlvii. 4.
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Moses But here, I am told, I have obviated my own reason-

ing, by observing, elsewhere, that the ' predeterminations of

God concerning those persons were founded on the foresight

of their wicked conduct, of which their non-compliance with

these mes ages of peace was no inconsiderable part.' (p. 47.)

By this it should seem, then, that P. admits the reality of di-

vine decrees, and that the final state of every one is thereby

determined of God ; only that it is upon the foresight of faith

or unbelief. In that case, he seems to admit of a consistency

between the purposes of God to punish some of the human
race, and their being universally invited to believe, and be

saved. And yet, if so, I see not the propriety of some of his

objections against the doctrine of decrees. The thing against

which he, in some places, reasons, is not so much their un-

conditionality, as the certainty of their issue. " All must be

sensible," says he, "that the divine decrees 7nust stand.'*

(p. 50.) Be it so : must they not stand, as much upon his

own hypothesis, as upon ours ?

As to the conditionality of the divine decrees, it is allowed,

that^ in whatever instances God has determined to punish

any of the sons of men, either in this world or in that to come,

it is entirely upon the foresight of evil. It was so in all the

punishments that befel Pharaoh and Sihon. But there was

not only the exercise of punitive justice discovered in these

instances, but, as well, a n\i:^iuveoi sovereignty. If the ques-

tion be asked. Why did God punish these men ? the answer

is, On account of their sin. But if it be asked, Why did he

punish them rather than others, in themselves equally luicked?

the answer must be resolved into mere sovereignty. He that

stopped a persecuting Saul in his vile career, could have turn-

ed the heart of a Pharaoh : but he is a debtor to none ; he

hath said, he ivill have mercy on whom he will have mercy.

The apostle Paul considered the destruction of Pharaoh as

not merely an instance o{ justice, but \\\iQ\si?>Qoi sovereignty ;

(Rom. ix. 10.) and concludes, from his example, therefore hath

he mercy on whom he will have mercy, and whom he will, he

hardeneth : which, I should suppose, can intend nothing les?^

than leaving them to the hardness of their hearts. The 19th

verse, which immediately follows, and contains the objections

pf that day, is so nearly akin to the objections of P- (p. 50.)
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that I wonder he should not perceive it, and learn instruction

by Ji.

III. Events which imply t/ie evil actionj of men come un-

der the divine appointment. The visitations with which Job

was afflicted were of God's sending. He himself knew this,

and acknowledged it. And yet this did not hinder but that

the Sabeans and Chaldeans acted as free agents in what they

did, and tliat it v/as their duty to have done otherwise. As-

syria was God*s rod to Judali, and the staff in their hands

was his indignation. And yet Assyria ought not so to have op-

pressed Judah. Pride, covetousncss, and cruelty, were their

motives ; for all whicli they were called to account, and pun-

ished. Our Lord was delivered according to the determinate

counsel and foreknoiuledge of God. His worst enemies did

nothing to him but what his hand and his counsel determined

before to be done. And yet this did not hinder but that with

ivicked hands they crucified and slew him ; that the contrary

of all this was their duty ; and that the invitations and expos-

tulations of our Lord with them \\ere founded in propriety

and sincerity. God did not determine to give Judas a heart"

to forbear betraying his master, when tempted by the lure of

gain : on the contrary, he determined to give him up to his

own heart's lust. The Son of man, in being betrayed, went

as it was determined : and yet tlicre was a wo due to, and de-

nounced against, the horrid perpetrator, notwithstanding.*

Exclamations may abound ; but facts are stubborn things.

It is likely we may be told, * If this be the case, we need not

be uneasy about it ; for it is as God would have it.' " If God

has ordained it, why should we oppose it ?" (p. 50.) But

such a mode of objecting, as observed before, though of an-

cient, is not of very honourable extraction. If it be not iden-

tically the same which was made to the apostolic doctrine, it

is certainly very nearly akin to it. I can discern no differ-

ence, except in words: 77iou ivilt say then^ Why dost thou

yet FIND FAULT ? For who hath resisted his will ? To which

it was thought sufficient to reply, Xay^ but man^ luho art

thou that repliest against God ?

After all, surely, there is a wide difference between an ejjl-

• Job i. 21. La. X. 5—14. Acts ii. 23. iv. 28, Luke xxii. 22.
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cieni and a fiermlssive determination in respect to the existence

of moral evil. To assign the former to the Divine Being, is to

make him the author of sin : but not so, the latter. That

God does permit evil, is a fact that cannot be disputed : and,

if we admit the perfection of his moral character, it must be

allowed to be consistent with his righteousness, whether we

can fully conceive of it, or not. But, if it be consistent with

the righteousness of God to permit evil, it cannot be other-

wise to determine so to do, unless it be wrong to determine

to do what is right.*

• Were it not for the candour which P. has discovered in other In-

stances, and his solemn appeal to "the Searcher of hearts, that misre-

pres entation was not his aim," I should almost think he must take plea-

sure in representing my sentiments on the divine decrees in as shocking

a light as he is able. What I should express in some such manner as

this : * God commands men in general to believe in Christ, though he

knows they are so obstinately wicked that they cannot find in their

heart so to do ; and he has determined not to do all that he is able, to

remove their obstinacy'—he will express for me thus :
'* God com-

mands all to believe in Christ; and yet knows that they are not, or ever

were, and determines they never shall be able to do it." (p. 49.) P. will

allow, I suppose, that God has not determined (o enable men, in the

present state, perfectly to love him, with all their heart, soul, mind,

and strength : and yet, if this were put into a positive form ; if it were

said, that God has determined that men, in the present state, shall nol

love him with all their hearts, but that they shall continue to break his

law, it would wear a very different appearance.

That there is a conformity between God's revealed will and liis de-

crees, I admit, (p. 49.) There is no contradiction in these things, in

themselves considered, however they may appear to short-sighted mor-

tals. That there is, however, a real distinction between the secret and

revealed will of God, is not very difficult to prove. The will of God is

represented, in scripture, 1. As that which can never be frustka-

TED.—Who hath resisted Jiis-ivill?—He is in one mind, and -who can turji

him ? and ivhat his sonl desireih, even that he doeth.—Being predestinated

according to the purpose of him luho ivorketh all thirigs after the covnsei

of his oion -will.—Jlltf counsel shall stand, and I tvill do all my pleasure.—
He doeth according to his iinll in the army of heaven, and among the in-

habitants of the earth.—Of a truth, Lord, against thy holy child Jesus—'

both Herod and Pontius Pilate, -with the Gentiles and the people of Israel,

•were gathered together, for to do ivhatsoever thy hand and thy counsel de-

termined before to be done
.-f

2. As that which max be frustrated, or

t Eoni. ix. 19. Job sjyji. 13. Ephes. i. 11. Isa, xlri. 10. Dan. iv. 3J. Acts iv. 27, 2S.
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IV. Our Lord declared, concerning those who should bias-

fiheine against the Holy Sjiirit^ that their sin should not be for-

disobeyed.— That servant tohich Lneto his LoriVs ivill and prepared not

himself, neither did according to his -will, shall he beaten tonh many stripes.

—lie that doeth the ivill of Gody the same is my brother^ and sister, and

mother.* The former belonjjeth unto God^ bcmg the rule of his own

conduct, and to us is secret: the latter helong-eth to w«, and to our

children for ever ; bein^ the rule of our conduct, that ive may do all tfie

words of his law ; and this is fully revealed j;

It was God's will, in some sense or other, to permit Job, at the devirg

request, to be dej)rivedof his property by the S ibeans and Chaldeans;

otherwise he would not have said to Satan, as lied.d

—

Jill that he hath

is in thy power, only upon himself pat not forth thine hand. And yet the

conduct of these plunderers was certainly contrary to his revealed will,

and to every rule of reason and equity. Nevertheless, God was not

iinder oblig-ation to do all he coull have done to restrain them. It was

not, therefore, at all inconsistent with his righteous disapprobation, that

he willed to permit their abornmaiions. It was the wdl of God, that

Joseph should go down into Eg-ypt. God is said to have sent him.

The very thinjij which his brethren meant for evil, God meant for good.

They fulfilled his secret will in what they did, though witliout design

but they certainly violated his revealed will in the most flagrant man-

ner.

If the commission of evil were the direct end, or ultimate object, of

the secret will of God, that would certainly be m opposition to his re-

vealed will ; but this we do not suppose. If God wills not to hinder

sin in any given instance, it is not from any love he has to sin, but for

.some other end. A master sees his servant idling away iiis time. He

secretes himself, and suffers the idler to go on without disturbance. At

length he appears, and accosts him in the language of rebuke. The

servant, at a loss for a better answer, replies, * How is this .'' I find you

have been looking on for hours. It was your secret will, therefore, to

let me alone, and suficr me to idle away your time ; and yet I am reprov-

ed for disobeying your ivill/ It seems you have two wills, and these op-

posite to each other. *' How can I obey your commands, uidess I knew

you would have me to obey them ?" Idleness, it seems, was agreeable

to you, or you would not have stood by so long, and suffered me to go

on in it undisturbed. JThy do you yet^ndfault P who hath resisted your

will .?'

Would any one admit of such a reply ? And yet, for aught I see, it

is as good as that for which my opponent pleads. In this case, it is

easy to see, that the master docs not will to permit the servant's idle-

* Luke xU. 47. Mark iii. 3^. t Dcuu ssviw 29.
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given, neither in this world nor in that to come. And there is

no doubt, I think, but that some of the Jews were guilty of

this sin, if net before, yet after the pouring out of the Spirit

on the day of Pentecost. Their destruction, then, was in-

evitable. And yet the apostles were commissioned to preach

the gospel to every creature^ without distinction; and Christ's

promise. Him that conieth to me I will in nowise cast out,

continued of universal force. The primitive ministers made
no scruple to call men to repent and believe, wherever they

came. It is true, they seem to have been forbidden to pray

for the forgiveness of the sin itself, (1 John v. 16.) for that

would have been praying in direct contradiction to God's re-

vealed will ; but, as they knew not the hearts of men, nor

who had, nor who had not, committed that sin, they were

never forbidden, that I know of, to pray for men's souls, with-

out distinction. They certainly did so pray, and addressed

their auditors as if no such sin had existed in the world.* P.

will allow, that the exhortations and invitations of the gospel

were addressed to men indefinitely ; and, if so, I should think

they must have been addressed to sonic men, whom, at the

same time, it was not the intentio?i of Christ to save.

V. God has not determined to give men sufficient grace, in

the present state, to love him with all their heart, soul, mind,

and strength, and their neighbour as themselves ; or, in other

words, to keep his law perfectly. He has not made provision

for it by the death of his Son. I suppose this may be taken

for granted. If, then, a gracious provision is to be made the

ground and rule of obligation, it must follow, that all com-

mands and exhortations to perfect holiness in the present state,

are utterly unreasonable. What meaning can there be, upon

this supposition, in such scriptures as the following ? O that

there were such an heart in them, that they would love 7ru\

ness for idleness'' sake, but for another end. Nov does the servant do
wrong, as influenced by his master^s -will, but by his own ; and, therefore,

his objections are altogether unreasonable and wicked. These thing:-

hast thon done, said God to such objectors, and I kept silence: and thou

thoiightest I ivas altogether such a one as thyself; but I icill reprove thee^

and set them in order before thine eyes !

* Acts xxvi, 29. Col. i. 28
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and year me, and keefi all my commandments alivays ! jind

nowt Israci^ iv/iat doth the Lord thy Cod rnjuire of ihee^ but to

fear the Lord thy God, to walk in all his ivays^ and to love

him^ and to serve the Lord thy God nvith all thy hearty and

with all thy soul ?—Be ye therefore perfect, even as your

Father which is in heaven is fit/ifcct* If God's law continues

to be an "• invariable rule of human conduct, and infallible

test of right and wrong," as P. says it docs, then either there

is a gracious provision made for perfection in the present

state, or God requires and exhorts men to that for which no

such provision is made.

VI. If I am not misinformed, P. allows of the certain fier-

severaticc of all true btUeverfi. He allows, I suppose, that

God has determined their perseverance, and has made gra-

cious and effectual provision for it. He will not say so of hy-

pocrites. God has not determined that they shall continue in

his ivord, hold out to the end, and finish their course with joy.

Nevertheless, the scriptures address all professors alike, with

cautions and warnings, promises and thrcatenings ; as if

there were no decree, nor any certainty in the matter, about

one or the other. Holy brethren^ fiartakers of the heavenhj

calling, on the one hand are exhorted to fear, lest a firomiss

being left them of entering into rest, a7iy of them should

seem to come short of it, and are warned, from the example

of the unbelieving Israelites, to labour to enter into rest, lest

any man fall after the sa7ne examfile of unbelief. The disci-

ples of Christ were charged, upon pain of eternal damnation,

if their right hand or right eye caused them to offend, to cut

it off, or filuck it out. Whatever some may think of it, there

would be no contradiction in saying to the best Christian in the

world, '• If you deny Christ, he will deny you I'f Such as

proved to be mere professors, on the other hand, were ad-

dressed by Christ in this manner ; If ye continue in viy

word, then shall ye be my disci/iles indeed ;\ and, when any

such turned back, and walked no more with him, though no
such provision was made for their perseverance as is made for

• Deut. v. 29. X 12. Matt. v. 48.

I Ileb. iii. 1. iv. 1. 11. Matt, xviii. 8, 9. x. 33. 2 Tim. ii 1
"

t John nil. 31.
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true believers, yet their falling away was always considered

as their sin. Judas, and Demas, and many others, fell under

the divine displeasure for their apostacy.

I confess, these things may look like contradictions. They
are, doubtless, profound subjects; and, perhaps, as some have

expressed it, we shall never be fully able, in the present

state, to explain the link that unites the appointments of God
with the free actions of men : but such a link there is : the

fact is revealed abundantly in scripture ; and it does not dis-

tress me, if, in this matter, I have, all my life, to walk by

faith, and not by sight.

From the above cases I conclude, that, however difficult

it may appear to us, it is proper for God to exhort and invite

men to duties with which he has not determined to give them
a moral ability, or an heart, to comply ; and for which com-

pliance he has made no effectual provision by the death of

his Son : and, if it is so in these cases, I farther conclude,

it may be so in the case in hand.

Two remarks shall conclude this part of the subject:

1. Whether P. will allow of some of the foregoing grounds,

as proper data, may be doubted. I could have been glad to

have reasoned v/ith him wholly upon his own principles ; but,

where that cannot be, it is right and just to make the word of

God our ground. If he can overthrow the doctrine supposed

to be maintained in these scriptures, it is allowed, that, in so

doing, he will overthrow that which is built upon them ; but

not otherwise. In the last two arguments, however, I have

the happiness to reason from principles which, I suppose, P.

will allow.

2. Whether the foregoing reasoning will convince P. and

those of his principles, or not, it may have some weight with

considerate Calvinists. They must e-ZMer give up the doctrine

of predetermination, or, on this account, deny that men are

obliged to act differently from what they do ; that Pharaoh

and Sihon, for instance, were obliged to comply with the mes-

sages of peace which were sent them ; or else, if they will

maintain both these, they must allow them to be consistent

with each other ; and, if divine decrees and free agency are

consistent in some instances, it becomes them to give some

solid reason why they should not be so in others.



354 UEi»LY TO ISect. 4.

§ 4. General reflections.

I am not iiiscnsible that the cause I have been pleading is

such as may graie with tljc icciings of some of my readers.

It may seem as if I were disputing with PuiLANTHRory it-

self. To such readers I would recommend a few additional

considerations

:

I. The same objection would lie against me, if I had been

oppc)sing the notion of universal -salvation ; and yet it would

not loll -w from thence, that I must be in the wrong. The feel-

ings of guilty creatures, in matters wherein they themselves

are so deeply interested, are but poor criterions of truth and

errour.

II. There is no difference between us respecting the num-

ber or character of those that shall be finally saved. We agree,

that whoever returns to God by Jesus Christ shall certainly

be saved ; that in every nation they that fear God, and work

righteousness, are accepted. VV hat difference there is re-

spects the efficacy of Christ's death, and the causes of sal-

vation.

111. Even in point of firovision, I see not wherein the

scheme of P. has the advantage of that which he opposes.

The prbvision made by the death of Christ is of two kinds

:

1. A provision of pardon and acceptance for all believers;

2. A provision of grace to enable a sinner to believe. The
first affords a motive for returning to God in Christ's name :

the last excites to a comjiliance with that motive. Now, in

which of these has the scheme of P. any advantage of that

which he opposes? Not in the first: we suppose the provi-

sions of Christ's death altogether sufficient for the fulfilment

of his promises, be they as extensive as they may ; that full

and free pardon is provided for all that believe in him ; and

that, if all the inhabitants of the globe could be persuaded

to return to God in Christ's name, they would undoubtedly

be accepted of him. Does the scheme of P. propose any

more ? No : it pretends to no such thing as a provision for

iinbelievers being forgiven and accepted. Thus far, at least,

therefore, we stand upon equal ground.

Kut has not P. the advantage in the last particular ? does

iiot his scheme boast of a universal provision of grace^ suffi-
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cient to enable every man to comply with the gospel ? Yes, it

does ; but what it amouiUs to is difficult to say, Does it ef-

fectually produce, in mankind in general, any thing of aright

spirit ; any thing of a true desire to come to Christ for the

salvation of their souls ? No such thing, that I know of, is

pretended. At most, it only amounts to this, that God is

ready to help them out of their condition, if they will but

ask him ; and to give them every assistance in the good work,

if they will but be in earnest, and set about it. Well : if this

is the whole of ^yhich P. can boast, I see nothing superior, in

this either, to the sentiment he opposes. We consider the

least degree of a right spirit as plentifully encouraged in the

word of God. If a person do but truly desire to come to

Christ, or desire the ivjiuence of the Holy Spirit to that end,

we doubt not but grace is provided for his assistance. God

will surely give his Holy S/iirit to them that ask him.* Where,

then, is the superiority of his system ? It makes no effectual

provision for begetting a right disposition in those who are so

utterly destitute of it that they will not seek after it. It only

encourages the well disposed ; and, as to these, if their well-

disposedness is real, there is no want of encouragement for

them in the system he opposes.

4. Whether the scheme of P. has any advantage of that

which he opposes, in one respect, or not, it certainly has a

disadvantage in another. By it, the redemption and salvation

of the whole human race is left to uncertainty ; to such uncer-

tainty, as to depend upon the fickle, capricious, and perverse

will of man. It supposes no effectual provision made for

Christ to see of the travail of his soul, in the salvation of sin-

ners. P. has a very great objection to a sinner's coming to Christ

with a peradventure ; (p. 33.) but, it seems, he has no ob-

jection to his Lord and Saviour coming into the world, and

laying down his life with no better security. Notwithstand-

ing any provision made by his scheme, the Head of the church

might have been without a single member, the King of Zion

without a subject, and the Shepherd of Israel without any

to constitute a flock. Satan might have triumphed for ever,

* Luke xl. 13.
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and the many mansions in glory have remained eternally un-

occupied by the children ot men 1*

5. Do we maintain that Christ, in his death, deai^ncd the

salvation of those, and only those, who arc finally saved r the

same follows from our opponents' own prmciples. Tliey will

admit that Christ hud a certain foreknowledge of all those who

would, and who would not, believe in him : but did ever an

intelligent being design that which he knew would never come

to pass ?

6. The scheme of P. though it professedly maintains that

Christ died to atone for the sins of all mankind
; yet, in reali-

ty, amounts to no such thing. The sin of mankind may be

distinguished into two kinds: that which is committed simply

against God as a lawgiver, antecedently to all considerations

of the gift of Christ, and the grace of the gospel ; and that

which is committed more immediately against the gospel,

despising the riches of God's goodness, and rejecting his way

of salvation. Now, does P. maintain that Christ made atone-

ment for both these ? I believe not : on the contrary, his

scheme supposes that he atoned for neither: not for ihejimt;

for he abundantly hisists that there could be nothing of the

nature of blameworthiness in this, and, consequently, nothing

to require an atonement—not for the last ; for, if so, atone-

ment must be made for im^iejiitency and unbelief; and, in

* P. observes, on Heb ii 9. that " it is undoubtedly a greater instance

of tlie grace of God that Jesus Christ should die for all, than only for

a part of mankind ;" and thjs he thinks " an argument of no liitle force

in favour of his sense ot the passage." (p. 80) It is tiue, if Christ had

made effectual provision for the salvation of all, it wcmld have been a

greaier display of grace than makmg such a provision for only apart;f

but God has other jjcrfections to display, as well as his grace; and the

reader will perceive, by what has been said, tliat to make provision for

all, in the sense in winch P. contcr.ds for it, is so fur from magnifying

tlie grace of God, that it enervates, it not annihilates it. \Vliere is the

grace of taking mankind Ironi a condition in which they would have been

for ever 6/a.nie/fss, and putting them into a situation in which, at best,

their happiiHss was uncertain, their guilt ceinain, and their everlasiing

ruin very prfibable ?
^^•

t Ytl would grace have appeared 30 evident^ if no one of our race had suffered the penalty

of tin- lav ? Would evLDsmmise havt- Ih-cii pncudid, tliat its infliction wouid have Ixtni

loo priat a stntch of sevtrity ? Wouul it have b in t;(,iiaily clear, Uuil either tlie removal of

guilt, or that the conquest of depravity, w.ts solelj of grace ?
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that case, surely these evils would not prove the ruin of the

subject.

7. If the doctrine of the total depravity of human nature be

admitted, (and it is so, professedly,) the scheme of P. would

be utterly inadequate for the salvation of one soul. Suppos-

ing Christ to have died for ail the worlds in his sense of the

phrase, yet, if all the world are so averse from Christ that

they will not come unto him that they may have life, still they

are never the nearer. It is to no purpose to say. There is

grace provided for them, if they will but ask it : for the ques-

tion returns. Will a mind, utterly averse from coming to

Christ for life, sincerely desire grace to come to him ? Nor

is it of any use to suggest, that the gospel has a tendency to

beget such a desire : for, be it so, it is supposed there is no

€ertai7ity of its producing such an effect. Its success depends

entirely upon the will of man in being pliable enough to be

persuaded by it : but, if man is totally depraved, there can be

no such pliability in him. Unless the gospel could exhibit a

condition that should fall in with men's evil propensities, the

aversion of their hearts would for ever forbid their compli-

ance. Such a scheme, therefore, instead of being more ex-

tensive than ours, is of no real extent at all. Those good men
who profess it, are not saved according to it ; and this, in

their near addresses to God, they as good as acknowledge.

Whatever they say at other times, they dare not then ascribe

to themselves the glory of their being among the number of

believers, rather than others.

If the supposed universal extent of Christ's death had a uni-

versal efficacy, it would be worth the while of a lover of

ALL MANKIND to couteud for it ; but, if it proposes finally to

save not one soul more than the scheme which it opposes ; if

it has no real advantage in point oi provision,, in one respect,

and a manifest disadvantage in another ; if it enervates the

doctrine of the atonemetit ; confessedly leaves the salvation of

those who are saved to an uncertainty^ and, by implication,

renders it imfiossible ; then to what does it all amount? If

P. holds that Christ died for all, it is neither so as to redeem

all, nor so much as to procure them the offer of redemption

;

since millions and millions for whom Christ suffered, upon
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his principles, have died, notwithstanding, in heathen dark-

ness.*

* It seems, to me, a poor and inconsistent answer, wliicli is common-

ly given by our opponents upon this subject. Tlicy aflirm, that Christ

died with a view to the salvation of tlie whole human race, hotv wicked

soever they have been,- and yet they suppose that God, /or the sin of some

nations, withholds the gospel from them. The giving of Clirist to die

ibr us, is surely a greater thing than sending the gospel to us. One

should think, therefore, if, notwithstanding men's wickedness, God

could find it in his lu-art to do the greater, he would no), by the self-same

wickedness, be provoked to witldiold tl)e lesser. Besides, on some oc-

casions, our oppf)nents speak of the gospel as a system adapted to tht

condition of smners, yea, to the cfdef of sinners ; and, if so, why not to

those nations who are the chief of sinners ? P observes very justly,

however inconsistent with some other tlungs which he clse.vhere advan-

ces, that the gospel takes men's fallen, polluted; and depraved state for

granted, and is properly adapted to remove it : (p. 23.) How is it, tlien,

that that which renders ihem proper objects of gospel invitations, should

be the very reason assigned for those invitations being withheld I

Whether there may not be a mixture of ptmitive justice in God's

withholding the gospel from some nations, I shall not dispute. At the

same time, supposing that to be the case, it may be safely affirmed, that

the same punishment might, with equal justice, have been inflicted upon

other nations who have all along enjo} ed it ; and that it is not owing

to their having been better than others, tliat tliey have been so favour-

ed. One might ask of Jerusalem and Corinth, Chorazin and liethsaida,

"Were they less infamous than otlier cities ? rather, were they not the

reverse ? And may we not all, who enjoy the gospel, wlien we compare

ourselves with even Heathen nations, adopt the language of the Apostle,

^ire we better than they ? no, in 7wa>ise !

If it be said, The providence of God is a great deep ; and we cannot,

from thence, draw any conclusions respecting his designs ; I answer, by

granting that, indeed, the providence of God is a great deep ; and, if our

opponents will never acknowledge a secret and revealed will in God in

any thing else, one should think tl-.cy must here ; seeing Chrisi's reveal-

ed will is. Go, preach the gospel to every creature, without distinction :

and yet, by their own confession, it is his secret purpose to withhold it

from some, even whole nations. As to drawing conclusions from hence

concerning God's designs, I should think it no arrogance so to do, provid-

ed we do not pretend to judge from thence concerning events which are

future. We are warranted to consider God's providences as so many

expressions of wliat have been his designs. Jle worketh all things after

the counsel of his own will. It \s true, we cannot thence ie.an his reveal-

ed willj nor what is the path of duty ; nor are we to go by that in our
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p. thinks success to be a proof of the goodness of a doctrine,

(pp. 4, 5.) I think it is a matter deserving considerable at-

tention ; but cannot consider it as decisive : especially as cer-

tain questions might be asked concerning it, which it would

be difficult to answer; as, What is real success? and, What
' was it, in the ministry of a preacher, which was blessed to

that end ? If, however, that is to be a criterion of principles,

then we might expect, if the scheme of P. be true, that, in

proportion as the doctrines maintained by Calvin and the first

Reformers began to be laid aside, and those of Arminius in-

troduced in their stead, a proportionable blessing should have

attended them. Surely he cannot complain, that the univer-

sal extent of Christ's death, with various other kindred senti-

ments, are not generally embraced. The number of advo-

cates for these sentiments has certainly been long increasing.

If, therefore, these are gospel truths, the Christian world, in

general, may be congratulated for having imbibed them ; and,

one should think, a glorious harvest might be expected as the

eftect. But, I suppose, were we to be set down by fact, as it

has occurred in our own country, both in and out of the Es-

tablishment, it would be far from confirming this representa-

tion. I question if P. himself will affirm, that a greater bless-

ing has attended the ministry in the Church of England since

little else but these sentiments have sounded from its pulpits,

than used to attend, and still attends, the labours of those whom
he is pleased to style " Inconsistent Calvinists." As to Pro-

preaching, but by Christ's commission. It were well, if Christian min-

isters could be excited and encouraged to enter into the most Heathen

and dark corners of the earth to execute their commission. They ought

not to stand to inquire what are God's designs concerning them: their

work is to go and do as they are commanded. But, though the providence

of God is not that from whence we are to learn his revealed will, yet,

when we see events turn up, we may conclude, that, for some ends,

known to himself, these were among the all thmgs which he Tvorketh

after the counsel of his own tvilL

Far be it from me to pretend to fathom the great deep of divine pro-

vidence ! But when I read in my Bihle, that as many as were ordained to

eternal life believed ,• and that the apostle Paul was encouraged to con-

tinue his ministry in one of the most infamous cities in the world, by

this testimony, I have much people in this city ; I cannot but think such

passages throw a light upon those darker dispensation!^,

VOL, T. St
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tcstant Uissentcrs ; if such of tbcm as maintain the universal

extent of Clirist's death, have been, more than others, blessed

to the conversion of sinners, and if their congregations, upon

the whole, have more of the life and povrer of godliness among

them than others, it is happy for them ; but, if so it is, I ac-

knoxrlcdge it is news to mc. I never knew nor heard of any

thing sufficient to warrant a supposition of that nature.

P. thinks my " views of things, after all, open a wide door

to licentiousness ; (p. 6 ).) but that, if we were to admit what

he accounts opposite sentiments, it would be the most likely

way to put a stop to real and practical Antinoniianism.*' (p. 51.)

I reply, as before. Surely he cannot complain that the univer-

sal extent of Christ's death, with other kindred sentiments,

are not generally embraced ; and will he pretend to say, that

real and practical Antinomianism has been thereby rooted up?

Since the body of the Church of England have embraced those

principles, have they been better friends to the law of God
than before i' and has a holy life and conversation been gradu-

ally increasing among them, as the old Calvinistic doctrines have

fallen into disrepute ? Farther ; do the body of those Protes-

tant Dissenters who reject what are commonly called the Calvin-

istic doctrines, discover more regard to holiness of life than the

body of those who embrace them ? God forbid that we should

any of us boast; by the grace of God we are what we are:

and we have all defects enow to cover our faces with shame

and confusion ! But, without invidious reflections, without

impeaching the character of any man, or body of men, I am
inclined to think, that, if such a comparison were made, it

would fail of proving the point which P. proposes. It is a

well-known fact, that many who deny the law of God to be a

rule of life, do, at the same time, maintain the universal ex-

tent of Christ's death,

P. seems to have written with il>e benevolent design of bring-

ing me and others over to his sentiments ; and I thank him for

his friendly intention. Could I see evidence on his side, I hope

I should embrace his invitation. But it is a presumptive argu-

ment, with mc, that his views of things must be, somehow or

other, very distant from the truth, or they could not abound

with such manifest inconsistencies. A scheme that requires

us to maintain that we are saved wholly by ^-acc, and yet, so fa'-
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as we differ from others, it is not the Spirit of God, but we
ourselves that cause the difference ; that to be born in sin is

the same thing as to be born blameless, ov, in other words,yre<f

from it i that, if vice is so predoniinant that there is no virtue

to oppose it, or not virtue sufficient to overcome it, tiien it

ceases to be vice any longer ; that God is obliged to give us

grace, (or, in other words, we may demand that of him to

which we can lay no claim,) or else insist upon it, that we are

not accountable beings ; that God so loved mankind as to give

his Son to die-—not, however, to save them from sin—but to

deliver them from a blameless condition, put them into a ca-

pacity of being blameworthy, and thus expose them to the

danger of everlasting destruction ;—a scheme, I say, that re-

quires us to maintain such inconsistencies as these, must be^

some how or other, fundamentally wrong. What others may
think, I cannot tell ; but, for my part, I must withhold my as-

sent, till more substantial and consistent evidence is produced.

If I have not taken notice of every particular argument
• and text of scripture advanced by P. I hope I shall be allov/ed

to have selected such as were of the greatest force, and by

which the main pillars of his system are supported.

If I have, in any instance, mistaken his meaning, I hope he

will excuse it. I can say, I have taken pains to understand

him. But, whether I have always ascertained his meaning, or

not ; and whether the consequences which I have pointed out

as arising from his sentiments, be just, or not ; I can unite

with him in appealing to " the Searcher of hearts, that mis-

representation has not, in any one instance, been my aim."

As I did not engage in controversy from any love I had to

the thing itself, so I have no mind to continue in it any farther

than some good end may be answered by it. Whether what
1 have written already tends to that end, it becomes not me to

decide ; but, supposing it does, there is a point in all contro-

versies, beyond which they are unprofitable and tedious.

When we have stated the body of an argument, and attempted

an answer to the main objections, the most profitable part of

the work is done. Whatever is attempted afterwards must
either consist of little personalities, with which the reader has

no concern ; or, at best, it will respect the minutiae of things,

in which case it seldom has a tendency to edification. To this
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I may add, thoug^h I see no reason, at present, to repent of

havin<2^ ciii^aij^cd in this coniroversvi and, Avc;re it to do again,

should probahly do the same : yet it never was my intention

to engaj^e in a controversy for life. Every person employed

in the ministry of the gospel, has other things, of equal im-

portance, upon his hands. If, therefore, any or all of my op-

ponents sliould think proper to write again, the press is open;

but, unless something very extraordinary should appear, they

must not conclude that I esteem their performances unan-

swerable, though I should read them without making any

farther reply. The last word is no object with me : the main

arguments, on all sides of the controversy, I suppose are be-

fore the public ; let them judge of their weight and import-

ance.

A reflection or two shall conclude the whole. However
firmly any of the parties engaged in this controversy may be

pc rsuadcd of the goodness of his cause, let us all beware of idoli-

zing- a sentiment. This is a temptation to which controver-

sialists are particularly liable. There is a lovely firofiortion

in divine truth : if one part of it be insisted on to the neglect

of another, the beauty of the whole is defaced ; and the ill ef-

fects of such a partial distribution will be visible in the spirit,

ifnotinthe conduct, of those who admire it.

Farther: Whatever difficulties there maybe in finding out

truth, and whatever mistakes may attend any of us in this con-

troversy, (as it is very probable we are each mistaken in some

things,) yet let us ever remember, truth itself is of the great-

est imfiortance. It is very common for persons, when they

find a subject much disputed, especially if it is by those whom
they account good men, immediately to conclude, that it must

be a subject of but little consequence, a mere matter of specu-

lation. Upon such persons religious controversies have a

very ill effect : for, finding a difficulty attending the coming

at the truth, and, at the same time, a disposition to neglect it,

and to pursue other things ; they readily avail themselves of

what appears, to them, a plausible excuse, lay aside the in-

quiry, and sit down and indulge a spirit of scepticism. True
it is, that such variety of opinions ought to make us very dif-

fident of ourselves, and teach us to exercise a Christian for-

bearance towards those who differ from us. It should teach
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us to know and feel what an inspired Apostle acknowledged,

that here lue see but in fiart^ and are, at best, but in a state of

ehildhood. But, if all disputed subjects are to be reckoned

matters of mere speculation, we shall have nothing of any real

use left in religion. Nor shall we stop here : if the same

method of judging of the importance of things were adopted

respecting the various opinions in useful science, the world

would presently be in a state of stagnation. What a variety

of opinions are there, for instance, concerning the best modes
qI agriculture ; but, if any person were to imagine from hence,

that agriculture itself must be a matter of no importance, and

that all those articles therein, which have come under dispute,

must be matters of mere idle speculation, what a great mis-

take would he be under ! And if a great number were to im-

bibe the same spirit, and, seeing there were so many opinions,

resolve to pay no attention to any of them, and to live in the

total neglect of all business, how absurd must such a conduct

appear, and how pernicious must be the consequences! But

a neglect of all divine truth, on account of the variety of

opinions concerning it, is fully as absurd, and infinitely more

pernicious. As much as the concerns of our bodies are ex-

ceeded by those of our souls, or time by eternity ; so much is

the most useful human science exceeded in importance by

those truths which are sacred and divine.

Finally: Let us all take heed that our attachments to di-

vine truth itself be on account of its being divine. We are

ever in extremes ; and whilst one, in a time of controversy,

throws off all regard to religious sentiment in the gross, reck-

oning the whole a matter of speculation ; another becomes ex-

cessively affected to his own opinions, whether right or wrong,

without bringing them to the great criterion, the word of God.

Happy will it be for us all, if truth be the sole object of our

inquiries, and if our attachment to divine truth itself be, not

on account of its being what we have once engaged to defend,

but what God hath revealed. This only will endure reflec-

tion in a dying hour, and be approved when the time of dispu-

ting shall have an end with men.
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ADVERTISEMENT.

X HE readers of the controversy between Mr. Fuller and

Mr. Dan Taylor will recollect, that, at the close of this con-

troversy, a pamphlet appeared, consisting of Letters address-

ed to Mr. Fuller, and bearing the signature of Agnostos.

As these Letters now make their appearance among Mr Ful-

ler's writings, it will be proper to state, for the information

of readers in general, that, with the exception of one or two

pages, they were written by Mr. Fuller himself. His reason

for concealing his name, in this publication, may be stated in

a few words. The controversy had already been extended to

a considerable length. Mr. Fuller, while unwilling that it

should terminate without his making some additional remarks,

conceived that these remarks, if appearing to proceed from

the pen of a third person, would be less likely to prolong the

discussion, and would be read with greater interest by the

public, who, he conceived, already began to be wearied by its

prolixity. As this reason for concealment no longer exists,

the Editor has inserted these observations in the body of Mr.

Fuller's Works, and has cast them into the shape oi Letters

written by Mr. Fuller, instead of Letters addresstd to him,

by changing the second person, wherever it was necessary,
*
into the first. This, with a few other trifling changes and

omissions, unavoidably arising from the form which the Letters

now assume, constitutes the whole of the alterations which

have been made in them. The Letters were deemed too im-

portant to be left out of this edition of Mr. Fuller's Works,

Ibut could not, with propriety, appear in their original form,
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Defence of Mr. F.'s Arguments for the consistency of a General call

wi\h an ucknowledgtd J^^ecessity of special and ejicaciout

Grace to remove our Moral Inahility to obey it. As the

greatest disinclination to regard divine authoriiy, cannot re-

lease a rational creature from an obligation to obey God's

commands; so the utter aversion of a sinner to regard the

kindness of God our Saviour, cannot release him from an ob-

ligition to regard his invitations. Men are still the proper

suLji.cls of commands and invitations, notwithstanding theh'

moral depravity. Nor are the commands of the law, or the

invitations of the gospel, rendered absurd, by the supposition

that human obstuiacy is so strong, as that it cannot be over-
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exerted, ----_ 4XS
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page of his Thirteen Le'ters. The references to the latter publicatioa
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THE REALITY AND EFFICACY

OF DIVINE GRACE,

«rc.

LETTER I.

My dear Friend

j

1 HAVE lately been engaged in a religious controversy, in

which my original design was directed against what I consid-

ered as an abuse of the doctrines of discriminating grace ;

but, in executing this design, I have sustained an attack from

an opposite quarter. At this I am not much surprised; as

the principles which I maintain are equally repugnant to Ar-
minianism as to Pseudo-Calvinism.

Having carefully attended to this controversy in all its

parts, I must confess myself still of opinion, that, in the main

I have engaged on the side of truth ; and that the arguments

which I have advanced have not yet been solidly answered.

Mr. Dan Taylor, who, under the signature of Philanthro-

pes, animadverted on my first publication, and to whose ani-

madversions I have written a Reply, has taken up his pen again.

In addition to his first JVine Lettersy he has written Thirteen

more upon the subject
; yet it appears, to me, that he has

not answered my main arguments, but, in fact, has, in va-

rious cases, sufficiently refuted himself.

Mr,, T. appears to have been hurt by what I said concerning

his want of reverence, and the resemblance of his objection

to that made against the apostle, in Romans ix. He submits it

" to the judgement of those who are accustomed to think de-
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libcrately, how far any part of this was just ; whether I did

net arrogate a great deal more to myself than I ought to have

done ; whether I ought not, prior to these charges, to have

proved myself possessed of apostolical authority, powers, and

infallibility, and to have proved, by apostolical methods, that

the particular sentiments against which he there objected,

came from heaven." (XIII. 135.) Now, I hope not to be

deemed arrogant, if I profess to have thought at least with

some degree of " deliberation" upon the subject ; and I de-

clare I cannot sec the propriety of any thing Mr. T. here al-

leges. I did not compare him to those who blasphemously

opposed the apostle's doctrine : the comparison respected

barely his mode of reasoning, and not his person or charac-

ter. Nor does what I have alleged require that I should

prove myself possessed of apostolical infallibility. The whole

of what is said amounts to no more than this, that the re-

semblance of his objection (IX. 50.) to that made by the ad-

versaries of the apostle, in Romans ix. 19. ought to make him

suspect, whether the sentiments he maintains are not too near

akin to theirs ; and whether the sentiments he opposes are not

of the same stamp with those of the Apostle : otherwise, how

is it that they should be liable to have the same objections

made against them ?*

As to what I said concerning reverence^ I observe that, in

one place, (XIII. 6.) he thanks me for it, and hopes he " shall

profit by it
;" but, presently after, talks ol fiardoning me, and,

before he has done, charges it to a want of ca?idour or Jus-

tice ; (XIII. 1 35.) and, all through his piece, frequently glances

at it in a manner that shows him to have been quite displeas-

ed. Now, what can any one make of all this, put together ?

There was either occasion for what I wrote, or there was not.

If there ivas^ why talk of fiardoning me ? and why charge

Hie with a want of candour ov justice? If there was not, and

Mr. T. thinks so, why docs he thank me for it ? IIow are we

to reconcile these things ? Does the one express the state of

* It is a good mode of reasoning, to argue from the similarity of the

opposition made to any doctrine in the days of the apostles, with that

which is made to a doctrine in the present day. Mr. Caleb Evans has

thus, I think, solidly and excellently defended the doctrine of the atone-

ment, in four Sermons on 1 Cor. ii. 23, 24.
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mind Mr. T. would be thought to possess, and the other what

he actually feels ? or did he set out in a mild and amiable spi-

rit, but, before he had done, lose his temper, and not know

how to conceal it ?

I would not wish, however, to spend much time in point-

ing out the defects of my opponent's temper. We all, par-

ticularly when engaged in controversy, viG.cCLX.o take good heed

to our s/iirits. And, perhaps, few can be long employed in

so difficult an affair, without affording their antagonist an op-

portunity to say, Ye know not iv/iat manner of sfiirit ye are

ef. If this does not provoke retaliation, it may be of use to

the person reproved, but it is of very little consequence to

the public, especially after the first dispute is over. Let us

waive this subject in future, and pass on to such things as are

of more general importance.

I do not intend minutely to particularize every article of

debate between myself and Mr. T., though, if I were, I am
persuaded the far greater part of his observations might be

proved to be destitute of propriety. I would only notice, in

this Letter, one or two, which seem to fall under the class of

general remarks^ and then proceed to the consideration of the

main s\ibjects wherein we differ.

It is a matter of " wonder'* to Mr. T. that I should be "un-

able to pronounce to what degree^ or extent^ a poor sinner

must believe the truth of the gospel, in order to be happy ; or

to what degree of holiness a man must arrive, in order to see

the Lord." (XIII. 7.) It should seem, then, to be no diffi-

culty with him. Well: how does he solve it ? why, by ac-

knowledging, THAT IT IS NOT ANY DEGREE OF FAITH IN THE

GOSPEL WHICH IS NECESSARY TO SALVATION ; NOR ANY DE-

GREE OF HOLINESS, ANY MORE THAN FAITH; but THE REAL-

ITY of it, withoUt which HO man shall see the Lord!!! Mr.

T. has a mind, surely, to make other people wonder, as well

as himself!

Again : I was thronged with opponents. I did not, there-

fore, think it necessary to make a formal reply to every sin-

gle argument ; such a plan must have swelled the publication

to an enormous size : I, therefore, only selected the main sub-

jects in debate, and attempted a fair discussion ©f them, with

the arguments adduced in support of them. Mr, T. seems to
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complain of this my systematical way of treating the subject,

as he calls it ;
(XIII. 8.) and sometimes singles out a particu-

lar argument of his, of which I have taken no notice, and in-

sinuates as if it was because I iclt it unanswerable. (XIII. 14.)

But is it not wonderful that he should complain of me, and, at

the same time, be guilty of the same thing himself? He has

omitted makirig any reply to nearly as much in mine, as I

have in his ; and to things also of considerable force. My
reasonings in pp. 32—34.* he has entirely passed over ; as al-

so my argument on the non-publication of the gospel, pp.

105— 107. Note t If Mr. T. looked upon me as obliged to an-

swer every particular argument, notwithstanding the number

of my opponents, what can be said for his oivn omissions, who

had on!y one to oppose ?

In my next, I will begin to attend to the main subjects on

which we differ ; viz. the work of the Spirit—the excusable-

ness of dinners on the non-provision of grace—the extent of

the 7noral law—and the design of Christ*s death.

At present, I remain,

Yours, Sec.

AGNOSTOS.

LETTER II.

Dear Sir,

I WOULD now proceed to the frst of the four main sub-

jects in debate between myself and Mr. Taylor

—

the work

OF THE Spirit. There has beew pretty much said between

us on the order of regeneration and faith, and the instrumen-

tality of the word in regeneration. I did not wish to contest that

matter, be it which way it might, provided the agency of the

Holy Spirit was but acknowledged. Mr. T. however, choosesi

• Pages 266—268 of this volume.

t Paffcs 328, 329 of this volume.
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to dwell upon this subject ; yet it seems rather extraordinary,

that, in ail his replies, he has taken no notice of what I advan-

ced in pp. 7, 8.*

Mr. T. seems to think that regeneration includes the whole

change that is brought about upon a person in order to his be-
' ing denominated a true Christian ; and not merely the Jirst

Beginning of it (XI 1 1. 1 1.) I thujk, in this I may agree with

him, so far, at least, as to allow that the term is to be under-

stood in such a large sense in some places in the New^ Tes-

tament ; and, if that is the case, I feel no difficulty in concur-

ring with him, thiat regeneration is by che word of truth. But
this, perhaps, may not satisfy my opponent, after all. He de-

nies that men are enlightened previously to their believing the

gospel ; (XIII. 12.) and yet one would think that a person must
understand any thing before he believes it ; and, if so, his

mind cannot be said to be illuminated by faith. But stiil it is

by the word: here Mr. T. will allow of no difficulties ; or, if

I will talk of difficulties, he v^ill impute it to my forsaking my
Bible. (XIII. 12.) Well: have but patience with him, in

twelve pages farther, when he begins to feel difficulties him^
self, we shall find him atoning for this severity by commend-
ing me for the same thing upon which he here puts so heavy
a construction.! (XIII. 24.)

I attempted to prove that Mr. T.*s sentiments leave out the

agency of the Holy Spirit in the act itself of believing ; or

,
• Pages 245, 246, of this volume.

-j- Whatever Mr T. thinks, some have thought that considerable diffi-

culties would attend our supposing all divine illummation to be by the
word ; nor are these objections drawn from *• metaphysical speculations,"

but from the word itself. Thus they reason : 1. It is a fact that evil

propensity in the heart has a strange tendency to blind the mind. Eplies.

iv. 18. 2. It is promised by the Holy Spirit, 7 willgize them a heart to

know me, Jer. xxiv. 7. But a heart to know God must be prior to that

knowledge, and cannot, therefore, be produced by means of it. 3, The
natural man is said not to receive the things of the Spirit of God^ neither

ean he know them, because they are Spiritually discerned. But, if a spi-

ritual discernment is necessary m order to knowing spiritual things,that

discert\ment cannot be produced by those spiritual things, unless the

consequent can produce its antecedent. 1 wished not, however, to dis«

pute about the order of things, but, rather, to attend to what is of far

greater importance.

VOL. I. 11 X
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that, " if there is any divine agency in the matter, it is only

a sort of grace given to men in common ; which, therefore,

can be no reason why any man, rather than another, believes

in Christ." Thus I stated it in p. 9* Mr. T. in reply, com-

plains that I have wronged him in representing him as leaving

Out the agency of the Holy Spirit in the act itself of believ-

ing ; and informs us that he distinguishes between " the ofiC'

rations and indivelling of the Holy Spirit." (XHI. 27.) But

wherein have I wronged him ? I have allowed him to main-

tain a sort of divine agency, or grace, which is given to men

in common : but this, ccrluinly, can be no cause why one man,

rather than another, believes in Christ. And with this Mr.

T.'s own account, (XHI. 13.) so far as I can understand him^

perfectly agrees.

i maintain that it is owing to divine agency, and to that

alone, that one sinner, rather than anotlier, believes in Christ*

I must confess that Mr. T. writes, on this subject, in a con-

fused and contradictory manner : (XHI. 23.) and well he

may ; his system will not admit it, and yet his heart knows

not how to deny it. First, he goes about to qualify my ques-

tion : " If by the term alone," says he, " l>e meant, that no

dinner would believe in Christ, without divine operations, I

freely grant it." True, he might ; but that is not all I plead

for, nor what my words evidently intend : and this he knows

very well, and ought not, therefore, to have made such an

evasion. What he allows may be held, without admitting that

it is owing to the Holy Spirit, that one sinner, rather than an-

other, believes in Christ. He adds, "But, if he mean that

men are passive in this matter, when the Spirit, by the word

operates on the mind: that I do not believe." This is an-

other evasion. My words do not imply that men are passive

in believing in Christ. I conceive that men become active,

when the Spirit operates upon their minds, though they were

passive in that opeiation. The very idea of operation upon

a subject implies that subject to be passive in such operation.

The immediate effect may be activity. But to suppose that

the subject on whom the operation is performed, is not pas-

sive in being the subject of the operation, is to suppose that.

* Page 248 of this volume
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he himself, and not the Spirit, puts forth that operation by

which grace is produced. That the mind, in receiving Christ,

is active, I allow ; but this is no way inconsistent with the

Holy Spirit being the proper, sole, efficient cause of such

activity. There was no dispute whether " man was the sub-

>jectof faith and unbelief," as his answer seems to represent;

(XIII. 24.) but whether the Blessed Spirit was the sole, ef^

ficient, and proper cause of our believing.

After all that Mr. T. says, in order to get over this difficul-

ty, (XIII. 24, 25.) what does it amount to ? « If the Spirit,

by the word, bring me to believe, and not another, whatever

is the cause, or the obstruction ; that is, in a general sense

done for me, which is not done for another, and demands ever-

lasting grateful acknowledgments.'* Of this general sense,

or meaning, I can make no meaning at all. It certainly does

not ascribe the difference between one sinner and another to

God, but to the creature ; and this is the very spirit and ten-

dency of his whole system, which ought to sink it in the es-

.teem of every humble, considerate mind. But the Holy Spirit

" does that for those who do not believe, which is sufficient

for the purpose, and which would bring them to faith and hap-

piness, if they were not to abuse it." (XIII. 25.) So far as

2'elates to objective evidence being presented, (and which is

sufficient to render men who are in possession of their natu-

ral faculties inexcusable,) we are, in this matter, agreed. But,

in reference to the work of the Spirit itself, if its success does

indeed depend upon the pliability of the subject, then^ so far,

salvation is not of grace; for the very turning point of the

whole affair is owing to the creature, and to liis own good

improvement of what ^as given to iiim in common with

others. To speak of that being done which is sufficient, if

not abused, is saying nothing at all. For how, if the human
heart should be so depraved, as that it will be sure to abuse

every word and work of God, short of that which is omnif

potent ? That men resist the Holy Spirit, and abuse the

grace of the gospel, is true : but the question is, not whethei*

ihis their abuse is their wickedness^ buty how came Mr, T.
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or any other man, to be so pliable and well-disposed, as ?ioc

to resist it ?*

" I cannot prove," says Mr. T." that the Holy Spirit does

not do as much, or more, in this (general) sense, for some

who do not repent and believe, as for some who do. Truth

itself informs us, that what was done, without effect, for Cho-

razin, Bcthsaida, and Capernaum, would have been effectual

for Tyre, Sidon, and Sodom." (XIII. 25.) Truth, indeed,

does inform us of aomet/iinq- being done for those cities ; but

it makes no mention of the work of the Spirit in or upon

them, but merely of the mighty works (or miracles) which

"ivcrc wrought among them. These oug-hi to have led them

to repentance, though they did not. ' But did not Christ

speak, as if Tyre, Sidon, and Sodom would have repented,

had they enjoyed the same means :' Yes, he did ; and so did

God speak concerning his people Israel : Surely they are my

fieo/ile^ children that loill not lie : so he became their Saviour.

Again : / looked that mij vineyard should have broughtforth

gra/ies, and it brought forth ivild grafies. Again ; Thou art

not sent unto a Jicop.le of a strange sfieech^ and of an hard
.

language^ but to the house of laracl ; surely, had I sent thee

to them, they luould have hearkened unto thee.—Last of all^

he sent his son, saying, They ivill reverence my son.f But

do these speeches prove that God really thought things would

be so ? Rather, arc they not evidently to be understood of

God's speaking, after the manner of men, of what might

have been expected, according to human appearance ?

* In page 23 of his Thirteen Zetiers, Mr. T. speaking- of believing in

Christ, says, he does " not apprehend that any man has any will or pow-

er, or any concern about the matter, till the Holy Spirit work, awalcen,

and produce these in the mind." Bat the Holy Spirit, he tliinks, operates

sufficiently in all men ; /te does that for those who do vot believe, which

is sufficient for the purpose : yea, he supposes he does as much, or more,

in this sense, for some wlio do not repent and believe, as for some who

do. (p. 25.) Mr. T. must allow, that no man can ever do what he has

neither wi// nor /jower to perform. The mind must be either active or

passive in the production of" the will and power of which he speaks. If

passive^ his whole system is overthrown : if active, the supposed prior

activity is while they have neither wZ/i nor /»<)7i'er to act; which is absurd.

•jf
Isa. Ixiii. 8. V. 2. Ezek. lii. 5, 6. Matt. xxi. 37.
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" I do not remember," says Mr. T. " that the scripture ever

ascribes the final misery of sinners to the want of divine in-

fluences," &c. (XIII. 27.) True : nor do my sentiments sup-

pose that to be the cause of final misery. His reasoning on

this subject (XIII. 32.) is extravagant. It is sin, and sin

alone, which is the cause of any man's ruin. He might as

well say, that a man is brought into misery, because he is not

brought out of it. The destruction of fallen angels is no

more ascribed to the want of divine mercy, than that of fallen

men.

Mr. T. thinks the cases of wicked men being restrained

from wickedness, godly men growing in grace. Sec. may il-

lustrate the subject in question ; (XIII. 30.) I think so too.

1 also think with him concerning men's obligations to these

things ; that much more might be done than what is done

;

but that, if they are done, it is to be ascribed to God, because

it is he who works all our works in us ; I think the same of

faith in Christ. These are not things wherein we differ ; but

the question is, though, in words, Mr. T. ascribes these things,

as well as faith, to God, whether his system does not ascribe

them to the creature. This it certainly does ; and he as good as

acknowledges it, (XIII. 52.) where (in contradiction to what

he here asserts) he pleads for men's being able, indefiendent

of the grace of the gospel^ to abstain from gross abominations.

Mr. T. has not thought proper to controvert my arguments
in pp. 9—19;* for a special and effectual influence of the

Holy Spirit ; but thinks that these may be admitted, without

destroying his sentiments ; only observing, that, if he were to

follow me through those reasonings, he " should question the

propriety of the turn I give to a few passages of scripture."

(XIII. 26.) It will be time enough to reply, when wc kno^y

what he has to object against my sense of those passages.

But how is it that Mr. T. would have it thought that his sen-

timents are unaft'ccted by those arguments ? Had he but ad-

mitted the sentiment established by those arguments, it would
liave saved him much trouble, which he has taken, in trying

to account for God's doing the same for one man as for an-

other, and yet making men to differ. If God works effectually

* Passes 248^256 of this volume..
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on some, that is more than he will pretend that he does upon

all ; and this will perfectly account for a difference between

one sinner and another. And if this way of God*s making

men to differ be admitted in some instances, it must in ally

seeing one believer, as much as another, is taught to ascribe

the difterence between him and others to God alone*. But

Mr. T. does not believe an effectual influence ; such an influ-

ence, admitted, would be destructive of his whole system.

He supposes an cflectual influence would be destructive of

hcc agency and moral government. (XIII. 129.) That it

would be destructive of either, according to the scriptural ac-

count of them, has not yet been proved ; but that it would

destroy his notions concerning them, is admitted ; and this

proves that an eff'ectual influence is inconsistent with his sen-

timents.

If Mr. T.'s reasonings (XIII. 33.) prove any thing, they

prove that God will furnish every man in the world with the

means of salvation ; but so far is this from corresponding with

factf that the gospel was never preached to the far greater

part of mankind who have hitherto lived ; and some of whom,

Mr. T. supposes, would have really believed and been saved,

liad they but heard it. (XIII. 25.)

I shall close my remarks on this part of the debate with a

few observations on the resistiblcness or irresistibleness of the

Holy Spirit. I apprehend he is both resistible and irresisti-

ble, in diftcrent respects. The following observations are

submitted to the reader's attention: 1. God has so constitu-

ted the human mind, that words, whether spoken or written,

shall have an cflect upon it. 2. The Hc!y Spirit speate to

men in his word : he has written to them the great things of

his law. 3. It would be strange, if God's word should not

have some effect upon people's minds, as well as the words

and writings of men. It would be very strange, if neither

the warnings nor expostulations, the threatenings nor the pro-

mises of God, should have any eff*ect upon the mind ; whereas

the same things, among men, are constantly known to inspire

ihem with various feelings. 4. The influence of the word

upon the mind, seeing that word is indited by the Holy Spii:itj

• 3Iom. iii. 9. 1 Cor. xv. 10. John xiv. 22. 1 Cor. iv. 7,
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may be called, in an indirect and figurative sense, the influ-

ence of the Holy Spirit. It was with this kind of influence

that he strove with the antediluvians in the ministry of Noah,

&c. (Gen. vi. 3.) and was resisted by the Israelites. That is,

they resisted the messages which the Holy Spirit sent unto

them by Moses and the prophets ; and their successors did

the same by the messages sent them by Christ and his apos-

tles. (Acts vii. 51.) And thus the admonitions of parents,

the events of providence, and the alarms of conscience, as

well as the word preached and written, may each, in an in-

direct sense, be said to be the strivings of the Holy Spirit.

This influence ought to suffice to bring us to repent of sin,

and believe in Christ, and were it not for the resistance that

is made to it, would have such an effect ; but, through the

perverseness of the human heart, it never has. It is a great

sin to resist and overcome it ; but it is such a sin as every

man, while unregenerate, is guilty of. 5. Besides this, it has

been allowed, by many of the most steady and able defenders

of the doctrine of efficacious grace, that the Holy Spirit may,

by his immediate, but more common influence, impress the

minds of unregenerate men, and assist reason and natural

conscience to perform their office more fully; so that, not-

withstanding the bias of the will is still bent in favour of sin,

yet they are made sensible of many truths contained in the

word of God, and feel somewhat of that alarming apprehen-

sion of their danger, and of the power of the divine anger,

&c. which all impenitent sinners will experience in a much
superior degree at the day of judgment. But sinners, un-

der these common awakenings only, continue destitute of

that realizing sense of the excellence of divine things, which

is peculiar to those who are effectually renewed in the spirit

of their minds ; and to which the power of sin has entirely

blinded the minds of the unregenerate. 6. From the depravi-

ty or perverseness of the human heart arises the necessity of

a special and effectual influence of the Holy Spirit. The in-

fluence before mentioned may move the soul ; but it will not

bring it home to God. When souls are effectually turned to

God, it is spoken of as the result of a special exertion of

almighty power. God ivho commanded the light to shine out
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of darkncsfff hath shined in our hearts^ to i;ivc the light of

thr knoTjledge of the glory of God in the face of Jesua

Christ.—Thy ficofile shall b( nvillmg in the day of thy pow-

er.—/ WILL fiut viy law in their inward fiarCy and write it

on their hearts ; and I will be their God, and they shall be

my fieople.— Who hath believed our refiort ; and to whom

hath (he arm of the Lord been revealed ?*

These observations may account for several things which

Mr. T. has remarked, (particularly in XIII. 28, 29 ) without

supposing that the s/iecial operations of the Holy Spirit are

ever finally overcome.
I am yours, &c.

LETTER III.

Dear Sir,

J HE second general subject in debate respects the na-

ture of that inability of which mankind are the subjects, in

respect of compliance with the will of God ; or, more par-

ticularly, original sin, human depravity, and the ^^raci? 0/ God,

On ihcso subjects Mr. T. has written his Fourth, Fifth, and

Sixth Letters. He sets out with an observation on free agen-

cy, which discovers, in my opinion, the ground of a great

many other of his mistakes. He supposes that a moral, as well

as natural ability to comply with the commands of God, is

necessary to render us free agents. Hence, he does not seem

to consider man as a free agent in respect to keeping, or not

keeping, the /aw, but barely " with regard to those objects

which God in his gosjiel presents to him, as a fallen creature,

to recover him from his fallen state." (XIII. 36.) And yet

he speaks, in the same page, of his thus being a " subject of

God's moral government." Strange, indeed, that he should

not be a free agent in respect of the moral law, and yet that

he should be a subject of God's moral government ; yea, and

• 2 Cor. iv, 6. Psa. ex. 3. Jer. xxxi. 33. Isa. liii. X.
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that the moral law should, notwithstanding, be to him " a rule

of life." (XIII. 61.) If we are not free agents in respect of

the moral law, we cannot be the subjects of God's moral
government, but, rather, of some supposed evangelical gov-

ernment.

A free agent is an intelligent being- ivho is at liberty to ad
according" to his choice, without compulsion or restraint. And
has not man this liberty in respect of the laiv, as well as of

the gosfiel ? Does he, in any instance, break the lav/ by com-
pulsion, or against his will ? Surely not. It is impossible the

law should be broken in such a way ; for where any thing rS

done without, or against volition, no equitable law, human
or divine, will ever blame or condemn. Mr. T.'s great mis-

take in these matters lies in considering a bias of mind asf

destructive of free agency. If a bias of mind to evil, be it

ever so deep-rooted and confirmed, tends to destroy free agen-

cy, then the devil can be no free agent; and so is not account-

able for all his enmity against God. The same may be said

of those who are, as Mr. T. expresses it, become " unina*

pressible,'* (XIII. 28.) z.x\^ cannot cease from sin. It is not

sufficient to say, that " they had power to receive the word
till they wilfully resisted, and rejected the truth ;*' if Mr.
T.'s notion of free agency be just, they ought to have had
power at the time, or else not to have been accountable.

Mr. T. constantly reasons from natural to moral impoten-

oy, and, in these cases, admits of no diff'erence between

them ; but he knows, that, in respect of the former, if a man
is unable to perform any thing that is required of him at the

time, he is, to all intents and purposes, excusable ; yea, though

he may have brought his impotency upon himself by his own
crimes. Suppose, for example, a man destroys both health

and reason by mere debauchery and wickedness, so as to be-

come a poor ghastly ideot, can any one suppose that, in that

state of mind, it is just to require him to perform the business

of a man, or to punish him for his omission, under the pre-

tence that he once had reason and strength, but, by his wick-

edness, had lost them. No : far be it from either God or man
to proceed in this manner i If, then, tli^re is no difference

between natural and moral impotency, those who are becom©

VOL. I. % Y
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<* unimprcssiblc," and arc given up of God to sin, (as were

Judas, and the murderers of our Lord,) arc not free agents,

and so are not accountable beings.

Farther : If a bias of mind to evil^ be it ever so confirmed,

tends to destroy the free agency of the subject, the same

would hold true of a bias to good; which Mr. T. indeed

seems to allow ; for he asks, " Are not free agents capable

of sinning?** (XIII. 51.) As if it was essential to free agen-

cy, to be capable of doing wrong. But has Mr. T. forgot,,

that neither God, nor Christ, (even wlien upon earth,) nor

saints in glory, are capable of doing wrong ? The bias of

their minds is so invariably fixed to holiness, that it is impos-

sible they should, in any instance, deviate from it : and yet

will he deny them to be the subjects of free agency ?

Mr. T.'s ideas of free agency have probably led him into

some others, respecting the nature of tfiat sin which men
commit as the effect of Adam's transgression. (XIII. 52.)

His language on that subject, all along, implies, that all the

sin which men commit as the effect of Adam's transgression,

must be in-voluntary ; as though it was something that opera-

ted within them, entirely against^ or at least without, their

consent. If this supposition were true, I should not wonder

at his pleading for its innocence. If men were under such a

necessity as this of sinning, I should coincide with Mr. T. in

denying that they were accountable for that part of their con-

duct. But, the truth is, there is no such sin in existence.

Sins of igjiorance^ under the law, were not opposed to volun-

tary, h\x\\.o fireaum^ituous SAW-i (Numb. XV. 27—31.) There

are many sins that men commit, which are not presumptu-

ous, but none which are, in every sense, involuntary. Mr.

T. perhaps, will allege the apostle's assertions in Rom. vii.

that what he would not, that he did. He makes much ado

(XIII. 43.) about this, and my supposed inconsistency, but

all he there says was, I think, sufficiently obviated in my first

treatise. After all, Mr. T. does not really think there arc

any sin.s-, besides what arc voluntary. Though he talks of

believers being guilty of such sins, and of Christ's dying to

atone for them ; (XHI. 52.) yet he would not allow it to be

just for any man, in his own Jierson, either to be blamed or

punished for them ; no ; he contends that it is the concunrncs
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ff our wills that denominates us blameworthy; (XIII. 41.)

Tvhich is undoubtedly true, in respect of all personal blame.

When Mr. T. reviewed my first publication, he spake

much in praise of the distinction between natural and moral

inability
.f
and of the fiersfiicuity of the manner of stating it.

{IX. 9. 63, 64.) Surely he must not, at that time, have un-

derstood what he applauded ; and having since discovered

tjiis sword to have two edges, the 07ie equally adapted to cut

up Arminianism, as the otfier is to destroy Antinomianism^ he

has now changed his mind, and is striving to prevent its ef-

ficacy by giving another meaning to the terms, and thus in-

volving the subject in darkness and confusion.*

By natural fiower^ Mr. T. noiv understands a power that

is barely adapted to the performance of natural things ; and

by moral flower a power for moral things. (Letter VI.) But

natural power as I, and all others who have heretofore writ-

ten upon the subject, have used it, is as much conversant

with spiritual as with natural things ; yea, and as much with

wicked things as with either of them. It requires the same

members, faculties, and opportunities, to do good as to do

evil J to perform spiritual, as to perform natural actions. To
pretend, therefore, to distinguish the use of these terms by

the objects with which they are conversant, can answer no

end but to perplex the subject.

But is natural fwiver sufficient for the fierformance of mor-

al and spJritual actions ? Mr. T. says. No j and so say I, in

* Had these terms, or the distinction they are used to specify, been

a new invention of my own, there would have been less room to have

complained of this treatment ; but it appears, to me, a strange, imwar"

rantable freedom, when we reflect that both had been used in exactly

the same sense, by a great number of respectable theological writers.

Whereas Mr. T.'snew sense of them is entirely unprecedented; though,

no doubt, the most rash and ignorant of the Pseudo-Calvinists would

find it suited to subserve their denial of all obligation upon natural men

to perform any thing spiritually good. But let men, as they value theip

souls, be first well assured, such an evasive distinction will be admitted

at the day of judgment, before they dare to apply it to this sin-ex-

tenuating purpose. I do not charge Mr. T. with intending to put wea=

pons into the hands of deluded Antinomians ; but I beseech him to

consider how readily they would make their advantage of such a dis-

tinction, if once admitted >
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.one respect. But he concludes, therefore;, that if God re-

quire any thing of a moral or spiritual nature of any man, it

is but rii^ht that he should furnish him with moral power for

the performance of it. Thus he, all along, represents mor-

al ability as if it were some distinct faculty, formed by the

Creator for the performance of moral actions, while natural

power is given f r the performance of natural actions; and

thus the reader is led to imagine, that God is as much obli-

ged to furnish sinful men with the one, as with the other, in

order to render them accountable beings. Whereas moral

power is not power, strictly speaking, but a heart to use the

power God has given us in a right manner. It is natural

power, and that only, that is properly so called, and which is

necessary to render men accountable beings. To constitute

me an accountable being, it is not necessary that I should b©

actually dl^fiosed to holy actions, (which is the same thing

as possessing a moral ability,) but, barely, that / could da

such acdofiSy if I were disclosed. Indeed, notwithstanding;

all that Mr. T. has written to the contrary, and by whatever

names he calls this power, natural or moral, he himself means

nothing more. He does not mean to plead for its being ne-

cessary that men should be actually fiossessed of holiness, in

order to their being free agents ; but, merely, that they

Tni^ht possess u, if they ivould. He only pleads, in fact, for

what I allow ; and yet he thinks he pleads for something else,

and so goes on, and loses himself and his reader in a maze

of confusion. It is not enough for Mr. T. that 1 allow mcR

may return to God, if they will ; they must have the power

of being wf/Zm^', if they will: (XIII. 57.) but this, as we
shall soon see, is no more than having the power of being

'ilohat they are ! I represented this matter in as forcible a

Ipanner as I could in my Reply ; (p. 49.*) and it is a puor

answer that Mr. T. makes to it ; (XIII. 58.) as though I

were out of my province in writing about the meaning- of

my opponent. Surely it is a lamentable thing, if the mean-

ing of an author cannot be come at by all he writes upon a

subject. If what I imputed to him was not his meaning, wh'y

** Pap:e 280 of this volume.



Letter ^.^ Agnosto^. 35?

did he not give it in his next performance ? " Is it vincandid

to conclude he had no other meaning to give ?"

I am, Sep

LETTER IV.

Dear Sif*,

When I affirmed natural power to be sufficient to render

men accountable beings, Mr. T. puts me upon /^roo/; (XIIL

56.) and, what is more, supposes that I have acknowledged the

contrary in my former treatise. Whether I have not firoved

this matter already ; whether Mr. T. has not allowed me to

have proved it ; and, whether what I say elsewhere is not in

perfect consistency with it ; shall be examined. Meanwhile,

let us follow Mr. T. in his three-fold argument for the sup-

posed innocence of moral imfiotence : " If men could never

avoid it, cannot deliver themselves from it, and the blessed

God will not deliver them, surely they ought not to be punished

for it, or for any of its necessary effects."* Mr, T. complains

heavily of my treating these subjects sefiarately^ which he

wished to have considered conjointly. Well : there was an

answer, though short, in p. 29 of my Reply,! to the whole

conjointly considered ; and if he would solidly have answer-

ed that only, he might have been excused from all the rest.

But farther : I can see no justice whatever in his complaint.

If three things, all together, constitute a moral inability blame-

less, it must be on account of some tendency that each of

those three things has to such an end, separately considered.

What Mr. T. has said of man's being composed of body^

soul, and afiirit, (XIII. 38.) does not prove the contrary tp

* This, the reader will observe, is Mr. T.'s own way of stating it^

(XIII. 2>7) who always chooses to represent moral inability in terms

which are properly applicable to natural inability cnlyj and hereby it

i^ that his positions wear the face of plausibilitv,

f Pages 264, 265, of this volume

»
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this ; because, though bodij does not constitute a man, nor

souly nor s/iirii separately conbidered
;
yet they each form a

comjionciit Jiart of human nature. If it could be proved, that

body, soul, and spirit had neither of them any jiart of hu-

man nature, separately considered ; that would prove, that,

all top;cther, they could not constitute a man. Suppose A.

owes B. thirty pounds, and proposes to pay him in three dif-

ferent articles. Accordini^ly, A .ays down ten pounds in cash,

ten pounds in bills, and ten pounds i-i grain. B. refuses each

of these articles in payment : ' for,' says he, * your cash is

all counterfeit, your bills are forged, and your grain is dam-

aged to such a degree as to be worth nothing.' A. replies,

not by admitting, that, unless each article can be proved to be

of value, separately considered, he cannot, in justice, desire

the whole to be accepted; but, by complaining of B.'s un-

•vvarrantable manner of separating the articles, and examin-

ing them apart : as if he should say, ' Though the cash may

be counterfeit, the bills forged, and the grain worthless, seiia-

rately considered, yet, all together^ they make up the value of

lliirty pounds I'

Farther : though all these three things arc, in one filaccy

mentioned together, yet Mr. T. did not, all along, consider

them conjointly, nor has he done so now. There need not be

a greater proof of his understanding these subjects distinctlyy

than his attempting to defend them so; which he has done in

^yhat follows

:

^

First : he undertakes lo prove, that the circumstance of

men being born impure, or inheriting their propensities from

their first parent, does excuse them in being the subjects of

those propensities. (XIII. 39.) Original sin, to be sure, is

a mysterious subject. There is a diiTiculty attending the ex-

istence of evil in the souls of all mankind, upon every hy-

pothesis ; but it becomes us, as Mr. T. observes, to hearken

to " scripture evidence," and to admit it as decisive : and, af-

ter all, I believe the scriptural account of the matter will be

found to have the fewest difficuUies of any. Some, with Pe-

lagius, deny the thing itself, and maintain that human de-

pravity comes entirely by imitation. Others admit the fact,

that we " arc depraved by Adam's transgression," but deny

the guilt of such depravity, on that account : this appears to
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be the case with Mr. T. Others admit both the fact and the

guilt o? ouv depravity, notwithstanding: this is my sentiment.

Though Mr. T. admits that men are born " impure,'* and

that this impurity is their « depravity," a depravity which

David, in Psa, li. 5. "confessed and lamented ;" yet he main-

tains all this to be blameless ;* and, all along, seems to claim

it as a matter of justice, either to stand upon his own ground,

or to receive the grace of the gospel, as an equivalent for it.

The depravity of our nature, then, is not the fault, but the

misfortune of it. It is, however, allowed to be that which is

" our ruin, in that it deprives us of happiness, and exposes

us to misery :" (XIII. 41.) that is, toundeserved misery ; for

such it must be, " be the misery what it may,** if it be inflict-

ed without blameworthiness in the subject. Surely such a

constitution must have been very tmrightcous, and men must

have been very much injured, after all, to be ruined by that

in the guilt of which they have no concern, either personal

or relative. Mr. T. may well represent it as an inducement

for God to give his Son to die for them, (XIII. 81.) if it were

only to make them amends for such an injury ; and especially

as he considers God himself as the author of our native de-

pravity, in constituting the union betv/cen Adam and his off-

spring. (XIII. 62.) To be sure, his scheme is so far consist-

ent. There is only this difficulty remains, how shall we re-

concile all this with the scriptures ; and with either the justice

of the Lawgiver, or the grace of the Saviour ? For it seems,

to me, that both law and gospel must surely be overthrown

by such an hypothesis.

• By the way, is it not rather extraordinary, that Mr. T. after distin-

guishing between impurity and siiiy impure propensities and evil disposi'

tionsy depravity and blumeivorthiness, confessing- iniquity and taking

shame and blame to ourselves on account of it, should exclaim against

dealing in metaphysics P Verily, a man had need be endued with some-

thing more than metaphysical skill to make distinctions where there is

no difference. "I do not understand relative blame," says Mr. T. Then,

obviating an objection of mine, he asks, " But how then can they be

said to be bom in sm.^" and answers, " If I use the expression, 1 meaa
they are born impure." (XIII. 40.) Be it so ; what does David mean ? He
did not say, 'I was born impure,' but, l-ioas shapen inimKiviTYf and in

3M tiid viv mother conceive me.
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The scriptures represent God as a just being, who will by

no means inflict punishment where there is no guilt. Ne doth

not afflict willingly, nor grieve the children of men. To crush

under feet all the firisoners of the earth—to subvert a man

in his cause, Jehovah afifiroveth not.—Surely God will not-

do wickedly, neither will the Almighty pervert judgment.*

Surely, then, we might conclude, even though an apostle had

never told us so, that death would not \\z.\q fiassed ufion all

men, by one man*s sin, if in that sin, some how or other, all

had not sinned. Surely death would not have reigned in the

world, over them that had not sinned after the similitude of

Adam*s transgression, if sin had not thus been in the worldy

as its procuring cause. This argument (from Rom. v. 1 3, 1 4.)

was urged before : why did not Mr. T. reply to ii ? " Is it

uncandid to conclude it was because no reply could be

made ?"

Farther : the scriptures represent the whole world as guil-

ty before God—as void of every claim, except it be that of

shame and confusion offace. Jehovah speaks of himself as

being at perfect liberty to save, or not to save, men; and as

being determined to exercise it too : / will have mercy on

^hom I will have mercy, and I will have compassion on whom

I will have compassion.

Once more : the scriptures represent the gift of Christ as

bein"- of mere grace, and the greatest instance of love that

ever was displayed ; and that, because it was altogether con-

trary to our deserts. Christ is nowhere represented as dying

for us out of pity for the injury that we had received from the

first covenant, but, on the contrary, as being actuated by

mere self-moved goodness: Herein is love, not that we loved

God, but that God loved us, and gave his Son to be the pro-

pitiation for our sins.•^'Christ died for the ungodly. jFot

scarcely for a righteous man will one die: yet pcradventure

for a good man sojne would even dare to die. But God com-

mendcth his love towards us, in that while we were yet sin-

ners, Christ died for 7is.\ So also the whole of our salvation

is always represented, not as making us amends for an injury,-

Lam. iii. 33—36. Job xxxiv. 12.

t 1 John iv. 10. Rom, v. 6-^3-
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but as of mere grace, which God might, without any blemish

on his character, have for ever withheld. The whole Epistle

to the Romans is written with the very design to cut off all

claim, to prove that all are under sin ; and, therefore, that

justification and salvation are altogether of sovereign grace.

The Epistle to the Ephesians is written in much the same
strain, especially the Second Chapter, wherein the apostle

rises in gradation from what they were by practice, to what
they were by nature, namely, children of ivrath, e-ven as
others;* and all this to prove what he immediately asserts,

that by GRACE we are saved. Yes, the whole tenour of scrip-

ture breathes this language : / wrought for my name*s sake—JVot for your sakes do I this, saith the Lord Jehovah, be

it known unto you /

< But do not " the children of traitors" frequently suffer for

their father's crimes, even though they were no way concern-

ed in their guilt V (XIII. 40.) Answer, It is not just, for

the children of a traitor to suffer the loss of any natiiral rightj

or to be exposed to death, or any fiunishment, for that in the
guilt of which they have no concern ; neither do they, where
they are under just laws. (Deut. xxiv. 16.) There is no
such union subsisting between a parent and a child, as betweea
Adam and his posterity. They are not one in law ; the one
therefore, cannot justly suffer punishment for the other's

crimes. No one pretends that it is right to punish them with
death, or any corporal punishment. God, to be sure, has a
right to inflict death where he pleases ; as upon the children

of Achan ; and that, because all men have forfeited their lives

to him : and such an instance of displeasure upon a man's
family might tend to deter others from the like wickedness

:

but the children of a traitor have not forfeited their lives to a
civil government, and, therefore, they cannot justly be taken

But " the words by nature,'* says Mr. T. " relate not to our birth,

but to the state in which we lived in sin, before our conversion." (XIIL
42.) Let the reader look at the passage, (Ephes. ii. 3.) and judge if it

is not a gradation, from what we are by practice, to what we are by
nature. But, suppose it to relate, in a general way, to our unconverted
state, the question is. How came that state to be called a state of na-^

ture, but because it is not accidentally acquired by mere Imitation, bu^
13 the state in whicU we are horn into the world t

VOL. I. S Z
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away. The only thing that bcfals them is loss : and as to that,

they may miss of what would have been their social privileges,

such as honours and property, had their father died in posses-

sion of them ; but, as they were never theirs, properly speak-

ing, they could not be deprived of them. They had no natu-

ral right to them, nor any right at all, but by their relation to

their parent ; and the parent, having deprived himself of them,

could not convey them to his posterity.*

• Perhaps as near a resemblance as any, to that of the divine conduct,

which relates to Adam and his posterity, will be found in God's treat-

ment of a nation, or body politic. God, in his providence, deals with

a nation as if it was one person. Thus God covenanted with Israel, not

merely with those who existed at the time, bat with their unborn pos-

terity. Deut. xxix. 14, 15. And thus the crimes of a nation often ac-

cumulate from generation to generation, like those of an individual from

youth to age. Moab, or the nation of the Moabltes, is said to have been

at easefrom his youthy and to be settled upon his leeSf Stc. that is, from his

first beginning to be a nation. Jer. xlviii. 2. At last, divine vengeance

falls upon some one generation, like as a judgment befalling a man, in

his old age, for the crimes of his whole life. Individuals, in such sea-

sons, may be comparatively innocent j but yet, bring members of a soci-

ety, which, as such, is deeply involved in sin, they partake of a kind of

relative ffuilt. Considered as individuals, they are only answerable for

their own personal faults, but, as members of society, it is otherwise-

Tbus the returning captives confessed their national guilt, saying, We
have done -wickedly, and all this is come upon us because ofoun sins. Neh.

xi. 33. 37. Both Ezra and Nehemiah, no doubt, joined in this confession,

though we have no reason to think that their conduct, as individuals,

had been such as to draw down the vengeance of God upon their coun-

try. God speaks of the whole human race, in relation to their first

head, as he would speak of a nation Speaking to Israel, he says, / had

planted ihec a noble vine, "wholly a right seed, hotu then art thou turiied

into the degenerate pUint of a strange vine unto me ? And thus of the

whole human race, God hath made man upright ; but they have sought

out many inventions. Eccles. vii. 29. This is, undoubtedly, spoken of

the whole species ; but it cannot be said, of the whole species, that they

were made upright, any otherwise than as having a kind of existence in

their first parent. Mr. T. himself, when he can get out of a difficulty

110 other way, will acknowledge such a union between Adam and his

posterity, as that what was possessed by him w as possessed by them.

He talks of God originally giving man power to keep the law ; and of

this making man's condemnation, for the breach of it, a matter ofjus-

tice. (XUI. 130.).
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But it is suggested, that we might as well be « commended
for what Christ did," and for the effects of our constituted

union with him, as blamed for what Adam did, and the effects

of our constituted union with hi7n. (XIII. 39._) This objec-

tion has been thought as plausible as any thing Mr. T. has

advanced ; and yet, if I am not greatly mistaken, there is one
part of it, at least, that will entirely overthrow his own hypo-
thesis. Admitting that we, in no sense, are praiseworthy on
account of what Christ has done, I question if it will follow,

that we are in no sense blameworthy for what Adam did. It

does not appear, to me, a just conclusion, that, because fa-

vours may be conferred without merit; therefore punishment

may be inflicted without demerit. But, suppose this did fol-

low, and that we are, in no sense, blameworthy for the sin of

Adam ;
yet it does not follow, that we are not blameworthy

for any of its effects. The case from which Mr. T. argues,

will prove the very reverse of this. He supposes, that we are

not praiseworthy for the effects of our union with Christ,

(XIII. 39.) than which there can hardly be a greater mistake.

Is not all heart-holiness, and, indeed, every thing in us that is

truly commendable and firaiseworthy, the effect of our union

with Christ ? I hope Mr. T. will not deny this, though he so

strangely overlooked it. Now, if holiness of heart may be,

and is commendable, notwithstanding its being the effect of

our union with Christ ; then, according to his own reasoning,

unholiness of heart may be blameworthy, notwithstanding its

being the effect of our union with Adam.

It ought to be observed too, that this is the very question in

debate between us in this place. The point that I endeavour-

ed to prove, was, not that we are to blame for Adam's trans-

gression ;
(this was only a question that occurred incidentally ;)

hut that a moral inability, or evil propensity of heart, in an

intelligent creature, is blameworthy, notwithstanding his

having been born the subject of it. So I had stated it in my
Reply, (p. 33.*) and this, I hope, has been fully proved ; and

that, from Mr. T.*s own premises.

It may be farther remarked, upon this subject, that, though

the holiness of believers is the necessary, or certain effect of

* Page 268 of this volume.
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their union with Christ, yet they arc not the subjects of it by

compulsion, or any kind of natural necessity ; but what they

are, they freely choose to be ;—and will it not hold equally

true concerning the unholiness of sinners, that, though it may

be the eflTect of Adam's fall, yet, as they freely choose to be

what they are, it is improper to represent it as that which

they possess by a natural necessity ?

But, whether the words natural necessity, or inability, be

retained, or given up, in this matter, Mr. T. insists upon it,

that our depravity comes upon us according to the 7iature of

things; that is, if I understand him, according to the esta-

blished la XV J or settled order of things; and this he thinks

equivalent to a natural necessity.^ and must, therefore, deno-

minate it blameless, (XIII 62.) But if Mr. T. can thu9

prove our native depravity blameless; I think I can, by the

^ame mode of reasoning, prove all the fruits of it to be blame-

less too. Is there not a settled order^ or an established laiVf

of some sort, for the operations of the human mind, and, in-

<lecd, for all human actions ? Is it not according to the laws

qf nature, according to the nature of things, that a man al-

ways chooses that v/hich, all things considered, appears, in

the view of his own mind, the most agreeable ; and pursues,

if he have opportunity, that which, all things considered, is

the object of his choice ? It is impossible that a man should

choose, in any instance, that which, at the same time, and in

the same respects, all things considered, appears, in the view

of his mind, disagreeable ; and refuse that which is agreeable.

And it is equally impossible, that he should act in contradic-

tion to his prevailing choice. An evil tree, according to the

nature of things, will bring forth evil fruit ; and a good tree

will bring forth good fruit ; and, no less certainly, will " wick-

edness proceed from the wicked," according to the proverb

of the ancients and the manifest implication of our Lord's

words, (IMatt. xii. S3, 34.) But does it thence follow, that the

evil fruit produced by a bad heart, comes by a natural neces-

sity, and is blameless ? Which way will JNIr. T. take ? Will
he deny an established order in the human mind, and main-

tain that we choose totally at random, without any respect to

what is agreeable or disagreeable in the view of the mind

;

that we act without any necessary connexion with our pre-
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vailing choice ; and that we must do so, in order to be free

agents ? Or will he admit of such a connexion in the opera-

tions of the mind ; and, instead of placing all blame in actions,

and none in the state of the mind, as he seems to have done

all along, hitherto; will he now exculpate from blame all

those acts which necessarily arise from choice, and all those

volitions which necessarily arise from the view of the mind,

and throw all the blame upon the state of the mind itself?

He must either do this, or else allow, that what comes to pass

according to established laws, may, nevertheless, be blame*

worthy.

Mr. T. imputes our pollution by the sin of Adam to tlie

<f direction of the all-wise Creator, who constituted the union

between Adam and his offspring." (XIII. 62.) This, to be

sure, is the way to prove it innocent ; for God cannot be the

author of confusion in the universe, any more than in the

thurches. But let us beware, lest we charge God foolishhj.

That God was the author of the union referred to, is admitted;

but that he is the author of whatever that union may be the

occasion of, is not true. May not God be the author of an

established connexion between the understanding, will, affec-

tions, and actions, without being the author of the depravity

of any action that takes place through the medium of that con-

nexion ?

I affirmed, that love to God with all the heart must, of neces-

sity, imply the absence of all evil propensity to rebel against him.

This Mr. T. denies ; telling us that I have not proved it, and

that he apprehends I am not capable of proving it. (XIII. 42.)

That is, of proving that a perfect degree of love implies the

absence of all aversion ! This reminds me of what is said

elsewhere, that I hav e " taken it for granted, that regenera-

tion ALLUDES to that law of nature wherein life precedes mo-

tion ; but Mr. T. does <' not think it will be easy to prove it."

(XIII. 15.) It is very true, nothing is more difficult oi proof

than that which is self-evident.

The Apostle Paul declared, that to be carnally-minded is

death—because the carnal ?nind is enmity against God, for it

is not subject to the law of Gody neither indeed can be. So

then they who are in the flesh, adds he, cannot please God,

But to be carnally-minded, according to Mr. T. does not de

;
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serve dcatli ; and the very reason which the Apostle gives for

its being death, serves, according to his opinion, to prove
it innocent

; and if so, (unless God be a hard master,) why
should not they be able to /ilease him ? Paul meant to deny
that the carnal mind is subject to the law of God in fact ; but
Mr. T.'s reasoning tends to a denial of its being subject to it

in ritrfii. Paul considered unconverted sinners as incapable of
fileasing God, on account of their carnality ; Mr. T.'s argu-
mentation implies that God ^s, on that account^ incapable of
being disfileased with them.

When I reasoned thus, « If blame does not lie in being the
fubjcct of an evil disposition, (or impure propensity, if Mr.
T. can tell the diflTercncc,) because, as individuals, we could
not avoid it ; then, for the same reason, it cannot lie in the
exercise of that disposition, unless that also can be avoided:"
Mr. T. replies, that, to indulge, denotes the concw-rence of
our "Milh ; but our wills had nothing to do with the state in

which we were born. (XIII. 41.) But this is no answer to

the argument. I was not combating any argument of his

arising from the concurrence or non-concurrence of our wills,

but from what he calls the nvant of fio'wer. Men, by his own
confession, have not power to go through life free from every
degree of the indulgence of their propensities ; for that, ac-
cording to his ideas, would be to keep the law perfectly : but
he does not pretend that men can do this; no, not even by the
grace of God. (XIII. 61.) But, if the want of power ex-
cuses in the one case, it does in the other ; for he maintains,
tliat " no man is to blame for what he could never avoid."
(XIII. 48.) And so the exercise of an evil propensity may
be as blameless as the propensity itself. But, passing this,

Mr. T. thinks, it seems, that, if the will concur with an
evil propensity, then it becomes blameworthy. I wish that
he would abide by this doctrine. If I could depend upon
that, I would ask him, Wiiether he can conceive of an evil

propensity in his own nund, any otherwise than as the very
^te and bias of his will towards evil ? To talk of an invol-

iintary propensity in the mind of a rational being, is to talk

Avithout meaning, and in direct contradiction to the plainest

dictates of common sense. If, then, the concurrence of the

tN'ill denominates a thing blameworthy, we need have no more
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dispute, whether an evil disposition in a rational being, be,

in iiself, blameworthy; seeing the concurrence of the will

is included in the very nature of a propensity. Whatever

may be said about our propensities at the time we were born,

of which we can form but little idea, the question between

tis is whether an impure propensity, in a rational being, may

not be blameworthy, notnuithstanding its being received by

derivation ? and Mr. T. seems to think, that whatever im-

purity obtains, the concurrence of the will is criminal. But

this is no more than may be said of all propensity in a ration-

al being ; the thing itself being expressive of the bias of the

will.

Here I expect Mr. T. will not be satisfied. Yet why should

lie not? Because he has a notion in his mind, that it is neces-

sary not only that we should be voluntary in 2l propensity, but

that we should choose to be of such a propensity before we

are so, in order to denominate us blameworthy. It is a lead-

ing principle with Mr. T. that men might have a moral ability

to do good, if they would; and that, if this were not the case,

they could not be blameworthy : that is, they might have a

^ood disfiosition^ ii ihey were but loell disposed ! " I confess,'*

says Mr. T. " it appears, to me, as equitable to condemn a

porter because he does not calculate eclipses by the strength

of his body, or a feeble philosopher because he does not per-

form the business of a porter by his refined understanding, as

to condemn a man who has only natural ability, and never

liad, and never could have any other, because he does not

perform moral and spiritual duties." (XIII. 56.) To this also

the Monthly Reviewers bear their testimony of applause.*

* The Monthly Reviewers having pronounced Mr. T.'s cause to be

goody and particularly applauded the above passage, add, ** Here is a dis-

tinction between what is called a moral and a natural power, with which

these writers perplex themselves. Perhaps, if they introduced the

term rationaly which separates man from the brute, it might assist them

a little in the contest." Revie-u) for Sept. 1788.—I cannot tell what use

the Reviewers wish to have made of the term rational, nor whethei* they

are serious, or not, in their advice ; but, if these gentlemen mean to

suggest, that the term rational would do to supersede the cerms natural

and moral, by answering all their purposes, I cannot, for my part, ac-

quiesce in their opinion.
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And elsewhere Mr. T. says, " It is to very little purpose to

allege, that Pharaoh and others cotild have complied, if they

would; if they could never will to comply, they could not

I am not inclined to think the Montlily Reviewers destitute of ration*

al powers ; and yet it is pretty evident they are, somehow or other, «n-

able to do justice to Calvinistic writings ; or so much as to read them

with impartial attention. Let any unprejudiced person look over theic

Review, and he will see, that, if any thing coniroversial is written in

favour of Arminianism, or Antitrinitarianism, it is generally luuoh ap-

plauded ; but if any thing comes out in favour of Trinitarianism, or

Calvinism, either its weaknesses are exposed, or cold water is throwa

upon the subject. Sec the leview of Bumpton's Lecturei/y and Burder*a

pamphlet, Sept. 1788. Were I to look over other numbers of the Re-

view, I miglit soon add many instances ofsimilar conduct ; though, per*

baps, few more illiberal than their treatment of Mr. Newton's Cardi'

phonia, Sept. 1781. Vol. LXV. p. 202.

Indeed, one need go no farther in proofof this than to their review of

this controversy. In the review of Mr. Taylor's JVine Letters, (July,

1787, p. 85.) they say, " This pamphlet may be of some use in enlarg-

ing the conceptions of those narrow-minded Christians, who think the

kingdom of heaven no larger than the synagogue of their own little

flock." Astonishing! When the matter of debate between myself and
Mr. T. was 7iot, in the least, about the extent of tlie kingdom of heaven.

It did not, in the least, respect either the characcer or number of those

that are good men here, or that shall be saved hereafter ; but the cause

of their salvation. Is it possible for gentlemen, of only common sense

and erudition, to write in this manner upon any .subject, except reli-

gion ? No ; mere rational powers would there have taught them better,,

But here, prejudice and supercilious contempt get the better of their

understandings, and impel them to write in such a manner as must, ia

the end, cause their censures to rebound to their own dishonour.

Though the above critique (if it may be so called) displays the gross-

est ignorance of the subject ; yet I really do not think it was for want
of rational powers. The reviewers are, generally speaking, men of very

good abilities ; but religion is not their province, nor are they able to

treat the subject with impartiality. Now, as they unite with Mr. T.
in thinking, that, if a man has no moral power, that is, no disposition to

do right, and cannot find in his heart so much as to use means that he
may have such a disposition, then he cannot justly be blamed; they
might, one should think, consider the above as a kind apology on their

behalf Should they reply, by maintaining, either tliat they have a mor-
al abihty, or disposition, to do justice to Calvinistic writings, or, at least,

might have, if they would use the means ; I should answer. As to the
Jirst, facts contradict it ; and as to tlie la^i, if they know of anv means
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justly be punished.*' (XIII. 57.) So, then, the blame does

not lie in the choice of any evil, but in the choice of that

choice. Pharaoh's evil, it seenis, did not lie in refusing the

divine message, but in that, though he could have had a pli-

able disposition, yet he would not, he was not disposed to be of

a good disposition. But still an objection returns : That indis-

position, by which he refused to be of a good disposition, could

not be blameworthy, unless he could have chosen to be of a
better. But whither will this way of reasoning lead us ? If

a Choice, or propensity, cannot be blameworthy, unless it be
governed by a previous act of choice, neither can that act of

choice be blameworthy, unless it is governed by another, and

that by another, and so on, in an infinite series. This is me-
taphysical indeed, or rather hyper-metaphysical. A little

while ago, it was thought sufficient if an exercise had but the

eoncurrence of the will, that is, if we had but the power of

doing what we filease ; but now, it seems, that is a matter that

« is very little to the purpose," unless we have also the powei*

of choosing what we filease.

" Pharaoh," Mr. T. maintains, " could have willed to com«
ply with tlie messages that were sent him, or he was not blame-

worthy." If no more were meant by this, than that he was
possessed of the faculty, ov fiower of choice, which faculty, were
it not for the evil bias with which it is polluted, is equal to

the choice of any object that might be presented, I should

have no objection to it. But this is not Mr. T.'s meaning i

natural power to choose is nothing with him ; he is here plead-

mg the necessity of a moral power, in order to our being ac-

countable beings. Here, then, I must infer, that Mr. T. does

not understand the meaning of his own expressions, no, nor

the Monthly Reviewers either ; or rather, that the expres*

that persons, utterly void of an inclination^ may use, in order to give

themselves such inclination, I should be glad if Uiey v/ould begin, and

make the experiment.

If, in future, we should see, in the Monthly Review, such manifest

partiality against Calvinistic writings as we have seen heretofore, we
shall then conclude, that the Monthly Reviewers cannot find in their

heart to do justice ; nop so much as to use the means that they may
have a disposition to do justice ; and, if so, then, according to the rea-

sonings which they so highly applaud, we must bring them in guiltless i

VOL, t. 3 A
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sions have no meaning at all. What does Mr. T. maintain?

that Pharaoh could find in his hearty at the time, to will a

compliance ? No, he will not say so ; for that were the same

as being willing: but that would contradict fact; for we know

he was not willing. What, then, does Mr- T. mean ? He

must mean this, if any thing ; that he could have been ivilUng

if he -would ; that is, he could have willed^ if he had willed:

but this is no meaning at all, being a mere identical propo-

sition.

It is possible Mr. T. may here exclaim against such a meth(M

of reasoning, and appeal to common sense and common equi-

ty, " that no person is blameworthy for the omission of what

he could not perform." It is granted to be a dictate of com-

mon sense and common equity, that no person should be

blamed for the omission of that which he could not do, if he

would ; but not that he should be excused for the neglect of,

that which he could not will, if he would: for there is no

such thing in being. So far is this from being a dictate of

common sense, there is no sense in it, nor do they that talk of

it understand what they mean.*

*' WMien people puzzle themselves upon this subject," says

a judicious writer, " ai)d insist we are not accountable, and

cannot be blamed, any farther than we have a moral as well

as a natural power to do otherways than we do, what their

minds run upon is only natural power, after all. They may-

say they know what we mean by moral power, viz. that dis-

position to do a thing v/hich is necessary in order to our do-

ing it ; and they mean the same. But, however, when they

get into the dispute, they get bewildered, and lose sight of

the distinction. Theij do not suppose an impenitent sinner,

going on still in his trespasses, has difireaent, actual disposi-

tion, an^ a sufficiently strong one, to hearken to, and obey

the gospel. But something like this seems to be in the bot-

tom of their minds, viz. that he must be able to be disposed;

or he must have such a disposition as would be sufficient if he

was dis/io&cd to make a good use of it. Now, this is only to

• Tlie reader may consult, on this subject, President Edwards On

the Will; particularly Fart IV. Sect III. IV. Xlll. In that piece he will

Jind this notion, with many others upon which Mr. T.'s system rests,

thoroughly refuted.
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yse the word disfiosition improperly, and to conceive of it as

a mere natural power ; a price in our hands, which may be

used well or ill, and which will turn to our benefit or con-

demnation, accordingly as we are disposed to improve it. The

disposition they think of is not in the least degree virtuous,

nor anyways necessarily connected with virtuous conduct. But

it may lie still, or go wrong, and will do so, unless a man is

disposed, and exerts himself to make it act, and keep it right.

The sinner is not helped out of his difficulty in the least by

having such a disposition as this. Yea, should we go farther,

and say, the impenitent sinner might have a heart to embrace

the gospel, if he would take proper pains in order to it ; and

he might do this, if he was so disposed ; and he might be so

disposed, if he would try ; and he could try, if he had a

mind for it. Yet if, after all, he has not ?l mind to try, to be

disposed, to take any proper pains, to get a heart to embrace

the gospel, or do any thing that is good ; he is still in as bad

a situation as any body supposes him to be in. There is no

more hope of his coming to good, so long as this is the case

with him, no more possibility of it, nor do we say any thing

more in his favour, than if we had only said, as the scripture

does of the fool. There is a price in his hand to get wisdom;

but he has no heart to it. Pushing the sinner's moral de-

pravity and impotence back in this manner, may get it out of

sight of those who cannot see above two or three steps : but

this is all the good it can do. There is stili a defect in him

somewhere ; and such a one as will prove his everlasting ruin,

unless removed by such grace as he never yet has expe-

rienced/'*
I am yours, Scr^

LETTER Y.

Dear Sir,

jL he second thing which Mr. T. defends, is what he had

written on men's inability to deliver themselves from an in-

* Smalley on the Liabilitp of the Sinner to comphi vjlth tite Gospeh &C*

pp,20, 2J,
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ability : he conceives it must furnish them with an excuse, " if

they cannot deliver themselves from it." This takes up the

former part of his Fifth Letter. To be sure, we are now got

into the regions of metaphysics, if not beyond them ; but it

ought to be remembered, that these modes of speaking are of

Mr. T.'s own invention. I had before urged the consecjuences

of Mr. T.'s opinion on this subject, as a sufficient refutation of

it ; but he replies by resuming his old complaint, that I con-

sider those subjects sefiarately^ which ought to have been

considered cor^jointly. This is all that he has advanced in an-

swer to what I have written from p. 37 to 41.*

It should seem, that, in certain circumstances^ Mr. T. will

admit amoral inability, though real and total, to be blamewor-

thy. That is, 1. Where a person brings it upon himself by

his own personal wickedness. (XIII. 28.) 2. Where grace is

offered to deliver him from it, and he refuses it. In these

cases, it seems, Mr. T. will not become the sinner's advocate,

but admit him to be guilty. (XIII. 47.) But let it be closely-

considered, if the thing itself \s not blameworthy, let us come
by it in what manner we may, and though grace should, or

should not, be provided to deliver us from it, whether either

of the above circumstances will make it so. We may blamo

a man for his conduct in bringing his mind into such an " un-

impressible'* state ; but the state of the mind itself is not

{hereby made culpable. Mr. T. often appeals to common
equity among men, whether it is right to punish a man for the

omission of what was never within the compass of his power;

but it is as plain a dictate of common equity, that a man is

Dot to blame for the omission of what he has not the power to

perform at the time, as that he is not to blame for what never

tuas in his power. If once he had power, he was then to

blame, but not since he lost it ; for, as Mr. T. says, " what

a man cannot do, he cannot do." Samson was to blame for

losing his hair, and thereby his strength. ; but not for being

unable, when he had lost it, to repel the enemy, and preserve

his eyes. Neither does the possibility of having our moral
impotency removed, make any alteration as to the thing it-

self. If our opposition of heart to God, in itself considered,

\ Pages 271—274, of this volume.
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js not blameworthy, the circumstance of our having grace

offered to deliver us from it, cannot make it so. Suppose a

man to be fallen into some deep pit, and that he is weak, and

incapable of getting out, but some kind friend offers him his

hand ; now, says Mr. T. the man is to blame, if he does not

get out. I answer, He is to blame for rejecting help ; but

that does not prove him to blame for his own personal inabili-

ty . Thus, by shifting the argument from one to the other of

these three subjects, and dwelling upon none, Mr. T. shuts

out blameworthiness from all moral impotence, in itself con-

sidered, and so no man is to blame for the enmity of his heart

to God, be it ever so great. Though the carnal mind is en~

ynity against God, and is not subject to the law of God,

neither indeed can be : though their ear is uncircumcised,

and they cannot hearken ; though they, being evil, can-

not speak good things ; though they have eyes full of adul-

tery, and cannot cease from sin ; and though, upon this

account, it be imfiossible but that offences will come ; yet

there is no harm in all this, nothing for which God should

speak in such a tone of displeasure ; the whole of their

blameworthiness consists either in their getting into such a

state of mind, or in neglecting to use the means of getting

out ! And thus my argument, after all, stands its ground,

that, according to Mr. T.'s principles, men are excusable in

proportion to the strength of their evil propensities.

Let us next follow Mr. T. in his defence of the third branch

of his position concerning the non-provision of grace. The

xeader will remember, that the question here is, not whether

grace is, or is not provided : but whether, supposing it is

not-i men are excusable in their non-compliance with the

gospel. Mr. T.'s views upon this subject are as a mill-

stone about the neck of his system, that must needs sink it

in the esteem of all who understand the argument, and ex-

pect to be saved by grace alone. He talks much of grace, of

free grace, and of salvation by grace ; and yet it is not more

evident that the sun shines at noon-day, than that he makes

the whole of our salvation a debty a debt which God, of his

»< universal benevolence,*' is excited to pay, from the consid-

eration that << wo did not bring everlasting misery upon our-

^Ivcsj nor^vas it ever in our power to avoid it." (XIII. 81.)
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It is pity that wc should cover our ideas by improper words.

It is evident, Mr. T. means to appeal to tl)c divine justice;

only he has not courage sufficient to say so, and, therefore,

uses the term benevolence. Yet if this be the truth, that men
are pitiable creatures, much injured by the fall, but no way con-

cerned in the guilt of it, nor in any of its certain effects; and

if this be a consideration with the great Jehovah to save them ;

what a gospel have we sent us at last, and what a representa-

tion of the divine character ! The Father sends his Son to

atone for men*s guilt, and deliver them from everlasting mise-

ry, from the consideration that there was nothing in that guilt,

antecedently to his sending his Son, and offering them grace,

that properly deserved such misery, or indeed any misery at

all I The covenant which God originally made with man is

so severe, that, if he abide by it, he must dieal cruelly with his

rational offspring; so severe, that he cannot stand to it through-

out ; but is induced, with a view to make the sons of Adam
amends for the injury done them by their father's fall, to send

them a Saviour, and to offer them assistance, that they may
make their escape ! Surely, all this is but the just picture of

the divine character and conduct, according to Mr. T.'s scheme.

But is this the real character and conduct of God ? Is mercy
indeed built up upon the ruins of equity; or does the grace of

the second covenant imply a reflection upon the yws/ice of the

first ? Is this the character of that God who declares that

men who never heard the gospel oi grace are 'without excuse ?

—that all the luorld are htcoTdt guilty before Him;—that sal-

vation is altogether of grace ;—that he is not only at liberty

to have mercy on who?n he will have mercy ^ but will exercise

that liberty, and ivill have compassion on whom he will have
com/iassion ?

I urged these consequences in my l^e/ilyy that, according

to Mr. T.'s scheme, " making this supposed grace the only

thing which constitutes men accountable beings, was making
it DEBT, rather than grace." And what has Mr. T. said, in

answer to this objection.? (XIII. 49.) " 1. When I speak of

grace,** says he, '• I wish to speak of rea/, not supposed, grace."

That may be, and I hope it is so ; but the question is, will his

hypothesis coincide with the wishes of his heart on this sub-

ject ? " 2. Suppose,'* says Mr. T. to his friend, << we excuse
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Mr. F.*s play on the word grace, which is not in the sentence

to which he is making this laboured reply, and his change of

,fiunished for accountable ; yet still, the position to which he
refers, does not speak of grace as the only thing which ren-

ders men accountable. You remember. Sir, the position is,

* If men could not avoid it,' &c." Mr. T. seems, all along,

to wish to represent me as having bestowed great pains to un-

d'avel one poor little period ; whereas what I have written about
grace is not merely in reply to that single period, (as was de-

clared in my Refily, p. 29.*) but to the whole of what Mr. T.
had written upon the subject, which in that period happens to

be nearly expressed. But he denies, that he has represented

grace as the only thing which renders men accountable; how
he can make this denial good, is more tlian I can conceive.

He advances three things which, together, would make men
not accountable. The first tivo of these he admits actually to

exist
;
(IX. 44. 57. 59.) the last, therefore, must be the only

thing left, which can render men accountable, or, if he likes

it better, punishable. But where is the answer, after ail, to

my objection ? Has he proved his notion of grace to be any
more than debt? Not at all, nor so much as attempted it.

« Is it uncandid to conclude, that it was because he felt the at-

tempt would have been in vain ?'* It was farther objected,

that, according to Mr. T.'s scheme, there was no need for

Christ to have died at all; and that, if the Divine beinp- had
but let men alone, and had not provided any grace for them,
they had been all very innocent ; and, if justice had but been
done them, very happy. To this Mr. T. replies, hy askings

1 . Whether I can prove that, without the bestowment of grace^

there would ever have been any men to be free from crimi-

nality? "Can he prove," says he, "that Adam would not

have died immediately, according to the threatening, if grace
had not been given in the promise." (XIII. 50.)—" According
to the threatening," that is begging the question. The ques-
tion is, whether that threatening implied in it the immediate
and actual execution of corporal death ? If what Mr. T. savs

elsewhere is true, namely, that Adam's posterity were, by his

fall,«exposedto»zi.9^j/, whatever that misery be," (Xill. 41.)

* Page 264 of this volume.
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It couUl not ; for non-existences could never be exposed to

misery of any kind. If in Adam a// a'icrf; if by one man sin

entered into the world, and death by sin, and so death fiamed

'ufion all men^ for that all have sinned ; this must imply the

existence of all men ; for death cannot pass upon non-entities.

But it is asked, 2. " Suppose Adam had not died, can Mr.

F. prove that Adam's posterity would have been sent to hell

for their father's sin, or for any of its necessary consequen-

ces ?** Suppose they had not, and ought not, then it only tends

to confirm my reasoning, rather than to refute it ; which was

to prove, that, if things are as Mr. T. represents, men might

have been innocent and happy, if Jesus had never died ; and

so, that the gift of Christ and the gospel was no real benefit,

but rather a curse upon the world, as it is this only that has

rendered men capable of sinning, so as to become everlast'

ingly miserable.

The remaining questions (XIII. 52.) have, for the sub-

stance of them, been already discussed. (^Reply^ 46—49.*)

Neither are they in point to the present subject in debate.

They contain a question o^ fact ; but that which is now in

discussion is a question of right. Were I to admit the uni-

versal extent of Christ's death as 2^fact^ and the utmost ad-

vantages as resulting from it ; still I should reprobate, with all

the powers of my soul, the principles upon which Mr. T.

pleads for it, as destructive of the grace of the gospel, and

hostile to the throne of God.

Mr. T. had maintained (IX. SI . 59.) 1. That man was s»

reduced by the fall, as to be totally unable to do any thing

really good : 2. That, if he had been left in this condition, he

would not have been to blame for not doing it, but that his

inability would have been his excuse ; yea, let his practicett

Jiave been as vile as they might, upon the supposition of grace

not being provided, he declares, that he ivould have been ex*

cusable, and that all real good whatever might be denied to be

the duty of the unprincipled mind." From hence I conclud-

ed, that, if it were so, then Christ did not die for the sins of

any man ; because, antecedently to the consideration of his

death, and of grace being given in him, there was no sin^ or

• Pages 2r8—-281 of thrs voluTne
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blameworthiness, to atone for. What a bustle does Mr. T.

make concerning this conclusion; callini^: it '^ a wonderful

passage," and the reasonings " wzfre fiarade ;** imputing it to

the " imbecility of the human mind, and to the disadvantage-

ous situation to which the most upright disputant may be re-

duced,*' See. (XIII. 52.) I smile at this friendly apology;

but must own it appears, to me, more adapted to himself than

his opponent. I before wrote in the language of diffidence :

the consequences of Mr. T.'s sentiments appeared so eversive

of the whole gospel, that I could hardly help suspecting I

must have mistaken him, somehow or other. Accordingly,

I gave him a fair opportunity to clear himself, if he could.

But it is now time for that language to be laid aside. He has

tried to defend his hypothesis, but it is absolutely indefensible.

What has Mr. T. said in answer to my reasoning? Why
he has, as usual, asked a number of questions * " Suppose

Christ had never come, and no grace had been provided, does

not Mr. F.'* he asks, " allow that man is a free agent, and

therefore, might have sinned voluntarily ?'* (XIII. 51.) Yes,

I do: I suppose the devil to be a free agent, though his heart

is, and ever will be, invariably set in him to do evil ; but the

question here is, not what / allow, but what Mr. T. allows.

Though / allow man to be a free agent, independent of the

grace of the gospel, he does not : he considers moral as well

as natural necessity as inconsistent with free agency ; that, if

no grace were provided, *' let a man's firactice be as -vile as

they mig-ht, he would be excusable." And it was from his

supposition, and not from mine, that I was reasoning.

But he asks farther, " Is nothing done wrong in this world

but what is the necessary and unavoidable effect of Adam's

transgression ? Are not all our voluntary sins justly charge-

able upon us ?" (XIII. 52.) I answer, I know of no such ne-

cessity that impels men to sin fwvoluntarily ; and as to the

evils that are now done in the world, or not done, they are

nothing at all to the point ; nor whether they are done in con-

sequence of Adam's transgression or not. Suppose they are

• Mr. T. it seems, expected to be answered in a wa}' of direct reply.

But it would fill a volume of no small size, only to give a direct answer

to all his and Mr. Martin's questions.

VOL. I. 3 B
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done simply inconsequence of men's own free ac^ency; will Mr.

T. allow that they would have had that free atjcncy, and have

been accountable bcinc^s, without the death of Christ and the

grace of the gospel ? If he will not, the consequence still re-

mains unmoved, that, according to him, ' Christ did not come

into the world to save men from sin, but, rather, to put them

into a capacity of sinning ; as it is in consequence of his death,

and that alone, that guilt becomes chargeable upon them.*

But if, on the other hand, he will allow this, he must, in so

doing, disallow of the substance of all his former reasonings.

Particularly, he must disown that extravagant language, that,

" if my principles are true, let a man*s practices be as vile as

they may^ he may excuse himself from blame.*'

" Mr. F. justly observes," says Mr. T. " that I. suppose

fallen man really and totally unable to dd good ; and I ex-

plained ray meaning, by saying sfiiritually good : but is there

no medium between doing what is spiritually good, and going

to the utmost lengths of wickedness ? Are men under the ne-

cessity of working all abominations, because they cannot, with-

out divine grace, serve God spiritually ? Do not men work

these abominations ? Did not Christ die to atone for them I

Did he not then die for OUR SINS ?" (XIII. 52.) Now
Mr. T. thinks he has escaped the charge. But let it be ob-

served, though, in one place, he had used the term spiritual;

yet, in another, he extended blamelessness to " practices be

they AS VILE as they may, if my sentiments were true ;" that

5s, if grace were not provided. Now, whatever medium there

may be, between not doing things spiritually good and work-

ing all abominations, there is none, I should think, between

vile practices and abominations. Mr. T. therefore, is as far

off as ever from removing the shocking consequences of his

sentiments.

I am, 8r.c,
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LETTER Vr.

Dear Sir,

i ERHAPS Mr. T. will again complain, that too much is

made of the Ratio ex concessis and the Reductio ad absurdum.

(XIII. 53.) Well, it is not my wish to bear too hard upon

him ; though, after all, it would have discovered a commend*
able frankness, consonant to his own profession, (XIII. 15.>

to have confessed that he had said rather too much, instead of

complaining of me for having improved it against him. But

let us take it as he has novj stated it, that, without the grace

of God-i men cannot do any thing really or s^iiritually good

;

but they may do some things otherwise good, or, at least, re-

frain from gross immoralities ; and this is all they are obliged

to do, antecedently to the bestovvment of grace ; and, conse-

quently, the whole of their sin consists in the contrary of this

;

and these are all the sins for which there was any need for

Christ to atone. Now, will Mr. T. stand to this hypothesis ?

It is the only ground left him to stand upon, in supporting the

body of his system. And, in order to possess this, he must

retract his extravagant sentence in p. 59 of his J\,''ine Letters

;

and, perhaps, much more. Let him soberly consider, whether

he can stand his ground, even here, without giving up at least

the three following sentiments, each of which he has hitherto

avowed, and for one of them most strenuously contended.

1. That the moral law is spiritual^ and requires love to

God with all the heart ; and that this law is the rule of life to

fallen men, antecedent to, and independent of, the considera-

tion of the bestowment of grace. If nothing but an abstinence

from gross abominations is incumbent on men, antecedent to

the bestowment of grace ; then either the moral law does not

require the heart, or men are not under it as the rule of life,

2. That, if unconverted sinners are preserved from the

greatest lengths of wickedness, it is to be ascribed to the pre-

venting and restr?Jnin^ grace of Go4. Thi^ Mr. T.jia? hlth-
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erto avowed. (XIII. 30.) But, if he will maintain the above

hypothesis, this also must be given up. The whole of Mr. T.*s

arc^unient (XIII. 52.) goes upon the supposition, that, if grace

had never been bestowed or provided, yet men might have

refiained from gross abominations; for it is brought to prove,

that men would not have been utterly blameless without the

provision of grace ; and so that there were some sins for

Christ to die for, antecedently to the consideration of his death

and the grace of the gospel. But, if so, their being preserv-

ed from gross wickedness is not, and ought not to be, ascribed

to the grace of God.

3. That Christ died for the sins of the whole world. I need

not prove to the reader, that Mr. T. maintains this sentiment

;

but, if he will abide by the above hypothesis, this(all-import-

ani as he accounts it) must be given up. It is well known,

that the far greater part of the world die in infancy ; but dying

infants, according to the above hypothesis, (and, indeed, ac-

cording to all that he has written,) can have no sui, in any seiise

whatever, for which Christ could have to atone. He could

not, therefore, die for them ; and, as they n ake the greatest

part of the human race, it must follow, that Christ did not die

for the sins of one half of the world, after all. Tlius Mr. T. l)y

his notion of men being excusable on account of their moral

inability^ is driven to a most painful dilemma : he is driven to

maintain, either that men, antecedently to the death of Christ

and the grace of the gospel, are not free agents at alt; are

not accountable beings, no, not for even " the vilmt of firac-

tices ;'* (as he did in his JVine Letters;J and tijcn \x follows^

that Christ did not die to atone for the sins of any man, but

only for Adam's first transgression, there being no sins for

which he could have to atone ; and that his death, and the

grace of the gospel, must be a curse to the world rather than

a blessing ; as it is in consequence of this, and this alone, that

guilt becomes chargeable on men : or else, according to

what he has advanced in his last performance^ that men, with-

out the grace of the gospel, would have been free agents in

part ; that they would have been capable of performing the

externals of religion, and refraining from gross abominations ;

that they, as fallen crcatiires, are accountable for the contrary

of these, nnrl for that 077/1/ ; and that it is for sins of this de
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scription only that Christ could have to atone ;* and then it

follows^ that the law, as a rule of life to fallen men, is not

spiritual; that, if men are preserved from gross abomina-

tions, it is not to be ascribed to preventing grace ; and that

Christ did not die for the sins of all mankind.

Mr. T. it has been observed, has hitherto allowed that the

moral law is spiritual^ and, as such, is the rule of life to fallen

men; (XIII. 60.) but his other sentiments will not suffer him,

consistently, to abide by this. To be consistent with them, he

must either deny the spirituality of the law, or else its jus-

tice and goodness ; that is, he must deny that it is fit to be a

rule of life to fallen men. Mr. T. admits the law, at present,

to be spiritual; it must not, however, take cognizance of the

state of the hearty or mind; the mind may be the subject of

an evil propensity, and yet be innocent ; (XIII. 42.) so then,

the carnal mind, which is enmity against God, is, neverthe-

less, in that respect blameless. All that is forbidden is " the

indulgence of evil propensity, and the neglect of grace by

which he might be delivered from it." Nor are these all the

subtractions that Mr. T.'s scheme requires. Even here, it is

not just that it should require any more than men can, some
"Way or other, find in their hearts to give ; for he lays this

down as a maxim, that no man ought to be punished/or what
he cannot avoid. (XIII. 53.) But if it is not right that the

law should require any more than men can, in every sense,

perform, or punish them for their defects, then it must fol-

low, that either men can now perform all the law requires of

them ; or else, that the law is unreasonable, and so can be

neither ^'w.?^ nor good, noj fit to be a rule of life to fallen men.

Which way will Mr. T. turn himself in this case.^ Will he

affirm, thai men now can, in every sene, perform all that the

law requires ? Sometimes, he seems as if he would ; for he
speaks of the law, as forbidding only the indulgence of sin;

and of grace, as being provided to deliver us from that. (XIII.

41.) Here, if his words have any meaning, they must mean,
that men may, through the grace of God, comply with all the

law requires. And yet, in other places, he allows that no

*It is true, Mr. T. talks of Christ Iiaving to atone for sins of other

descriptions ; but, surely, it is quite absurd to speak of his dying to

atone for sins, for whicl; we were never blameworthy or accountable.
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man, since the fall, possesses an ability, either naturally or by
the grace of God, perfectly to keep the law. (XIII. 60, 61.)

But what in and out work is here I One of these positi* ns

must be retracted ; and Mr. T. is welcome to retract which
of ihem he pleases. He may choose his ground. Neither

will support him, without giving up the 8/iiri(uality, justice^

and goodness of the law, as a rule of life to fallen men.
If he retract the Jirst, and allow that men cannot^ even with

the grace of the gospel, keep the law perfectly ; then, he
must either maintain the law to be unreasonable, or give up
all his former reasonings, and allow that it is right that God
should require men to do that which they are, and always

were, and always will be, in this life, morally unable to do.

If he choose to retract his other position, (XIII. 6 1 .) and main-

tain, that, by the grace of God, men are now able to comply
with all that the law requires, and to avoid all that it forbids,

still he is never the nearer. This sentiment is as hostile to

the native ]\\^\\cQ and goodness of the law, as any position Mr.
T. has advanced. For as to what men are able to do by the

grace of God, that is nothing to the purpose. In order to jus-

tify the law, it is necessary that we should, in some sense, be

ftble to obey it, prior to, and independently of, the provisions

of the gospel. To introduce the bestowment of grace, in or-

der to vindicate tlie equity of the law, is injurious to both

law and gospel : to tlie first, as supposing it, in itself, unjust;

to the last, as rendering it not grace, but debt. Suppose the

king and parliament of Great Britain should enact a law, re-

quiring the inhabitants of any particular town to pay one thou-

Hand fiounds annually, by way of tax. At the time of the law

being enacted, those inhabitants were well able to pay it, and

afterwards became poor, and entirely unable. The govern-

ment, however, still continue the law in force, notwithstand-

ing their pecuniary inability. But the Prince of Wales, with

the concurrence of tlie king and parliament, graciously remits,

or oftcrs to remit, to these poor inhabitants, what shall be suf-

ficient for the payment of the tax. Quere, 1. Does this rc-

jTiittance render the law which continued to require a thou-

sand pounds, when the inhabitants were unable to pay it, in

It-^elJ\ just or good ? 2. Is it to the honour of tiie prince, any
inn-r t»ian of the king and parliament., to call such a remit-
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tance by the name o? grace, when its only purpose is to screen

the government from the charge oi injustice? I am persua-

ded that such a piece of conduct as Mr. T.'s system ascribes

to the great God, is what the honourable characters before-

mentioned would scorn to be engaged in. Such a law, un-

doubtedly, ought to be repealed. Should it be urged, for its

continuance, that it should stand as it was, for the purpose of

convincing the inhabitants of their sin in not complying with

it, (XIII. ISO.) they would reply, 'Convince us of sin? no^

that it can never do, but rather convince us of its own cruelty

and its makers* tyranny.' < But, perhaps, you have not done

so much towards complying with it, as you might have done.'

' Be it so : this can be no proper mean of convincing us of

nn; let us have a law equal to our capacity, and then, so far

as we fall short of it, that will be a proper mean of conviction,

but no other.*

The reader will not suppose that I am pleading for the re^

peal of God's law; I suppose men*s natural abilities are still

equal to its demands : but my design is barely to show, that,

according to the tendency of Mr. T.'s principles, the law can-

not be either just or good, and the gospel is not grace, but debt.

Mr. T. often talks of his opponent taking his threefold ar-

gument, and answering it conjointly. When an author ad-

vances contrary positions, it is very difficult to know what are

his real sentiments ; otherwise Mr. T. has sufficiently answer-

ed himself. 1. He allows that men are unable to keep God*s
law perfectly. (XIII. 60.) 2. He will not pretend to say,

that they ever could so keep it, since they were intelligent be-

ings. (XIII. 60.) And 3. What is more, he does not pro-
fess to hold that grace is provided sufficient to enable them to

keep it. (XIII. 61.) Here, then, all the three members of
Mr. T.*s position concur, respecting men's inability to keep
the law perfectly. " They could never avoid it, cannot deli-

ver themselves from it, and the blessed God has not made
such provision as is necessary to deliver them :'* and yet Mr.
T. allows that they ought to keep it, notwithstanding

; (XIII.

60.) and, it should seem, their not keeping it is their sin, of
which the law is a proper mean to convince them. (XIII. 1 30.)

The reader is here left to make his own reflections.

But "is it right for a man to be eternally punished for
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what he could never possibly avoid ? This is the question,"

says ISIr. T. " to which I think Mr. F. with all his ini!;cni-

ous labour, has not attempted to give a direct answer. Yet

nothing is done, till a direct answer be given." (XIII. 51.)

I reply, 1. If there be any weight in Mr. T.'s reasoning, it

must affect all punishment, as well as eternal punishment :*

and if so, the sentence of corporal death, which, in consequence

of Adam's transgression, has passed upon all men, and is exe-

cuted upon millions who have never actually sinned, must be

an unrighteous senience : 2. If man, as a fallen, polluted crea-

ture, is blameless, he must, if justice be done him, as such,

be unexposed to punishment, either here or hereafter, and

consequently must, as such, need no saviour at all. To speak,

therefore, of the fall as rendering a saviour necessary, as Mr.

T. himself seems to do, (XIII. 140. 142.) or to say, with the

• My good opinion of Mr. T.'s integpity and piety makes me utterly

at a loss how to account for the insinuation, that it has been generally

acknowledged by the '* unhuppy men" who deny the eternity of future

punishment, and hold with ' universal salvation, that, before a man can

be of their sentiments, he must be a Calvinist." To be sure, we cannot

be certain, that no one person who embraced tiie gtiieral-restitu ion

scheme, was weak or wicki d enough to drop sucii an expression ; though

I never heard of such an instance. But, to justify the manier ni which

this inuendo is brought in, it oui,'-ht, at least, to have been a comiTion,

repeated acknowledgment, made by some of the most eminent patrons-

of that system. Surely the late Bishop of Bristol was mver led into it

by his Calvinism : nor have 1 ever lieard of Dr. Priestley or Dr. Chauncey,

as suggesting tliat this was the effect of their former Calvnusm. li is

very evident that they were first far from Calvinism, before they es-

poused that notion. 1 wish Mr. T. (if this paragraph could Indeed be

his writing, and was not added to his manuscript by some unknown per-

son, devoid of conscience, to blacken Calvinism at any rate;) would fa-

vour us With the names of " these unhappy mei> who have si> frequent-

ly said" it Were it needful, I could name a member of Mr. T.'s own
church, who has pleaded for universal salvation, without being led into

it by any previous Calvinism.

But the JMontlily lievieiv, for July, 1789, has afforded an opportunity

of appealing to Mr. T.'s conscience still more forcibly on this article.

Does Mr. T. believe that the gentleman by whom he himself is there

abused for his "sulphureous discourse" on the cternittj of future pun-

ithmeiity could never have treated a scriptural doctrine with so much con-

tempt, if the reviewer had not once b«en a Calvimst P / .' / Monthly

JRevieWj p. 95.
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Apostle, that, as by one man^s disobedience many were made
sinners: so by the obedience of one shall many be made ri^hte-

ous^ must be altogether improper. But perhaps Mr. T. will

still complain of the warn of a direct answer. Well, if an-
other form will please him better, let it stand thus:

The fall and its necessary effects are what Mr. T. calls un-
avoidable by us : Christ, by laying down his life, delivered us
from the fall and its necessary effects :* Christ died, there-
fore, to deliver us from what Mr. T. calls unavoidable. But
Christ would not have died to deliver us from a punishment
which we never deserved. I do conclude, therefore, that we
deserve everlasting misery for that which, in Mr. T.'s sense of
the word, is unavoidable.

I am yours, Sec.

-**—^^^i^l^^

—

LETTER Vn.

Dear Sir,

1 HERE is one question more which Mr. T. holds up in

his Sixth Letter, the solution of which goes a great way to-

wards the deciding of the controversy between us : this is,

Whether natural power is, to all intents and purposes, suffi-

cient to render us accountable beings in respect of moral or
spiritual exercises ?

This question I promised to discuss before we had done.

Previously, however, to entering upon it, let it be observed,

that, ifnatural power is sufficient for the above purpose ; and
that, antecedent to, and independent of, the bestowment of
grace ; then five parts out of six, at least, of Mr. T.'s Fourth,

Fifth, and Sixth Letters are to no purpose. All his exclama-

tions against men being required to perform what they have
no flower to accomplish j blamed for their omission of it, &c.

* Rom. V. 15—21. 1 Cor. xv. 22. 1 Thes. 1. 10,

VOL. I, 3 G
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&c. cnlircly rest upon the supposition that natural power is

nof power ; or, however, not suc/i power as to render men ac-

countable for omitting moral and spiritual exercises. All

Mr. T/s exclamations likewise, in his JVine Lcttem^ upon the

cruelty of punishinj^ men more stvcrclyyTest upon this suppo-

sition, that natural fwiver is of no account ; for the cruelty

ag-ainst which he there exclaims, consists in punishing men
« for not doing what it never was in their power to do.'*

(XIII. 58.) Now, if the contrary of this can be proved, the

body of Mr. T.'s system will be overturned.

AVhen 1 offirm, tliat " natural power is, to all intents and

purposes, sufficient to render men accountable beings," Mr.

T. calls for /iroo/; (XIII. 56.) yea, and suggests that I have

acknowledged the contrary in my first treatise. Whether I

have not proved this matier already^ and whether Mr. T. has

not allowed me to have proved it, we will now inquire.

1. I have proved that natural atreni^ili is the measure of

7nen*8 obligation to love God; being that rule according to

which we are required to love him : Thou shalt love Jehovah

thy God with all thy str»<ngth. To this Mr. T. has made

no reply : but, on the conirary, has allowed my reasoning to

be *'v«.ry conclusive." (IX. 67.)

2. I have proved, that men are obliged to the performance

of all duty, and are inexcusable for their omission of it, ante-

cedent to, and independent of the bestow ment of grace. (i?e-

/i/]/, p. 5 '.*) To this also Mr. T. has made no reply; but,

on the contrary, has told us, that he " wishes to oppose no-

thing contained in it, so far as the present subject is concern-

ed." (XIII. 59.) Mr. T. therefore, has fully allowed me to

have proved my point, and, consequently, to have proved that

the body »^f his own reasonings is fallacious. Surely Mr. T.

must have engaged in a controversy which he does not suffi-

cienily understand ; how else could he allow of these senti-

ments, and, at the same lime, maintain their opposites ?

To the above arg\iments might be added, the universal si-

lence of ncrifiture in respect of the internal operations of grace

being necessary to render men accountable beings, as to moral

and spiritual exercises. The scripture is not silent upon what

• Pages 281, 282 of tills volume.
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it is that renders us moral agents ; but never, that I remem-
ber, gives us the least hint of grace^ or the Spirit's opera-

tions, being necessary to that end. Whenever God speaks of

men in a way of complaint^ or censure, he urges their enjoy-

ment of natural powers, outward advantages, means, and op-

portunities, as what rendered it fit and reasonable for better

things to have been expected at their hands. Rehearsing what

he had done for Israel, and complaining of their ungrateful

returns, he says. What ivas there more to be done to my vine-

yard^* that I have not done in it ? Wherefore, when I look'

ed that it should bring forth grap.es, brought it forth wild

grapes ? Isa. v. 1

—

7. It is plain, here, that God reckoned

himself to have done enough for them, to warrant an expecta-

tion, speaking after the manner of men, of better returns

;

and yet here is no mention of any thing but external privi-

leges, means, and opportunities, which were bestowed upon

them. It is true, God is said to have given his good Spirit,

to instruct them; but the meaning of that is, he inspired his

servants the prophets, and sent them with repeated messages

of instruction ; or, as it is explained in the same place. He
testified against them by his Spirit in the prophets. Neh. ix.

20. 30. These messages and messengers were what Siephen

accused them with having ahvays resisted. Which of the pro"

phets, said he, have not your fathers persecuted ? and this he

justly c?CL\s 2i resistance of the Holy Spirit. Actsvii. 51, 52.

When Christ complained of Chorazin and Bethsaida, he made

no mention of the internal operations of his grace, as the

ground of his just expectations, but barely of the mighty works

which he had wrought among them. Matt. xi. 20—24. So,

when the apostle pronounces the heathen to be without excuse,

and informs us wherefore they were so, he makes no mention of

grace which they cither had, or might have had, but of the

evidence afforded to them by the visible creation, by which,

he intimates, that the invisible power and Godhead of its

Creator might have been known, had they been but of a right

temper of mind. Rom. i. 19. 26.

f

* ^ansV nii? rw^^bnia See Trueman's Discourse of JVaitiral and

Moral Impotence^ p. 179.

•j- See Bellamy's True Religion Delineated, pp. 121—127.
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But Mr. T. thinks I have contradicted all this, by asserting,

that " naiui al ability is not, of itself, sufficient for the per-

formance of good." Cannot Mr. T. then, discern the differ-

ence between what is sufficient to render us accountable bcin^Sy

and what is sufficient for the actual fifrformance of good ? If

a man is possessed of reason and conscience, he has that,

uhich, to all iiuenis and purposes, renders him an account-

able being ; and any court upon earth would treat him as re-

sponsible for any trust which might be reposed in his hands;

but, if he is not possessed of intci;riti/^ he has not that in him

wliich is sufficient for the security of his master's property, ov

any service wiiich is truly virtuous.

I am, &c.

LETTER VIII.

Dear Sir,

An(^THER question in debate between myself and Mr.

T. is, Whether faith in Christ be a requirement of the moral

law ? On this subject Mr. T. has written his Seventh and

Eighth Letters. If I understand the force of this question in

the present controversy, it is this; tliat it involves the doctrine

of a provision of grace, in order to make it equitable. Mr.

T. considers faith as an additional obligation to those required

by the mora Haw, and, therefore, thinks it a hard and mequit-

able requirement, if grace is not provided to enable us to

comply. (IX. 46.)

On this subject Mr. T. admits, that " the moral law—de-

mands, that whatever is revealed in the gospel, or any other

dispensation, be received by all rational creatures to whom
that revelation is made." (XIII. 69.) This is all that I have

pleaded for. I do not suppose the moral law exfircssly^ but

radically^ or remotely^ to require faith in Christ. I only con-

tend, that that love which the moral law expressly requires,

would lead a person possessed of it, to embrace the gospel.

And herein, it seems, wc are agreed.



Letter S.] agnostos. 389

But Mr. T. seems to think it very improper on this account,

to say, that faith in Christ is a requirement of the moral law

;

as improper as to say, that circumcision, baptism, and the

Lord's supper, are requirements of that law, on account of

their being remotely required by it. (XIII. 70.) In short, he

seems to consider faith in Cnrist as a part of positive law,

and therefore not, strictly speaking, moral. To which it is

replied.

Supposing faith in Christ to be a part of positive law, yet,

if compliance with it is justly " demanded by the moral law,"

which Mr. T. says it is, then it would not follow, that it is

such an additional obligation on men, as to require additional

grace in order to render it equitable. But farther,

If I understand the nature of fiositive law, as distinguished

from moral, it is that which arises, not from the nature of

things^ but from the mere ivill of the lawgiver. I am not ac-

quainted with any one fiontive law, the opposite of which

might not have been enjoined, in equal consistency witli the

moral character of God. But it is not so with respect to

'moral obligations : they are such as it would be contrary to

the moral character of God not to require, or to require their

opposites. Now, surely, the requirement of faith in Christ,

where the gospel is proclaimed, has this property attending

it. It would be inconsistent with the perfections of God to

allow men to reject the gospel of his Son, or to feel indiffer-

ent towards it.

Surely Mr. T. is much mistaken, in supposing, that what-

ever is strictly moral is universally and alike binding in all

times, places, and circumstances. (XIII, 71.) Obedience to

parents, and love to children, with many other duties of the

moral law, are binding on persons who have parents to obey,

and children to love ; but not on those who have none.

Mr. T. in the beginning of his Seventh Letter, takes pains

to reconcile his admitting the law to be " an infallible test of

right and wrong," and, at the same time, affirming, that " final

misery is not brought upon sinners by their transgression of

the law, but by their rejection of the overtures of mercy."
(XIII. 65—68.) In the ^r*^ of these sentiments we are both

agreed. As to the last^ I admit that the rejection of mercy
aggravates men's destruction, and; therefore, is a cause of it;
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which the scriptures he has cited undoubtedly prove : but

that sii.ners perish merely for rejecting the gospel, and not

for transgreaaing the law, wants proof. Perhaps it might be

much easier proved, that men will not be punished for reject-

ing the gospel, any farther than as such rejection involves in

it a transgression of the law. Mr. T. complains (XIII. 77.)

of my supposing, that he makes the gospel a hcw system of

government, taking place of the moral law, and is persuaded

I had no authority for such a supj)osilion. And yet, witliout

this supposition, I do not see the force of what he labours to

illustrate and establish, as above. If Mr. T. here means any

thing different from what I admit, it must be to maintain, that

the death of Christ has, in such sort, atoned for the sins of the

whole world, as that no man shall be finally condemned for his

breaking the moral law, but merely for the sin of unbelief. If

this is not his meaning, I ask his pardon for misunderstanding

him. If it is, this is, to all hitents and purposes, making the

gospel a new system of government, taking place of the moral

law.

It may, in a sense, be said of a rebel, who refuses to lay down

his arms and submit to mercy, (which is a case more in point

than that of a condenmed criminal in the hands of justice,)

that, when he comes to be punished, he will die because he re-

fused the king's pardon ; but it is easy to see, that the word

because is, in this connexion, used improperly. It docs not

mean, that the refusal of mercy is the crime, and the only

crime, for which he suffers ; no, this is not the direct or pro-

curing, so much as the occasional, cause of his punishment.

Rebellion is that for which he suffers ; and his refusal of

mercy is no farther a procuring cause of it, than as it is a

perseverance in rebellion^ and, as it were, the completion of it

I am, Sec.
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LETTER IX.

Dear Sir,

X HE last article in debate between myself and Mr. Taylor,

concerns the extent of Christ^s death. On this subject I stated

my own views by way of explanation ; offered evidence that

Christ, in his vicarious sufferings and death, had an absolute

determination to save some of the human race ; noticed Mr.
T.*s arguments ; endeavoured to show the consistency of a

limitation of design in the death of Christ with the indefinite

call of the gospel, &c. and concluded with some general re-

flections upon the whole. On these subjects Mr. T. has fol-

lowed me ; and I shall attempt to follow him, with a few ad-

ditional remarks.

In stating my sense of the limited extent of Christ's death^

I admitted that the sufferings of Christ were sufficient for

the salvation of ...e whole world, had the race of mankind, or

the multitude of their offences, been a thousand times more
numerous than they are, if it had pleased God to render them
effectual to that end. I do not consider the necessity of an

atonement as arising from the number of sins, but from the

nature of them. As the same sun which is necessary to en-

lighten the present inhabitants of the earth, is sufficient to en-

lighten many millions more ; and as the same perfect obedi-

ence of Christ, which was necessary for the justification of

one sinner, is sufficient to justify the millions that are saved j

so, I apprehend, the same infinite atonement would have been
necessary for the salvation of one soul, consistently with jus-

tice, as for the salvation of a world.

I admit that " the death of Christ has opened a way where-
by God can forgive any sinner whatever, who returns to him
by Jesus Christ ;" and that, in perfect consistency with the

honour of the supreme Lawgiver, and the general good of his

extensive empire. " If we were to suppose, for argument's
sake, that all the inhabitants of the globe should thus return,"

I do not conceive that " one soul need be sent av/ay for want
of asuJSxciency in the death of Christ to render their pardoD
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and acceptance consistent with the rights of justice." (^Re/tly^

p. 64.*) All the limitation I maintain in the death of Christ

arises from pure sovcrcii^nty : it is a limitation of design.

Now, seeing the above is r.onreded, whence arises the pro-

priety of all those arguments in Mr. T.'s piece, which pro-

ceed upon the supposition of the contrary ? The latter part

of his Ninth letter, which is taken up in exposing the conse-

quences of maintaining an indefinite invitation without a unU

versa! firovision^ overlooks the above concessions. I have

admitted the necessity of a universal provision, as a ground

of invitation; and that, in two respects:— I. A provision of

pardon in behalf of all those who shall believe in Christ; 2. A
provision of means and motives to induce them to believe.

And if no more than this were meant by the term /irovisioriy

I should not object to it. And if by Christ's dying- for the

whole world were meant no more than this, I should not wish

to have any dispute about it. Now, if Mr. T. had been dis-

posed to attend to things^ and not merely to words, and to keep

to the point in hand, he should have proved, that this JirovU

sion, which / admitted, was insufficient to render the invita-

tions of the gospel consistent, and should have pointed out,

wherein the provision for which he pleads has the advantage

of it. Mr. T. was reminded of this in my Rctily<i pp. 101,

102. t but I do not recollect that he has taken any notice of it.

I do not see, I confess, but that the parable of the mar-

riage feast. Matt. xxii. 4, 5. is as consistent with my hypothe-

sis, us with that of Mr. T. (XIII. 134.) I never supposed

but that all things were ready ; or that even those who made

light of it, if they had come in God's way, would have been

disappointed. All I suppose is, that provision was not made ef-

fectually to persuade every one to embrace it ; and that with-

out siich effectual persuasion, no one ever did, or will, em-

"brace God's way of salvation.

Mr. T. proceeds to draw some conclusions which he thinks

very unfavourable to my sentiments. " We have no authori-

ty," says he, " on this scheme, to ascribe the limitation to

any cause but waiit of love.'' This, he apprehends, is high-

• Pa£^e 294 of this volume.

I Pages 324, 325 of this volume
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ly derogatory to the honour of God ; especially as love is his

darling attribute. (XIII. 80.) But all this reasoning proceeds

upon the supposition that God must be accused of want of

love to his rebellious creatures, unless he dues, for their sal-

vation, all that he could do consistently with justice. Now,

let it be observed, Mr. T. sometimes tells us, that he does

not oppose the doctrine of an absolute determination for the

salvation of some of the human race. (XIII. 92.) But, if he

admit this as consistent with what he has advanced, then he

must admit that God could have actually saved the whole

world in the same absolute way, and not have suffered any of the

human race to perish; and all this, too, in consistency with

justice. And yet he does not. What then ? According to

]VIr. T. all must be ascribed to loant of love. Farther t

Mr. T. I should think, will not deny that God could have

spread the gospel, and that consistently both with his own

justice, and with man's free agency, all over the earth, and

at every period of time since the fall of man ; and yet he has

not. Yea, before the coming of his Son, he suffered all na-

^ons but one, for many ages, to walk in their own ways; this,

according to Mr. T.'s reasonings, must all be ascribed to tvanC

9f love, and so lie as a reproach upon God's character.*

* An objection much like the above was once urged by Mr. Wesley

against Mr. Hervey.— ** Will God," said Mr. W "deny what is neces-

sary for the present comfort and final acceptance ot any one soul that h&

has made ."• Would you deny it to any, if it were in your power V—To
which the inj^enious Mr. Hervey replied, " To show the error of such a

sentiment, and the fallacy of such reasoning, I shall just mention a re-

cent melancholy fact : News is brought, that the Prince George man ot*

war. Admiral Broderick's own ship, is burnt and sunk, and above four

hundred souls, that were on board, are perished. Six hours the flames

prevailed ; while every means were used to preserve the ship and crew ;

feut all to no purpose. In the mean time, shrieks and groans, bitter

moanings and piercing cries, were heard from every quarter. Raving,

despair, and even madness, presented tliemselves in a variety of forms.

Some ran to and fro, distrac'ed with terror, not knowing v.'liat they did,

or what they should do. Others jumped overboard from all parts ; and

to avoid the pursuit of one death, leaped into the jaws of another.

Those unhappy wretches who could not swim, were obliged to remain

upon the wreck, though flakes of fire fell on their bodies. Soon the

masts went awuy, and killed numbers. Those who were not killed

thought themselves happy to get upon the floating timber. Nor yet

VOL.. f. 3d
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Mr.T.'s own scheme, as well as mine, supposes, that God
does not do all that for aome men which he could, and which

is necessary to tlicir salvation. He supposes, that if what was

done for Chorazin, Bcthsaida, and Capernaum without effect,

had been done for Tyre, Sidon and Sodom, it would have been

effectual. (XIII. 25.) And yet this was not done. To what

is this to be imputed ? Surely God could have sent the gos-

pel to the one, as well as to the other. I sec not what cause

Mr. T. will find to impute this to, but what he calls a ivanC

of love.

But Mr. T. sup;gests, that the conduct of our blessed Sa-

viour, according to my scheme, would resemble that of a

person, who should invite another to an entertainment, with-

out a design that he should partake of it. (XIII. 84.) But,

if a comparison must be made, ought it not rather to be with

a person who sincerely invites his neighbours to a plentiful

banquet, and never designed any other but that whoever comes

shall be entertained with a hearty welcome ; but did not de-

sign, after all fair means were used, and repeated insults re-

ceived, to do all that, perhaps, he could, to overcome their

pride and prejudice, and so bring them to the entertainment.

If this would destroy the sincerity of the invitation, so would

/oreknoiuledf^e ; and it might as plausibly be objected. How
can any being act sincerely in inviting men to partake of that

which he knows, at the same time, they never will enjoy ?

INIr. T.*s scheme appears, to him, to have many advanta-

ges; particularly he thinks it is consistent with the genera!

tenor of scripture ; clears the conduct of the Father of mer-

cies from the appearance of cruelty ; and leaves the obdurate

were they safe ; for, the fire having communicated itself to the guns,

vrliich were loaded and shotted, they swept multitudes from this their

lust refuj^e.—AVhat say you. Sir, to this dismal narrative ? Does not your

heart bleed ? Would you have stood by, and denied your succour, if it

had been in your power to help ? Yet the Lord saw this extreme dis-

tress. He heard their piteous moans. He was able to save them, yet

withdrew his assistance. Now, because you would gladly have suc-

coured them, if you could, and God Almighty could, but would not

send them aid ; will you, therefore, conclude that you are above your

1/ord ? and that your loving-kiiuhiess is greater than his ? I will noi ofter

to charge any such consequence upon you. I am persuaded you abliop

•».hc thought." Letters ta Mr. fVesley, pp. 288, 289.
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sinner justly condemned. But, admitting, for argument's sake,

that the divine conduct is thereby cleared of the appearance

of cruelty, the worst is, that this is dll. His scheme barely

goes to vindicate the Almighty from cruelty. It is justice

only ; there is no grace in it, nothing that God liad a right to

withhold. That which we have hitherto called the grace of

the gospel, amounts, then, to no more than this : it bestows a

benefit upon intelligent creatures, without which they could

not possibly avoid being everlastingly miserable ; and that

upon this consideration, that " they did not bring this misery

upon themselves, nor was it ever in their power to avoid it.''

(XIII. 82.) If the Divine Being will do this, he shall be com*

plimented with the ch^rsiCtev oi benevolent ; (XIII. 80.) but,

if not, he must be reproached, " as not loving, but hating a

great part of his rational offspring." O, Mr. Taylor ! does

any one maintain that men, considered as the offsfiring of

God, are the objects of his hatred ? Do not men sustain a

more disagreeable character than this? That Deists and So-

cinians should write in this strain, is no wonder ; but how came

the language of infidelity to escape your pen ?

You will excuse this apostrophe, as I know you unite with

me in a personal respect and esteem for my opponent, though

you utterly disapprove of his Arminian tenets, which, under,

the plausible pretext of extending the grace of the gospel, en-

ervate, if not annihilate it, and leave little or nothing of gracf,

l^ut the name.

I am yours, Sec.

LETTER X,

Dear Sir,

Mr. T. in his Ninth Letter, remarks on the evidence I of-,

fered for an absolute determination in the death of Christ to

save some of the human race. « This sentiment," Mr.T.

says, » whether true or false, he does not wish to oppose,*'



396 LETTERS OP \^LptUr 10.

(XIII. 92.) He would not dispute, it seems, about Christ's

dying with a view to the certain salvation of some, provided I

would admit thai, in another respect, he died ybr alL mankind.

Here, then, we seem to come nearer together than we some-

times are. The sense in which he pleads for the universal ex-

tent of Christ's death, is only to lay a foundation for this doc-

trine^ that men^ in gencraL may be saved^ if they will; and

this is what I admit : I allow, that tlie death of Christ has

opened a way, whereby God can, consistently with his justice,

forgive any sinner whatever who returns to him by Jesus

Christ ; and, if this may be called dying for men, which I

shall not dispute, then it is admitt< d, that Christ died for all

mankind. But I say, they will not come to Christ for life;

and that, if Christ had died for no other end than to give them

this offer, not one of them would have accepted it.

I hold as much as Mr. T. holds to any good purpose. I

admit of a ivay being opened for the salvation of sinners with-

out distinction ; and, what is more^ that an effectual provision

is made in the death of Christ, that that way shall not be un-

occufiiedi that he shall see of the travail of his soul, and be

satisfied. Without thin provision, I suppose no one would

ever have been saved ; and the tendency of my reasoning is

to prove, that all who are saved, are saved in consequence

of it.

Mr. T. I observe, is not disposed to controvert the doctrine

of eternal, personal and unconditional election. (XIII. 100.)

I am allowed, therefore, to take that doctrine, together with a

special design in the death of Christ for the salvation of the

elect, for granted. " This sentiment," Mr. T. says, "wheth-
er true or false, he does not wish to oppose.'* If any thing is

necessary to be /iro-yrf/ in this place, it is, that none but those

whose salvation Christ absolutely designed in his death, are

eventually saved ; or, in other words, that whoever are saved,

are indebted to sovereign and efficacious grace for their salva-

tion. Now let the reader turn to my Refily to Philanthrofios,

pp. 7o, 74^* and he will perceive, that several of those scrip-

tures which prove the doctrine of election, prove also, that

Tione else are finally saved. The Apostles addressed all the

• Page 391 of this volume.
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believing Ephesians, Thessalonians, &c. as having been chosen

in Christ before the foundation of the world, that they should

be holy ; as chosen to salvation through sanctification of the

Spirit, and belief of the truth ; as elect according to the fore-

knoivledge of God the Father^ through sanctification of the

Spirit unto obedience ; as being saved and called with an holy

callings not according to their works, but according to God's

own fiurfiose and grace^ given them in Christ before the world

began. But, if some were saved in consequence of such a

purpose in their favour, and others without it, the Apostles

had no just ground to write as they did, concerning them all,

without distinction. When we are told, that as many as were

ordained to eternal life believed.^ this implies, as strongly as

any thing can imply, that no more believed, and were saved,

than such as were ordained to eternal life. Christ returned

thanks to his Father, that he had hid these thingsfrom the wise

and firudent, and revealed them unto babes. Even so^ Father,

said he,ybr it seemed good in thy sight. And again, we are

assured by the Apostle Paul, The election hath obtained it,

and the rest were blinded.*

To the above passages, I shall only add one more : 1 Cor. i.

26—29. Ye see your calling, brethren, how that not many
wise men after the fiesh, not many mighty, not many noble are

CALLED ; but God hath chosen the foolish things of the world

to confound the wise ; and God hath chosen the weak things

ofthe world to confound the things that are mighty ; and base

things of the world, aiid things which are despised, hath God
chosen, and things which are not, to bring to naught things

that are: that no fiesh should glory in his presence. The
reasoning of the apostle, in this passage, plainly supposes the

following things :— 1 That there is a special and effectual vo-

cation, which is peculiar to all Christians. The common call

of the gospel extends alike to rich and poor, wise and foolish,

noble and ignoble ; but the effectual operations of the Holy
Spirit do not : it is the latter, therefore, and not the former,

which is here meant. 2. That this vocation, common to all

true Christians, corresponds, as to the objects of it, with elec-

• Ephes. i.4. 2 Thgs. il 13, 1 Peter i, 9. Acts xiii. 48. TMutt. xl,

25. Rom, xi. 7.
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lion. The same persons, and all of them, said to be called^

are, in the same passage, said to be chosen; which agrees

with the same Apostle's account of the matter, in Rom. viii.

SO. }Vhoj7i he did fircdcstinate^thein he also called. 3. Voca-

tion not only corresponds with election as to the objects of it,

but is itself an effect of it. The reason given why the foolish,

weak, and despised ones of the world were called, rather

than others, is God's sovereign choice of them before others.

Some might have supposed, if the apostle had not been so

particular in his expressions, that the minds of the weak and

illiterate, though under a disadvantage in one respect, yet

possessed an advantage in another, in that they were more

free from prejudice; and that Paul had meant to ascribe their

embracing Christ, before others, to the unprejudiced state

of their minds ; but such a supposition is entirely precluded

by the apostle's language. He does not say, the weak and

foolish have chosen God, but God hath chosen them; nor

would the other mode of expression have corresponded with

Ihe end assigned, to prove that no Jlesh shall glory in his

firesence.

Many worthy men, who have maintained the Calvinistic

doctrine of predestination, have, at the same time, admitted,

that Christ might be said, in some sense, to have died for the

whole world. They distinguished between the sufficiency and

efficiency of his death ; and considered the indefinite language

of the New Testament, relative to that subject, as express-

ing the former of these ideas. Thus the English Reformers,

who composed the Thirty-nine Articles, appear to have view-

ed the subject. They fully avowed the doctrine of predesti-

nation, and, at the same time, spake of Christ's dying for all

mankind. Mr. T. on this ground, affirms, that " the doctrine

of the universality of our Saviour's death both is, and, ever

since the Reformation, has been, the doctrine of the Estab-

lished Church." (XIII. 141.) I believe, in the sense above-

mentioned, it has been so; and if this was all that Mr. T. plead-

ed for, he might debate the point with whomsoever he pleas-

ed, I should not interest myself in the dispute. But the views

of Cranmer, Latimer, Hooper, Usher, and Davenant, were

very different from those of Mr. Taylor. They, as well as

Eraser of Scotland, and Bellamy of New England, and many
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other anti-episcopalian divines, who have agreed with them in

this point, never imagined that any besides the elect would
finally be saved. And they considered the salvation of all that

are saved, as the effect of predestinating grace, as therr works
(abundantly testify.

Mr. T. may say. The question is, not whether more than

those whose salvation is absolutely determined, ivill be even-

tually saved, but whether they might be. "If,'* says he, "any
such election be maintained, as supposes that all the rest of

mankind never enjoyed the possibility of happiness, nor had
any provision of happiness made for them, but were neces-

sarily, either from eternity, or from their birth, exposed to

eternal misery, such election as this, I deliberately consider

as opposite to the spirit and design of the gospel, and to the
tenor of scripture." (XIII. 100.) To this it is replied, AIJ
such terms as necessary, cannot, im/iossible, 8cc. when ap-

plied to these subjects, are used improperly. They always
denote, in strict propriety of speech, an obstruction arising

from something distinct from the state of the will. Such
terms, in their common acceptation, suppose a willingness

in us to perform an action, or obtain an end, but that we are
hindered by some insurmountable bar from without. Such
an idea is always annexed to the use of such terms; and Mr.
T. certainly has this idea in his use of the terms necessanj and
impossible, in this place. His meaning is, to oppose that doc-

trine which represents a part of mankind as placed in such
circumstances, as that, though they should be willing to em-
brace Christ, or, at least, willing to use means that they may
be willing to embrace him, yet it would be all in vain. But
such a doctrine nobody maintains ; at least, I had no such
ideas of the subject. I have no such notion of election, or of

the limited extent of Christ's death, as that it shall be in vain

for any of the sons of men truly to seek after God. If they

are nvilling to be saved in God's ivay, nothing shall hinder

their salvation ; and (if there were any meaning in the ex-

pression) if they were but truly willing to use means that they

might be willing, all would be clear before them. N"ow,

where this is the case, it cannot be said, in strict propriety of

speech, that no provision is made for their happiness ; or, thaf.

any man's salvation is impossible, or his destruction necessa-
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rv ; seeing the way of salvation is open to him, if he will but

walk in it. All that can be said in truth is, that there is a

OEUTAiNTY in these things. It is certaiUy none will be saved

but those who choose to be saved in God's way. It is certain,

that no one will choose that wliich is opposite to the prevail-

ing bias of his heart. Yea, it is certain^ that, whatever means

there may be, adapted to the turning of his heart, a man who

is ivholly averse from God will never make use of them with

such a design. To make use of a mean, with a view to ac-

complish an end, must imply the existence of a desire after

an end ; but a desire after this end exists not till the end is

accomplished. A desire after a ciiange of heart, is, in some

degree, the very thing desired. Besides, if, as Mr. T. says,

« men have no ivilL nor poiuer, nor any concern about the mat-

ter'* of believing in Christ, *' till the Holy Spirit work,

awaken, and produce these in his mind," (XIII. 23.) then it

is certain^ even from his own premises, that no sinner ever

sincerely applied to God for grace before he had it, unless he

could be supposed so to apply without will, or power, or any

concern about it. These things, I say, are certain^ accord-

ing to the nature and constitution of all intelligent beings

;

and there are other things equally certain, as consequences of

them, which are confirmed by scripture testimony. It is cer-

tain^ that none are willing to be saved in God's way, but those

who are made willing in the day of his power : it is certainj

that whenever God makes a sinner willing in the day of his

power, he is only working things after the counsel of his own

will, executing his own eternal purpose : and lience it is cer-

tain^ that such, and only such, will eventually be saved.

If Mr. T. objects against the certainty of any man's destruc-

tion, and will have it that this amounts to the same thing as

necessity and imfiossibility ; let him consider, that, as he ad-

mits the doctrine of divine forcknoivledi^e^ he must allow*

therefore, that God certainly foreknew the final state of every

man. But certain foreknowledge must imply a certainty of

the event foreknown. If an event is certainly foreknown, the

future existence of that event must be certain. If there was

an uncertainty respecting the future existence of an event,

there must, in the nature of things, be an equal degree of

unccrtaintv in the foreknowledg:e of that event. Certain fore-
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knowledge, therefore, implies a certainty of the event fore-

known.

But foreknowledge, it is alleged, has no causal injiuence

upon the thing foreknown. (^XIIL 108.) Be it so: neither

has any purpose in God, that I embrace, any influence towards

a sinner's destruction, except in a way of punishment for his

sin. The scheme which Mr. T. opposes, so far from repre-

senting man as " for ever unable to improve one single mer-
cy of God to any good purpose," represents him as not only-

possessing great advantages, but as able to comply with every-

thing that God requires at his hand ; and that all his misery

arises from his " -voluntary'* abuse of mercy, and his wilful

rebellion against God. It is not a M'ant of ability^ but of in-

fdination^ that proves his ruin.* If Mr. T. had kept thesa

things in view, (which, surely, he ought to have done,) h^

could not have represented my sentiments in such a light ais

he has done. (XIII. lOQ. 108.)

I am, Sec.

LETTER XI,

Dear Sir,

JMr. TAYLOR often speaks of the language of scripture^

us if its whole current was in his favour ; as if his opponent

Tvas engaged in a controversy in which he had forsaken the

word of God. Now, suppose it were allowed, that the lan-

guage of several passages of scripture, taken in their most
literal and plain meaning, proves Christ, in some sense, to

* Thoug-h Mr. T. talks of men as having " no will nor p07ver to be-,

lieve in Clirist, nor any concern in the matter," prior to the Spirit's

work ; (XIII. 23.) yet that is what I have never affirmed. On the con-

trary, I maintain, that men have the same poTver, strictly speaking-, be-

fore they are wrought upon by the Holy Spirit, as after; and before

conversion, as after : that the work of the Spirit endows us With no new-

rational powers, or any powers that are necessary to moral agency : and
that, so far from our having "no concern in the matter," we were all

deeply co7ic€rned in rejecting Christ, and the way ®f salvation by hira.

VOL. I, 3 K
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have died for all mankind ; still, if we will give fair scope to

ot/i'T fuirts of scrifiture^ it appears evident, that in some sense,

he died for only a part of mankind. Several of these pas-

sat^cs I had produced ; to which Mr. T. has said scarcely any

thini^ tliat deserves being called an answer.

When I argued from Christ's being said to lay down his

life for his s/iec/i ;
—to give hiinaelf for his church, that he

might sanctify it, 8cc. &c. could Mr. T. think it sufficient to

say, " We are nowhere informed that he died for those only ,•

this is no proof that he did not die for all mankind : it is cer-

tain, that, it Christ died for all, he died for these, because the

greater number includes the less, and the whole includes its

parts"?* Did not I argue, particularly from Ephes. v. 25, 26.

that the death of Christ is there represented as the result of

his love to the church, in tiie character of, a husband, and

which must, therefore, be discriminating ; that the church

could not here mean actual believers, because they are consid-

ered ixsunsanctifed—He died, that he might sanctify them ;—
that Christ did not die for believers, as such ; he laid down

his life for his enemies ; that, therefore, it must mean all the

elect of God—all those that are finally saved ? And has Mr.

T. answered this reasoning ? No, nor attempted it. If, as

he often suggests, my cause has so very slender a share of

scriptural evidence to support it, is it not a pity but he had

given a fair answer to those scriptures which were addu-

ced ?

r argued farther, from Christ's dying in the character of a

surety
J
that he might bring inany sons unto glory ; might

• XIII. 9.3. Go^ preach the gospel, said Christ, to every creature ; he

that believeth, and is b ptized, shall be saved. ** Believers only,'' suy the

Baptists, "you see, are to be bap .Zv.d.*' *No,' say others, * this is no

proof thai behevers 07ihj are to be baptized. It might be the design of

Christ that tliey should baptize all the world, for aught this passage

proves. It is certain, if all are to be baptized, believers are, because the

greater nuinhrr ilways includes the less, and the v\hoIe includes its

parts,' WUa would Mr. T. as a Baptist, say to this reasonin}; ? It is

exiiclly the s.nne as his own. This very answer I made to .Mr. T. be-

fi»re, v hen he called out tor express testimony for what I supposed to be

3iiic£a:ive truth; whicli a-iswer, 1 presume, he totally misunderstood:

otherwu>e, he could not have given a reply so foreijjn to the argument.
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gather together in one the children of God that were scattered

abroad^ Sec. Mr. T.'s answei;_to this argument is exceedingly

trifling and unfair. I did not " take for granted," that Christ

absolutely intended the salvation of all for whom he died, but

brought the argument which he quotes, in order to prove it.

Nor did I rest my argument from the passages of scripture

there cited upon my " afifirehenaions^'* but upon the scriptures

themselves which, surely, prove none the less for being intro-

duced in that form. Mr. T.'s remark upon the Jewish sa-

trifices^ (XIII. 94.) shows an uncommon inattention to the ar-

gument. I observed, by way of introduction, that '' sacrifices

were offered on account of those, and those only, on whose

behalf they were sanctijied^ or set apart ; that every sacrifice

had its special appointment, and was supposed to atone for

the sins of those, and those only, on whose behalf it was of-

fered.'* All this I supposed would be granted by Mr. T*

These observations were my data. I then proceeded to apply

this reasoning, and to prove who those were for whom Christ

was sanctified^ or set apart as a sacrifice. For this purpose I

quoted John xvii. 19. For their sakes I sanctify myself that

the]) also may be sanctified through the truth :—they who
were given him of the Father. But Mr. T. instead of an-

swering this argument, never looks at it ; but takes up a part

of my firemises, without touching upon the conclusion, and

then charges me with " reasoning in a circle !" Considering

Mr. T.'s abilities, and experience in polemical divinity, is it

not astonishing, that things so ifidigested should proceed from

his pen?

I farther argued from the certain effects of Christ's death

extending not to all mankind, particularly the effect of re^

demfition. Mr. T.'s answer to this argument is abundantly

more worthy of notice than his answers to those that went be-

fore. (XIII. 95.) Nor shall I urge it upon him, that his de-

nial of general redemfition, while he pleads for the universal

extent of Christ's death, indicates an idea of redemption as

fiovel and unprecedented as my interpretation of the term

firofiitiation^ which he endeavours to explode on account of

its peculiarity. (XIII. 115, 116.) Yet, after all, there is great

reason, from the context, to conclude, that what is spoken, in

Gal. iii, 13. of Christ's having redeemed us from the curse cf
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Ihc law^ being' made a curse for m«, respects what was effect-

ed by the blood of Christ alonc^ when upon the cross, an-

tecedent to our believinjj in him. When the Apostle speaks

of redrmfition^ he su) s, he hat/i redkemkd us, being 7nade

a curse /or us. When he speaks of blcssinijs resulting from

his death, but which do not take place before believing, he

immediately changes his manner of speaking, as in verse 14.

T/iat the blessing of Abraham might come on the Gentile*

through Jetius Christ ; that we might receive the promise of

ihe Spirit throw^h faith. We are also said to be justified

THROUGH the redemption that is in Christ Jesus. Rom. iii. 24.

But would it not be making the Apostle speak very awkward-

ly, to understand redemption, not of what was obtained by the

death of Christ alone, but of what has its existence through

faith. Can Mr. T. suppose that the Apostle meant to say,

We are justified through the forgiveiiess of sins ?

I argued, farther, from Christ's bearing the sins of 7nany ;

particularly from Isa. liii. 12. and I supposed the meaning of

the term many^ in verse 12, might be decided by its meaning

in verse 1 1. "There is no reason,'* I observed, " that I knoAf

of, to be given, why the many whose sins he bore, siiould be

understood of any other persons than the many who, by hi*

knowledge are justified., and who are not all mankind." To
this Mr. T. among other things, replies, " / do not knonv^i^

no argument at all. This may be said on any subject. If

the truth lie on the side of Mr. F. he must show us that he

does know, and how he knows it, by fair and allowed rules of

interpretation." (XIII. 97.) This, to be sure, is talking in a

high strain ; but to what purpose? I should have thought

explaining a term according to its allowed meaniiig in the

context, excefit some good reason could be given for the con-

trary^ was a fair and allowed rule of interpretati'in.

Again ; I argued from the intercession of Christ, in John

xvii. 9. I pray for thcm^ I pray not for the world., £cc. which

like that of the priests under the law, was in behalf of the

same persons for whom the oblation was offered. Mr. T,

here, as usual, calls out for xwovo, proof without attending to

what is given. (XIII. 99.) He questions two things
;
^r«r,

whether this prayer is to be considered as a specimen of

Christ's intercession, which he seems to consider as confined
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to heaven : he means, I suppose, to his state of exaltation.

But is not his piayer upon the cross, expressly called in pro-

phecy, TwaA-m^ INT :rcession yi/r Me transgressors? Isa. liii.

12. But, farther, he calls for proof that the death and inter-

cession of Christ are of equal extent (XIII. 99.) The in-

tercession of the priests under the law, being on the behalf of

the same persons on whose account they offered the oblation,

was mentioned. Whether this be a sufficient ground to rest

the argument upon, or not, one should think it has some

weight in it ; but of this Mr. T. takes no notice.

Finally ; I argued, from Rev. v. 9. xiv. 3,4. where Chris-

tians are said to be redeemed^ or bought from among men,

which should seem to imply, that all men are not redeemed,

ftv bought. Mr. T. here goes about to refute some things

upon which I built nothing. (XIII. 101, 102.) Whether the

four living creatures, and the four-and-twenty elders, repre-

sent the church militant or the church triumphant, or whether

the persons in question represent the whole church triumphant

or only a fiart of it, are matters that signify but little, if any

thing, to the point in hand. If the whole, or a part of the

church triumphant, were bought j or redeemed by blood, frotn

amongst men, that is sufficient. Mr. T. deals plentifully, I

observe, in such language as, if I had used it, he would have

held up in italics to great advantage; such as " / do not

remember—/ think—and / think." I do not mention this as

improper language : I only mean to remind him, that he should

not have been so severe upon me for using the same. As to

what he has said upon this passage, I think, upon the whole,

it is as forcible as any thing that can be said on his side the

question ; though it is certain, that the natural meaning of

the word ^yo^uThaccv, they were bought, and its only mean-

ing, that I recollect, in the New Testament, must be utterly

cashiered ; and, I apprehend, the natural meaning of the

whole passage greatly forced, to admit of his interpretation.

I am yours, 8cc.

P. S. I do not recollect that the ivhole world, or all, or

alUnen, are ever said io he purchased, or hmght, or redeem-

ed, by the blood of Christ ; or that we ever read of Christ's

redeeming^ buying, ov purchasing, any but //?.5 church. Mr.
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T. docs not pretend, that all mankind are redeemed; but I

think, if we take our notions trom the New Testament, it is

evident, that buying^ or fiurchaaing^ when applied to what

Christ has done for us, is as much confined to the church, as

redemption. Ayopu^t* and -re^iTroieu^ which are used to express

the ideas of buying, fiurchai^ing, or accjuiring by firice, are

applied to the church of God only ; as well as Xvr^iofjuti', to

redeetn, Luke xxiv. 21. Tit. ii. 14. and Awt^ov, sl ransom, Matt.

XX. 28. Mark x. 45. In I Tim. ii. 6. Christ is said to give

himself a ransom for all, tttrtXvr^ov vtt)^ -xu^Ttn ; but that will

be considered in the next letter. It is said of the church of

God, that he fiurc/iased it with his own blood. Trs^ie'roiijTXT*

^m Tow i^iov oc,ifAMro%. Acts xx. 28. The final deliverance of

the whole collective body of the saved from all remains of

natural and moral evil, is called, uTroXur^oio-i^ t^5 7r«f /TroiJjViw?,

the redemption of the fiurchased Jiossession, or of the people

acquired, ov purchased. Ephes. i. 14. On which Calvin re-

marks, Ut^i7For/)Tts, quam latine vertimus acguisi/am hceredi-

tatem, non est regnum coelorum, aut beata immortalitas, sed

ipsa ecclesia.* Thus in 1 Pet. ii. 9. they are styled, Xcm^ ui

TTtpiToiTjo-ivy a people acquired, or purchased to himself in a

peculiar inanner; or, ai people for a peculiar possession. Paul

says, 1 Thess. v. 9. "God hath not appointed us to wrath;

but to the Tre^iTotiiTtv cutk^i^i;, obtaiiiing, OY acquiring of sal-

vation by our Lord Jesus Christ, who died for us, that we
should live with him." And 2 Thess. ii. 13, 14. he says,

*' Beloved of the Lord, God hath from the beginning chosen

you to salvation, through sanctification of the Spirit, and

belief of the truth : w hereunto he called you by our gos-

pel, unto irEpiTTolijrtv J'ol)?;, the obtaining or acquisition, of the

glory of our Lord Jesus Christ." Let the impartial judge if

these passages do not strongly favour the peculiarity of de-

sign in Christ's death. And thus it is said of Christians, Ti^^$

iiyop^Tgr.Te, ye are bought with a price. 1 Cor. vi. 2 0. vii. 2.'?,

If 2 Pet. ii. 1. should be alleged as an objection, I hope I

have given a suflicient reason why tliat passage is not to be

understood of the Saviour's blood, but of God's deliverance

* Ut^tTODjirig, which we render the purchased possession, is not the

kingdom of heaven, or ;i blessed immortality, but the church itself.
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in a way of providence, p. 89.* It is such a reason, however,
as Mr. T. has not attempted to answer.

LETTER XII.

Dear Sir^

JMr. T. in his Mne Letters^ offered arguments for the uni"

versal extent of Christ*s death. He argued from the good-
ness of God over ail iiis works, and from various passages of

scripture which speak of the death of Christ in indefinite lan-

guage. The principal of these passages and arguments I

have considered in my Re/ily, Mr. T. in the Eleventh Let-

ter of his last publication, defends his former arguments.

Before I enter on a discussion of particulars, I would ob-

serve, that although Mr. T. pleads for the universal extent of

Christ's death, yet he pleads for it in no other sense than as

laying a foundation for sinners, without distinction, being in-

vited to return home to God by Jesus Christ, with the promise
of forgiveness and acceptance on their return. He does not

pretend, that there is provision made by the death of Christ

for the certain salvation of all men. Now, the thing itself for

which he pleads, is no more than I have admitted. It is

true I have supposed, that this, being done for men in

general, cannot, with propriety, be called dying for them.
At the same time, I have allowed, that "many consider-

able writers, who are far from denying that the salvation

of all the saved is owiiig to an absolute, and consequently

limited, design in the death of Christ, have supposed that

it might ; and that the indefinite language of scripture, con-
cerning the death of Christ, is intended to convey to us
this idea.'* The thing itself I do not controvert ; only it ap-
peared, to me, that the terms ransom, firofiUiation^ dyingfor
««, fi;c. were intended to convey something more than this,

• Page 314, of this volume.
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and what is true only of the finally saved. Now, admitting

that I an\ mistaken in my supposition ; admitting that the terms

firo/iieiationj ransom^ 8cc. are applicable to niankind in gen-

eral, and arc designed to express that there is a way opened

for sinners, without distinction, to return home to God, and

be saved ; nothing follows from it, but that I have misun-

derstood certain passages of scripture, by considering them aa

conveying an indefinite, but not a universal idea. In re-

gard to the sentiment itself, I do not see that Mr. T. pleads

for more than I have admitted, except in one instance : we
agree that a way is opened, by the death of Christ, for the

salvation of sinners, without distinction ; and that any man
may be saved, if he is willing to come to Ciirist, that he may
have life. Here I stop; but Mr. T. goes a step farther, and

maintains, that such a provision of grace is made by the death

of Christ, that all men have power to be ivilli7ig^if they ivilli

but of this I am satisfied no meaning can be made.

I now proceed to particulars, by observing, that, whether

iiiy sense of the passages of scripture adduced by Mr. T«

be just, or not, it does not appear, to me, that he has invalida-

ted it. He argued, in general, from Psa. cxlv. 9. His tender

mercies are over all his works. I answered, that the deatU

of Christ was not the criterion of God's goodness; that fallen

angels were a part of God's works, as well as fallen men.

Mr. T. replies, by observing, that fallen angels were not here

intended. (XHI. 106.) Then, it seems, Mr. T. can some-

times discern a restriction in the word all, though a universal

term. Perhaps it may be sufficient to observe, that, whether

the phrase all his works intends all fallen angels, or not, it

intends more than that part of God's works for which Christ

died. Is it not evident from the context, that it denotes God's

providential goodness towards the whole animate creation ?

Is it not said of them, in verse 16, that their eyes wait on

uim; UK ojieneth his hand^ and satisjieth the desire of every[

living thing ?

But Mr. T. contends, that " there is no g-oodness, no 7nercy^

no tender mercy
.^
exercised toward a person who is placed in

such a situation that he could not avoid sinning, and being

damned, and whose damnation is necessarily increased by calls

and commands t© repent, and bclicv© in Christ j when the
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great God, whose commands these are, has provided no mer-
cy for him, nor intends to give him the least assistance, though
he knows the poor sinner cannot, nor ever possibly could,

obey these calls and commands, any niore than he can fly to

the moon." (XIII. 106.) To this shocking representation I

have only to say. This is not my hypothesis, nor any thing

like it; and if Mr. T. thinks it is, it is time to give over con-

troverting the matter with him. The whole passage is mere
declamation, founded on the abuse of the terms can7iot, could

noty &c. If, instead of <^ cannot, and never could,'* he had
said, nvill not, and never would, his account of the poor sinner's

case would not have appeared so plausible ; and yet this, he
knows, is the whole of our meaning. * Yes, « but if they could

never ivill to comply,*' says Mr. T. < that amounts to the same
thing :' (XIII. 57.) That is, unless they have the power of

being willing, if they will. Of this I shall only say, that,

when Mr. T. can make sense of it, it will be time enough to

answer it.

What follows has much more of argument in it. " If the

tender mercies of God are over all his works; and if no maix

can enjoy any mercy, but through Jesus Christ ; is it not a

natural and reasonable conclusion, that God has given his Son
to die for all mankind .?" (XIII. 105.) I must observe, how-
ever, by the way, that, " if no man can enjoy any mercy, but

through Jesus Christ," I cannot but consider this as a full

proof, that the whole race were unworthy of all mercy, and

that God might, consistently with his justice and essential

goodness, have withheld it from them, and treated them as

worthy of death : for I have no idea that God needed the death

of his Son to induce him to do that, which if he had not

done, the omission of it would have exposed him to the

charge of cruelty. If Mr. T. had always remembered this

consideration, (which, I think, he cannot controvert,) it would

have induced him to expunge a great deal of declamation

in his letters. Having noted this, I confess I think that much
mercy is exercised towards men in general, through Jesus

Christ ; and, consequently, that his death was productive of

effects which terminate on all. Nor do I question, whether

the opening of a way for the salvation of all who shall come
nnto God by him, and for men, without distinction, to be in-

VOL, I. 3 F
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vited thus to come, is owini^ to the death of Christ; and,

if this can be called dying for all mankind, I should admit,

without hesitation, that he died for all. All I contend for

is, that Christ, in his death, absolutely desij^ned the salvation of

all those who arc finally saved ; and that, besides the objects

of such absolute design, such is the universal depravity of

human nature, not one soul will ever believe, and be saved.

I am surprised at Mr. T.'s manner of treating the ar-

gument drawn from the objections that might be urged by

a denier of God's foreknowledge ; asking whether I would

seriously avow them ? (XIII. 107.) One would think he

need not be told that I seriously disapprove that mode

of reasoning, as well as of his ; and only meant, through

that, to show the tendency of his own. Such a way of argu-

ing is fair and upright, and is used by writers of every de-

scription: it, therefore, ought not to have been called 2i finesse*

Mr. T. in what he has said on this subject, as in many other

places, gives sufficient proof of two things : 1 . That he is

combating a scheme which his opponent does not hold; 2r

That to reason with him upon such terms as cannot^ unable^ or

unavoidable^^ViA\\\^ like, is to no purpose; for that he either

cannot, or will not, understand our ideas concerning them.

Mr. T. now enters on a defence of his arguments from the

terms a// ;nen, worlds nvhole ivorld^ 8cc. (XIII. 110.) I ap-

prehend, that, to understand these terms as denoting men
universally^ was contrary to other scriptures—to the scope

of the inspired writers in the filaces where those expressions

are found—and involved in it various absurdities. Mr. T,

wishes I had given some instances of these contradictions and

absurdities. This I certainly attempted in a great deal of

what followed; but Mr. T. has never yet fairly refuted my
remarks.

I pass over some less important matters, and observe what

is advanced from I Tim. ii. 6. He gave himself a ransom for

all. Mr. T. here complains, that I have not answered his

reasons for understanding the term all universally ; and I

might as well complain of him, for his not considering my
reasons for understanding it otherwise. I remember that he

had argued, (IX. 79.) from the use of the term all in the

context, and the cogency of the apostle's argument, " Pray
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for ail, because Christ died for all.'* I cannot but think, with

Mr. Robinson, that " this passage ought not to be urged in

the Arminian controversy ; for a part of this period fixes the

sense to I'anks, or degrees, of men. Pray for kings, and for

all that are in authority . The meaning, then, is, pray for

all ranks and degrees of men ; for God will save some of all

orders. Christ gave himself a ransom for persons of all de-

grees.^^* The arguments I had advanced in my Reply^\ to

prove that this passage could not be understood of men uni-

versally, he has not answered, but runs off into a declamation

concerning the secret and revealed will of God, the substance

of which I had endeavoured to obviate in my R€fily.\

Little more, I think, need be said on I John ii. 1. What
each of us has advanced upon it is before the public. My
sense of the passage, which Mr. T calls a strange notion,*'

(XIII. 15.) surely is not more strange ov singular than his no-

tion of redemfition. He must produce some better proof for

another sense of the passage, than " appealing to the under-

standing and conscience of his friend.^''^

It is wonderful that Mr. T. should plead for the universal

spread of the gospel in the times of the apostles, and for the

faith of the Romans being celebrated in all parts. (XIII. 116.)

In all parts of the Roman empire it might, and in some other

nations ; but can any man persuade himself that it was spoken

of at Mexico or Otaheite ?

Mr. T. thinks, that the nuholc earth (Isa. liv. 5.) is to be un-

derstood universally, and that God is there called the God (^ the

whole earth, as a creator, supporter, and judge, in distinction

from the tender character of a husband. But, as he is call-

ed both the maker and the husband of the church there ad-

dressed ; so, it seems very evident, he is described towards

* Notes upon Claude, Vol. II. pp. 269, 270.

•j- Pages 308, 3u9, of this volume.

4 Images 319—321, of this volume. Note.

§ It may not be inexpedient to mform some readers, that Mr. T.*s let-

ters were written to an old and intimate friend of his own, who entirely

agrees with him in sentiment, and at whose request, Mr, T. first com-

menced this controversy ; thougli, as that gentleman had some shght

acquaintance with Mr. Fuller, Mr. T. all along, speaks to him of Mr.

F. as the friend of his correspondent. R.
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the whole earth. He who had heretofore been called thf

Holy One of Israel^ shall now be called the God of the ivhole

earth. See Henry's exposition.

The term whole, in Matt. xiii. 33. undoubtedly is to be un-

derstood restrictively ; for, though the gospel will spread over

all nations, before the end of the world, yet not so as to re-

new every individual in them, much less every individual

that has existed at every period. (XHI. 1 17.)

Mr. T. is astonished to find me asserting, that he himself

does not understand the terms whole world, in I John ii. 2.

and the same terms, in chap. v. 19. in the same sense, seeing

he has declared the contrary. (XIH. 118.) Perhaps I had

better have said, Mr. T. cannot, up.on due consideration, un-

derstand those terms as parallel ; seeing he considers them,

in the first, as meaning all the individuals in the world thaC

ever did, or shall, exist, except the persons from whom they

are there distinguished ; whereas he cannot pretend that the

last mean any more than the world of ungodly men, who <i(

that time existed.

Another passage that has been considered by both of us, is

2 Cor. v. 15. If one died for all, then were all dead, &c.

(Xin. 118.) Mr. T. here complains, as he does in other

places, of my not drawing my conclusions in form. I thought

the conclusions I meant to draw were obvious to every at-

tentive reader, and omitted drawing them out at length, for

the sake of brevity. I observed, 1. That the context speaks

of the Gentiles, as well as the Jews, being interested in

Christ. I supposed, therefore, it might be understood of

men of all nations, in distinction from its being confined to

the Jews. 2. That the apostle meant to affirm, 7iot that

Christ died for all that were dead, but that all were dead for

whom Christ died. In proof of this, I argued from the apos-

tle's describing the terrors of divine vengeance to which they

were subject; and from the phraseology of verse 14. If one

died for all, then were they all dead. For this, Mr. T. has

corrected me, charging me with misquoting the scripture.

The words of the apostle are, oti u m wtte^ Troivrav JcTrtGxvovt

'a^ot. o'l TTxvrti u7re6ccvov. Not having had those advantages for

literary improvement which I should have been glad to enjoy,

I was not forward, by a formal criticism, to tell my readers
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that I had acquired some small acquaintance with the original

language, so as to be able to judge of the propriety of a trans-

lation ; but I knew that the article o] here used, has been

thought, by very competent judges,* to be anaphorical, or

relative,, and that the passage should be read. If one for all

died, then they all, or those alt, were dead. Nothing can

be more exact than this translation, unless Mr. T. would in-

sist on having oi 'Trx^res uTreBocuv rendered the all were dead;

and then he must equally complain of our common transla-

tors, for rendering «< ^a^vrs^ in the next verse, they who live,

instead of the living. But would not Mr. T. be ashamed to

insinuate, on this account, to " the inattentive reader," that

they have " interlined and abused** the original language of

scripture. I am so well assured of Mr. T.*s learning, that I am
hardly able to consider his " hope" that I quoted the passage

wrong " through mistake," as any other than " a fi7iesseJ'

3. I observed, on the distributive ihey who, that my hypothe-

sis, though it supposes that all for whom Christ died shall

finally live, yet does not suppose that they all live at /iresent.

Here, I think, Mr. T. certainly misunderstands me. His

original argument is this: by the language of the text it ap-

pears that Christ died for more than actually live. My an-

swer is, that, upon my hypothesis, Christ died for more than

actually live at any period of time ; part of them being, at

every period, in a state of unregeneracy.

I have gone over the passages in debate between us, mere^

ly to prove, that, whether my sense of those passages be just,

or not, Mr. T. has not invalidated it. At the same time, I

cannot forbear repeating, that, even allowing Mr. T. to have

proved the universal extent of Christ's death in the most for-

cible manner, he has not proved that any thing more is done

towards the salvation of men in general, than what I admit,

or that renders the salvation of one individual more firobable.

I have, all along, supposed, that there is that done for them

by Christ, which renders their salvation no otherwise imfiossi-

ble, nor their destruction unavoidable, than as it is rendered

so by their own temper of mind : no other obstacle could pre=

* Beza, Plscator, and Gill. See GiU*s Cause of God and Truth,

Part T, No, XXXIX.
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vent their believing to the saving of their souls, but an evil

heart, obstinately persisting in its departure from the living

God.

Mr. T. sums up his evidence, on this subject, in ^i^e topics

of argument. The silence of scripture on the limited extent

of Christ's death ; the willingness of the blessed God that all

should turn, and live ; those who are not saved being more

miserable than if Christ liad not died ; the unlimited expres-

sions used concerning the death of Christ ; and such passages

as distinguish between those for whom he died, and those who

are finally saved. (XIII. 120)

With regard to the ^rst, the Bible is not silent concern-

ing a s/iecial (Icnigii in the deatli of Christ, as in all the other

works of God, in behalf of all who are finally saved. I Iiope

this has been proved in Letters X. and XI. and in my Reply

^

pp_ 66—76.* It is true, there are no such express words,

that I know of, in the Bible ; but if the idea is there

conveyed, that is sufficient. Mr. T. says, indeed that|

" if a doctrine is not mentioned in scripture, there is rea-

son to believe that doctrine is not true t that we admit this

on all other subjects, and ought to admit it on this." But so

far is this from being fact, that we never find exfiress men-

tion of a divine providence^ and yet we all allow the scripture

to be full of it. Reasoning from positive institutions to doc-

trines, as Mr. T. has done, (XIII. i09.) is very unfair.

Mr. T.'s second topic of argument is taken from the uni-

versality of divine love to man, and the willingness of the

blessed God that all should turn, and live. It is admitted,

that God's love to n)an is, in one sense, universal. lie bears

good will towards them, as the work of his hands ; but it does

not follow from thence, that he must do all that he could do

for their salvation. If God loves all mankind, he must have

loved the inhabitants of Tyre, Sidon, and Sodom, as well as

those of Chorazin and Bethsaida : but though, as Mr. T.

thinks, (XIII. 25.) if the same things which were done for

the latter without cficct, had been done for the former, they

would have been effectual
;
yet they were not done. As to

God's willingness that all should turn, and live, God's will, as

• Pa^s 295—303 of this volume.
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has been observed, sometimes expresses what he afifiroves^

and sometimes what he/zwr/joses.* God wills, approves, and
desires a sinner's turninjj unto him. It is tliat which, through
the whole Bible, is required of him ; and whosoever thus re-

turns shall live. I may add, God is willing to receive and
forgive every sinner that returns to him through Jesus Christ.

He desireth not the death of a sinner, but rather that he would
repent, and live. But he has 7iot imrfiosed the salvation of

every sinner, or to incline his heart to embrace the salvation

exhibhed in the gospel. In this sense, the salvation of some
is neither desired nor deaigned : if it were, it would be ejff'ect-

ed; for his counsel shall stand and he will do all his plea-

sure.— Whatsoe-ver his soul desireth^ even that he doeth. Isa«

xlvi. 10. Job xxiii. 13. "But can God," says Mr. T. « will

that which he knows to be impossible ? which never wa.^ fiossi-

ble? which woTie could make possible, besides himself? which
he was never willing to make possible ?** (XIII. 120.) If by
impossible^ Mr. T. means, that which is naturally impossible,

it is granted he cannot. But that he wills what is morally

impossible, Mr. T. himself must allow. God wills that Chris-

tians should be holy, as he himself is holy ; and that, in the
present life, or he would not have enjoined it upon them,
1 Peter iv. 16. Matt. v. 48. But Mr. T. does not pretend
that this is possible, even by the assistance of divine grace.

(XIII. 61.)

Mr. T.*s third topic of argument is thus expressed : « All

who are not saved will be more miserable than if Christ had
never died for sinners. If Christ did not die for them, they

cannot, nor ever could, possibly avoid this. This cannot be
reconciled to the scripture account of divine justice and good-
ness." (XIII. 120.) Answer, 1. This can only be said of
those who have heard the gospel, and rejected it, and not of
« all who are not saved," that they will be more miserable than

if Christ had never died. Supposing this argument, there-

fore, to be valid, it will not prove, that Christ, in laying down
his life designed the salvation of all men universally, but

merely of those to whom the gospel is exhibited. 2. It is no
way inconsistent with the justice or goodness of God to suffer

Pages 319—321 of this volume. Note.
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good lo be ihc occasion of evil. The gospel was preach-

ed to the unbelieving Jews, even after it was said of them,

Hearinc; they shall hcar^ and not understand ; and seeing-

they shall sec, and not perceive ; and became the occasion of

much sin and misery. Matt. xiii. 14. < But they mi^ht have

embraced the gospel when it was Jirst preached to them, if

they would.* True : and at last, too ; or it had been absurd

to have preached it to them. There was nothing that hinder-

ed their believing, first or last, but their own wicked hearts.

On that account, they could not believe. John xii. 39. yet

Christ, at the very time this was declared, exhorted them, while

they had light, to believe in the light, that they might be the

children of light ; (ver. 36.) and their contempt of his counsel

aggravated their misery.

Mr. T.*s fourth topic of argument is taken from the « ex-*

Jiressions of scripture, where the extent of Christ's death is

directly mentioned, being all universal and unlimited." Some-

thing has been said, in the Refily to Philanthrofios,* which

accounts for these indefinite modes of speech ; something too,

v/hich Mr. T. I think, has not sufficiently answered. But,

suppose it were allowed, as has been said before, that the

language of scripture, taken in its most literal and plain mean-

ing, proves Christ, in some sense, to have died for all man-

kind -, still, if we will give fair scope to other parts of scrip-

ture, it is evident, that, in some sense, he died only for a part

These scriptures have been considered in Letter X. and in

the Reply to Philanthrofios, pp. 66—76.t

Lastly, Mr. T. observes, that " several passages evidently

distinguish between those for whom Christ died, and those

who will be finally saved. (XIIL 121.) The passages to

which he refers are John iii. 16. God so loved thk world,

that he gave hia only-begotten Son, that whosoever believeth

in him should not perish, but have everlasting life, and Matt.

xxii. 1— 11. concerning the marriage-feast, and provision be-

ing made for those who did not come ; with John vi. 32.

My Father giveth you the true bread from heaven; which, as

he observes, was spoken to the Jews in general^ without re-

striction. (IX. 83.)

• Pages 306, 307 of this volume,

t rages 295—303 of this volume
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These passages prove, that there is that in the death of

Christ which lays a foundation for any sinner to apply to God
in his name ; and that, with an assurance of success. But
this is no more than I have admitted. In the invitations of

the gospel being general, we are both agreed ; and also in a

provision of pardon and acceptance on behalf of all who be-

lieve ; and that, therefore, there is no impossibility in the way
of men's salvation, but what consists in the temper of their

own minds. But this does not disprove either the reality or

necessity of an effectual provision of grace in behalf of all who
are finally saved.

I conclude this letter by recommending Mr. T. to consider

whether his scheme is not inconsistent with/ac^. If I under-

stand him, he supposes, that " final misery'* comes not upon
any of the sons of men <' by their original depravity, nor by
their transgression of the law, but by their rejection of the

overtures of mercy." Hence he supposes, that " all who are

not saved will be more miserable than if Christ had not died

for sinners." (IX. 86. XIII. 120.) Though the above ex-

pressions might be considered as meant only of those sinners

who hear the gospel, yet his subsequent reasonings indicate

that he viewed it as applicable to all mankind. He speaks^

all along, as if our Saviour had not only died for the whole
world, but as if the ivhole world had heard the gosfiel, and as if

none could perish, consistently with the justice and goodness of

God, but for their rejection of it. Thus he goes on, bearing

all down before him : " If Christ died for a//, these reasons for

their final condemnation and misery are all perfectly clear

and easy ; because the provision being made for them, (that

is, for all^) and exhibited to them, (that is, to all^J they

could not perish, unless by rejection of that provision. Diffi-

culty and inconsistency is all removed." (IX. S7.) This is

talking at a high rate. Thus many a writer, as well as Mr. T.
has sat in his study, and formed a theory, and delighted him-
self with its excellency. But bring it to experience and fact.

Is it FACT, that the provision ofthe gospel has been, or is, " ex-

hibited to all ?" Mr. T.'s system requires that it should ; and
he seems to wish to take it for granted that it actually has

;

hM\facts contradict it.

I am, &c.

VOL. I. 3 G
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LETTER XIII.

Dear Sir,

X HERE is doubtless, an analogy between the works of God^

Whatever variety there is in the works of creation, provi-

dence, or redemption, there are some general principles

wherein they all agree. On this supposition, I argued for

the consistency of sinners being exhorted and invited tore-

turn home to God by Jesus Christ, though no such provision

be made for their return as shall remove their moral inability

to comply. Thus, or to this effect, I have expressed \^ in my
Rcfily* Mr. T. here complains of the darkness of my rea-

soning. (XIII. 124.) How far this is just, I shall not de-

cide ; but this is pretty evident, that there must have been

darkness somewhere, or there could not have been such an-

swers given, as there are.

I argued, in \\\cjirst place, from the appointment of God

respecting the time of human life. Men are exhorted to use

means for prolonging their lives ; and yet the time of their

life is appointed of God ; and some of them, as king Saul, and

Judas, for instance, have been under the dominion of a moral

im^iotency, in regard to preserving life. They were given

up of God to their own wickedness, hke those who cannot

cease from sin ; and it was the purpose of a just God, for

reasons satisfactory to himself, thus to give them up.

But Mr. T. asks, " Supposing God has fixed the duration

of every man*s life, has he appointed (he should have said, ex-

horted) men to use means to prolong their lives beyond that

duration?" (XIII. 126.) If self-preservation is a duty, and

if God, at all times, exhorts us to exercise it ; then it undoubt-

edly was the duty of Saul, Ahithophel, and Judas, to have

used means to prolong their lives beyond the period to which

• I did not undertake to prove, as Mr. T. expresses it, " the consis-

tency of gospel invitations, where no provision is made." I admitted a

provision, and explained in what sense I admitted it. lietAy^ pp. 89, 90.^

t Page 314 ct'tbis volume.
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they actually lived. The former, and his armour-bearer,

ought to nave avoided the sword, and the latter the rope.

But " has God told us, that we shail certainly die at the time

he has appointed, if we do not use the means of prolonging

life ?'* If I understand this question, it is intended to deny

that the time of man's life is appointed of God, any otherwise

than on condition of their using means. Doubtless, he that

has appointed the end, has appointed the means ; and Mr. T*

should remember, that he had just admitted the appointment

to be absolute, and professed now to be reasoning upon that

supposition. But " has he assured us that all the means we
lise shall certainly succeed ?" No, he has not ; but I do not

see, wherein this difference between the case in hand and the

call of the gospel affects the argument. But "if we die at

the time God has appointed, does he charge that to our ac-

count, and say, it was because we did not use means to pro-

long our lives ? Certainly, he does not lay his own appoint-

ments to our charge ; but he may the time and manner of our

death, and punish us for them, so far as they were ovv'iag to

our sin, even though he has appointed to give us up to that

sin. This was true of Saul and Judas, who ought to have

used means to live longer than they did, and exposed them-

selves to future punishment for using the contrary. But
"does the great God declare and sv.ear, that he would not

have us die naturally, at the ti . e when he has absolutely ap-

pointed that we should die t Does he say, we might live long-

er if nve would? that he has called us to hve longer; and, if

we do not, it is because we will not?'* Mr. r. should re-

member, I was not reasoning from the case of those who
" die naturally," but from the case of such who, through their

own sin, " come to what is called an untimely end,'* as did

Saul and Judas ; and, in these instances, each of his questions

may be answered in the affirmative. And a similar instance

we have in the case of those Jews who died by the swordj by

the famine^ and by the fiestilence^ in consequence of their re-

fusal to submit to the yoke of Nebuchadnezzar, in Jer. xxvii.

13. which case I would recommend to the close attention of

the Pseudo-Calvinists, as well as to that of Mr. Taylor.

I argued, in the second place, from the appointments of

God respecting our portion in this life. Men are exhorted
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and invited to seek after those good things, and to avoid those

evil things, which, yet, many of them are morally unable to

pursue or to avoid ; and God has appointed to leave them, in

this case, to their own negligence and depravity.* Mr. T.'s

questions under this head, (XIII. 127.) asunder tiie former,

are not in point. The question is, not whether all troubles

arise from indiscretion, or any particular sin, of the party : if

any do, that is sufficient for my argument, li there are trou-

bles which nnght be avoided, if we would, and if it is the re-

vealed will of God that we should avoid them, that is suffi-

cient. Pharaoh and Sihon were exhorted and invited to com-

ply with the messages of peace that were sent them ; and yet

they were under the dominion of a moral impotency to com-

ply ; and God had appointed to leave them to the hardness of

their hearts, in which they perished, and involved themselves

in ruin.

Nor is it in point for Mr. T. to allege, that no directions

are given in scripture, with encouragements and promises an-

nexed, which the great God does not give /iower to practise,

and with regard to which he has not provided such a sufficien-

cy, as that the practice invariably answers the ends designed

by it, according to the tenor of the directions, and promises or

encouragements connected with thera." (XIII. 128.) All

this is granted, both in respect to the things of this life, and al-

so of that to come, and is no more than what perfectly accords

with my views of the gospel. I never supposed but that Pha-

raoh and Sihon had fiower, strictly speaking, to comply with

the messages that were sent to tlicm, or that there would have

been any want of sufficiency, on God's part, to have made good

his promises, in case they had complied,

I argued, in the third place, from events which imjihj the

evil actions of 7ncn coming under divine appoiiUment. The

Jews, in the time of Christ, were exhorted and invited to em-

• AJmitting, that, in some sense, Christ is given to the world in gen-

Ctul, yet I suppose thut it is in the sanie sense in which the earth is said

to be given to the diildren ofmen; (l's.i. cxv. 16 ) in which general gift

God still reserves to liimself the power of disposing in a way of special

providence, of all its particular parts to particular persons, even to such

a degree, that every individual has a cvp assigned him to drink—a lot,

which Providence marks out for him.
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brace the gospel ; and yet they were under the dominion of a

moral impotency to comply ; and it appears, from many pas-

sages of scripture, that God had determined not to turn their

hearts, but to give them over to their own ways, which would

certainly issue in the crucifixion of Christ, and in their own
destruction. As Jehovah had said, long before, to their fore-

fathers, in the days of Jeremiah, Be thou instructed^ O Jeru-

salem^ lest my soul departfrom thee ; while yet the prophet

says, immediately after, respecting those very persons, To

whom shall I sfieak and give warnings that they may hear ?

JBehold^ their ear is uncircumcised^ and they cannot hearken

^

so our Lord remarked to his disciples, Unto you it is given to

know the mystery of the kingdom, of God: but unto them that

are without^ all things are done in parables : that seeing they

Tnay see^ and not perceive^ and hearing they may hear^ and not

understand ; lest at any time they should be converted^ and

their sins should beforgiven them. Thus, of the same persons

to whom the blessed Jesus had said. While ye have light y be-

lieve in the light ^ that ye may be the children of light ; it is add-

ed immediately, But though he had done so many miracles

before them^ yet they believed not on him : that the saying of

Msaias the profihet might be fulfilled^ which he sfiake^ JLord^

ivho hath believed our refiort? and to whom hath the arm of

the Lord been revealed? Therefore they could not believe,

because that Esaias said again, He hath blinded their eyes, and

hardened their heart ; that they shuuld not see with their eyes,

nor understand with their heart, and be converted, and Ishould

heal them.*

Perhaps Mr. T. will say, ' But they might have had grace

before that time.' Be that as it may, it makes nothing to the

argument ; seeing they were exhorted and invited, at the

time in which it was declared they could 7iot believe.

I suppose God has willed, appointed, or ordained, to per-

mit sin. Mr. T. is not fond of saying that God permits sin.

I suppose he would not object to the term suffer, which is

applied to the existence of moral evil. Acts xiv. 16. He
suffered all nations to walk in their own ways ; and the term

fiermit, as any English dictionary will inform us, conveys the

^ Jer. vi. 8. 10. Mark iv. 11, 12. John xii. 36—40.
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same idea, " to suffer without authorizing or approving,"

"which is the only sense in which we use it on this subject

;

though the word is sometimes used in a different signification,

as ' to allow by not forbidding,' or even ' to authorize.' Mr.

T.'s notions of what is necessary to free ai^ency I have al-

ready considered, in the beginning of Letter III.

The 7iext topic of argument is taken from those who had

sinned the sin against the Holy Spirit being, notwithstanding,

exhorted to embrace the Lord Jesus : from whence I con-

clude, that such exhortations and invitations were addressed

to some men, whom, at the same time, strictly speaking, " it

^vas not the intention of Christ to save." Mr. T.'s answer to

this is foreign from the point. He " hopes Mr. F. will not

assert, that those who sin against the Holy Spirit do it neces*

sarily, and never were, or could be, able to avoid it, either

by our own power, or by the power of divine grace."* How
they came to sin that sin, is not the question. I did not ar-

gue from what they were drfore, or at the time, but from their

state aftej' having committed that sin. His accounting for

the consistency of gospel-invitations being addressed to them,

after they had sinned the unpardonable sin, by alleging, that

provision had betn made for them, though now " they had

sinned themselves beyond the reach of it." (XIH. 130.) is

equally foreign. To argue that it is consistent to give an ex-

hortation or invitation to-day^ because grace might have been

obtained yesterday, is absurd. If the gospel and its invitations

were addressed to them, when their destruction was certain,

then it is not inconsistent to address those invitations even to

men who, as it may afterwards prove, were, at the very time,

as the just reward of their iniquity, appointed to utter de-

struction. The indefinite call of the gospel including them

• Xm. 129. It i.s to very little purpose to controvert with INIr. T. so

long as he is determined to affix to terms ideas which we utterly disa-

vow. It is plain, that by necessarilij he means by compulsion, or in such

sort as they were not able to avoid, let ihem strive ever so sincerely

against it. He need not question my denying, that the sin against the

Holy Spirit, or any otiicr sin, could be committed in this way. Our
idea of moral necessity is no other than that of certainty, or a certain

connexion between evil principles and evil practices, unless prevented

hy some exterior cause.
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as well as others, and the declaration of our Lord, Him that

eometh to me I ivill in no luise cast out) holding good in re-

gard to them, as well as any others ; it might be said, with

truth, that there was no natural impossibility in the way of

their salvation ; that, if they had repented, they would have

found mercy- But the impossibility respected their being

brought to repentance. Heb. vi. 4. 6. They were under the

power of a moral impotence s or, which is the same thing,

of a rooted enmity to Christ ; and God had determined to

leave them in that state, to perish for their sin.

I argued, in the next place, from the moral impotence of

all men to lo-ue God with all their hearts^ and their neigh*

hour as themselves ; which, yet, we are exhorted to Deut,

V. 29. Matt. V. 48. " Perhaps," says Mr. T. '^ these premises

might be fairly disputed." (XIII. 130.) That they might be

disputed, is true ; but surely not by Mr. T. He does not

profess, that grace is provided sufficient to enable men to keep

the law, but barely to comply with the gospel. (XIII. 61.)

And surely he cannot dispute our being exhorted to it : what

meaning else is there in the above -cited passages ? " But,

admitting the premises," says Mr. T, '' surely Mr. Fuller wil!

allow, that God originally gave man power sufficient to keep

the moral law : otherwise, how could man be justly condemn-

ed for breaking it ? True : but what has the original power

given to man to do with the argument, which concerns men
in their present state ? They are noiv exhorted to love God
with all their hearts : and yet they are under a moral inabili-

ty to comply ; and grace is not provided, to enable them to

comply. Compare Deut. v. 29. with xxix. 4. These are facts>

and facts that are in point, too. The difference betvfeen the

law and the gospel, on which Mr. T. dwells, makes nothing

to his purpose. The above facts will prove, that a moral

ability, which men either possess, or might possess, is not

necessary to render exhortations consistent^

Mr. T.'s argument, from the power that was given man
originally to keep the law, for a power in men to comply with

the gospel, is very just, provided it be understood of poiuer,

properly so called ; namely, a capacity to embrace it, if they

would. But if by power he means inclination^ (as he must,

if it is of any use to him,) that is quite another thing. God
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is under no obligation to turn men's hearts, in order to free

his messages to them from the charge of inconsistency.

Lastly^ I argued from the certain perseverance of believers.

This subject, if Mr. T. admits it, must contradict his notion

of a certain and effectual influence upon the mind being in-

consistent with free agency, (XIII. 129.) and will prove, that

an absolute purpose in God to accomplish an end, is consist-

ent with the use of means, motives, warnings, counsels, &c.

What remains of Mr. T-*s performance has either been

occasionally noticed already, or is of such a nature as not to

require an answer. He drops several remarks, towards the

close of his piece, which are very e;nod ; in which I heartily

unite with him. Whatever I may think of his sentiments,

my good opinion of Mr. T.'s integrity and piety is not lessen-

ed by this controversy. Heartily desiring that every blessing

may attend us all, and that we may each be led into the truth

as it is in Jesus,

I remain,

Dear Sir,

Affectionately yours,

AGNOSTOS.

KND OF THE FIRST VOLUME.

Amlti"son Sc M<t"han, rrinters,

i'hiladelphia.
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