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3 2 with. your Defirs, 1 have 
at length, yeilded to ” Seatch fome Hours, 
now and then, from other Affairs where-, 

E REVIEW of 74 Bf | on 'Gaſpel, - 
za! Preaching, and ſhall with all. i 
zedom, Communicate to you my Thoughts 

hor, be the 

42 i 

Upon. 
If the Anonymous Aut bor 
ave heard nam d, by * who- pretend to 

it, He is, ni as SAGACIOUS WRE 
R, 2 oY hath brought forth & very Acewrate 

Writ in a neat Stile, and in a Me- 
C 1 Exakt, cho Arrfully Ouceaſ d, 
"PRUDENTLY on trix d to inculcate the 

t 
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in I am Neceffarily ingaged, to take 

refictis delign'd ro be made upon the Minds 
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well illuſtrated, and ſeaſonable Dutys Judici 

their Words (groſly perverted ) as, I am pe 

a 

1 7162 — — — 
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of the Readers, Nor can I Refuſe, but tha 
there are in it ſeveral excellent Truths, ver 

ouſly explained, and Pathetically urged. 
When I obſerved This, I was heartily grievec 

That ſuch a. Polite Pero maxce, ſhould have con 
tained any:Thing- in it, which did, either di 
rectly, or indirectly, Border upon CALUMN 
or ERROR. I was Sorry to find ſome Opinion 
palmed upon ſome Authors, and ſuch Conſtructi 
ons put upon, and Concluſions drawn fro 

ſwaded, are moſt diſagreeable to their real Se 
timents, and, which, their Words ( duely con 
ſidered) will not admit of. That The ERRORS: 

ſome are eſpouſed, and warmly defended, is, it 
deed, very Grievous to me; but that which mo 
affected me is, the Inſinuation Which this Au 

thor makes, as if ſome of theſe Erroneous I. 
nets, were generally received by tie Miniſieſ 
of this Church. I hope it is otherwiſe; bar | 
that as it Wil; This Piece, is much Applaudec 
Recommended, and Countenanced by a gre: 
many Minſſters, both in Town and Country. Hov 
ever, Charity obliges me to Think, That I. 
profeſſed Deſign of it, Some Excellent Thing 
contained! in jr, A Superficial Peruſal where 
the Errors therein have not been Caretully nc 
ticed, The · ſmootlineſs of the Stile, The capt 

the 
Vow - Method of Harangue, and, A Regard f ag ar 

duthur in thoſe who know him, and to ti pern 
Recommenders, in others, hath occafioned ſo muſ Adv. 

Agreement with Vm, in thoſe of his. Sel 

» 3 & = ET f : 8 

Interrainment of this Book; rather than a fix Atta 
to 

riments that are contrary 'to Sound Dactriq En 



the Errors of This, otherwiſe, handſom DPerfor= 
trance 3 vis, That it hath been long on the File, 
and hath paſſed through the Hands of ſome E- 
minent Paper-drawers, Leading Men, and Able 
Criticks : Now, if ſo, what are theſe ORA- 
CLES, and ORNAMENTS of our Church not 
able to Contrive and Accompliſh, even in an 
ASSEMBLY IT SELF, where their Light Shines 
like the Sun, and Darkens the Numerous and diſ- 
tant Stars ? If thele have been Ingaged in ſetting 
forth this Performance to the World with all the En- 
bel :iſhments of a Quaint Mit, and a Rhetorical Stile; 
Sure, they will ſupport it, to the utmoſt of their 
Power; and who among us can ſay, hw] GREAT, 

bat may be, in caſe PRUDENCE allow them to 
il Exert it? | „ | 
nd Theſe Views of Matters, I muſt needs ſay; 
Aare diſcouraging, eſpecially to ſo Mean a Pen; 

and I am Aware; That in an Age, wherein 
tel Eminent Parts, and Policy, are thought to be 
t If creeping down from the Older, to the ToungerSort 
ice} of our Afpiring CHURCH-MEN, it can't miſs 

Af to be accounted highly Imprudent to Attempt, as 
well as utterly Impratticable to ſucceed in any At- 

LY tack upon ſuch a well finiſhed and generally ca- 
reſſed PERFORMANCE. But, eonſidering, 
That it is not the whole Compoſure, that I pretend 
to Demoliſh, (for many Things in it, are both 

py Subſtantial, and Beautiful) but only fach Parts, 
das are, in themſelves, either Irregular, Uleleſs or 

Pernicious; 1 hope, I may, at leaſt, make ſome 
Adventure, to caſt up Trenches, to begin the 

Attack, and ſo, make way for more Able Hands 
eto carry it on with Succeſs. But, if this fincere 

Endeavour to throw in a Mite for maintaining 
he Cauſe of injured Truth, ſhould not only 
prove Unſuccesful, but procure abundance of 

| a 7 Enemys 
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4 24 REVIEW of an ESSAY, 
Enemys to me, and my Concerns; I Deſire to 
adore Holy Providence, and to commit my ſelf 
to him who judgeth Righteouſly, hoping, That, 
in due Time, T'RUTH ſhall Triumph, and all 
it's Oppoſers be cloathed with Shame. 
I ſhall not Detain you, (My good Friend) 
any longer in INTRODUCTION, only, I ad- 
viſe, you to have at Hand, The PREFACE to 
the Second Part of The Marrow ef Modern Divinity, 
in the late Edinburgh Edition, and Mr. Gilbert on 

tlie Guile of Sin, Pardon of that Guilt, &c. and the 
Scope aud Subſtance of the Marrou, All which you 
will find needful, now. and then, to have Re- 
courſe unto, for the more clear underſtanding of 
This Eſay, and My Review thereof, to which! 
now Proceed. | 

THE Author hath a very Pleaſant Iutrodutt ion 
concerning the gms, of the Goſpe/, both by] 
the Firſt Eminent AmbaſJadors of Chriſt, and others, 
who ſucceed, them. If Theſe laſt, did Genera h/, 
and Urtverſally, do, what our Eſayer Suggeſts, 
P. 2d, viz. Declare the whole Counſel of God, | 
do Acknowledge it would be Unaccountable, 
nay, Impious, ro Charge ſuch Men, with LE-J 
GAL PREACHING :. But, there being ſuch a 
Thing in the World, as Legal Preaching, I cant 
think it a NICK-NAME to call Things as they 
Axe. 6 

I am Heartily Sory, thar any who profeſſeſ 
Chriſtianity, ſhould be Indiſtinct in accounting 
for their Principles, and Sentiments in Matter 

of Religion, bur, I am perſwaded, we ſhould 
Sin againſt the Generation of the Righteous, i 
we ſhould diſregard and ſlight well meanin 
Chriſtians, who can't diſtinctly expreſs them 
ſelves, as if they had no juſt Sentiments, 
Take and Reliſh, no Spiritual diſcerning of th 

| | _ 
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o GOSPEL and LEGAL PREACHING. 5 
TrueFood of their Souls. As a living Babe hath 
the Sagacity to Diſcern its proper Food, and to 
Reje& what is unſuitable, tho it can't Deſcribe 
the Nature of either of em; So, Sincere,ths' weak 
Chriſtians, can find the ſweetneſs of a true Goſpel 

Sermon, feel Power attending ir, and be thereby 
excited both to the Exerciſe of Grace, and Pra- 
ctice of Holineſs, and in like Manner can 
Diſcern the Unſavoury Tang of a Legal-preachment, 
tho, perhaps, if diſcourſeing with ſuch a 
Learned Critick as our Eſſa)er, they ſhould be 
taxed with having no more but a Dark, and 

_ confuſed Jumble of Incoherent Notions of theſe 
Things. I am very far from Encouraging 
Weak, and well-meaning Chriſtians, in wheir 
Weakneſs : I think they ſhou!d be deeply con- 

ecrned to advance both in Grace, and Knowledge : 
But neither do I think, on the other Hand, that 
their Senſe, eſpecially of thoſe Things, which do 
ſo very nearly Concern the maintaining of their 
Spiritual Life, ( of which kind, I take the diſ- 
cerning of a Legal or Goſpel Sermon, to be a very 

| Remarkable Inſtance, ) ſhould be Superciliouſly 
ſighted, becauſe not accuratly expreſſed. And 
Jam miſ-infarm'd, if the Perſon with whom 
our Eſſayer eommuned, as he ſays P. 3, be not 
one Eminently Godly, and one whom, ſome, no 
leſs Sagacious than HE do eſteem, as A diſcerning 

Christian. 

But, the Conference with this Private Chri- 
ſtian gave him only a more Remote Occaſion of 
conſidering this Subject; For, He tells us P. 3. 

That, what he read in a very long Preface to a 
Book, made him view it more cloſly. 

One would think it would have been proper 
here, to have told us what Book and Preface he 
means, but this, he keeps the Reader in Sufſ® 
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and by 

pence about, in this Place ; Perhaps, upon this | 
Prudent Confideration, leſt any Curious Perſons, 
ſhould have thought fit to read that Preface, 
which was the Occaſion of this Eſſay, before they 
8 further, which might have quite 
poiled the Beauty of his Flouriſhing Harangue 
againſt that Author and others, as Enemys to Mio 
rality and worſe than Sober Heathens, I am not 
to Run out in Panegyricks cn that Preface, but I 
hope I may be allow'd to do it Juice, in affir- 
ming, that the Author hath ſtated what Con- 
cerns Goſpel-holineſs, according to Truth. And 
I am Confident every Diſcerning and Impartial 
Reader, will conclude, That the E/ayer hath 
Egregiouſly injured it, both by an Induſtrious 
COR of the True Scope, Tenor, & Strain of it, | 

iſconſtructing ſome Expreſſions, and 
drawing Inferences from them, Contrary to the 
Author's Senſe, or the plain Scope of his Words, 

( duely pondered in their Connection) and Quar- 
reling others as Errors, which are, Sund Goſpel 

Truths. But, I go on. 
Page 4th. The Eſayer proceeds, as he ſays, 

to Explain the Terms, viz. What is Meant by 
Legal and Goſpel Preaching. And, he hath, in- 
deed, told us ſome Things, which no Body that 
I know, denys to be Legal Preaching; But then, 
they are, at leaſt for the moſt part, ſuch Things, 
as hardly can be expected, any Perſon who owns 
the Name of Chriſt can be ſuppoſed to aſſert, or 
Inculcate; And ſp, THE PRUDENT MAN, in 
ſtating the Queſtion, takes Care to do it in ſuch a 
Manner, as to have no Enemy to Graple with, 
if once his Way of ſtating the Matter be ad- 
mitted as an exact and full Account thereof; 
For, ( Briefly to Run over his Harangue on this 
Head.) Who, E. G. ever deny d that it was 

Legal 
* 
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gal Preac hing, to Preach That perfect Obedien '- 
the Condition of Life, P. 5. That Man can 
ey the Holy Law of God, withodt being re- 
nerated, and Born of the Spirit; That we have. 
ufficient Stock of our own to Live on, and 

Pn't need a Redeemer's Grace to Serengthen 
to every good Word, and Work: P. 6. That 

Je are to Adreſs God Immediatly and to expect 
eſſings from his Hands, without the Interpo- 
ion ot a Mediator P. 7. That the Law is that 
hich Juſtifys the Sinner, and Obedience to it 
unds our Claim to Heaven; P. 8. That Qua- 
fications in us and ſome” Things done by us, 
e our Juſtifying Righteouſneſs; That Faith. 
nd Repentance are our Righteouſneſs before 
od; P. 9. That Works are to be joined with 
ait h in the Buſineſs of Juſtifcation; That 
he Law, and Faith are to be blended together, 
nd made an Impure and Motely Mixture of, 
p a Sinners Juſtification. P. 10. _ 
Now, Sir, I own all this is Legal Preachin 

ideed, and our Author Lays down very { oli 
remiſses from whence he Infers theſe Concluſions; 
und here, I might Diſmiſs chis Harangue from 
, 4th, to P. 1oth. | 
But, for clearing this matter, I would have 
cbſerved, That tho' in ſtating what Legal 

reaching is, he tells us ſeveral Things, which 
ndeed are SQ; yet he takes no notice of ſuch 
rimiual Omiſſions of thoſe Things that are true- 
y neceſſary unto the Illuſtrating and Preſſing 
olyneſs, in a Geſpel Way ; and, which O- 

niſſions may Juſtify the Denomination of Legal 
Preaching, tho the Preacher do not Directly ſay, 
That perfect Obedience is the Condition of Life; That 
Man can Obey the Holy Law of God without being 
generated, &c. If ſome Ingredients abſolutely - 
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2 4 REVIEW of an ESSAY, 
cefſary unto a PRESCRIBED POTION, be lei 
out by the Apothecary, to whom the care « 
making it up is committed; May we not ſay, 
is not the Potion Preſcribed, Tho' all the reſt d 
alſo belong to the Preſcription, and tho*' nothing 
Contrary to it. be put in. The Application | 
Eaſy. 'Tho' a Man, in his Preaching Morality 
ſhould ſay nothing that is, Dire&ly, Herero 
dox; Yet if he ſhould omit theſe Doctrine 

that are neceſſary Ingredients to make his Ser 
mon a truely Evangelical Diſcourſe, I will no 
ſay he is Nik-named a Legal Preacher. 
Now, Sir, I have heard ſome Judicious Chrift 

Jans ſay, That they have been, for a long Tim 
under the Miniſtry of ſome Men, and that the; 
Seldom heard them Inſiſt on any otherSubje&,b1 
the prefling of ſomeDuty,and Declaiming again 
ſome Vice; Which they thought indeed, to | 
a Legal Strain of Preaching ; Not becauſe the) 
ſaid any Thing truely Contrary unto Truth 
nor becauſe either their Explications or Argu 
ments, were, in themſel ves, wrong ; But,becauſ 
of their Habitua] Neglect of Preaching eithe 
on the Root and Spring of Vice, Our fall and thi 
Corrruption of our Nature; Or the Source anc 

Fountain of Holineſs, Union with Chrift, and 
many other neceſſary Goſpel Doctrines. 
Nov, Sir, I do Acknowledge, Our Eſſay 
hath laid down very Sound Principles, as Foun 
dations from whence he Concludes, It would bt 
Legal Preaching, to advance Doctrines Contrar) 
thereunto: But he hath not conſidered that 
there may be ſome Preachers, who, Tho! the 
will not deny theſe Principles, nor renounce 
their Creed; Yet, do habitually omit to la) 
theſe Foundations, that are needfull to inculcate 

he Dutys of Religion in a Goſpel Way, Whore 
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On GOSPEL and LEGAL PREACHING. 5 
by Sinners may be guarded againſt ſeeking 
Righteouſneſs, even A8 IT WERE by the 

Works of the Law. Rom. IX. 32. 

— 

What, tho a Man ſhould explain and incul- 
cate The Dutys of Religion and Morality with 
great Zeal and Earneſtneſs ** What, tho' he 
ſhould Declaim againſt Vice with ſtrong and 
clear Arguments, and Multiply Directions unto 
Du: ys, and againſt Sms of all Sorts? Yet, If 

be ſhuuld habitually negle& to inculcate theſe 
Things which Our Author himſelf Premiſeth, 
Page 4. and 5. Concerning the Law Writen Ori- 
ginally on Man's Heart, as the Matter of that 
Covenant, God was pleaſed to make with him 
at his firſt Creation, Concerning Man's Primi- 
tive Innocency, and his being furniſhed with 
Abilities ſufficient to do what ever was de- 
manded of him, Concerning the Promiſeof Life to 
Adam, and, in him, to all his Poſterity, upon Con- 
dition of Perfect and Perſonal Obedience, and 
concerning the Threatning of Death upon the 
fmalleſt Tranſgreffion : If he ſhould, habitually, 
neglect to Open up the Nature of the Surety- 
Righteouſneſs, and of Faith in Chriſt as the 
Great Inftrument of our Juſtification, and of 
Repentance as the Blefled Fruit of Faith, and 
it's Conſtant Ccncomitant ; This Man, for ſuch 
Habitnal Omiſſion, is not Nick-named a Le- 
gal Preacher, tho he do not expreſly Preach, That 
Perfect Obedience is the Condition of Life, and, That 
Men can obey the Holy Low of Cod without being Re- 
generated, &c. What it fome do habitually omit 
to Preach in that Exceilent Strain, which our 
Author expreſſeth, Page 5. and 6. E. G. That 
Man by the Fall is become Weak, and Wicked, 
That he neither can, nor will ſubject himſelf to 
the Law of God, That by the utmoſt Improve- 

Bent 
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ment of our Natural Abilities, and the Ad van- 
tages we Enjoy by a Goſpel Revelation, we 
can't recover our Nature out of its Ruins, That 
*Tis as great a Miracle in the Moral World to 
raiſe a Sinner Dead in. Treſpaſſes, and Buried 
in the Grave of his Corruptions, to a Spiritual 
Life, as it is in the Natural Wirld to raiſe a 
Man from Death to Natural Life. And 
ſo on, as. the Author, expreſſeth himſelf 
P. 5. Cc. Shall a Man, who habitually omits 
theſe Things be accounted a True Goſpel Preach- 

er, tho he Preach not Directly Contrary there- 
unto. ?. I cant think he ſhould. 

I might Illuſtrate this Matter upon the other - 
Inftances of Legal Preaching adduced by our 
Author, whereunto he Premiſeth Principles Sound 
and Orthodox, & Juſtly infers, That to Preach 
contrary to theſe is Legal Preaching, Did the 
Generality of Miniſters habitually inculcate 
Theſe Principles, and Preach in a Strain agree- 
able thereunto, we ſhould never, perhaps, have 
heard ſo much about Legal Preaching. And, as I 
Rejoice to find ſuch found Principles here ad van- 

ced by our E/ayer in his ſtating the Queſtion ; 
So, 1 wiſh heartily that the Effect of this Debate 
may be, to excite both him and others to Preach 

more and more in a Strain agreeable thereunto. 
And! am heartlyglad to hear from ſomeJudicious 
Chriſtians, Thar, of late, ſeveral Miniſters have 
Preach d more in an Evangelical Strain than 
formerly they were wont to do. But indeed it will 

be other ways, if he, or they adhere Tenaciouſly 
unto ſome Things afterwards maintain'd in This 

Bock, which are neither agreeable unto Theſe 
Principles, he lavs down in this Place, nor to 
truth it ſelf, as ſhall, I hope, be made Evident 
in our Progreſs, | 1 8 The! Tho 
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'Tho' I approve of the Truths which The 
Author Premiſeth unto his Inferences of what 
is truly Legal Preaching ; yet I cannot ſee, why 
they are brought in here; ſeeing none of the 
Authors, he pretends co Confute, do deny theſe 
Principles, or refuſe, that it would be Legal 
Preaching to contradict them; nor do they Omit 
to own and confirm them expreſly in tneir 
Writings, and theſe of fem whom I know, in their 
Sermens too. Indeed, this would have been abun- 
dantly agreeable in his ſtating the Queſtion, if 

Ihe had likewiſe charged theſe with being Legal 
Preachers, who do Habitually omit, or but very 

Perfunctoriouſiy Touch upon theſe Principles them- 
ſelves, which are ſo neceſſary in true Giſpel Preach- 
ing. Bur, This, our E/azer thinks fit to over- 
look. : 

You may obſerve, Sir, That, in the Preface to 
the Second Part of the Marrov, That Author, when 
ſpeaking of the Legal and Goſre! way of Preach» 
ing HOLINES (for THAT, and not Legal 
and Goſpel Preaching in its l Extent, is his Sub- 
ject) does not, SO much ſtate that Matter, u- 
pon the Poſitive Preaching of Doctrines, directly 
contrary unto Goſpel Principles, AS, upon the o- 
mitting to inſiſt on ſuch Things as are needfull co 
inculcate Holineſs in a Goſpel way, and to guard 
People againſt miſtaking, irs true and proper 
Place, and Uſe ; as you may ſee if you will be 
Pleaſed to read from page 29th. where, He ſup- 
poſeth a Man may Preach. Orthodoxly upon a 
great many good Subjects, and yet be a Legal 
Preacher, if he omit to inculcate theſe Things 
that are Neceſſary unto a Goſpel-ſtrain of Preach- 
ing. And you may further notice, that P. 30. 
he expreſly ſays, Tis not the Subject it ſelt, bur 

the manner of treating it, chat can juſtly Deno- 
1 minate 



* 

12 A REVIEW of an ESSAY, 
minate either a Legal er Goſpe! Sermon: And 
when he comes to ſpeak of the manner of Preach- 
ing Holineſs in particular, (which is his Sub- 
jet ) he ſtates L2ga! Preaching thereof, upon 
OMISSIONS of what is abſolutely needful unte 
a Goſpel- ſtrain. | E 

| Now, Sir, it appears ſomewhat ſtrange to me, 
That our E/ayer hath taken no notice of this 

_ way of ſtating of that Matter at all, no, net ſo 
much as to ſhew that it was not ſtated in a right 
manner. One would think he ſhould have 
more narrowly conſidered a Diſcourſe, which 
gave him the Occaſion to View this Subject 
more cloſly, But, overlooking this, He puts off 
his Readers with what, indeed, would be Legal 
Preaching, but hath not made a full Enumera- 
tion of theſe Things, that make a Man a Legal 
Preacher. He hath taken no notice of the NEO- 
NOMIAN and BAXTERIAN way of Preach- 
mg, which, I fear, is like to Creep in amongſt us, 
it not too much already, countenanced, and i- 
mitated. But I will not digreſs on this Subject, 
which deſerves a Treatiſe by it ſelf. I go on 
with our Author. 5 | = 

After, he hath in the Manner above-mention- 
ed, told us What Legal Preaching is ; He pro- 
ceeds to mention ſome Things, Page roth. Which, 
he ſays, are NOT LEGAL PREACHING, viz. 
The urging the Oblervance of God's Law, 
and the Great Dutys of Morality, or Preach- 
ing Faith and Repentance, as neceſſary in Or- 
* der to our Juſtification, or, The aſſerting, We 
* are to A& FOR Life, as well as FROM 
Life, and, That Believers may be wrought 

upon by their Hopes, and Fears, or, Preaching 
the Neceflity of Holyneſs, in Order to our 
= Happineſs, The Conditionality of the Co- 

= yenant 

„„ ere 
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„ GOSPEL and LEGAL PREACHING. 13 
© yenant of Grace, and, That a Believer's Sins 
© make him lyable to Death. Now, N. B. 

The Author tells us He cannot look upon 
« this Way of Preaching to be LEGAL, till he 
* ſee better Reaſons than have yet appeared. 
N. B. One would think, That ſeeing he ſo 
Peremptorily retuſeth, the Preaching ot THESE 
THINGS, to be Legal Preaching, That he ap- 
proves of every one of TheſeNotions,and reckons, 
That to inculcite them, would be Good, Sound 
Goſpel-Preachiag : And, yet, Sir, I cannot tell, in 
all the World, how our Accurate Author hath 
ſtumbled into the following Expreſſions at the 
head of Page IIth. wiz. | 1 Look on ſome of 
THESE NOTIONS as extremely Prejudicial to 
Praitical Piety ] . And more to this purpoſe 

in that Page ----- Now Pray, What Notions, 
Good Mr. Eſayer? „ The plain Conſtruction of 
your Words Import, That you refer to Theſe 
Notions mentioned immediatly before, viz. The 
urging Obedience to God's Law, Cc. 
and which you ſaid, but Juſt now, are not Legal 
Preaching. Are theſe the Noticns that are ex- 

tremely Prejudicial to Practical Piety ? 
Are theſe the Notions that Deſtroy Piety and 
Exalt Men? ——— I muſt fay, Sir, That your 
Expreſſions, as they ly, do Evidently carry this 
Meaning; and, for once, we are agreed; For, 
indeed, I think ſo too, That SOME of em, are 
very Prejudicial to Practical Piety, — But, 
Sir, Tho' you cannot extricate your ſelf from 
this plain and obvious Conſtruction of your 
Words, by which you have, at one Daſh, given 
up the whole Cauſe ; Yet, finding that you go 
on to Juſtify every one of theſe Notions, in the 
following Pages ; ſome whereof you ſay, in this 
Iich Page, are Prejadicial to Practical Piety 3 
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J Cop ih Rape: 
I ſhall not take you at this Advantage, to palr 
upon you this Sentiment, that you do, indeed, 
think any of em Prejudicial unto it; Only, al 
low me to wonder a little, how you ſtumbled 
into ſuch an unguarded Expreſſion: Allow me 
to be yet more altoniſhed how This eſcaped the 
Eritical Eye of your Rewijers, or Aſſociates, The 
Skiljul Paper-drawers,and Ornaments of this Church, 
But let the known. Phraſe Quandigue Dormitat 
HOMERUS, Apologize for yu and Them; and, 

for my part, I ſhall accept of The Apology, and ſhall 
not impute to you the Sentiments, Which your 
Expreſſions, in themſelves, do Evidently bear. 
Only allow me to Suggsſt to you, to be a little 
more modeſt in your Conſtructions of the un- 
guarded Expreſſions that may Eſcape other 
Authors: And, if you will not allow a candid 
and Charitable Way ct -ggthering Men's Senti- 
ments from the General Strain and Scope of 
their Diſcourſe, and the comparing of their 
Words leſs guarded, wth other parts that ſpeak 
more clearly; One Will be forced to give you 
TIT for TAT, to allow you no Quarter, and 
to urge ſtrongly, that, in the Sentence, now 
quoted, you have given up the whole Cauſe, 
and that your Harangues in the following Pages, 
are nothing but a Heap of Contradictions to 
2 ſelf, while therein you defend Doctrines, 
Jome whereof, you have aſſerted, in this 11th 

Page, to be extremely pre judicial to Practical 
Piety and which you Inveigh againſt with great 
warmth. But, cho you have laid your ſelf 
open, yet I ſhall not take up your Meaning ac- 
cording to this unguarded Expreſſion, for I find 
by the Sequel, that I muſt underſtand you 
the quite contrary Way, viz. That you think 
theſe Notions, viz. The urging the Obſervence of 

God's 

/ 



as” 

— — en —  oo_—_— — — — — 

1 
God's Law, Cc. As enumerated Page roth, 
are ſo far from being prejudicial to Practical 
Piety, that they are, the True Evangelical Doc- 
trines, and, That your true meaning vas, that 
the Preaching AGAINST the Obſervance of 
Gods Law, and the great Duiys of Moralitie 
And ſo of the reſt, are Doctrines prejudicial to 
n 5 1 

But now, to return from this Digreſſion, and 

* 

Application to our Eſſayer, let us follow him in 
his Conſiderations oft theſe Things, which, he 
ſays, have the Nick-name of Legal Preaching put 
upon them. 3j) 

From Page 11th to Page 2oth. We have a 
Flouriſhing Harangue, to Excellent purpoſe, for 

oy 

the utter demoliſhing of a Man of Straw, Wich 
our Author hath reared up to Exerciſe his Rhe- 
zorical Talent upon. Tis, indeed pity that ſuch 
a Talent ſhould ly hid in a Napkin, but, 20 
leſs Pity that it ſhould be imployed, to ſo little 
purpoſe as to Fight againſt Shadows, to Swag- 
ger and puſh where there's no Enemy. 
One who had never ſeen the Preface to the 
ſecond Part of the Marrow, Mr. Gilbert on Guilt 
of Sin and Pardon of that Guilt, and others, which 
our Eſſayer pretends to Confute, would, upon 
reading this Harangue, be ready ro Conclude, 
That Theſe Authors deny the Law of Creation to 
be adopted into the Chriſtian Inſtitution, ànd to 

be made an Eſſential part of Religion, That they 
Maintain the Law not to be Holy, Juſt, and 
Good; That they refuſe the Law to be an E- 
ternal Rule of Righteouſneſs, to all Rational 

Creatures, That they Reckon our Saviour himſelf 
a Legat-preacher for inſiſting on Purity of Heart, 
Poverty of Spirit, Cc. And, The Apoſtles, no 
leſs ſe, for proceeding in the ſame Strain; Thar 

they 
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16 A REVIEW. of an ESSAY, 
they lay out their warmth againſt Morality, and 
Brand it with the Name 4. 5 HEA] HENISM ; 

That they are offended at that Morality that F 
Chriſt hath Taughr us by his Doctrine, exam- 
plified to Perfection in his Life, and enforced ſo 
powerfully ,on us — — That they Oppoſe 
Morality becauſe it is an Enemy to their Luſts: 
That hey are at Enmitv with it --= And are 
not for the Severity of the Chriſtian Morals. — 
But would have them ſtruck cur of the Scheme 
of their Religion, and ſome Airy Notions placed 
in their Room, that will. give them the Hopes of 

Heaven when they come not the Length of an 
honeſt Heathen; That they greedily Embrace 
Schemes of Religion that Reconcile the Hopes of 
Heaven with a bad Life, That they diſting- 
uiſh away our Morab, and ſlacken our Obligation 
to the ſtri& and Rigid Obſervance of all the 
ſeveral parts and Branches of our Duty One 
would think, that Theſe Authors, whom our Eſ- 
ſayer pretends to Confute, do Run down Moral 
Dutys, That they daſh: the ſecond. Table of 
the Law to peices, and raiſe the Firſt. upon the 
Ruines of the Second — That, they, inveigh 
againſt the Unqueſtionable Dutys of Morality, 
as Filthy Heatheniſm, =-= That, they Exclaime a- 
gainſt that Morality which ſhines with ſuch a. 
Luſtre and Beauty in the Lives of the Primitive 
Chriſtians. --- That, they are affraid That 
Moral ho ſhould ger too much Tea 
among us That they ſpend Invecti ves agai 

Morality and, a great deal more to this 
purpoſe. 

Theſe, Sir, are the Things our 1 De- 
claims againſt, to Excelent purpoſe. -— And 1 

find no Fault at all in his Arguments, but, that 
they ſuppoſe an Enemy Where chere is none 

at 
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x GOSPEL and LEGAL PREACHING 17 
at the whole Harangue implys A continued lan» 
of theſe Authors, whom he pretends to Corr 
ite, who, do, no leſs Plainly and Pathetically 
eſs and inculcat Holineſs of Life, and all the 
anches of Morality than this our Rhetorical 

Ver or his Aſſociats. And, becauſe The Preface 
the Second part of the Marrow is owned, by 
r Author, to have given him the Occaſion to 
nſider this Subject more cloſly, I hope, I may, 
ichout treſpaſſing upon good Manners, ſay, 
hat, by this Harangue, it appears that he hath 
her not read it at all, or that he hath, with a 
2rnicious deſign, concealed, what is the very 
rain and Scope of it, The Huſtrating and incul- 
ting of a Holy Life, upon the moſt ſolid Grounds 
d Foundations. | i SEL, 
Pray, Gocd Mr. E/ayer, Let me with all 
cerity, Poſe your Conſcience: Dare you ſay 
at The Preface Mantains theſe Sentiments 
ainft Morality and Holineſs of Life, which 
u do, indeed, with abundance of' Strength 
d Rhetorical Sprightlineis, Reaſon againſt? 
ay, Sir, Dare you ſay, but that he urges 
dlineſs and decrys Vice, not in a Tranſient Ex- 
eſſion only, but, as the Scope Strain and Tenor 
the whole Diſcourſe, both in the Preface and 
pendix ? And, if fo, how have you arrived at 
> Impudence to Charge him and others of a 
e Strain, as Inveterate Enemies and Oppoſers 

$ Morality ? Pray, Sir,by what Rules of Morality 
ve you allowed your ſelf to fall into the Dread- 
| Crime of unbounded Calumny ? While, mean 
e, you ſet up for a Strenuous Defender and 
comender of Chriſtian Morals? 
== Pleaſe, Sir, to read over again the Prefarg 
Appendix to theSecond Part of the Marrow. 
you will find therein, That Flineſs, and 

K Morality 
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Morality is clearly explaind andPathetically pra. 
ſed. Therein, you will find that the Aut” 
conſiders the Holineſs of God as the Spring all 
Fountain of Holineſs in us, and aſſerts, That, ti 
Holineſs of the Divine Nature is manifeſted un 1 
us by the Holineſs of his Law, which is the E p 
preſs Image of his Will, That the Law is Hf" 
and the Commandment Holy Juct and Good. 1 
That it reacheth the whole Man --- Calls, n 
cnly for the Doing of all Good; But the Rig 
Manner of Doing it --- Injoins, not only 
avoiding of Evil, but the deteſting and abhori 
it, and the ſhuning of all Occaſions and So 
citations thereunto --- That, Tis Spiritual in 
Nature, Exceeding broad in its Extent, al 
perpetual in its Duration --- And, That 
it is the Image of the Divine Purity, ſo, it: 
the Immediate Rule of Rectitude to us. - 

That Author, in Order to the clearing ti 
Subject of Holineſs, as now it is reſtored ui 
the Ele& Sinner, Conſiders Man's Primitive Sti 
of Knowledge, Righteouſneſs and H lineſs, a 
Af-rts, That, Albeit Manwould have been bou 
to have obſerved the Holy Law ſtamped up I 
his Nature, tho' God had not entered into: ] 
Covenant with him, That, nevertheleſs the Lc af 
was pleaſed to ſuperadd the Obligation of 7 
particular Paction to That of Nature ; in whit i 
Perfect, Perſonal and Perpetual Obedience 
required, Life promiſed in Caſe of Performan 
and Death threatned upon the leaſt Failup n 
That Man, being left to the Freedom of | T 
own Will, ſinned againſt God, and broke t FI 
Covenant of Freindſhip — And here, Io: 
Authgxiis ſo far from being at Enmity wi : 
Morality, That he ſets forth the Evil Nature) 
din in very Pathetick Terms, and Repreſents 

n 

Atl 



——o& - — — — — — — — — -- 

„ GOSPEL and LEGAL PREACHING. 13 
s Oppoſite unto the very Nature of God, and, 
rictly ſpeaking, as The only Evil. He Main- 

ered himſelf Incapable of Obeying God's Law, 
r enjoying his Favour, yet; nothing of the Ob- 
gation unto perfect Obedience is diſſolved -— 
hat all the Children of Diſobedience, are 
nder the Covenant of Works by Nature. 
nd, becauſe they cannot perform the Condition 
Perfect Obedience, they fall under the Sanc- 

Ain of the threatned Cure -— He Aſſerts, 
That Man's Recovery is impoſſible unto him- 
ir- And, That the Centrivance and Ac- 
80 mpliſhment of Redempricn, tko' it be the moſt 
"Fonderful Egreſs of Divine Grace and Mercy, 

uſtice and Righteouſneſs, with Reſpe& to our 
urety, and is intirely founded upon, and Con- 
ſtent with the Tenor of a broken Covenant 
hich our Redeemer fulfils. He aſſerts, That 

; ande Otter of Chriſt and his Righteouſnefs, is full, 
St ee, & Uni verſal, but, That Nevertheleſs, till a Man 

Je determined by Grace to believe, — till by 

Norks. -— And can bring forth no Fruits unto 
od,till he be Married to Chriſt. --- And, Thar, 
eing united unto Chriſt, he becomes Dead to 

phat the Law Remains to be a Rule of Life to 
© flim — And, That he is under the ſtrongeſt Obli- 

ations to Obey Gods Law, and to Study Con- 
1 Ormity unto it, in all Points. T7 

the Law, as the Law, of the Eternal God, and 

dei y the Law's coming unto the Believer, not 
ur 

Dts Þ 8 py 

ins, That, I ho' Man by his Fall, hath ren- 

ith Reſpect to us, yer, it is in a Way of exact 

e Law as a Covenant of Works. Nevertheleſs, 

That Author Aſſerts, That the binding Power 

, . . ; by . 
”» Slorious Creator, is not, in the leaſt, diſſolved 

— <__ -- . — — ws * 

nion with Chriſt he Derive Life and Influences 
rem him, he Remains under a Covenant of 
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in that Channel Alone, but, in, and through | 
Hands of the Lord Redeemer, who is alſo t 
Eternal God, and the Lord Creator — F 
Mining, That the Believers Happineſs | 
in Holineſs, or in a Conformity unto the Law: 
and, That the Chief Principle of all Holin 
Jyes in;a.dne regard unto the Authority of tif 
Law-giver --- That, the Believer Conſiders nf. 
the Law as 4 Mere Paſ{jzve Rule but looks . 
himſelf as under the ſtrongeſt Obligations to Ob 
dience from the Authority of the Glorious Law 
giver — which, he Aflerts is not, in the lea 
impaired, by His viewing it as conveyed to hif 
thro' the Channel of a Redeemer. --- Th: 
under the deep Impreſiion of Obligation toObec 
ence the Believer Eſſays it, Studies it, makes 
his great Concern and Care, and the very Bu 
neſs of his Life —— He Maintains, That t 
Chief part of Man's Happineſs lyes in a Calf 
formity unto the Holy Law of God --- Thi 
Belfevers are ſaved unto Sancliſicatiun which 
Glory begun, and unto Glorification which is San 
tification conſummated--= and, That the Law is tif, 
Rule of This Sanctification, and is conſidered | 
theBeliever as {uch. --- And that, to the Believg. 
the Lords Commands are not Grievous. Ti 
Prefacer Aſſerts, That, tho' one who is not 
new Creature may do many Things, which, 
to the Matter of them, are commanded in tt 
Law, yet nothing that he doth, is True Obedſ 
ence unto God, becauſe, whatſoever is not = 
Faith is Sin: That, our Hate muſt be change, 

| before we can do any Thing Truely Good anf. 
acceptable unto: God — That the unrenewe 
Man's Diſpoſition of Soul ſtands in Oppoliriof 

Hol 
unto True Obedience. And, That an Incl * 
nation and Propenſity of Heart te the Dutys qu . | Wh | of . | Aru 



She Law is Neceſſary to Frame and Enable us 
Tor the Immediate Practice of them --- That, 

ove is the Sum of the Law and a Principle 
f Obedience as well as the Chief Branch of it. 
\nd, That the Averſion and Enmity of the 

Faregenerate, is Inconſiſtent with this Love, Rom, 

Dther Notions of him, but as an Angry Judge, 
No Views of Reconciliation with God, no Spiri- 
ual Diſpoſition of real Love to God and Deſire 

f Conformity to his Will, he can Perform no 
Þcceptable Obedience at all, unto his Law. --- 
W'bat, the new Nature is convey'd unto Chriſt's 
piritual Seed, in due Time, out of that Fulneſs 
hat is in him -- That Union with Chriſt, is 
he Foundation of a Holy Practice; And, That 
pon it, ali ability to do good Works, doth de- 
dend — Col 3. 10, 11. And, that there can 

That, This Union with Chriſt is accompliſhed b' 
Pur actual Receiving Chriſt himſelf --- & beliey- 
ng on Him --- That, this Faith, being an Holy 
race, and part of Spiritual Life, is not ſup- 

poſed to have a diſtin& Preexiſtance or Being in 
s, before the Beginning of Spiritual Life, but 
ather, is given to us, and wrought in, and with 

The very Conſtituting our Union with Chriſt, 
And, Thar it is, ever after, the great Instru- 
ent of Sanctification, as well as it was of Fu$tifi- 

or Nation. — And, That it hath a Natnral Ten- 

--- being a Faith that worketh by Love. 
Thar Preface, further teacheth, That True 

Holineſs cannot be attain'd by our moſt vigorous 
Endeavours in a natural ſtate — That, a Man 
in that ſtate cannot walk one ſtep in the Way of 
rue Holineſs. — That, nevertheleſs, This 

Igability, 

Þ: GOSPEL d LEGAL PREACHING. 21 

z. 7. — That, therefore, while Man is in the 
tate of Enmity to God, and while he hath no 

Pe no Holineſs, but what flows from it 

Wency to Furniſh * Soul with an Holy Frame 
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22 _ A REVIEW of az ESSAY, E 
Inability, doth not Diſcharge him of the Obi 
1 thereunto. --- And ſo, That, it is need“ 
ul, by the Preaching of the Goſpel, to call Meſln- 

to come forth out of that ſtate. That, Mep®' 
are not, under a Pretence of Inability, to ſit ſil / 
in an Inactive Manner, become indifferent, and 
not ſo much as Eſſay to Believe. --- That, vm 
ought to/ Perform Duties as we can, --- Eſſaßfn 

at Chriſts Command, to ſtretch out the wethereF*" 
Hand. -- 'Fhar, Chriſt is the Head of Influenc a 
and Strength That there's a Neceſſity >. 
Conſtant ſupplies out of his Fulneſs, — That 

the only Way to attain True Repentance, an El 
all other Graces, and Duties, is to come Firſt if" 
Chriſt by Faith, Seeing, no acceptable Duffth 
can be performed, but in and from Faith, Than! 

| Holineſs is the chief part of our Sal vation, A 6 
is to be conſidered as an End to be aimed aff: * 

under this View, - And not, meerly, as a MHH“ 
to obtain Salvation. | 
The Preface tells us, That the Goſpe! Mini 
takes care, not only to Inſtrut People in tif 
true meaning, the Spirituality, and Extent 
the Divine Law, that they may have a DiſtinÞ**! 
Knowledge thereof; but doth direct in theRig t! 
Way of attaining it. — That, he makes T 

ways Goſpel Doctrines, the Foundation of d 

Practice, Tho, ſometimes, He may inſiſt mne 
upon the One, ſometimes more upon the Ori 

— Thar, having the State and Condition of lice 
: Hearers in his view, ſome whereof may be G. ſhi 
cCious, and many Graceleſr, He, SO preſſeth Hol 
Duties as may be agreeable unto their variolF,? 

Conditions. — That, he tells the Uarenewed MF ©? 
His Corrupt State and Utter Inability, and, THM 

this State muſt be changed before he can pi. O 

form any one Duty aright === That, he m 
v , 72 | 5 | col 
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e to Chriſt to get both Grace, Righteouſneſs 

obi Strength from Him, — And, Calls the Re- 
needed Mau, to have recourſe to that ſame Foun- 
Meln, from whence, Grace was conferred.— 
Mehhat, he Recommends Holineſs, not Meerly as 
t Riff Way in order to the obtaining of Eternal Life, 
„andt as the Begun Salvation of the Believer in 
t, vme: And ſets forth it's native Beauty, as a Con 
Eſſalmity unto the Divine Law, which is the 
berg$2n{cript.of the Holineſs of his Nature, --- 
enc hat he repreſents the exceeding Sinfulneſs of 
ity J. — And, TharHolireſs is the Happineſs of the | 
Thaktional Creature; And, That the bringing Men 
anlereunto was the great Deſign of Chriſt's under · 
7 ing; and, That, to conceive of Happineſs 
Duchout it is a Contradiction.— That, he Re- 
Thahmmends the Scriptural views of Holineſs ſuch 
An living by Faith, Hab. 2. 4. Gal. 2. 20 Heb. 10. 

d ;. walking by Faith, 2. Cor. 5. 7. Faiihilhrłing by 
eve, Gal. 5. 6. Overcoming the World by Faith. 

Jo. 5. 4. Cc. as in Page 41. 42. Which Phraſes 
if ſet forth the True Nature, of The Spring, 
n tile Means, the End, and Manner of Holineſs, 
ent d the True Motives and Encouragements 
{tinerennto, and lead the Soul to look to Chriſt 
Rig che whale Practice thereof. 
tes @ Theſe Things and what follows in this Preface 
Id in the Appendix, do Breath forth ſuch a 
maohncern for inculcating Holineſs of Life, in all 
O. Manner of Converſaticn, and in the true Evan- 
of Nea! Way too, that it's truly Matter of Aſto- 
» Giffſhmenr, That any one ſhould have had the 
Holſſ0it to have repreſented This Author and others 
rio a like Strain, as Enemies to Morality and 
1M orſe than Heathens, and under a great 
Than) Harſh and Uncharitable Characters, Bur 
1 pit our Eſayer be Say ing. Wiſdem will be juitifi- 
mi L 

C0 
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ed of her Children. ------ And, I am perſwade 
no Sincere Chriſtian, who reads theſe Auth | 
whom our E/ayer Busks up in ſuch in uncou 
Dreſs, will approve, either, of his Mit or Hon 
in all This flouriſhing Harangue from Page 111 

to Page 20, I Mean, as to the Scope of it, whi 
is to point forth ſome of the Beſt Friends unto H 
lineſs (both in the true Theory and Live 
Practice of it) as its Downright Enemies and O 
poſers. But I ſhould now go on with the 
ayer. TE 3 | 
Page zcth. he ſays, As I can't look on t! 

Preaching of Duties that the Moral Law | 
quires, to be Legal, far leſs can I Conceive t 
urging of Faith and Repentance to be Legal, 
I look on neither to be Legal Duties, &c. -- 
One may eaſily Perceive, That cur Auth 
is ſomwhat Confuſed and Jumbled in his Notic 
of what is Legal and not Legal, he doth not at 

fate this Matter truly and fairly, but is fo h 
in the Purſuit of the Harangue, that he ru 
away with the Harrows, and tears up ſome Piec 
of Ground that are no way prepared for th 
either by Tilling or Sowing. And Therefore, b 

fore We can ſpeak Intelligibly on this Point 
nent the Legal or Goſpel way of Preaching Fa 
and Repentance, we muſt Conſider the True ft: 
of this Debate, and then, the Authors fallac 
in his Harangue on this Head, being detect 
his Reaſonings will appear in, their Native We: 
neſs. But having Detain'd you, Perhaps t 
long, in this Letter, I ſhall reſerve This Subj} 
unto our Next, and mean Time I Remain, 

| SIR, 

L ET: 
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LETTER U. 
SIR, 

| AZ the Cloſe of my Laſt, T mentioned what 
our Eflayer propoſeth next to Diſcourſe 

upon, viz. Faith and Repentance ; and now, I 
ſhall endeavour to follow him on That Subje&, 
which, indeed Deſerves a very particular Con- 
fideration. 

Page 2oth. He ſays, As I can't Look on the 
Preaching of DUTIES that the Moral Law enjoins to 

. be LEGAL, far leſs, can I Conceive the urging of -- 

FAIT Hand REPENTANEE to be LEGAL. Now, 
Sir, Tho' this Sentence be True in ir ſelf, ab- 
ſtractly conſidered; yet, if we look upon our 
Author, as a Diſputant, in this Eſſay, who ſets 
up for clearing of a contraverted Trath, and 
Ropping the Mouth of Gain-ſayers, Then, as it 
ſtands in this Place, There are as many Blunders 
as Wrds, in it. Fer, who, ever pretended, 
That the Preaching of Duties, which the Moral 
Law Required, was Legal? Whatever, he, may 
alledge with reſpe& to theGreſſer Autinomi ans, vet, 
ſure, He dare not ſtand to it, to' affirm That 
Theſe Authors, he pretends, Chiefly, to Confuve, 
wiz. The Prefacer to the Second Part of the Mar- 
row, Mr. Gilbert, The late Repreſenters againſt 
the Aſemblys Act, or others like Minded, do, ſo 
much as Inſinuate, That Preaching the Duties, 
which the Moral Law enjoins, is Legal, or, Thar 
the urging of Faith and Repentance is Legal. No, 
Theſe Authors bid Him, and all lis Aſeciats, a 
bold Defiance on this Head, and do, juſtly 

charge him with a Deteſtable Slander, in His 
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Obvious Inſinuation of their being Guilty in this 
particular. They Maintain, 'That it is both 
Lawtul and Expedient, and every Way Con- 

fiſtent with a Goſpel Spirit and Frame, to 
| Preach the Duties which the Moral Law en- 
1 joins, and to Urge Faith and Repentance, to the 
8 utmoſt of their Power. Tis not The Preaching of 

Theſe Things, they Contend about, but the Way 
and Manner of Preaching Them, The neglecting or 
Superficial Touching of theſe Doctrines, that 
are neceſlary to lead the Minds of Poor Sinners 
into a View of the Source of Corruption, Their 
own Weakneis, The Fountain of Strength in 
Chriſt, and to give theſe Duties their Proper 
Place and Uſe. " | 

But to go on, The Eſazer's Reaſon why he 
looks not on the urging of Faith and Repentance 
to be Legal, is a little ſurpry ſing, for, ( ſays he) 
I look on neither to be Leral Duties, Very 
Good |! Pray then, Mr. E/ajer, will you look on 
the Preaching of theſe Duties, which you muſt 
own to be Legal Duties, (i. e. Duties which Man 
was bound unto under a Covenant of Works, 
Such as E. G. Love to God, and of our Neighbour 
as our ſelves. Which Comprehends the whole 
Law ) to be Legal Preachiug? Tf fo, you muſt 

- needs retract the Firff Part of the above quoted 
Zi Sentence, and muſt no more ſay, That you cant 

| Tock on the Preaching of Duties, that the Moral Law 
Enjoius, to be LEGAL ; If you will not ſtand to 
This, you muſt'dwn that the Reaſon you give 
why the urging of Faith and Repentance is not 
Legal, viz, Becauſe you look on neither of em 
to be Legal Duties, is not cogent. In ſhorr, Sir, 
J don't think you, or your Aſociats, Theſe Orna- 

1 ments of our Church (as ſome of their fond Ad mi- 
7 ers affect to call them) have duely * 

4 
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On GOSPEL and LEGAL PREACHING, 27 
this Controverſy, I can't ſay you Talk, in this 
Place, like one who underſtands it, I had almoſt 
ſaid that you have ſtumbled into the Weakneſs 
of that private Chriſtian hem you Inſult, Page 
3d. viz, into a Dark and Confuſed Jumble of In- 
coherent Mtions. Pray, tell me, Good Sir, Are 
there any Duties, towhich we are bound, butwhat 
the Lau of God binds us to? Are you yet to 
Learn, That the Law is exceeding Broad ? And 
are there any Duties of the Law, but what may 
be called Legal Duties? i. e. Duties according to 
the Tenor of God's Law, which is an Eternal 
Rule of Righteouſneſs? And, Did ever any 
Mortal pretend, or ſo much as inſinuat that it 
was Legal Preaching, to Preach the Duties themſelvec 
Which the Law Enjoins? Nay, did ever any 

Mortal pretend that it was Lega! Preaching, to 
Open up a Covenant of Works, & to diſplay it's 
Nature and Tenor? No, Sir, you ſeem to 
have no juſt Notion of this Matter. I: is not 
the Preaching of Legal Duties, ( for all Duties 
whatſoe ver are Legal Duties ) but the Manner 
of Preaching them, viz. while, either they are 

_ urged to be performed as any Branch of our 
Righteouſneſs, & Ground of cur Claim ofHap- 
pineſs before God ; or while due Cautions are 

- not uſed to guard againſt making That perverſe 
Uſe thereof: Or, while they areß preſſed upon 
Natural Men, in abſolute Terms, with a great 
many Directions concerning their Doing, with- 
out ſuch Cautions, as are neceſſary to let them 
know they have luſt their Strength for Doing, 
and that they muſt depend on theRighteouſneſs 
of Chriſt, and not their own Doings ; and, That 
without Union with Chriſt they can do nothing 
acceptably ; And That Chriſt is our alone Righ- 
zeouſne/s and Strength. Now, Sir, let a Man take 

| Care 

| 
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1 care to guard Matters thus, according to the 
5 Spirit, Tenor, and Scope of the Goſpel, and I ſhall 
ft never call his Preaching of Legal Duties themſelves 
x LEGAL PREACHING. - . 
Fi But now to come a little more oloſs to our 

NR Critical Eſſayer, He tells us he does not look 
upon Feith and Repentance to be Legal Duties, 
And even hugs himſelf in a very uſeleſsHarangue 
upon this Head, Page 20. and 21. The whole 
of what he ſays amounts to This, That Faith and 
Repextance, are Graces and Duties which could 
not be exerciſed in the State of Innocence, be- 
caule inconſiſtent with that State. Now, when 
all this is granted to our E/ajzer, what will he 
make of it? Will he infer from thence, That 
becauſe theſe Duties, in the Exerciſe of them, 
were not Conſiſtent with the State of Innocence, 
That therefore they are not included in the 
Primitive Original Law given to Adam? Will he 
refuſe That all Precepts whatſoever are Virtually 
& Really included in that Law of Creation, or of 

te Ten Commands, which was given to Adam in 
Paradiſe in the Form of a Covenant of Works? 
Will He pretend, That there ever was, or 

can be, an Inſtance of any Duty not command- 
ed, Directly, or by Conſequence in the Moral 
Law? What, tho' Adam was not Actually o- 
bliged to believe in a Saviour till, being loſt and 
undone, a Saviour was revealed to him; Yer, 
doth not the ſame Command that bound him | 
to Truſt, Depend on, and to believe the 
Promiſes of God Creator, oblige him to believe | 
in God Redeemer when Revealed? And did not 
the ſame Law, that bound him to have a ſenſe 

F of Sin in it's Evil Nature, and Diſmal Effects, 
"2B oblige him alſo to Mourn for it, when it ſhould 
1 fall out? Sure, the Law given to Adam was 

| 4 exceed ing 
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on GOSPEL and LEGAL PREACHING. 29 
exceeding Broad, and muſt needs include what 
ever, after wards, can be the Duty of a Creature, 
in any Circumſtance; And Conſequently, Faith 
and Repentance are Duties of the Law, i. e. Duties 
included in and Required by that Original Law 
given to Adam, tho Man's Circumſtances, in the 
State of Innocency, were Inconſiſtant with their 
Exerciſe. For, if the Law does not bind Sin- 
ners to Believe and Repent, how can Faith and 
Repentance, conſidered as Works be excluded from 
our Juſtification before God, ſeeing in that Cafe 
they are not Works of the Law, under which 
Character, all Works, are, in Scripture, exclud- 
ed from the Uſe of Juſtitying in the Sight of 
God ? | e 

We have the more Caufe to be concerned to 
Maintain this Extenſive View of the Primary 
Law and its Obligation unto all the Duties 
which may come to be incumbent afterwards on 
the Creature as to Exerciſe, according to new 
Revelation of Objects, or New Circumſtances, 
when we conſider that, upon the contrary Doc- 
trine Arminius laidjthe Foundation of his Cor- 
rupt Principles, concerning Sufficient Grace or 
rather, Natural Power Adam ( ſaid he) had 
not Power to Believe in Jefas'Chriſt, becauſe 
* he needed him not, nor was he bound, ſo to 
e Believe, becauſe the Law required it not, 
© Therefore, ſince Adam, by his Fall, did not 
e looſe it, God is bound to give every Man 
«© Power to Believe in Jeſus Chriſt. And is it 
not well known, That Scinians, Arminians, Pa- 
pits and Baxterians, by holding the Goſpel to be a 
New, proper Preceptive Law with' Sanfion, do, 
thereby, turn it into a Real, tho Milder Covenant 

— — —w — 
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ners Juſtification before God ? And, what if 
we ſhould add (which will, perhaps, be a little 
more ſurpriſing to ſome ) That this Principle 
that makes Faith and Repentance only Duties ct 

1 the Goſpel, and not of the Law, hath been a 
15 | Spring ot Antinomianiſm? 8 ſayeth Mr. Croſs. 

5 Serm. on Rom. 3. 27. P. 165. Hiſtory tells us 
(lays he) That Antinomianiſm Sprung from ſuch 
+ a Miſtake, That Faith and Repentance were 
„ Taught by the Goſpel Only, and, That they 

*« contained all teceflary unto Salvation, ſo the 
« Law Was needleſs. „„ 
Nov, our Eſſayer ſeems not to have a Clear 

Notion of this Matter when ke tells us P. 21. 
That the QELIGATION to Repent and Believe 

ariſes from the New Diſpenſation or Covenant, 
God has been pleaſed Mercifully to make with 
us. — I know noQBLIGA TION unto Duties, 
but what mult flow from a Law, except you will 
fay,SuchConſiderations,as we call Motives, are an 

Obligation, which fare they are not, in a ſtrict 
and proper Senſe, whatever they may be in a 
more Large and Improper Acceptation. Now, it 
our Eſayer Maintain that the OBLIGATION 
unto Faith and Repentance, ariſeth from the New 

| Diſpenſation, and if by That he mean the Goſpel | 
"op ſtrictly taken, as Contra- diſtinguiſhed from the 
5 Law, Then he goes in to tlie NEONOMIAN 

4 | Doctrine, That theGoſpelis a proper. Preceptive 
Law with Sanction, Which is a Confounding of 
the Law and Goſpel; Put, jf by the Nu Diſpen- 
Jation, he underſtand the G /e in a Large Senſe, 
asComprehending the u hole Doctrine of the 
Ewangelists, and Apoſtles, that do any way con- 
cern our Salvarion; In that Large Sence, it is not 

T7 to be, at all, doubred, but the Goſpel lays an 
FT: Obligation upon us unto Faith and Repentance, as 

0 | | We 
, ͤ—KꝗF «76e... 
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on GOSPEL and LEGAL PREACHING. 31 
well as other Duties, and hence we are called to 
OBEY the Goſpel: but ſtill, ttheOBLIGATION 
to that Obedience, under the Goſpel Diſpenſation, 
ariſeth from the Law, which is adopted into the 

Chriſtian Inſtitution; But, then, this is not the 
Queſtion in Debate. | 

But, Sir, to Trace this no further, I am ſur- 
priſed with the Sentence, whereby our Eſſayer 
Concludes this Paragraph, P. 21 How Unrea ſon- 
able muſt it be (ſays he) to Charge any with LEGAL= 
ISM for in/ifling upon Duties, That are PURELT 
and PROPERLY Evangelical. Now, Sir, I would 
ask our Eſ/ayer, in the Firſt Place, how he came 
ro alledge fuch a Groſs Fa hood and Calumny, as 
if any of thoſe Authors, he pretends to confute, did 
Charge Men with Legaliſm for inſiſting on the 
Du ties of Faith and Repentance? I would ask him, 
in the next Place, what he means by Purelj and 
Properly Evangelical ? Does he mean that theſe 
Duties are not Duties of the Moral Law ? Doth 
he Maintain that there is any other Rule of 
Duty, properly Speaking? If fo, he is indeed, 
ſo mnch for Caſhiering the Law, that he is an 
ANTINOMIAN with a Witneſs. 
He proceeds P. 2 r. To conſider theRelation of 
Faith and Repentance unto Frgiveneſs of Sins, aud 
falls immediatly to his Proofs, without either 
explaining Terms, or ſtating the Queſtion fair- 
ly, which hath been the Good, Old Way. He 
would have us take Things as they ly in the 
Surface of his General Expreſſions. And to prevent 
our further Enquiry, he thinks fit (P. 22.) to 
Harangue a little upon the L/eleſneſs of (what he 
Calls ) Orirks and Subtilties in determining Theolo- 
gical Queſtions. I can't tell what Quirks and Subtil- 
ties he hath in his View, as to the preſent 
Queſtion, But I hope he won't refuſe the Uſe 
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of proper Diſtinctions, without which a Perpe- 
tual Logemachy in all Reafonings upon Divinity is rt 
inevitable. Nor do I ſee any Neceffity of Pr, 
Thumbing Suarez Ariaga Oc. Before we can 
know our Creed. The due Conſideration of the 
Scripture, and prudent uſe of the Terms uſed 
both by Chriſtian Councils, and Privat Orthodox 
Writers, being {ufficient to furniſh us with per- 
rinent Diſtinctions for c!caring Contraverſies in 
Twenty... We ONO 

As to his Quotation from Mr. Robert Blair P. 
23. Howloever it might do well enough in a 
Popular Audience, when the worthy Man inclined 
to ſhift determining that Point; Yet, our. E/ayer 
himſelf doth not think it Deciſve: For tho' he 
pretends to approve it, and to wiſh we could Imi- 
tate the Eminent Man's Wiſdom therein; Yet 
he proceeds to Determine the Queſtion anent the | 
Priority of Faith and Repentance very wann 
which puts me in mind of the Popiſh NO 
OBSTANTE.; For (ſays he) P. 23 © Tho I 
* ſuppoſe, a Dogmatical Deciſion of this Queſtion 
* to be very USELESS ; YET, I'm of the mind 
* that it is of bad Conſequence to hold, That Re- 

' © ſdentaure is not neceſſary, IN ORDER to our 
* Forgiveneſs. Now, I ſhould think it very 
USEFUL to Determine a Queſtion, where one 
ſide of it is of ſuch bad Conſequence. Nor can it be 
a'Thorny Queſtion if it be ſo eaſy to Determine 
it, as our Author pretends it is, from Commos 
Senle, The Scripture, and our Standard ; And ſo 
he proceeds to determine That Queſtion which 
bebad ae . 
The Poſition he lays down P. 23. I, That it is 

of bad Conſequence to hold, That Repentance is not 
neceſſary, in Order to our Forgiveneſs, And with- 
out explaining the Terms, cr ſtating the Queſti- 

| 5 on 
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ueſtion he goes of! to his Profs, and after he 

th endevoured thereby to prepofſefs the Rea- 
er, He does, t hen, Suggeſt ſome Things P. 33. Oc. 
nder the Notion of the Riſe of Miſtakes about 
his OQeſtion, which J Conceive ſhould have been 
aced before Them. But I muſt adjourn the 
nſideration of THESE Proefs, till I have 
zen Notice of what our Author propoſes, as 
e Riſe of Miſtakes about this Queſtion, P. 

The I. of Them is, The not obſerving, 
That tho' Faith Alone Juſtifies, ( This is its 
peculiarOffice & it has an Aptitude,or Fitneſs 
for it.) Yet That Faith is never Alone, but al- 
ways attended with Repentance, its Inſeperable 
Ompaniosm. | 
Now, This I agree unto as a Truth in it ſelf, 
t the nor obſerving it, muſt be a Riſe of Mif- 
akes on the fide of the Eſſayer, and his Abettors 5 
r, if Repentance be Faith's Attendant and Com- 
mien, it muſt be Poſterior to it, at leaſt, in the 
rder of Nature, That being the proper Place 
ATTENDANTS, and COMPANIONS: 

ſpecially, if we confider, that Faith hath a 
Eculiar Office, which Repentance hath not. 

The II. is, The not obſerving, That, tho" 
The Alenting Act of Faith, muſt be conſidered 
in Order before Repentauce (for it is not poſſible 
for a Sinner to Repent who Believes not the 
Promiſes of Grace, and Salvation thro' Chriſt, 
and has not Some Apprehenſion of obtaining 
Mercy thro his Blood) yet The receiving of 
Chris? held forth in the Promiſes, the Soul's 
Acquieſcence in the Device of Salvation, and 
Relyance on Jeſus, That he may get it, 
is never WITHOUT Rpentance; For, how 
can a Man Flee to Jeſus for Pardon, who has 

9 — 8 * not 



:34 27 7 A REVIEW of n ESSAY, » 
-** not a:Senſe of his Loſt and Undone Cot 
. © tion, is not willing to be eaſed of his Loa 
„ Guilt, and tefolved to have no more to 
with Sin. This, he muſt, of neceſfity, h. 
* who Receives Chrilt as he is offered in 
c Goſpel. Now, our E/ayjer I think, Gr: 
here upon the Matter, That Saving Fait} 
before Repentance, for he Allows it the 1 
Step, in its Aſenting Act, & Determines, in ſo! 
which Foot goes foremoſt ; But then, he tells 
The Receiving Adi is never WITHOUT 
pentance. TRUE; But, may not that Receis 
be in order of Nature before it, and yet 

. without it One Moment in Order of Ti 
But, tho' we ſhouid grant to our Auther, I. 
the Repentance here deſcrib'd is before the 
cerving Act, I fee nothing he Gains by it in t 
Queſtion; for, a Man by Convictions from 
Law, may be ſenſible, That lie is in a Loſt af 
Undone Condition, and may be willing to 
eaſed of his Load of Guilt, and reſolved to h. 
no more to do with Sin. Nay, This we ownlf 
neceſſary before receiving Chriſt, but we dai, 
think this a True Account of Evergelical Repih; 

trance, Which, beſides all this, muft have a Se 
of Sin as truely Abominable in its own Natu 
and hateful to God, and muſt have a real loatlf 
ing of it, ariſing from a Principle of Love to 6 
All which can't be till the Soul be united 

That it hath the Firſt Step, viz. in its A ent 
AR; Now, ſuppoſe the next Step ſhould be 

| lowed unto that Act of Repentance, which Conf 
in a Sezſe of our Lot Condition and of a Load 
Guilt, yet the next Step mult be, Faiths receivii 

Chriſt by Faith. But, tho we ſhould yit 
more to our Author, yet even, according to hi 
Faith hath the Precedence. For, he hath grant. 
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OK Repenrance, Viz.' : Trrting from Sin. And ſo; 
daz en according to this Scheme, Faith hath the 

edence, Step by Step, in its Reſpective Acts, 
to the ſeveral Acts of Repentance. And fo, in 

as well as the former, our Author's Arrow returns 
Jen Himſelf, The III. is The not conſidering the 
Difference which flows from a Senſe of the Love 
ot God incChriſt, and that which ariſeth from an 

tell Apprehenſion. of obtaining Mercy thro, him, 
T Joc. FP. 34. The Fit, he owns to be Poſterior, 

Taith and Forgiveneſs; The Second to be before 
giveneſs. Being, then, agreed as to the Firſt, 
our Diſpute will be about the Second. And 
too, I think our Author hath determined 

7, at the Head of this 34 P. he owns, That 
Tis, not poſſible for a Sinner to Repent, who 
Zelieves not the Promiſes of Grace and Salvation 

Shro Chriſt, and has not ſome Apprehenſion 
of obtaining Mercy thro' his Blood. This 

Wief, then, and Apprehen/ion of Mercy goes be- 
e Repentance. Bur, to uſe the Authors Phraſe, 
t poſſible that a Sinner can have a True, Saving 
of the Promiſes of Grace and Salvation 
o' Chrift,and Apprehen/ion of obtaining Mercy 
) his Blood, and have no Senſe of the Love 

od in Chriſt, as our Author ſeems to Inſi- 
Jie by his Manner of diſtinguiſhing them? 

knowledge there are Degrees of This Senſe 
dds Love in Chriſt, But how a Sinner can 

ely, Believe the Promiſes of Grace and Sal- 
oz thro Chriſt, and have an Apprehenſien 

Jen obtaining Mercy thro his Blood, without 
be he Degree of the Senſe et Gods Love, in the 
Conſſf lation, which, by Faith, he makes of theſe 
Load eral Promiſes to himſelf in particular, I cannot 
«VKerſtand. Nor do. our Author's Illuſterations 

ar this Matter. Does he think it prewiiar to 
SF —- that 

Saviour, which goes before the compleating At 
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1 | 3 Arme which he ribeb, for perl 7 
1 to look on Godzas his Merciful Father i in Chi 
1 nis beſt Friend; and greateſt Benefactor? 
Vi Dy upon the other Hand, Is chis all that he will all 
Fr to thht Belief of the Promiſe and Apprehenfion 
7 Merey (without which he had ſaid Juſt no 

that it was impoſſible for the Sinner to Repent 
That the Sinner only Arrives thereby at a MI 

BE, that Gd will be Mercifull to him thie 
Chriſt ? If this be all, the External found 

Dye Goſpel intertain d by a Common and Gen: 
ent, that is not SAVING, will reach as 
And doubtlels, it is the Knowledge of th 
Goſpel Sound, affording The Sinner this Mn 
BE; thar doth! keep the awakened Conſcienſ.t 
from utter Diſpair, under Legal Tertors, befqpr 
they have any Thing of Saving Grace. 5 
ſare, the Saving Faith F God's Ele& hath me 
than ſuch a General MAY BE, in its Natw 
even an appropriating and applying Act. fee 
The IV is The not obſerving Phat Repente 
untv Life, that is neceſſary to Forgiveneſs, ** de 
< not Actually include in it Holy Obedience, Mo 
P. 35. Here our E/ayer ditfers from P. Had 
The pretended Detector; for that Famous Aut 

9 will have the Grace, and N. B. The Duty 
F | F,cpentance, which, ſo conſidered, takes in 0 

dis, to go before Forgiveneſs, and explains his 
ſelf clearly by the Term Forſakeing of in, Whit 
I thihk, is a Conſiderable Branch of New Obe 
ence. Our Eſſayer owns in General, That Hu 

Obedience is the Fruit of Faith, but why not thi 
Reſolutions and Purpoſe, he Speakes of too? Mt 5 

not 'Ho'y Obedience have a Beginning in point 01 

Top Fxerciſe? And what ire theſe Pur poſes. 41 
FJ Reſolutions, and this 225 

” 
* 4 
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Perſ@rts bf Holy Obedience? And why thefe ſhould 
Chiſpt, likewiſe, be Fruits of Faith, I ſee not. 
Ahe Efayer Grants that Obedience is not necef- 
1 alloy, to a Sinners ſuſtiſication in Gods Sight, 
afion$c he will have Repentance Reſolutions t& have ne 
t nofjore to do with Sin, Grief and Hatred. of jt, 
epentiÞd Purpoſes of New Obedience, to be Qualifications 
Miche Perſon, N. B. TO BE juſtified, as if 
| rhijeſe were not OBEDIENCE. In ſhort, Sir, 
ind Nur Eſayer s Notions, here ſeem to me, to be 
Geneſpt a little jumbled and Incoberent. He'l have 
as be Object of Juſtification, to be a Sinner quali- 
of tied by ſeveral Steps of Obedience, he'll have 
Mm one who hath obeyed the Commands of God 

ſcienſÞ. repenting of his Sins, Hating them and being 
befoÞrieved for them, reſolving to have no more to 

. Bio with them, and when 12 thus qualified, 
h ma hen fays he N. B. He is TO BE juſtified, 
Jatuff hich Imports, that he muſt have all theſe Quali- 

cations in his Perſon before he be juſtified, and 
dentallet he Grants That Holy Ohedience is the Fruit 
d Faith, and Conſequently of Juſtification, This 
ice, Pofrine of Previous, Gracious Qualifications in 
dare Perſon TO BE juſtified, appears to me to 
Aue contrary to that 'Scripture --- He juſtifieth 
ry Ihe Ungodly. No, Says our Eſayer, The Man 
in Offfho is TO BE juſtified muſt be 4 Godly Man 
8 hioÞefore he be juſtified. But, I always thought, 
whit That our Orthodox Di vines had been ſo careful 
Ozelo Guard againſt ſuch a Cauſality of Works in 
at Mur Juſtification, that they would not allow Faith 
t th: /e/f to be conſidered, As a Mork in that Caſe. 
Mut ſure, Theſe Gracious Qualifications can 

int ome under no other Conſideration, but that of 
5 4. Work, or of Holy Obedience. And if this be not 
coo bring Works into the Cauſe of Juſtification, I 
8 RA know not what is. Our Standard Larg. Catech. 
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In 

cCiĩous Qualifications in us, before Faith and Ju 

ſary, unto Juſtification, as an Inſtrument ; yet t 

| neceſſity of Holineſs unto
 Eternal Happineſs i : 

which our Author pretends here to have me 
of the Source ef Miſtakes, upon the Matter uns 

| Relation unto Forgiveneſs, needs to be furt 

| yet I'm perſwaded, That even a Learned Ea 

ik is about which the Oveſtios is. Sure | 

| JN 

n the Queſt. How is Juſtification an Af of G 
free Grace? Expreſly ſays, that God REQUIR&+ 
nothing of us for our Ju#ification but Falſe 
And ſo excludes ailWorks as neceſſary IN Offa: 
DER to it, tho' they immediatly attend and Wa: 
company it; and ſo, it is never WIT. HOUT the Im 

The V. is, that“ wrong Notiogs about theFriſſor 
dom of Grace are a Plentiful Sourſe of Miſtal 
« in the Antinomians and others. As to the 4 
nomiaus I heartily Condemn their Miſtakes : 
Miſimprovements of Free Grace. But as to thi 
Others, whom he pretends to Confute, they 
indeed think, Free Grace admits not theſe G 

fication; And, tho' they own Faith to be nec 

will not have it conſidered as a Work, and Gr 
ous Qualification. And they plainly Aſſert 

the Eſſayer cannot Purge himſelf of Delibeþ 
Calumny in affirming, that they ſay otherwiſe. Þ 

But now, after all theſe great Diſcoveri 

our Conſideration, The True ſtate of this C 
tion concerning Faith and | Repentance, and t 

cleared, from P. 23 to P. 33 
Tho', Perhaps, our Author thinks, That evdhr 

Body ſhould now, at firſt Propofal of his Poſitiq; 
What is meant by Repentance and Faith 1 
Forgiveneſs, and the Neceſſity and Order of The 

A 

l 
{ 

may fall into a Jumb/e of Incoherent Notions, ups 
theſe Terms be well explain d. ; 

Let us, then, Firf?, conſider what Repentdr 
| 
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Word Repentance, hath various Acceptations in. 

ripture,-and, Tis fit we know what Repentance 
. Fae are contending about. If we ſhould go to 
Fork in determining This, according to R. P. 
nd lade gf way, I'm perſwaded we - ſhould never 
theme to have clear Notions of this Queſtion.” 

1eFrifor, after he had told us in bis Sixth Chap, Ant. 

0 

UIF 

AiſtaWer. That its neither Legal fits and Terrors, nor, 
e Mat (elf loathing & Mourning which flows from a 
es aſe of Pardon, he adds, very Judiciouſly, That 
to the Queſtion. is not about Repentance unto Life. 
hey Now, what muſt it be then? This Profound. 
Polar is not at à loſs here, For he very Learnedly 
d Jus us, That the Queſtion is about REPEN- 
ne ANCE IT SELF. But, This Deſcription of 
et tientance, by REPENTANCE IT SELF,” is 
| Graho Deep for my Dull Pate, eſpecially when The 
rt hath it ſeems excluded Repentance in the Root, 
{s ; Minciple and Habit, for he tells us ir is che 
elibenrare and N. B. The Duty of Repentance which 

Ines in the Exerciſe of that Grace: in an Active 
ſanner. And ſo it ſeems this Repentauce it ſelf is the 

>  miſfiualFor/aking of Sin; But how it can be ſo accord- 
g to the Principal, I catinet comprehend ſeeing 

his For ſaking of Six belongs to Repentance. unto 
ife, and the P. tells us tis not Repentance unto 
Ve about which the Queſtion is. And, in 

ort, Iknow not what to make of theP'sRepentances 
Ir if it be not Repentance unto Life, he may Fight 
out it as long as he pleaſes, and ſet it in what 
ace he Thinks fit. But then, is our E/ayer any 
hing more Niſtin& about this? Much about 

Bind, For P. 23. he tells us in General, That 
s of bad Conſequence to hold That Repentance 

i. e. no doubt Repentance it ſelf ) is not Neceſ- 
Fry in Order to Forgiveneſs. . 

But, To ſet this Matter in a clear Light, let 
uy 
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ſcience. This we. own is previous unto Faith 

Love to him, and unto Holineſs, as his Image, a 

_ dially Receives and Embraces him, as the LI 

us conſider, That the Queſtion is not, 1 
That Lega! Fear and Terror, which ariſeth fro: 
Convictions by the Law, and a Spirit of Bondag 
whereby a Sinner mai be Senſible both of bis 
State and Need of a Saviour, and may Feel t 
heavy Weight of the Load of Guilt on his Cot 

but then, w we Refuſe that This is True Evang 
tical Repentance ; For, all this may be, witho!i 
a True Regard to the Authority of God, and Siu 

hatred. of Sin as contrary unto his Holy Nat 
and Mill, as well as Deſtructive to the Sinne 
which are Eſſential and inſeparable Abr 
in True Goffiet Repentanee. 
Neither is the Queſt ion about — 
the Roor and Habit, For, when we own Fs 
to be neceſſary in Order to Furgiveneſs, This it 
lys that There is a Spirit of Regeneration i 

planting che Habits of all Theſe Graces at one 
but, the Queſtion is about the Firſt Exerting 
Outgoing Of Repentance, in theſe Acts of 4a 7 
Senſe of Sin as contrary to the Holy Nature a 
Will of God, a real Grief for it, Hatred of it, a 
Turning from it, on that very Account, from 
Principle of True Love to God, and Regard 
his will, viz. Whither Theſe Ace do Preceed t 
faving Views and Grips of Faith, whereby, 
Legally awakened * Sinner, under Heavens | 
fluences, beholds the Glory of Godin the Face 
Chriſt, ſees his Fabzeſs and Szitableneſ), and . 

his Righteousneſs, with an Applying and Ay 
priating Act of Faith, founded on the From, ſes 1 

ers, conſidæred as directed particu: 
to Him. The Queſtion i is, Whether Faijh, th ' 
acting, muſt [Uſher in the n, ne 

Repenta \ 



is the Bond of Union. f 
h ceives Chriſt and Applys him for Remiſfion. ot 

which We have now under Conſideration. 
without inſiſting, It's not a common Dogmatica!, 
Hiſtorical, Temporary Faith, but that Saving 

alterable*Stare ; of juſtification. 

— — — — — ¶ — AIRS 
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Repentance? Or, if there can be ſuch Exerciſe 
thereof without Theſe Views and outgoings of 
Faith, whereby the Soul is United and Married 
unto. Chriſt, and then produceth the Truth of 
that Marriage, whereof the Repentance formerly 
deſcribed is none of the leaſt Conſiderable ? 
Nor is the Queſtion anent Repentance, taken 
in its moſt large Acceptation, for the whole of 
Converfion, nay the whole of a Holy Life of Obedience, 
in-which Reſpe&, it Comprehends Faith it ſelf, 
and is, ſometimes, put for it. 1 
The Queſtion then plainly is about That True 
Evangelical Repentance, which is called Repentance 
Unto Life; and, is well defined in our Catechiſm 
A ſaving Grace whereby a Sinner out of a True Senſe 
Sin, and Apprehenfion of the Mercy of God in Chriſt, 
goth, with Grief aud Hatred of his Sin, Turn from 
it, unto God, with full Purpoſe of and Endeavour aj- 
terNewObedience. grow: The Togeltion is it the Soul 
can exert This True Evangelical Repentance with- 
out, or before Faith. 

Bur next let us conſider what That Faith is, 
And, 

Faith of Gods Elect deſcribed in our Catechiſm, 
A Saving Grace whereby we Receive and ref? upon 
Chriſt Alone for Salvation, as he is freely offered in the 
Goſpel. Tis, That Faith which beholds Chriſt's 
Fulneſs and Suitableneſs, and flees to him as & 
City of Refuge, and Relys on him as the Souls 
alone Righteouſneſs and Strength. That Faith 
Which brings Chriſt and the Soul together, and 

That Faith, which re- 

Sins, and which brings the Sinner unto an Un- 
The Queſtion, 

then, 



Sinner and of a Saint. 
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then, is if the Spirit ot Regeneration, whereby 
Spiritual Life is Infuſed, and all the Habits of 
Grace at once Implanted, doth Fri draw forth 
the Soul into theſe Views, and Gift of Chrift, and 
ſo eſtabliſh the Marriage Union, and Relation be- 
twixt Him, and the Sinner, ſo receiving Him, 
before that Soul Exert theſe Acts of Repentance, 
as Fruits of that Marriage Relation, which Tis 
Faith's peculiar Office to Conſtitute, and which 
Acts of Repentance, and likewiſe of other Graces 
are never ſeperate from Faith, but are it's Con- 
ſtant and Permanent Concomitants and Attend- 
ants. | | 5 

But further, We muſt alſo conſider what is 
meant by Pardon, and Juſtification in the Preſent 

Queſtiou. For, Orthodox Divines Speak of Juſti- 
fication Fundamental, and of Juſtification Actual, 
of Juſtification in Foro Divino, and Juſtification 
in Foro Conſcientiæ, and of The Juſtification of 
a Man's Faith in Fore Mundi, and of Juſtification 
Sentential at the Great Day, and of Pardon of a 

| New the Queſtion is not about That Funda- 
mental Juſtification in the Death of Chriſt for 
the Ele&, whereby, he ſatisfied Divine Juſtice 
in their Room and Stead ; For this, he will own, 
is not only Before Repentance, but Before the 
very Being of many of Them. But the Queſti- 
on, is anent that Actual Juſtification and Par den 
which 1s applyed unto the Sinner Himſelf. But 
then the Queſtion is not as ro Juſtification of a 
Man's Faith in Fore Mundi; For, there's no de- 

bate about this that Repentance and Good Works 
too, muſt make way for That; Nor, is the Queſti- 
on anent Sentential Juſtification, at the Laſt Day; 
For, no doubt, both Repentance, Good Works, and 
ze whole Courſe of Holy Obedience gges betore 

That, 
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That Kind of Juſtification. The Queſtion then 
vill be, about that Juſrification which more 
3immediatly Relates, and is apply'd unto a Man's 
Perſon. Now, as to the preſent Queſtion a- 
nent the Precedence of Repentance to Jacen en, 
his is not anent Declarative Juſtification, as to a 
Man's Senfe and Feeling of it; For, Repen- 
rance may go before This, but anent Rea! Juſti- 
fication in Foro Divino. Again the Queſtion is not 
anent Juſtification and Pardon of God's Children 
Jor their Sing, after they are in a Juſtified State, 
wherein God deals with them, not as an Angry 
Judge, but an Offended Father, and removes the 
Tokens of his Fatherly Diſpleaſure, and Reſtores 
them unto the Joy of God's Salvation. For we 
own, That Repentance and very deep Repen- 

_ tance too, uſually Uſhers in this Kind of Pardon 
and Juſtification. But, The Oreſtion is anent 
That Juſtificatiop of the Guilty Hinner, wherein 
God Ads aa Judge, That Juſtification which is 
introduced by the very- firſt A& of Juſtifying 
Faith, laying hold on, and applying the Surety- 

| Righteouſneſs, and which, ſome, not unfitly call 
Conſtitutive Juftification, becauſe in this, The E- 
lect Sinner is Conſlituted and Unalterably fixed in 
| | State, and can never, again, come 

under Zaw-Condemnation, or, The Curſe. Now 
the Question is, If Repentanee and ſuch Goſpel 
Qualities, in the Act and Exericſe of them, do go 
before this Conſtitutive Juſtification in Foro Divino 
and Cynſcientia. 888 
But then as to the Terms, Neceſſity and Or- 

der. We make no Debate about the Neceſſity of 
Repentance IN A juſtified Perſon, for we own 
that Repent ance is an inſeperable Attendant and 
Concomitant of Sung Faith and Juſtification ; 

But the Queſtion is as to the Order of Nature, 
Whether 



HE 
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Whether Repentance, in its Exerciſe, as formerly 
deſcribed, goes before Faith and Juſtfication ; 
or, is to be conceived as a Fruit thereof, tho in- 
ſtantly produced, without diſtance 65 Time, at 
leaſt, as to the firſt Beginnings of its Exerciſe. 
For, otherways, Faith and Repentance both, are 
the very Scope and Exerciſe of the whole Life of 
a True Chriſtian: „„ 
Now, upon the whole, I ſuppoſe, the Queſ- 
tion comes to this, whether True Evangelical 
Repentance in its Act and Exerciſe, as above de- 
ſcribed, does go before True Evangelical Faith, as 
above alſo explained, and that Confitutive Juſti- 

Fcatioa of a Sinner in fore Divino and Cnſcientia, 
which brings them into an unalterable State 
of Juſtification, or. if it only follows Theſe as the 
Fruit and conſtant Conpomitant and Atten- 
dant thereof, Ap | apc EL LD NI ” Hi 

The Eſayer, P. Hadow/and others Maintain the 
the Former, At leaſt, in Their Way of ſtating 
the Queſtion, They Maintain that Repent ance 
goeth before Juſtification ; But a great many 
others with whom 1 join Maintain the Lat- 
Ns . | 

i Now, having thus, 1 hope, cleared our Way, 

I'ſhail Return unto P. 23. where our Eſſayer 
begins His Reaſonings, to prove the Priority of 
Repentance unto Faith and Forgiveneſs, From 
theſe Three Grand Topicks, The Cimmon Senſe of 
Mankind, The Sacred Oracles, and our Stan- 
dard. Op | 

» 

What our Author ſays P. 23. and 24. of the 
Placableneſs of the Divine Nature, as a Notion 
that hath Univerſally obtained, and which lyes 
at the Bottom of all Religion, appears to me to 
be an Argument againſt his Pofition, from the 
eommondenſe & underſtanding of Mankind: Ok 

4 his 



Common Senſe of Mankind. 
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This Notion of Divine Mercy, is a Sort of Faith, 
or Belief, concerning God, without which Men 
would no more have Worſhiped him than Devils. 
Now, how can we conceive that Men would 
Repent of their Sins, which is, no doubr, a 
Branch of Worſhip and Homage unto an offended 
Diery, if they look dfon him as Inexorable? Tis 
plain, then, That, ſo far as Men by-the Light 
of Nature, have any Notions of Repentance as 
their Duty, They have Notions of Divine Mer- 
cy and Placability as the very Foundation of this 
Duty, and Conſequently, That Faith goes be- 
tore Repentance and Forgiveneſs, according to the 

"Tis true, we can't in Reaſon, expect, Phat 
the Sovereign of Heaven and Earth, will indem- 
nifie our Crimes, and ſuffer us one Moment, not- 
withſtanding that Indemnity to continue Impe- 
nitent, and with unrelenting Hearts to go on 
Inſulting his Laws and Government, but do we 
not ſee that he leads to Repentauce by his Good- 
nels? That he Draws by the Cords of Love and 
Bonds of a Man? And muſt not this Goodneſs 
be believed, and this Love relyed on by Faith, 
before we can be led and drawn thereby? 
, Had our Author conſidered, that we Maintain, 
That the bringing Men to Repentance and Holineſs 
is the very End and Deſign of all thoſe Revela- 
tions of Devine Goodneſs and Mercy, which are 
propoſed as the Objects of Faith, he would have 
ſpared, his Flights in ſuch Expreſſions as theſe 
P. 25. God can't Pardon Q Forgivethe Impenitent,. 

cant ſtand with the Wiſdom of his Government to 
Diſpenſe his Pardons to Impenitent Wretches, who $0 
on affronting bis Laws. --=— Had he conſidered 
Thar Repentance and Reformation are the very 
End, immediatly reached by the ſaving Views 
of: a Reconciled God, held forth in the Promiſes 

| an 
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and GoſpeFoffers, and Rely'd on by Faith, He 
would not have talk d ſo Big of Pardoning In- 

penitent WWretches, &c. And had he conſidered 
That God can and doth Change the Heart, as well 
as Pardon the Sinner, He would have ſpared his 
Compariſon from Wiſe Govetnours pardoning 
Criminals. I would here ask a Queſtion or 

two at our Eſſayer, for my Information. Pray, 
Good Sir, does no Wiſe Governours Pardon 
any Creminals bur thoſe who are Penitent ? 
What, it ſome Wiſe Governours ſhould Judge, 
that Gratitude is ſuch an Innermoſt Sentiment 
in our Souls, that they might look on it as an 
excellent Mean for reducing the Rebels into a 
Cordial Obedience and Subjection, to Pardon 
Them even before they give the leaſt Sign of 
their Relenting? Indeed, it muſt be acknow- 
ledged, that ſome Men are ſo Wretched, that 
the greateſt Favours wont move them; But 

feeing we are now Reaſoning about the com- 
mon Senſe of Mankind, I ask you Sir, whether 
does not commen Senſe jay, that they ſhould be 
moved by ſuch a Favour? and if tnis common 
Principle did always take effect, whitherwould it 
notbe Conſiſtent with the Wiſdom of aGovernour 
to give forth his Pardon freely to ſnch Rebels as 
he thought fit, and for other Ends of Govern- 
ment, let Inſtice take Place on others, tho both 
the one and the ether be a like Guilty and alike 
Impenitent ? Now, Sir, In the Caſe of Par- 
doning the Sinner, the Pardon always takes Ef- 
fect, the End of Repentance and Reformation is 
reached, The Power of God is exerted in this Chan- 
nel of Grace, to bring the Soul to True Evan- 
gelical Repent ance, in the Way of Faiths Recourſe 
unto, and Application of Chriſt for Righteouſneſs. 

Tis true, Sir, That wiſe Governours do + ar- 



| On GOSPEL aud LEGAL PREACHING. 47 
don Criminals in ſuch a way, as to ſecure the 
Government from Contempt, and prevent Man's 
breaking in upon the Laws, in hopes of an Eaſy 
and Cheap Indemnity. But what is all this to 
the Purpoſe? Does this ſay that they Pardon 
no Criminals but the Penitent and Relenting, If ſo 
then Eeither King George is not a Wiſe Governour 
or we had not heard of new Plots, againſt his 
Life and Government, even after an Ample In- 
demnity. Bur, Sir, may not Wiſe Governours 
ſecure the Government from Contempt by al- 
lowing Juſtice to take Place upon Some, and 
Pardoning Others tho' Impenitent, at the ſame 
Time, in hopes that Their Clemeney will make 
them to Relent ? And hath it not many Times 
hadlthis effect onGenerousSpirirs ? But whatever 
may be ſaid about the Management of Wiſe 
Governours, who, how ſoever Wiſe, have not 
Mens Hearts in their Hands. What is all this 

to the Caſe betwixt God and the Sinner? For 
when God Pardons, he alſo Changes the Sinners 
Heart. That Faith, which receives the Righ- 
teouſneſs of Chriſt, for Pardon, is alſo The great 
Mean of Purifying the Heart, And theſe are 
never ſeperate. But the Queſtion is, which is the 
true and Proper Order? For my part I cant 
but ſay, I am ſurpriſed to find our Efſayer's 
Reaſonings about this Order. The whole Scope 
of what he ſays, P. 26 and 27 is, too plainly 
to inſmuat, that we muſt have ſom e Price in our 
Hands, in Order to our being Pardoned: If this 
be not his Deſign, what Means He, when ſpeak- 
ing of the Caſe of Juſtification, to Talk about a 
Governments Regard to Friends, and not to Foes 
in laviſhing out it's Favours, anent the Objects 
of Pardon being DULY QUALIFIED, and 
N. B. Anent God s REGARD TO Penitercy. ? 

Theſe 
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Theſe Exp h of a 
Spirit indeed, and appear to me, to be inconſiſ- 

Grace. Indeed if God ſhould Pardon Impenitent 

that then his Hatred of Sin eould not appear, and 

culate Holineſs; but, If God diſplays the Glory 

Sinner is not Actually Pardoned, till Faith receive 

moſt Conſpicuouſſy manifeſted in Pardoning Fegg 
RM | or 
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Mons Savour too much of a Legal 

tent with the Nature and Tenor of a Covenant of 

Sinners, and fuffer them To remain Impenitent, 
There would be ſome Colour tor his Inferences, 

that this would be inconfiſtant with his Imma- 

of his Mercy and Holineſs too, in bringing the 
Ungodly to True Repentance in this way of 
determining their Souls to lay hold on Chriſt 
by Faith; Where are all theſe fearful Conſe- 
quences he Dreams of, about this Matter? 

Our Author pretends, That Pardoning with 
a Regard to Penitency as a Previous Quality, gives 
us higher Notions of the Untainted Purety and 
Holineſs of God, than Pardoning, only, upon a 
previous Satisfaction; But I ſee no Weight in his 
Reaſoning on this Head, If it be but conſider- 
ed, Thar, altho' the previous Saticſaction be the 
Ground and Foundation of the Pardon, yet, the 

and Apply this Satisfaction, and, if Repentance 
follow as an immediate and cc nſtant Fruit of 
This Faith, what ſhadow of Ground can our 
Author have for his Reaſonings on this Head? 
We ſay, the Mercy and Juſtice, Truth and Holi- 
neſs of God are moſt Evidently illuſtrated in the 
Goſpel-way of Gods Pardoning the Ungedly for 
his own Names Sake, inthe Way of drawing forth 
their Hearts by Faith to cloſe with Chriſt,as the 
Source and Spring of all Gracious Qualities in 
us, and which flow from him by vertue of our 
Union with Him, which is conſtituted by Faith 
alone. In this way, God's Glorious Grace is 
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his own Name Sake, without REGARD, as 
Author will have it, unto our Repentance 3 

d, while, in this Way, the Sinner is melted 
n into true Godly Sorrow. The Honour of 
Divine Holineſs and . Juſtice, is no leſs Ef- 

ually ſecured in this Way, God makes the 
er feel by Painful Senſation, what an Evil 
Bitter Thing it is to Depart from God, and 

the Throws and Pangs of Repentance im- 
ers our Sweet Morſels to us. I know not 
ed what our Author means by Painful Sen- 
ons and Throws, and Pangs of Repentance; 
e mean Legal Fits of Fear and Terror, 

ſe are out of the Queſtion ; for we deny not 
theſe go before true Faith and Forgiveneſs : 
if he Mean true Evangelical Repentance, 
ow nothing more fit, to bring the Soul into 
ſe Painful Senſations of the Evil of Sin, and 
h Throws and Pangs of Repentance, as may 
ftually Imbitter our Sweet Morſels to us, 
t we may Loath them as much as ever we 
ed them, and no more return to Folly ; Than 
h's Views of the Satisfaction made by the 
ich of Chriſt, Nor, can I conceive, how a 
on can have ſuch Painful Senſations as are 
n Evangelica! Nature, without ſuch Views by 
h, of the Redecmer's Blood, Shed for the Re- 
on of Sins. Tis Looking on him whom we 
e pierced, That draws forth true Evangelical 
urning,& that Sorrow that is of a Godly sort. 
eed, tlie Law ſet home upon the Conſcience 
bring a Perſon into Painful Senſations, and 
d Throws and Pangs of Fear and Terror: And, 
le likewiſe, may Imbitter Sin in a Conſide- 
le Meaſute, but I muſt ſay, it Smells Rank of 
eral Spirit to think theſe Painful Senſations 
Sin, and Throws, and Pangs of Repenrance, 

ES > - which 
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which are preyious unto Faith and, PardQms ( ſays 
be True Repentauce. And I am perſwaded, fe, That 
nothing can truely ImbitterSin as Sin, and Þ be Forg 
the Soul into true Humiliation for it, in this 
of it, Self Loathing, and turning from it} he calls 
Faith's Views of a Crucified Chriſt. And Dit! 
alſo perfectly ſatisfied, that, in this Wayfhat we 1 
cannot but have more high and Elevated Na what he 
both of God's Mercy and Goodneſs, and he add 
Juftice and Holineſs ; than by conceiving qqis Head, 
Pardoning with Regard to our Penitency, any . 
Gracious Quality. Let this Author or hl make 4 
bettors Smooth over this their Doctrine as into the 
pleaſe, There is a Snake in the Graſs Thgſas to Act 
Poiſon at the Root of it, It Smells Rankſſted out. 
Foul and Motley Mixture of ſome Thing obe ir, wh. 
own Righteouſneſs with Chriſt,in. the Caſe of lf, who 
fication ; For what elſe can it be, when tis 91. 11. l. 
ſidered as a Thing God Regards as a Graqthy Ways. 

uality in us, in Order to his Pardoning us, bt ſuch a 
fo. and fo fitted and Qualified fot Pardon imitated 
am far rather for keeping Paul's Good Old ng our, 
of being Juctißed by Faith, without the Wh. The 7 
of the Law. I am convinced, no Works WERE FORE 

ſoever take Place in the Caſe of Juſtification,ÞSizs ma) b 
previous, Gracious Quality, which God ReKREFRESE 
in beſtowing his Pardons. No this would bYSENCE 

not her Goſpel, and a Perverting of the Goſpel of left out t 
Nor, do we, by Maintaining this Dori! | where, 
Faith, make Void the Law, but eſtabliſh it. RSION a 

But now, Our Author, P. 28. Being, it {4 theretore 
ſenſible, Thar: Reaſoning on this Point, s, muſt | 
the Common Senſe of Mankind, is not ſo fe Work o, 
Concluſive, proceeds P. 29: to His Secoud M hardly t 
Topick, The Sacred Oracles of GO. aſide Pre; 

The Firſt Text he mentions is Acts. IITY to go bet 
* Repent, That your Sins may be blitted * it he had 
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; ( lays he) pretty plain, from this Paſ- 
That we muſt Repent before our Sins 
e Forgiven us. The E/ayer, once and 
n this Book, inſiſts Powerfully againſt 
e calls Quirks of Wis, Arts of Criticiſm, and 
Diſlinctions, P. 3 1. Tis Evident his Deſign 
t we ſhould not too narrowly Enquire 
hat he calls, the obvious Meaning of the 
ic adduceth. But tho his Thunderings 
Head, m.ght do much to fright a BODY 
y 2 Examination of his Gloſſes; Jet 
nake 4n Adventure to enquire into them, 
to the true Meaning of theſe Texts. 
to Acts. III. 19. Repent that your Sins may 
d out, === The Prudent Man thinks fit to 
ir, which was an Old Trick of the Devil 
, who in Tempting Chriſt and Quoting 
t. II. leaves out theſe Words, To keep thee 
y Ways. But, who would have thought, 
uch a Worrhy Man as our. Efayer would 
mitated the Enemy of Mankind herein, by 
out, that which quite Confounds his 
The Text, as it ſtands full, Is, Repent TE 

EFORE AND BE CONVERTED, that 
2s may be blitted out, WHEN THE TIMES 
FRESHING SHALL COME FROM T HE 
ENCE OF THE LORD ---- Our Eſlayer 
fr out theſe Words 1e therefore and be con- 
| where, you ſee the Apoſtle Places CON- 
ION alſo, before this Blotting out of Sins. 
eretore, Tis Evident that the blotting out 
, muſt be ſuch a blotting out as hath the 
Work of Converſion going before it, which 
nardly think Our E/ayer Him(elf, if he 
de Prejudice, will Maintain to be heceſ- 
o go before ourFir/t Conſtitutive Juſtification: 
he had quoted the Reſt of the Text, it, 

D 2 youlg 
* 
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would have appeared obvious, even to the his, Qu 
learned Reader, That, by the letting out e for y 
15 meant the Sentential 7uſtification at the 
Day, Which is not the preſent Queſtion 
no Body refuſeth, That Rchentance, Coun 
and a whole Courſe of Holineſs muſt go befor Divine 
Sentential blotting out © Sin. But what is t ification, 
the purpoſe, as to the Constitutive Fuſtij lays he 
upon Faith's Firſt recourſe to Chriſt tor Riff mean; 
ouſneſs > 'Tis Evident the Apost'e is here Whereof 
ing, not of that Repentauce, which is a Grad ebentanc 

| Rind from Faith, but of the whole of Refohigina 
on and à Holy Life; Tis alſo plain, Th xegetic 
Speaks of blotting out of Siu when the TimffER TE 

| Refreſhing ſhall come from the preſence Qnote: 
Lord. And the Verſes following do Evid their 
elcar what he Means by theſe Times of Re acing 
ing. V. 20. Aud he ſball ſend Jeſus, which ef, xereby, 
Preached unto you, V. 21 whom the Heavens miller is t. 
ceive until the Times of the Reſtitution of all Th. Gull 
---- Now this Meaning, is ſo obvious, T wm, but 
fee not how our Eayer will ſhift: it, unleſereatte 
een have Recourſe to theſe Quirłs of Wiſhai cor 
Afts of Criticiſm, which he ſo often Condgjs Son 
But, Good Mr. E/ajer, why may it not -.... -.. 
dedged and Proven too, That it is no leſs a Ch; our 
nal Impoſition upon the Unlearned Read ke in 

even the Learned too, if he happen to haveſlin to 8 
a ſond Opinion for an Arthur, as to ſwallow que muſ 
what he ſays without Examination, te Cu, Co, 

Text, that it may be ſhapen into the Exadz;,uc c 
of the Gloſs one would. impoſe on it, 7%Speaks 
miſ-interpret the Words themſelves fairly Meeds * 
but mij-underſtoed ? 1 ſhould Conclude fꝗ become 
Part, That the Curtailer is the Greateſt C aning, 
nal of the Two ; becauſe whar may be Wed withdu 
of Judgment in the Other, is in him @ ul. 

long a 

1 * _ 

| 
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ned Impoſition. If you, Sir, had acted fairly. 
his, Quotation, there would have been no 
e for your Airy Triumph upon it, in this 
Page, and again P. 31. DDD 030) S170 
hat I have ſaid upon this Text, I find has 
long ago advanced by an Eminent Ortho- 
Divine of This Church, Mr. J. Braun on 
fc ation, Chap. 29. P. 370. REPENT 
lays he) here (viz. in Acls iii. 19.) cannot 
meant of the Acting of That Repentance 
ſhereot We are here ſpeaking, to wit, of that 
pentance Which is a Peculiar, ſpecial Grace, 
Iitin& from Faith, and that becauſe of the 
xegetical Term added AND BE CON 
ERTED, ſo that REPENT here, cannot 
note any Thing Elſe, but a Turning from 
| their Sinful Opinions and Ways, and Em- 
acing the Goſpel Way of Salvation, That, 
icreby, they may be ſaved for ever. Nei- 
ier is the Apoſtle ſpeaking here, of Conſtitu- 
ve Fucitficatien, or our Firſt or General Par- 
u, but, of a Blotting out of Sins a long Time 
reafter, viz. when the Times of Refreſhing 
all come from the Preſence cf the Lord at 
is Second Coming, as the follow ing Verſes ſhew, 
— — Now, I am much of the Mind, 
it our Eſſayer will either Acknowledge his 
ake in Perverting this Text; or, if he Try 

in to Square it-into the Gloſs he has put on 
he muſt een Uſe a little For anna and 
row ſome rain d Criticiſms, and Frivolous Di- 
Hlicus Cut of that Cart load of them whereof 
Speaks P. 31. Unleſs, Perhaps, when he finds 
eeds ſuch Art to make out his Senle of it; 
become Jealous of it, that it is not the genuine 
aning, or that he may be ſafely Ignorant ot 
without Danger to his Soul, as he tells us 
31. 1 As 
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| As to what he adds P. 29. in his Appell Wa 

the common underſtanding of Mankind, it Now 
to the Ground, together with the wrong Micke. 
from whence he Infers it, and ſo 1 ſhail Diff) bel 

It, only with this one Obſervation, Thar, W 3 

to Digreſs ſo far, as to Examine His Wy + 1. 
ſpeaking in- that Paragraph, about Denfſ© 0 
and Promiſes, I fear, I ſhould find it border ing wal 
much upoffuhe Necuomian Doctrine, of thy by of 

pel's being a new Preceptive Law with Sanction, y x 35 
is but another Phraſe for a Covenant of I . = 
tho? in Milder Terms. But I will not Y * 

on this. TP | N 
mY — next Scripture P. 29. is Ads v. 3 1. war J 
weare Told, That Chriſt is an exalted p 2 
and Saviour to give Nepentance and Forgiven 4 | 6 
Sins. The whole of his Bantering Way of R. . 3 op 

ang from this Scripture, is taken from the ( ien 
In which theſe Benefits of Repentance and R . g 
gon of Sins are placed in the Sacred Record. phages 

- here we ſhall alſo rake under our Conſider ? hey # 
Luke 24. 4 7. ¶ That Nepentauce and Remiſſion ech H, 
 Thould be Preach'd in his Name amoug al/Nation which 
Þecauſe he Reaſons from it in the ſame Ms: nor 
Well, then, it ſeems, it is a received Rule Golpe! 
our Eſayer, That the Order of Words 1 the Ble 

| Bible, is always the Order of Things themffang are 
Vitheut this Suppoſition, his Reaſonings Jello 
no Purpeſe at all; and were it worth w| Fon 

could Expoſe it to the Conviction even « ogg 
_ Unlearned by a Multitude of Inſtances fro bee de 
Kripture, herein the Order of Words 1 Neenly 
capt be admitted as the Proper Order of 492 

rhemſelbes. Bur I ſhall go no further, te 3 
his Mouth on this Head, Than one of thqquin boy 
$eyipturcs which he himſelf Quotes in this 

„P. 39. viz. Jai. 55. 7. Let the Miled ave an 
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is Wax and the Unrighteous Man His Trovcrts 
Now, will the F/ayer,from thence, Infer, That 
icked Man doth, and mult foeſake his Evil 

ays beſore he forſake his Evil Thoughts, and that 
pentance muſt be firſt ated in the Life, before | 
ere be a change in the Heart, becauſe the 
icked Man's forſaking his Way, is placed before 
e Unrighteous Man's forſaking his Thoughts. 
t then as ro Theſe Scriptures theraſelves, I am 
ch of the Opinion of that Eminent Man Mr. 
hu Brown upon Juſtification as to the Mean- 
g thereof. ? Chap. 29. P. 360 Par. 9. Re- 
pentance ( ſays he) ſometimes includeth all 
that is required in Order to Salvation upon 
Mans part, or all that is required to Eſcape 
Periſbing, and thus it is to be underſtood, Acts 
v. 31. SS He --- I very much doubt if our E, 
er Will be able to Diſprove This Ghſs ; And, 
Repentance here, be taken in ſuch a Com- 
chenſive Senſe, ſo, alſo muſt Remiſſin of Sins 
„as this ſame Author P. 371 affirms on the 
other Text Luke 24. 47. Repentance here(ſ{ay- 
eth He) is to be underſtood of all that Duty 
which is called for in the Goſpel, This being 
a ſhort Sum of the whole Preaching of the 
Goſpel; and therefor, by Remiſſion of Sins, all 
the Bleſſings and Favours, That Sinners need, 
and are promiſed in the Goſpel, muſt be un- 
derſtood. So he. Now, all that can be infer- 
| from this is, That a Man is converted, made 
rue Penitent, is renewed in Heart and Life, 
fore he come to the full Enjoyment of the 
zavenly Inheritance, when Sin ſhall be done 
ay, not only in its Gzilt but in its Being. This 
omprehenſive View appears to me to be the 
in meaning of Thele Texts: For in Both we 

Eve an Account of the Doclriue, which Theſe 
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Hirnetke⸗ for Chriſt were to Preach unto 
World; and tis not to be ſuppoſed that thi 
were only to Preach the Duty of Repentan 
taking it ſtrictly as a Grace Diſtinct from Fa: 
and other Graces ; nor the Privilege of Remifſi 
taking it alone as a Diſtinct Privilege by it {| 
but, That Faith, and #ther Graces, nay the whe 
Courſe and Practiſe of Holineſs, « are comprehet 
ded under the Term Repentance in theſe Place 
and all the Privileges cf the juſtified Perſon ut 
der the Term Remiſſion of Sins. And, takir 
theſe Texts thus, as that Judicious Divine 
Brown doth, they do not at all prove the Prec 
dency of True Goſpel Repentance, as a Diſtin 
Grace, unto Faith in Chriſt, laying hold on 
Righteouſneſs unto Conflitutive” Julification a 
Un with Chriſt. I might adduce other E 
nent Divines and Interpreters, who take t 
Word Repentaxce in this Large Senſe, when 
is brought in as the Subject of the Preaching 
the Goſpel. So doth that Learned and juſt 

| valued Divine and Interpreter PAREUS 
his Comment: on Math: Chap: 3. v, 2. | 
P. 15, Summam predicationis Baptiſt 

© verbo exponit HETavoer 7s Reſipiſcite, Totat 
“ Converſioncm precipit, tum animorum et Cot 
« dium a vanis erroribusad fidem Chriſti; Tui 
« vitæ et morum, ab impietate et vitiis ad ve 
« ram Pietatem, quæ RESIPISCENTIA voc 
« tur, cum PENITENTIA, proprie tamet 
« ſit Dolor ex errore et peccato admiſlo Con 
© cept's. Anddownward, He expreſly Teache 
That Repentance flows from Faith, His Word 
are © Hinc, duo Habemus, I. veram Reſipif 
« ſcentiam non eſſe ſine Fide, ſed requirere Fi 
« dem in Chiſtum, immo N. B. ex fide, tan 
" quam ex Raise pullulare, qui enim vult al 

Deus 

conce 
tance 
fication 
thor b 
Point, 
ſaid, { 
Notio 
gi vene, 
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Deum accedere, hoc eſt, Reſipiſcere et ad Deum 
« eonverti, eum opertet credere, hoc eſt, de gra- 
« tja er Miſericordia Dei in Chriſto. N. B. certo 
*© confidere, ſecus Deum ut ſeverum Judicem 

* peccator ſemper retugiet, quia Deus Ignis 
* Conſumens eſt. II. Gratiam Dei priorem eſſe 
| © noſtra Reſipiſcentia; proinde, non eſſe noſttæ 

«© Reſipiſcentiz effettum, ſed Cauſam ; non e- 
« nim Baptiſta dicit Penitentiam agite, quia 
* hoc modo deinde appropinquabit Regnum 
Dei, ted priore loco Gratiam præponit, Reg- 
num Gratiæ jam appropinquabit, ergo Reſipiſ- 
« cite, But I proceed to the other Texts, Our 
Eſſajer here Quotes. 1 
His next is 1 Jo. 1. 9. If we Confejs our Sins, 
© God is Just and Faithful to F.rgive us our Sins, I 
«© hope then (ſays he) Repentauce which is here de- 
r ſcribed by Confeſſing is neceſſary to Pardon, 
© eſpecially, when we are Peremptorly told, 
* That except we Repent we ſhall Periſh, Luke 
* xiii. 3. And that He who confeſſeth and for- 
« ſaketh his Sins ſhall find Mercy, Prov. 28. 13. 
© Repent and be baptized for the Remiſſion of 
6 Sins, As ii. 28. Now, Sir, when I conſi- 
der What is really the Queſtion in Debate, viz. 
concerning the Priority of True Goſpel Repen- 
tance unto Faith, and our firi? Conſtitutive Juſti- 
fication, I cannot help concluding that our Au- 
thor by adducing theſe Texts is quite off the 
Point, miftakes the Queſtion, and I had almoſt 

ſaid, ſeems to fall into a Jumble of Incoherent 
i Notions. Tis plain here, that he makes For- 
orveneſs of Sins and Eternal Salvation, or not 
Periſhing Equivalent Terms, and indeed, I find 
he uſes them Promiſcuouſly in this Queſtion ; 
for, after he had quoted 1 Jo. 1. 9. To confirm 
the Inference he draws from it, he quots Luke 

| G22 13. 
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13. 3. and Prov. 28, 13. and As 2. 38. with 
an ESPECIALLY, whereby he introduceth them 
as Explicatory and Confirmatory of the former Quo- 
tation, 1 Jo. 1. 9. So then, Forgiveneſs of Sins, 
1 Jo. I. 9. and Remiſſzon of Sins, Acls 2. 38. are 
the ſame Thing with Xo: Periſhing, Luke 13. 3. 
and finding Mercy, Prov. 28. 13. Now, This 
I take notice of here, not becauſe I think other- 

wiſe (for I am. indeed ofOpinion that they are all 
the ſame Thing in theſe Places, and that they are 
to be underſtood of Compleat Salvation in Hea- 
ven) But I obſerve it, becauſe, according to 
this True Acceptation of theſe Phraſes, Theſe 
Quotations do not ar all ſerve our Author's Pur- 
poſe. They Prove not what is in Queſtion, for 
ue do not Refuſe that Confeſſion of Sin, Repen- 
tance and forſaking of it are Antecedent unto 
finding Mercy at the Day of the Lord, and eſcaping of 
Veriſping, and ſo unto Remiſſion and Forgiveneſs in 
that Senſe. 8 5 | „„ 

But to make this Matter more clear, let us a 
little Conſider theſe Scriptures themſelves. That 
Text 1 John 1. 9. F ue confeſs our Sins, God is 
jus? and Faithful to forgive us our Sins, is plainly 
to be underſtood of the Godly, of whom he 
Speaks in the Context, and ſo of thoſe who 
are already in a juſtified ſtate. Who had Com- 
munion with God, and who were cleanſed from 
their Sins by the Blood of Jeſus; The Apoſile 
tells ſuch, that tho' they were in this happy 
State, yet they were not without Sin, and by 
way of Suppolition, he Argues, That if they 
ſhould ſay they had no Sin they ſhould Deceive 
themſelves. And then if we Confeſs our Sins c. 
Now the Confeſſion here, being, That of a 
juſtified Perſon, it is a Confeſſion that proceeds 
from Faith's Views of a reconciled God gh che 

| Face 
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Face of Chriſt, like that of the Prodigal, after 

the Father had received him into his Embraces ; 
And Conſequentiy, the F-r7g:veneſs of Sins cannot 
be underſtocd of the F:rft General Conſtitutive Par- 

don, by Which a Perſon is brought into a juſti- 
fied State, but Such after Pardon as is Conſiſtent 
with that Unalterable and Permanent State of 
Juſtification ; And ſo, mult be underſtood of the 
removing of the Tokens of Fatherly Diſpleaſure, 
(and not the taking off His Vindictive Wrath, 
which is done compleatly in the Conſtitutive 
Juſtification.) Or the Intimation of their Par- 
don, the reſtoring unto them the Joy of God's 
Salvation, which may be interrupted by their 
Sins, till they come to a Penitent Confeſſion 
thereof ; or, it may be underſtood of the Senten- 
tial Pardon, at the great Day. However, be- 
ing juſtified Perſons of whom he ſpeaks, it can't 
be underſtood of the Firſt Conſtitutive Pardon, 
whereof they were poſſeſſed, and which they 
could never fall from. Indeed, I. acknowledge 
that in bringing in a Sinner unto a juſtified 

State, he is brought to Confeſs and acknowledge 
his Sins, but then I Maintain that all that Con- 

feſſion of Sins which goes before Faith and ſuſti- 
fication is not from a True Evengelical Frame 
and Diſpoſition of Soul, but is the Fruit of the 
Spirit of Bondage, and that a Perſon never 
comes to a True Senſe of Sin, or a true Peni- 
tent Confeſſion of it till he get Faith's Views of, 
that Blood that cleanſeth from all Sins. I think 
then this Scripture 1 Jo. 1. 9. will not ſerve 
our Eſſayer's purpoſe. by at „ 

And, he will find as little help from the next. 
Luke XIII. 3. Except we Repent we ſhail pe- 

rifh. It being Evident that Rebentance, in that 
Place, includes the whole of Reformation, an 

that 
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that not periſhing, is to be underſtood of our 
Compleat Salvation in Heaven. Tis, indeed a 
certain Truth, That they who Periſh do come 
ſhort of the Forgiveneſs of their Sins, and that 
the Finally Impenitent ſhall periſh, and that in 
this Text there's an inſeparable Connection be- 
twixt Impenitency and Eternal Ruin; But, what 
is all this to the preſent Queſtion, concerning 
the Priority of True Evangelical Repentauce unto 
True ſaving Faith and our Conſtitutive Juſtification? 
When we aſſert, That God brings-the Sinner 
unto this true Goſpel Repenrance, and, unto 
true Goſpel new Obedience, theſe Fruits meet for Re- 
pentance; by giving them Faith's Views of a 
Redeemer, and drawing out their Souls to re- 
ceive and apply his Righteouſneſs, and thereby 
juſtifying and Uniting them to Chriſt; and, 
That from thence true Repentance and Refor- 
mation Flows, we do no leſs Maintain the Ne- 

ceſſity of Repentance to eſcape Periſhing, than 
our Author can pretend to do; Only we Main- 
rain the true Method of Grace according to the 
very Nature and Spirit of the Goſpel, which 
Flees in the Face of the Suppoſitien of any Kind 
of true and Evangelical Obedience, or Good 
Works, whether done by us or wrought in us, 
antecedent unto our Union with, and Marriage 
unto Chriſt, which is made up by Faith, not as 

a2 Work, but as an Inſtrument. Till then, we 
bring forth no Fruit unto God, Till then we 
are not in the Vine, and ſo CANNOT bring 

forth Fruit; Till then, we are the Corrupt Tree, 
| Remaining in the old Stock as Adam's Degene- 
rate Race; And, till we be Tranſplanted and 
Ingrafted into Chriſt the ſecond Adam, and 
the true Vine our Repentance, or other good 
Works cannot be called tiue Evangelical Works 
of Holineſs, FRY N 
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What I have ſaid on Luke 13. 3. May be ap- 

plyed to the next Scripture quoted, viz. Prov. 
28. 13. He who conteſſeth and forſaketh his 
Sins ſhall find Mercy. Only it may be conſi- 
dered, That when he ſpeaks of FORSAKING as 
well as Confiſſing Sins, he plainly underſtands 
Reformatiou of Life, but how this can be before 
ſaving Faith, and our Union vith Chriſt and 
our Conſtitutive Juſtiſicarion, I ſee not. Indeed 
a Man may thro the Force of a Legal. Convicti- 
on be ſcarred from the Practice of theſe Gre 
Enormities of Liſe, he hath formerly been invol- 
ved in; But, I Hope, our E/ayer will not think 
this all that is included in a TRUE forſaking of 

Sin; Nevertneleſs, till a Man have that Fai 
that Wirketh by Love, purifieth the Heart, and oe. 
cometh the World, he will never OTHERIVATS, 

Forſake Sin. And ſo, Then fading Mercy cannot 
be underſtcod of the Firſt Conſtitutive Juſtifica- 
tion. I find Mr. Brown underſtands it of Feli- | 
city here, and hereafter, and that, in Oppcſition 
to not proſpering, mentioned in the Firſt part of 
the Verle, vid. Brown on Juſtification Chap. 29. 
P. 372. And I think his Gloſs, true and ſolid. 
Our Author's next Quotation is Acts II. 38. 

Repent and be Baptized for the Remiſſion of Sins. But 
how little this will be to his purpoſe may be 
Evident, if we conſider, That, if Repentance in 
this Text be underſtood as a Grace dickinct {rom 
Faith, Then, it would appcar to exclude Faith 
from its Intereſt in Remi ſſion of Sins. As alſo, 

| Baptiſm will be made no leſs neceſſary, in Order 
to Pardon, than Repertaicce. T am much of Mr. 
Brown's Mind concerning the Meaning of this 
Text. Who ſays, The true meaning of Act. 2. 
_ 38, 18 [ Turn from your former Way of ſeek- 
ing Salvation by your own Corrupt Imagina- 

tions 
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** rions and Superſtirions, which led you, out 
of Blind Zeal, to Crucify the Lord Chriſt ; 
cc 

© preached unto you, through the Lord whom 
ye Crucified, that ye may Receive Remiſſion 
* of Sins through Faith in him. Brews on juſti- 
* fication Chap. 29. P. 370. ] And indeed I 
find when the Term Repentance is join'd with 
Baptiſm; it is plainly to be meant of Faith it ſelf, 
whereby, that Gracious Change is introduced 

«c 

which Terminats in Repentance taken for Refe- 
mation or a Holy Life, as is Evident from Paul's 
Commentary on John's Baptiſm of Repentance, Acts 

19. 4. Then ſaid Paul, John verily Baptized with 
the Baptiſm of Repentance. Saying .unto the People, 
N. B. That they ſhould believe on Him who ſhould 

Where tis come aſter him, that is on Chrift Jeſus. 
plain That when Repentauce is placed alone before 
Baptiſm, it muſt be underſtood of Faith ; for ſo 
Paul explains it in this Place.. And again tho' 
Baptiſm is placed before Remiſſion of Sins, accord- 
ing to the Order of Words, its not to be under- 

| ſtood as neceſſarly going before it according to 
the Order of Exiſtence; ſo ſays the Judicions Calvin 
on this Text, Act. II. 38.“ Tametfi, in Con- 
*© textu verborum, Baptiſmus Remiſſionem pec- 
« catorum hic præcedit, N. B. Ordine tamen ſe- 
* quitur, quia nihil aliud eſt quam bonorum, 
© quz per Chriſtum Conſequimur, obſignatio, 
© ut in Conſcientiis noſtris recta ſint. Our E- 
ſayer, then, obtains nothing to prove his Point 
from this Text. The next, mentioned viz. 
Luke 24. 47. hath been conſidered before. But, 

We muſt take Particular Notice of the Folow- 
ing viz. Iſai. LV. 7. Let the Wicked forſale his 
M ay, and the unrighteous Mau his Thoughts,and turn 
to the Lurd and be will have Merch and tu our God. fur 

2 

and Embrace the Goſpel of Salvation, now 

0 

he 
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he will abundantly Pardon. Becauſe, Tho' 
our Eſſayer doth but barely Mention it; Yer, 
Some, on this Head, do boaſt of it as unanſwe- 
rable. So doth Principal Hadow- Ant. Detect. 
P. 53. And now, Sir, I will beg your Pardon,to 
make a Digreſſion (which I hope will not be all- 
together unprofitable ) to conſider what this 
Eminent Champion hath advanced, as the Meaning 
and Scope of this Text. | 
The Principal. | Ant. Detect. P. 53. | hath 

theſe Words. * Repentance, or forſaking of Sin, 
« hath the Promiſe of Pardon annexed unto it, & 
ce the Duty is enforced from the encouraging 
* Promiſe of this Gracious Benefite, following 
ce therecn, ſai, LV. 7. Let the Wicked forſake - 
his Way &c. This Divine Oracle ( ſays he) 
„ doth look, the Anti omian Error out of Coun- 

* renance, and will ſtand its Ground againſt all 
« Oppoſition. TE 

The P.. it ſeems, takes it for granted, that 
it is an Antinomian Error to Maintain, That 8 

 TIFICATION and PARDON goeth heſure True 
Evengelical REPENT ANCE; But, how does he 
make this Good? Indeed we are told That 
Antinomians Maintain, That Repentauce is a. Legal 
Duty and Exerciſe, and, That it is not to be per- 
for med by BELIEV., ERS, becauſe they dre uct under | 

the Lau; And, this Error we Heartily Condemn: 
Bur, I cannot find that what they Maintain 
concerning the Priority of FusZification unto Re- 
pentance is accounted one of their Errors. Mr: 
Rutherfurd who made a very narrow Enquiry 
into their Errors in his Survey of Antiuomiani/m, 
and, who frequently takes notice of them in his 
other Writtings, never Charges them with This 
as an Error: Nay, ſo far from this, that in his 

Griſt Dying and drawing P. 593: and 594. He 
| Maintalns 
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_ Maintains whas our E/ſayer and his Patron P 

 Hadow calls Error, and an Antinumian Error, to 
be Goſpel Truths. He is ſpeaking of the Belie vers 
Deliverance 1. from the Guilt of Sin, or our Obli- 
gation to Eternal Wrath, and all the Puniſhments 
of Sin, according to the Order of Juſtice by the 
Law of God, and of the Blot of Internal Guilt of 
Sin, by which Sin Dwelleth in us by Nature. 
P. 593. And then, with Reſpe& to theſe He 
ſays © P. 594. In Regard of the Former, Faith 
in Chriſt is N. B. The ONLY MEANS and 
« Way to get out of our Bondage and Miſery ; 
ce in Regard of the Latter, Repentance and the 
C whole Trace of our new Obedience, are the 
© Means to Eſcape out of this Miſery, nor do we 
c N. B. make, Acts of Sanctification Compart- 
* ners and joint Cauſes and Conditions in 
the Work of Juſtification — But, Repentance 

* and new Obedience are Means, tending to our 
© eſcaping out of the Later Bondage -— For 
« (fays he a little downward ) to Repent and 
© Love the Brethren, to obey our Parents, as 
« looking. thereby for Remiſſion of Sins, would 
«© be unlawtui and a falling from Chriſt: But, 
in the Matter of Sanctification and of Teſtity- 
ing our Thankfulneſs to Chriſt for the Work of 
Redemption, they are not unlaw ful, but com- 
*: manded as neceſſary Duties. Whence it is 
Evident Mr. Rutherfurd places nothing. before 
Juſtification but Faith, for he calls it the ONLY 
MEAN, and WAY, to get from under the 
Guilt of Sin, or Obligation to Eternal Wrath: 
He excludes all Acts of Sandication, as Copart- 
ners or joint Cauſes and Conditions, in the 
Work of Juſtification. He aſſigns another, and, 
indeed the proper Place to Repentance, and New 
Obedience, and expreſly tells us, we are not to ** | 5 | 98 
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r Remiſſion of Sins thereby. So far is this 
minent Man, who, in his Day, Honourably 
— 2 Hadow's Chair; from the Opinion of his 
—_— * 3 
But now, let us Trace the Principal in his Ghſs 
Ifai. LV. 7.T Ant. Det. P. 53]“ In the 
Beginning ( ſays he) of this Chapter, the 
Mercat of Free Grace is opened with a Call 
to every one that Thirſteth to come, without 
Money and without Price, and in v. 7. the Offer 
of Merey is extended to the Wicked and Un- 
righteous, Bur, That the Do&rine of Grace 
might not be reproached, as if it gave any 
Encouragement to ImpenitentSinners,to expe 
Pardon, the Wicked are required toforſake their 
Way, elfe they come not within the Compaſs 
of this Goſpel Promiſe of Pardonmg Mercy. 
DECLAIMED LIKE A DOCTOR INDEED® 

| ConfifFent With himſelf too in that Famous Sen- 
ce in his Snodica] S:rmen on 1 Jo. 5. 11. P. 
. viz. [And as to the Conditional Promiſe (He 
t Believerh ſhall be ſaved ) N. B. it 1s made 
Believers only Exclufively of ethers | a Sentance, 
ich, in The Scope and Subſtance of the Marrow 
28 &c. is ſufficiently expoſed, as both Error 
1 Nonſenſe. In ſhort,the Principal, Will, it ſeems; 
e Perſons Mole, before they come to the 
fician, and clean before they come to the 
ntain. He'll have none but True Penitents 

Believers, invited to come to the Mercat of 
Fe Grace. But, with your leave, R. Sir, why 
come without any Money at all, and ſeek 
ntance it ſelf from the Glorious Prince, who is 
ted to give it? The Principal proceeds, and 
s us © Tis Evident 1. That the Wicked 
an's forſaking his Way, and the Unrighteous 
an his Thoughts, and his returning unto 

Pe Lord go before 1 Chtsiuing the Rr 
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e of his Sins. 2. That this forſaking and . C 
“turning, are hot Acts of Man's Free Will, ;;;., 
* duced by his own Natural Powers, a 1IITs 
* Law Work; but they are Fruits of the . f 
< newing Spirit, and actings of the new CAbedie 
e They ate even Repentance unto Life, ſeq pate, 
« they have by Divine Promiſe, Pardonfſp ar 
Mercy annexed unto them. | is b 
I would here. ask This R. Doctor, Is Ithe 7 
Furſaking and Returuing, and this Repentance aps, 
Le, A good Work? This I ſuppoſe He 
Grant; becauſe; He ſays, they are -= actings of iu, th 
new "Creature: ' But then, let me ask for hi 
Whither the Promiſes connected with g An 
Works are not Fit & Primarily to be underſinds 
as made to the Perſon, who 1s accepted fre ves ſe 

and without Conſideration of them, and the to 7 
to the Work? Had not GOD firſt a reſpett in o. 
Abel, and then to his Offering? If ſo, Then Ptures 
Promiſe made to ſuch good Works as theſeſſncien 
Repentance aud forſaking of Sin muſt preſupflarance 
the Perſon to be accepted. And ſo a Beliaſſyery | 
and a juſtified Perſon. And ſo, he muſt b epent 
Believer and a juſtified Perſen, before he ql, if: 
in Anu Evangelical Pay,Forſake his Sin and retho leſs 
unto the Lord by Repentance. I ask the RFicw t 
Whether, True Rebentance, can be called ter be 
Thing elſe but a good Work? Sure, it canffy. 6. 
be called an LHrument of Juſtification, as Faitſhf Bel. 
This all Orthodox Divines own, That Faid Won 
the Aleue Inſtrument of Juſtification ; This ¶ ineyi 

Church Maintains, as every Child will tell Fentanc 
P. who can Repeat the Anfwer to Q. W'fivg ur 
Juſtification ? Now, If ſo, Then Repentiff we ca 
going before Juſtification can have no Cauſal be a 
or Relation unto it, but as a Good Mork. Niof the 
let us Hear, What Our Clzrch Jays of al Fargor 
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. Confeſs. Chap. 16. H. 2. God Works done 
edience to God's Commandments are N. B. the 
rs and Evidences of a True and Lively 
If Repentance then be a Good Vier done 
bedience to God's Conimand, I think it is 

Faith in Order of Nature, at leaſt, unleſs 
. and the EJayer will Maintain, that the 

is before the Tree, and the Evidence be- 
Irhe Thing whereof it is an Evidence. But 
aps, our R. Principal will alledge, that it is 
he priority of Repentance to Faith, but to 
on, that he Maintains. I know ſome alledge 
for him. But it is a very Fooliſh pretence; 
Ant. Det. P. 50. Tho' the Principal 

nds this not to be the preciſe Queſtion, yet 
es ſome Reaſons for the priority of Repen- 
te to Faith, taken from its being firſt placed 
iÞ in our Larger Catechiſm, and in ſeveral 
Ptures; and what ever be in it ſelf, it mult be 
eſmcient Document of the P's. Opinion, that 
Nitance is before Faith, ſeeing he Argues from 
Avery ſame Topick concerning the Priority 
bfepentance unto Forgiveneſs P. 5 1. And in- 
, if the Argument be good the one Way, 

Mo leſs Cogent the other. But waving futher 
NMicw this at the Time, our Confefſ. puts this 

ter beyond Debate in the above cited Chap. 
ul). 6. wherein we are Taught that The Per- 

Jl 

i Believers being accepted through Chriſt, Their 
d Works alſo are accepted in him. Now 
inevitable, that the P. muſt Either deny 
| Fentance unto Life, forſaking of Sin and 
'$ivg unto the Lord, to be a good V/York ; (But 
tal we can't think he will do, ſeeing he owns 
alÞ be a Fruit of the renewing Spirit, and an 
Nof the new Creature and hath the Promiſe 
Farqon annezed to it;) OR he myſt own, 
=. E 2 Thats 
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That a Perſon muſt be a ju$ified Perſon, a Mc 4 
ver, before He can perform this good VVS, Th 
Or he muſt ſay, that a Perſon can be acceptqſin 
Chriſt, and yet, not be a Juſtified Perſon ; c 

muſt een turn a little Cool upon that Parag. 
of our Confeſl. That Maintains, That the Pe 
muſt be accepted, before their Good VMI 
can be accepted. Or, Finally he muſt bo 
ſome Quirks of Vt, ſome rain d Criticiſms 
laftick niceties, and Frivolous Diftiaftions,out of 
Cart Load of them, whereof our FE/ayer Sp 
P. 31. For I know nothing elſe can Help 
out at a Dead lift, m this Point, at leaſt perl 
theſe may keep his Countenance a little, with 

 Admirers, and preferve the Character he 
got among them of being a GREAT MA) 
DEEP REACH, a PROFOUND SCHOLE 
and One whom tis almoſt Criminal, as wel 
Fooliſh to offer to Confute. | 
As to the ſecond Thing which the P. ſay 
Evident, viz. That this Frſaking and Retunſ 
are not Afts of Man's free Mil but Fruits of th 
newing Spirit, &c. I am, indeed, of his 
That this is a Truth it ſelf, and Evident end 
from other Scriptures ; but, without the P 
pal's Spectacles, I cannot ſee, how all th 
Evident from this Text, Jaiah LV. 7. Th 
ſhould even Stare, and Bite my Fingers to fink 

But now, to go on With the Principal, P. 
He thinks fit to Step aſide a little to M 
Friend, and to take notice of a falſe Gloſ 
he thinks) of this Text, Iſai. 55. 7. whic 
finds in a Printed Sermon Preached by a! 
rend Divine at DENNY Aug. 11 1718. 
The P. having told us, P. 54. That unto, 

Learned Divine's Goſs Favoured both the of > 

row and the Auchterarder Poſition, Cendeiff che. 
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he Aſſembly, viz. | That it is not Sound to 
„ That we muſt forſake Sin, in order to our 
ing to Chriſt, and inſtating us in Covenant 
God.] In his Sermon, P. 32 (ſays the P. 
) He gives the Import of Iſaiah 55. 7. Let 

Wicked Man forſake his Way, and the Unrighteous 
tis Thoughts, (his Ways and Thoughts of 
f) And in Returning to the Lord, he will find 

=, and Pardon. © His Plain meaning then 
( ſays the R. P.) That, in this Text the 
cked and Unrighteous Man is not called. 
forſake his Wicked Ways, and Evil 4 

Poughts; His Hatred and Contempt of God, 
$ Envy and Malice againſt his Neighbour, 
Abominable Luſts, and Wickedneſs of Life, 
JYOrder to Forgiveneſs. But, only, to for- 
Ie his own Thoughts and ways of Relief, ſuch 

Truſting to his o'vn Righteouſneſs, for 
ification, and ſetting about Reformation, 

bring it as a Price in his Hand to Com 
nd him to Chriſt: And if he Hrſake theſe 
ys of-Relief, he ſhall obtain Mercy and 

rdon, tho he do not yet forſake his Sinful 
d Wicked Ways, ---- and Downward, He 

"S's, This Gloſs is contrived and advanced to 
lude the Neceſſity of the Wicked Man's 

niaking his Sins, in order to his obtaining 

A. WY 

> Pardon of Them. 
gow R. Doctor, ler. me ask you Gravely, 
Sher a Man may not injure a Text, or the 

ing of any Author by Subiftrafion of ſome 
Is and Phraſes, that go in to make the Sen- 

E Compleat, and to ſet the true Senſe there- 
a clear Light, as well as by ADDITION 
unto, of a Word or Phraſe, explicatory 
of? I ſhall by and by Conſider what you 
If the Addition, which you alledgs the Denn 

Glo; 
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Gloſs makes to the Text. Iſai. 55. 7. But, u 
Time, let Us enquire a little into your Subſtr 
on of theſe” Words from the Denny Gloſs 
Returning to the Lord | That Learned Divine Spe 

not, Ita Man forſake theſe Thoughts and W. 
| of Relief, he ſbal obtain Mercy and Pardon, 
ſays, N. B. in Returning to the Lord, he 
find Mercy and Pardon. And, for my pa 
know not how a Sinner can return unto 

Lord, but in the Way of Believing, which i 
Soul's coming te Chrift, as his City of Refuge. 
again R. Doctor, let me ask you, What do 

mean by making ſuch a Diſtinction bet 
theſe Two, a Man's forſaking his falſe Ways 
Thoughts of Relief, and his ferſaking his N 
Ways, and Thoughts? You ſeem to put 
a difference betwixt thele T'wo, as 
Man's falſe Ways and Thoughts of Relief were 
to be claſſed among his Hicked Ways and Thou 
But further R. Sir, you ſeem to ſuppoſe, W 
a Man, before he be Juſtified, can forſake 
Hatred of God, his Enmity and Malice ag 
his Neighbour, his Abominable Luſts and 
kedneſs of Life. i. e. If I take you right, he 
Love God, and his Neighbour, with a true W. 
cere Love, and fo fulfil the whole Law, he 
be a Holy Man, in Heart and Life, before 
be Reconciled to him, before he be a juſt 
Perſon, he muſt be 4 Godly Man before he. 
Juſtified i. e. 9. d. non Obſtante, that Paul | 
laid, Rom. 4. 5. That God Juſtifies the Nets 
GODLY, ye: J, P. Hadow, ſay, it's only s, 
GODLY whom God Juſtifys. 3% 
But now, we muſt follow tne R. P. in F“ 
Obſervations which he offers for Vindicating i 
Text from the Denny Gloſs, and for confiri be. 

the Pruta propoſed. The 1. Obſervationſ'© 
— 

1 
h 
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That the Author of the - Gloſs makes an Ad- 
dition to the Text without any Ground, or 
J Countenance from the Words. The. Text 
peaks of the Wicked and Unrighteous Man's 

LIEF } and, it ſuch like Additions were al- 
lowed, The Holy Scripture would be turn- 

Jed into a Nie of Fas, to be plyed to every 
one's Fancy. „„ 

1 But now, Sir, is there the leaſt ſhadow of a 
round for what you here Advance ? Is there 
y Thing here, but an Expreſſion, Explaining 
bat is contained in the Text? If the P. pre- 
nd, that this is an Addition to the Text, I ſee 
ot but he muſt diſcard all Commentaries on Scrip- 
te. Neither is the Denny Gloſs Singular. The 

. himſelf owns that, Acts 11. 38 is Parallel to 
ai. LV. 7. Now, I find, Mr. Brown on Juſtificati- 

In. Chap. , 29. P. 370.. Explaining that Text the 
me Way. Repent for the Remiſſion of Sins,. 
He ſays, The true Meaning of the Place is, 

vat ion, by your own Corrupt Imaginations, 
and Superſtitions, and embrace the Goſpel 
Way of Salvation. And, what is this bur to 
1 from vain Thoughts, and Ways of Re- 

The P's Second Obſervation, is no leſs out of 
4 he way than the Firſt. Speaking of the for- 

id Denny Gleſs, He ſays. P. 55. That, it is 
ot agrecable to the ſimple and Genuine Mean- 
ng of the Words, as uſed in Scripture; And, to 

g ind Thoughts are to be uuderſtood Picked Ways 

rd Wicked Thoughts, Now this is granted to 
ihe R. Doctor. But what will he 1nake of it? 
-1 . Truely, 

\ 

ny, and Thoughts, and he adds. [OF RE 

onfirm this, he Labours hard to prove what #0 

in Bed) Denys That, by the Wicked Man's Ways 

4 | 

turn from your former Way of ſeeking Sal- 
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Truely, he infers very Learnedly, that ſeeing bl « 
Ways and Thoughts here, are meant Wicked Will C- 
and Thoughts, it can't be underſtood of ways I it! 
Relief., But, why ſo, Good Sir, are not the V. 
"Thoughts and ways of Relief, which Carn Ter 
Men contrive and rely upon, Wicked Ways ail of 
Thoughts? Is it not a Dreadful Wickedneſs i « 
veje& Chriſt, to refuſe him that ſpeaketh fro]; 
Heaven? Are they not Wicked Thoughts th 
lead Men to Build on their own Righteouſne « | 
and to go about to eſtabliſh it, and to refuſe ii 

ſubmit to the Righteouſneſs of Chriſt > No cc 
if ſuch Thoughts and Ways of Relief are. Wich 
ed Ways and Thoughts, there's no Force in thi « | 
2d Obſervation. 1 cc 

And, The Pr. Third Obſervation, P. 5 J. will 
Found to be to as little Purpoſe. © This Gd pF 
* (ſays he) is not agreeable unto the Scope aff air 
Context; For, the Invitation v. 1. to com e- 
& without Money ang wit haut Price, doth Impoi Bo, 
That the Man mult lay aſide all Conceit an] Ih 
« Confidence in his own Righteouſneſs ; I ali th: 
* grant ( ſays he) that the Exbeftulation Verlfſ ſuc 
$ 2. wherefore do ye Spend your Money, &c. mal Re 
“ Comprehend God's rejecting their Thought] Sv 
* and Ways of Relief — Very well. So far uf 
are agreed, --- But ſtill the Principal hari} . 
a KNACK whereby to keep. this Gh. fro « ; 

Travelling te the End of the Chapter, For, he tel 
us with Profound Learning ( for it ſeems he's we 
feen in the Jewiſh Antiquities, ) “ That, th 
* Exhortation in the Firſt four Verſes, is directe 

| ff to the Jews, a People who went about 1 « | 
{ | tc eſtabliſh their own Righteouſneſs. Rom. N 7 

te 2, But in V. 5. There's a Prediction of ti } 
| te bringing in of the Gentiles, Behold thou ſhalfl in 

j ] * gab a Nation that thou knoweſt not, Oc, agg t 



* call is extended unto them, V. 6. 7. What 

it the ſame Call rhe Jews got in the Firſt four 

of Relief? No fays, the P. for he tells us, 
« TheWicked and Unrighteous are the Gentiles, which 

ol © followed not after Righteouſneſs, Rom. 9. 39. 
bil © and fo, ( ſays he) the Thoughts and Ways 
Vl © they are called to forſake are N. B. NOT 
* < THOSE OF RELIEF, which ( ſays he) N. 
B. They ſought not after; but their Wicked and 
cy © Unrighteous Ways which they were Pur- 
mw © ſuing when they knew not God. —— EX 

c CELLENT ! 93 
But now, It I might borrow a FINE 
1 PHRASE from the ESSAYER P. 31.1 would 
all almoſt ſay, that It would raiſe Indignation in a 
om very Cool and Calm Temper to fiud Scripture and Senſe 
Poll both, Miſerably affronted by ſuch Profound Blunders, 
ar I had almoſt ſaid IGNORANCE, were it not 
al that I have to do with one, who is reputed 

ſuch a very Learud Rabbi. Of whoſe Deep 
Reach, in Interpreting Scripture, take another 

gn Swatch in the following Words, © Moreover, 
rv] ( ſays he) this Gloſs, reſtricts theCall to thoſe 
nt © who ſet up for their own ways of Relief, to 
fro © the Excluſton of the Gentiles and thoſe Wicked. 
tell © N. B. who ſeek not after Relief, and, unleſs ſuch 
come molt properly under the Deſignation of 

&« teous or Men of Iniquity, ſhall we think that 
they are not Comprehended in this Call, ſo ex- 

n. A“ preſly directed unto them 
; tf} Now, The whole of the Principal's Reaſonings 

in this 340B%/rvation are founded on theſe Things. 
at 1. That the Exhortations in the firf# four. 
ei Verſes are directed to The Jews only. 

2 Og 3. That 

| On GOSPEL and LEGAL PREACHING. 73 
Call, Pray R. Sir, is extended unto Them? Is 

Verſes ? If fo, Then are not they as well as the 
Jews called from their Vain Thoughts and Ways 

T [ Raſhang, and Iſh-aven | Wicked and Unrigh= 
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2. That the Wicked and Unrighteous V. 7. are 

the Gentiles only. 
That theſe Gentiles ſought not after Ways of 

Relief, and fo, their Thoughts and Ways can't 
be meant of Theſe, but of their Wicked and 
Unrighteous Ways and Thoughts. 

4. That the Denny Gloſs excludes the Gentiles 
_ thoſe Wicked who ſcek not after Nallet. 

n 
5. That the Gentiles come moſt properly auß 

der the Deſignation of ¶ Raſhaug and 1ſh-aven. 
Now let us conſider theſe Things. 
As to the 1. We Refuſe not the Exhortation 

in the firſt four Verſes is diretled to the Jews, but 
we ſee no Ground to think it is rectricted to them. 
The R P. owns P. 55. That in the beginning 
of the Chap. The Mercat of free Grace is of- 

fered with a Call ro every oze that thirſteth, to 
come without Money and without Price. But 
now, is this Mercat of free Grace only offered to 
the Jews ?\ God forbid. Now, if the Gentiles 
be comprehended in the Exhortarion in the firſt 
four Verſes, before mention is made of. the 
Prediction of the calling of the Gentiles, why 
may we not conclude, 
As to the 24 Thing I noticed, 7. zar the Mick 

ed and Uzrighteous, mentioned v. 7. are not the 
 GENTILES ONLY, but allo THE JEWS? 1| 
cannot, by all the Application of Thought 1 
am Maſter of, conceive, why Jews and Gentiles 
beth, are not comprehended i in the Exhortation 

| both in the firſt four V's and in V. 6. and 7. 
The P. will have the ft four V's which ( ſays 
he ) are directed to the Jews to be an Invitation 
to come without Money and without Price to 
the Mercat of free Grace, and what elſe is this 
but Faith? And hel have V. 7. which oy 

* 

/ 

a a.  Y 1 W 



02 GOSPEL and LEGAL PREACHING. 55 
belongs to the Gentiles to be meant of Repentance. 

Is this, then, the P's NEW SCHEME, That the 
| eu were called to Faith, and not to Repentance ? 
f and the Gentiles toRepentance, and not to Faith? 

or That the Jews are called fi-/# to Believe, and 
then to Repent ? and the Gentiles fir toRepent and 

c then to Believe? If this, or ſomething a kin to it 
be not his meaning, I can't underſtood to what 
Purpoſe he applys the giving of the Mercat of 

q free Grace to the Jews, and the Call to Repen- 
| rance unto the Gentiles, Nay, I am perfwaded 

all theſe Gracious Calls belong to Both. 
But then, as to the 34 Thing J noticed, viz. 

x That the P. Maintains, That the Gentiles Sought 
not after Ways of Relief; and fo, the Ways and 
Thoughts of Relief are not here to be under- 
ſtood. PITIFULL! --- --- Does the P. own 
that the Gentiles had a Law Written in their 

* Hearts? Does he own that their Conſciences 
ſometimes accuſed them for counteracting their 

Light? Theſe Things he cannot Refuſe unleſs 
l he Contradict the Apoſtle's Account of them. 

Rom, 2. 14. Well, then, does he ſay that under 
* Challenges, they had no Apprehenſions of an An- 

gry Diety ? And will the P. in -good Earneſt 
ſay, That the Gentiles had no vain Thoughts of 
Relief, no Thoughts and Ways. of appeaſing 

1 (as they imagined Their Gods? I cannot think 
1 he will adhere to this, he muſt een find ſome 

les other Quirk, for this will do him no Service. 
on Is it not very well known to every Smatterer, 
2 either in Hiſtory or Divinity, That the Gentiler, 

LY as well as the Jews, had Vain Thoughts and 
on Ways of Relief? What were their Kaum der, but 
TE lack? And will the P. ſay that all their Sacri- 

fices were Euchariſtical? Se” if he own that 
* they deſigned any of their Sacrifices for Expia- 

2 tion 
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tion, alſo; he muſt Confeſs that they had Vain 

Thoughts and Ways of Relief. Did they not 
Deviſe many fooliſh Wayes of Relief? The R. 
Mr. Haliburton late Collegue with this great P. 
tells us in his Book againſt Deiſm P. 126. 127, 
128. That many of the Gentiles under con- 
victions of Sin had Recourſe to Philoſophy, Mufick, 
and Mathematics, and Diverſe Waſhings, Sa- 
crifices, and theſe ſometimes of Men. And are 
theſe no Vain Thoughts of Relief? I hope the 
R. P. will not hold by this Aſſertion any longer, 
That the GENTILES Sought not after Ways of 
Relief. And I hope likewiſe he will grant, that | 
ſeeing they did, then the Text Jai. 55. 7. May 
be interpreted of theſe Wicked Ways of Relief. 
And I hope he will likewiſe ſee, that what we 
J)7ͤrT . 4 
In the 4. Place, as his Opinion, viz. That the 

Denny Gleſs excludes the Gentiles and thoſe Wic- 
ked, who ſeek not after Relief, is Groundleſs; 
tor it is evident both Jews and Gentiles did ſeek 
after Vain Ways of Relief, and fo the Gloſs in- 

cludes them both, and excludes neither of them. 
And conſequently I hope he will alſo own, 

As to the 5. Thing I noticed, viz. That he 
Thinks the Gentiles came moſt Properly under the 
Deſignation of [ Raſhang and Iſ-aven |] That 
there is no ſolid Ground for thatOblervation,theſe 
Terms being abundantly Applicable unto Wicked 
Perſons, whether Jeus or Gentiles, and perhaps, 
moreEſpecially to the JEWS, conſidering Their Pri- 
vileges and the Abuſe of em. . 8 

Tbe Ps. 4th Obſervation P. 58. is, That by 
« this Gloſs a Sinner may obtain Pardon while 
© he is yet Impenitent, and return to the Lord, 
«< without turning from Sin; for it makes the 
Term from which he turns, to be, not his oy | 

| fe. / .* 
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« and Groſs Abominations, but his Ways and 
«© Thoughts of Relief, and if he forſake Theſe, 
ce tho he forſake not his Wicked Ways, tho' he 

KRepent not of his Iniquous Thoughts, tho 
© he hath no true Sorrow, and Grief of Heart, 
'© for his God Provoking and Diſhonouring 
Sins, yet our God will abundantly Pardon 
« him. Which is ſo Groſs, that I hope its Au- 
thor will not own it. 
Here, let us conſider, That the Denny Gloſs 

doth not ſeparate the parts of the Text and ſay, 
only, That a Man who turns from his own way and 
Thoughts of Relief ſhall be Pardoned ; Tho he turn 

not to the Lord; But what he fays, is, That the 
Man who forjakes his Thoughts and Ways of Relief, 
ſhall N. B. IN RETURNING TO THE. 

| LORD, find Mercy and Pardon. And if the R 
Principal had but allowed himſelf Impartially to 
conſider this; and the Conne&ion of the Paſſage, 
he would perhaps have ſpared his Reflections. 
For, the Worthy Author, ſpeaking of Coming to 

| Chriſt ſhews, that many being convinced of their 
Sin, do ſet about Reformation, that they may 
come to Chrift, which ( he ſays ) isa Prepoſterous 
way, for ( fays he) it is evident from Rom. 6. 
14. ( which is his Text ) That a Man muſt be 
in Chriſt, that he may ſtudy Holineſs, and have 
the Victory over Sin. And foreſeing, that ſome 
would Object, That from this Doctrine, we are 
not, and need not part with Sin, in order to 
our cloſing with Chriſt, and may cloſe with 
Chriſt and retain Idols too; He ſays that the 
Caſe is miſtated; for the Queſtion is not, if a 
Man MAT Cloſe with Chrift and keep his Idols? Bur, 
If they CAN realy part with them before they Embrace 
Chriſt, and by Faith derive vertue from him for that 
Ed > This he denys, ang fays that the Scrip- 

1 ture 



(he ſays) * The Soul by the 
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ture ſeems allo to Determine againſt it, and af : 
ſerts, That Faith;preceeds San ification and Holi- 

neſs. Acts 15. 9. Purifying the Hart by Faith, Then 

© CAST of Grace ſees it ſelf, not only condem- 
© ned, but depraved, and deſperatly VVicked, 
“ and, That all its ESSATS for Peace, and 
ce growing better, are Ineffectual, it now ſees 
“ Chrilt made Righteouſneſs and Sanctiſicatibu, 
« for attaining of which, it Cloſes with him, 
« and this doth not ſay, They keep their Idols 
© when they do fo, but, finding the Power of 
Sw, Over-match for them, they Embrace him 
© as Gods Remedy, That they may be free'd 
ce trom ſuch an Exemy; And fo, it is a Coming 
<« to him Labouring and heavie Laden with the 
<« Senſe of Guiit and VVickedneſs, That they 
cc may have Relief, which (ſays he) Itake to be the 
Import of Iſaiah. 55: 7. And from all rhis, it 
1s plain, That he underſtands the Duty exhorted 
unto, to be Faith, which is a wicked Man's 
forſaking his VVay, and an Unrighteous Man 
his Thoughts of Relief, and his returning to the || 
Lord. „ 1 

5 is true, we may ſay, that the VVicked 
Man's Way, and the Unrighteous Man's Thoughts 
are the Terminus a quo, and the LORD is the 
Terminus ad Quem, and the Motion it felf, Faith. 
VVhich, in reſpcct ot the Terminus a Quo, may 

be called FORSAK ING; and in Reipect of the 
Terminus ad Quem, RETURNING; yet we are 
not to Imagin, ThatFer/aking is ONE Act of Faith; 

and returning ANOT HER diſtinct from it, and 
Poſterior to it: For, by that ſame AQ of Faith 
herby a Man Forſakes his VVay, and Thoughts 
of Relief, he doth Return unto the Lord for 
Relief. A Man, by one and the ſame Motion 

| | Turning 

NLIGHTNING _ 
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Turhing his back on the 772, turns his Face to 
the Eaſt. J Hope then the Denny Gloſs is yet ſafe. 

The P. s 5 Obſervation is That the 
ce true meaning of the Text, which he hath 
given in Oppoſition ro this Ghys, is confirmed 
e from the parallel Paſſages, Acts II. 38. and III. 
® 19. and Jai. 1, 16, 18. and Prov. 28, 13. 
But having already confidered all theſe Texts, ex- 
cept Iſai. 1. 16, 17. I ſhall not now inſiſt on 
them. And as to Jai. 1. 16, 17. It ſpeaks 
plainly of Actual Holineſe in both its Parts, and, 
to aſſert Af7ual Holineſs to preceed Juſtiſication 
and pardor. is contrary to Scripture and the Mind 
of all ſound Orthodox Divines. and therefore 

| nothing to the Purpoſe ; But, What if theſe 
Texts be ſpoken to Jews as well as Gentiles, as I 
apprehend they are? If io, They are not ( ac- 
cording to the P.) parallel to Hai. 55. 7. 
which, he ſays, is directed only to the Gentiles 
who are mo? properly called | Raſbang and Iſp- 
aven. „ | 

But, grant they are Parallel, it will, I hope, ap- 
pear to the Impartial Reader, That the P. hath 

quite Miſtaken the Meaning of em. 
The P. goes on to ſome other of his Proofs, 

but, I ſhall not Digreſs further, ro Trace him 
in this Review of cur Eſayers Book. What 1 
have ſaid on this Text, Jai. 55. 7. I have, in 
4 great Meaſure, taken from a MANUSCRIPT 
CONFUTATION of the P's. whole Book, which 
hath not yet ſeen the Light, in which he is 
traced (more fully, than what this Sample Pre- 
ſents to the Reader) 4 Capite ad Calcem, 

But now, I return to our Eſayer. The laſt. 
Scripture, he mentions to prove the Precedence + 
of True Evangelica! Repentance to Faith and 

Pardon E. 30. is Exek, 18, 50, Regent and Turns 
a 1045 
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your ſelves from all your Transgreſſions, ſo Iniquitj ſit o 
ſpall not be your Ruin. Here he Miſtakes the Queſ- Pere 
tion, Which is not about what is Previous unto E- Ithe 
ternal Salvation, or, The Eſcaping of Eeternal Ruin Icat 
but, what 1s Previous unto Juſtification. I ſhall not 

think it worth my while ro take notice of what 
follows P. 30. and 31. being compounded of 
INVECTIVE and RE PETITION. * 

P. 32. He proceeds to his Third Grand Topick, 
iz. from our STANDARD. And Quotes chap. 
15. H. 1. viz. Repentaiice unto Life is an Evangeli- 
cal Grace, the Doctrine whereof is to be preached by 
every MINISTER OF the Goſpel, as well as that of 
Faith inChriſt. Now whatever Antinomians may ſay, 
can theESSAYER haveBRASS enough to alledge 
that theſe OTHERS whom he pretends to con- 
fute, did ever, in the leaſt, impugne This? 
To what Purpoſe then is it here quoted? He 
next cites (\ 3. Although Repentance be not to be reſt- N=! 
ed in as any Satisfattion for Sin - Tet, it is of ſuch . 
Neceſſity to all Sinners, That none may expects Pardon i 
WHT HOUT HT. . 

But by what Rule of right Reaſoning does the tat 
Eſſayer Inter the PRECEDENCE of Repentance 

from this, Thar a Sinner can't be pardoned 
WITHOUT IT? We own no Man is pardoned, 
but is, That Moment, a Penitent, and ſo, is not 
WITHOUT IT: But what is that to the 
PRIORITY of Nature, whereof he ſpeaks? But 
I muſt grip our E/ayer a little more cloſs upon 
this Quotation from our CONFESS: The Scrip- 
tures adduced to Prove, That Repentance is 
no Cauſe of Pardon, appear to me Peremptorly 
to Determine the Precedence of Faith and Pardon 
to Repentance. Exek. 36. 31. THEN ſhall ye 
Remember your own Evil Way, &c. Now let us con- 

ider the Connection. It is, after the Accumpliſp- i 
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it of the Promiſes in the preceeding Verſes, the firſt / 
ercot V. 25. is a Promiſe of the Removal 

E- Ithe Guilt of Sin in Juſtification, by the Ap- 
in cation of the Blood of Chriſt, which is that 
ot ſhun Vater ſprinkled on the Conſcience, To the 
are Purpcſe, is Exck. 16. 61. THEN thou ſhalt 
of Nrember thy VVays and be aſhamed, &c. Now 
HEN is this ? It is, Den God eſtabliſpeth with 

>, hr the Everlaſting Covenant V. 60., i. e. when 
p. Faith, they are brought to take hold of it. 
i-Id again, V. 62. I will Eſtabliſh my Covenant 
by Wh ee, and thou ſhalt know that I am the Lord. 
of Pink here's Faith and a jusifi d ct. te too. And 
zy, En, follows. the Fruit of it. V. 63. That thou 

ge / Remember aud be confounded, and never open 
n= BMouth auy more becauſe of they Shame. === Here's 

S Nentance lowing, from this Covenant State. And 
He orfirm this, tis again added, When I am pa- 

{ 10ward thee, for all that thou haft done, ſaith the 
. Now, to borrow the Author s Phraſe, Words 
net more plainly hold out the Precedence 
ith, of Juſtification, of a C-venant. and pardon= 
tate, (wherein God is pacified towards the 

ce er, upon whom he has ſprinkled the Blood of 
ed Bs ) unto Repentauce and other immediate and 
ed, Parable Fruits, _ 1 1 
10t Jut, further, tis Evident from the Scriptures 
the ted by the Conſeſſ. That they do not at all 

n to aſſert the Precedence of Repentance unto 
itut tue Pardon in this Life, which is the 
im in Debate, but unto Eternal Salvation 
Kntential Pardon at the laſt Day. The firſt | 
pture is Luke 13. 3. Except ye Repent ye ſhal | 
ewiſe Periſh. Now we have already made 
pear, That by Periſping here, is meant E- 

on- Periſhing in HeB, and that Repentance as well 
iſo- Fpith muſt go before our Eſcaping this, we 
nent F . ccg= 
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vonſtuntly affirm. The next Scripture cited 
dur Onfelſ. is Act, 17. 30. He commandeth all 
ꝛ very where to Repair. Now does this ſpeak 
Werd of the Precedence of Repentance to ch 
and our Qnſtitutive Juſtification >? No: iſ 
does, indeed; urge it, by the Conſideration 
the Day of Judgment. V. 31. Becauſe he hath 
poitted a Day in which he will Judge the World 
Thus I have confidered our Author's three 
 Topicks from Commun Se:rſe, Scripture, and our 
dard, and, I hope The Impartial Reader [| 
fe how little, either of em do anſwer 
Purpoſe. As to What follows P. 32. We 
Allow, That the Gnfeſl. ſpeaks of Repentance 
Io. and not pretend to Eſcape its Force by 

iſtinction betwixt Legal and Goſpe] Repent 
And yet, I hope, I have made it appear, by ff: 
paritig the Confeſſion with the Scriptures qu 
therein, that they are rather upon our Sid 
the Queſtion. | 
' He proceeds next, to ſome Ountations 
Three Eminent Divines. Were I to Digreſs 
Quotations from Eminent Divines, I might 
our Eſſaſer Work enough upon this Subject. 
tho Multitude of Quotations upon Faith an 
ther Suljects, both from the Confeſſrons of Chu 
and W-itings of "found Divines have been offt 
upon ſome of our late Controverſies, we ſee 
little, ſome Men do regard Theſe. And J 
lieve our Author will not hold by all the 
ments of theſe very Authors he Quotes, viz. | 
ham, Hutchiſon and Owen upon the Matters 
bated at this Day. As to Durham, I do acki 
ledge the Quotation from him appears pretty 
to his Purpcſe: Nevertheleſs ſeveral Thing. 
{aid in that Diſcourſe, cf Repenutance which wi 
mak one Think, That the Eminent Men dic 
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ly dip into this Queſtion, but did take Par- 

- x 1n a more largeSenſe. "Tis plain, That he ſays 

ak 153. That the Repentance which is Previous 

che Exerciſe of Faith and Pardon of Sin is 
„iy Legal Sorrow, and a Common Work of the 
<:irit. And when he Speaks of True Goſpel-Re- 
van Nrance as Antecedent to Pardon, all the Scriptures 
„% adduceth do relate to Rardon at the great 
„G: and to Eternal Salvation, and the eſcaping 
or! Ruin. Bur he hath not taken the Controver- 
er Nunder Conſideration as it is now ſtared. Nor 
« er Pes what he ſays Favour the Neonomian Scheme, 
„che Hypotheſis of our Eſayer and his Patron the 

tended Detector doth. | a: 5 
The Quotation from Hutchiſon joins Faith and 

„em bentance together, and feems to import no other 
„ That Repentance, which is in the Root and 
, \Finiaid with Faith: Which ſays nothing to the 
IJ veſtion as ſtated betwixt us and the Eſayer, 
ut eſpecially the pretended Detector, who makes 
e Exerciſe of the GRACE and DUTY of Repen- 
nce a ſuſpending Condition of Juſtification ; which 

"he in effect, a fort of a new Covenant of WORKS 
a very ſtrange & [nconfiftentTenor,viz. The mak- 
an a Promiſe unto a Duty,which allſan muſt perform be- 
n FAITH in Chriſt, & Juſtification by the Imputa- 
ww” of his Righteouſneſs, i. e. upon Performance 
cel Duty which he is to Perform before he have 
It Faith, without which he cannot pleaſe God, 

Id before he can have any Acceſs to God. But, E 
„ Id Hutchiſon on Job Chap. 42. 5, 6. Makes a 
ers (St of God (v hich. is Faith ) the Ground and 
we ile of Repentance, and the Practice of Repentance 
wer) ſulting from this, which to me ſeems to make 

ing. ance a Fruit, and not an JAntecedent of 
n jy th | 

| | | 

h W : 
dic 

ce 

by 

As to the Quotation from Doctor Owen, he 

„„  - 



and is neither a Diſpofition, Preparation, nor Con 

_ clude, 
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ſpeaks Salut that Repentance, which is N C 
adici included in the Nature of Faith; 

Which the Queſtion is not) and, in that (< 
Quotation, he ſcems, plainly, to own that! 
Repentance, which goes betore Faith, is only Ly 

Pa 

tion, of our Juſtification. 
 Whar follows as ro what our Eſſayer callst 
Riſe of Miſtakes, from P. 33. to P. 37. Ih 
conſidered em already i in their proper Place, 
ſhall add no more on this Subject. And, fe. 
ing I have tryed your Patience too much IH 
the Length of. this Letters | 1 ſhall now ci tak 

_ Yours, . 
C2: 2 

LET. I 
5 « A 

Ol 
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lis t ithout the Formality of Iatroduction to this 
Ih Letter, I proceed to the next Head 

Which, cur E/ayer ſays, is not Legaliſm P 
fe Viz. That a Believer is to Ac FOR Life as well 
ch FROM Life. IE | 8 
c take no notice of his childiſh ſporting about 

Jingle of the Words For & From But come pre- 
tly to the Point. He owns a Believer is to Act 
n Life, & tells us, very well, That by his UNION 
th ſeſusHe is made A Partaker of the Divine Nature 
But how now, Mr. Eſayer --- How came 

qu to Stumble into this Expreſſion, That by UV 
8 with Jeſus we are made Partakers of the Divine 
ture? This, ro me, is, indeed SOUND, and 
EET ; hut I cannot ſee how it is Conſiſtent 
th your Scheme about the precedence of ſuch 
ſpel Qualifications, as Repentance, unto Faith and 
Fificativn,and Conſequently Union with Chriſt. 
ay, Sir, hold here, and it will do much to 
ng us together in ſeveral Things now in Agi- 
ion. Well, but our E/ayer will alſo have us 
Act FOR Life, as well as From Liſe. And 
iced according to his Way of taking up that 
raſe, I ſhall have no Controverſie with him; 
he ſeems in this Place, to mean no more 
t ETEING Eternal Liſe, as a MOTIVE and 
oracement in a Patient Continuance in Well- 
ing. But then, This is not the Meaning of 

. Ir Phraſe -- -- in the Preface to the 2d Part , 
MARROW, and ſome OTHER AUT HORS - 

om,B he pretends to Confure, Pretace:to:2dPart of 4 
| | the 

CY 

* 
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the Marrow P. 14. F. IX. Says © The Believe, 
c being united unto Chrift, he becomes Deum 
*« unto the Law, as a Covenant of Works, Chiilffh; t 
* hath fulfiiled both the DO, and i 
C DYE of that Covenant in his Room, and Stea 155 
— And, from thence, he Infers, That the Me. 

liever is not under the Command of Doing FOR Li. 5 
And, afterwards explains this DOING, Sv 
what can give 0 Tittle to Life. Whence it . 
Plain, he Means no more, but to aſſert That i U 
Believer's Obedience, NOV, comes not in Place@wa 
Adam's Obedience, under a Covenant of Workscn 
a Fæderal Condition of Life. And that, this Neci 

his Meaning is plain from the Way it is inte 7 
duced by his affirming, That Chriſt fulfilled ti 
DO as well as the DIE of the Covenant 
Works in his Room: And, again P. 18. Spealff 
ing of Obeying as under a Covenant of Works, | 
calls it an obeying FOR Life, in the Senſe abonil v 
explain d: And again, uſeing that ſame Phra yy 
P. 32. He Calls a Reforming our LivesBy cur cum 
Endeavours before we may adventure to come ty x 
Chriſt for his Grace to Reform them, 4 Lau 
Hay of Doing FOR Life. And, is our EN 
ſuch a Stranger to the Native Byas of Carn Ane 
Minds? So unacquainted with theCommon Wah: 
that Natural Men take, even when awakenehe{: 
by the Law, viz. To go about to eſtabliſh the. Au 
own Righteouſneſs? Muſt we tell him, Thi 
nothing is more ordinary than for poor SinnetGher 
to Fall a Doing FOR Life in a Legal Way, anfyh 
to expect Life FOR, or becauſe of their Doing | 
It is this Way of Doing FOR Lite that we Con f 
demn, and, nob the Eyeing of Eternal Life, wh 
an Encouragement to patient Continuance ſein 
Welt-doing. And, I cannot but think it verſhhe 
Rravge, That the E/aygr ſoonld ha vs ſo ind uſti 

| 6 uo 
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8 * pears) concealed that Author's tr 
ien e Seope in his Uſe of theſe Phraſes, A i 
2 : um d * upon him which his Werds will 
hilt bear. 
0 He proceeds next to an Opinion, which, he 
teaſſys, is near a Kin to the Former, and Harangues- 
'e By ſeveral Pages from P. 38. to P. 48. viz. That 

r Believer muſt neither be moved with the Hopes of 
en, or Fears of Hell, but ſerve Ged with a Pure 

it 1 difirereſt +l Lowe. 
at i Upon this our Author thinks fit. to give a 
Ice M Wateh of his Parts, and tells us of Myſticks a- 
ric ng Heathens, Jews, Papists, and Proteſtants ah 
US Pecially Amtinomians; Tis none of my Buſineſs 
ntraſo Trace him in theſe. I am none of thoſe, who 
d tifkoprove of Rumantick Divinity more than he, 
nt ind I know there has been abundance of Thet 
beat among all the Denominations he Mentions. 
, Mut I can't but obſerve, How, in the Enumeration 
boil what of thisKind he aſcribes unto Antiuomiaus 
"bro whoſe Errors I deteſt) he thinks fit to throw in 
er ome Phraſes Which, I apprehend, are deſigned 

So rub upon ſome Auphors, or Others, who are 

, 

LeyMound and Orthodox, whom he would have 
Yay oſted up among a Sett of Antinemian MySTickes. 
A Wnd then, brings in the old Threed-bare C 

qt hat their Doctrine opens a Door to Licenciouſ- 
Meſs. But, Sir, with his good Leave, what ſome 

luthors, whom he appears to have in his View, 
No Maintain concerning the Nature of the Co- 

nnefrenant of Grace, and of that Faith of God's Ele& 
, anflwhich takes hold of that Covenant, will be found 
oingffeo be the Truths of God according to Godlineſs, t 
Corll ſhall not Teuaciouſty ſtickle for every Plra 
fe, whereby, ſome of em have expreſſed cheir Seq” 
e Mtiments. Theſe Authors are far from diſcarding, 
verſhhe Law as an Almanack out of Nate; Nor, do 
uſtr they 
uol 
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they reject the Uſe of Promiſes and Threetnings i 

| TheExerciſe of Praftica” Godline/s: And theretonf 
If he did by his long Harangue on this Subject 
aim a blow at theſe, whom it appears he hath i 
View, and would fain Rank among Antinomia 
He hath ſhot beſides the Mark, and the Arrow 

being winged with the Feathers of Prejudice ani 
Calumny, do return upon himſelf. 

Nothing is more Evident than that there is 
Principle of ſelf Preſervation, which God hat 
planted in us; And, that He deals with us i 
a Way agreeable unto our Make and Frame, an 
That Believers need both Promiſes and Threa 
nings to Work upon Them, and, that they d 
Work upon Them too, in a way ſuitable 1 

Their State; But I can't ſay, Ireliſh ſo very we 
The Way Our Author expreſſeth Himſelf upa 
this Head towards the of P. 41. Wherei 
he ſeems to bring in the Law, Enforcing Obedi 
ence upon Believers by Threatnings in the /a 
Manner, that it did Adam under the Covenant 
of Works. 7.e. if I miſtake him not, that th 
Believer is for his Non-obedience lyable unt 
Eternal Death. And, indeed, This, Our 4 
thor, afterwards directly Maintains, whereof we 
ſhall take notice in its Place. Only, mean Tim 
I would have it obſerv'd, That there's ſuch 
reat odds betwixt Adam's State, and that of Be 
3 that what wes moſt agreeable in his Statt 
is inconſiſtent with their's. For, tho' the La 
threatned Eternal Death on the leaſt Failur 
yet he was not at the Time, @ Sinner, and thi 
was a moſt agreeable threatning, not only t 

revent the Execution of Eternal Wrath, bu 
Even the being brought Afually under the Cu 
and @ Lyableneſs thereunto; but Believers, bein 

_ * Sinners, whoſe Sing do indeed, in an OW! 

„ Nature 
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Nature, deſerve Hell, if the Law" Threatnings — — 
on were directed unto them, in the ſame Manner, 
jeg that they were unto Adam, they would, not 
1 1 only be lyable nto Eternal Death, but for the 
ian preſent, be under the Curſe, which is the firſt im- 
ou med iat Effect ot a Law Threatniog on thoſe, ho 
are under the Law, as a Covenant of Works, and 

takes Place in Caſe of Trangreſſiun; and, which 
is indeed the State of Uznbelievers, that the utmoſt 
Execution of that Curſe is reſerved till they 
come to Hell. This delay of the full Execution 
of that Wrath dees not alter the Nature of their 
State. But all this is Inconſiſtent with the State 
of the Believer, for whom Chriſt was made a 
Curſe, and he, by him is delivered from it, and 
who has received the Aronement, and ſo not 
only cannot be Finally condemned, but cannot Bm 
for the preſent, be lyable thereunto, or under the — 4 
Curſe. I Chearfully acquicſs in the Doctrine of | 
our Confeſſrou concerning Law-threatuings, with 
Reſpect to Believers. Chap. 19. $ 6. --- --- The 
Threatnings of it, ( viz. the Law ) Jerve to ſpeu what 
even their Sins Deſerve, and M B. WHAT AF 
FLICTIONS IN THIS LIFE, they may expect fer 
them, a/though freed from the Curſethere:f T ERE AT- 
NED in the Law - Where, you ſee, that Law= 8 
Threatnings, with Reſpect ro Believers, are no | [ 
turther applicable than ro ſhew the Demerit of | 0 
their Sins; and, have no further Effect than the 
Temporary Chaſtiſements of a Father. And ſo, 
The Believer as ſuch, is not bound to be affraid 
of being again brought under the Curſe, which 
is the Fir? immediat Effec of a Law Threatning, 
far leſs of Hell, which is the U'timat Execution 
thereof; Yet they are of uſe, as our Coufeſs. fays, | 

ing to let him ſee what his Sins Deſerve. And I MH 
ſnall add, that tho' a Believer as /uch and ter 1 

| = | that | 

„ 



knowing himſelf to be in a Juſtified Sate, it 
would be utterly Inconſiſtent with that State, to 

may be one way of Gods Fatherly Chaſtiſement ; 

are their Duty; Nay, they are partly Their Sin, 

this flowriſhing Harangue to inculcate, what 

that this is ſuitable to our State on Earth. He 

9% 4 REVIEW of an ESSAY, © 
that Particulat View, ozght not to be affraid that 
he ſhall go into Hell; becauſe, coſidering and 

believe that he 1s under the Curſe, and lyable 
to Wrath; Nevertheleſs, a Perſon who is a Belie- 
ver, not knowing that he is ſo, and 8 
being under awakening Convictions after Gre 
Enormities, may be under fears of Hell, which Fears 

Bur, theſe Fears do not really alter their Stare, 
in it ſelf; nor does it follow, That ſuch Fears 

and partly Their Puniſbment, tho not in Wrath, 
as Perſons under the Curſe. But more of this 
will occur afterwards. Our E/ayer proceeds in 

I'm perſwaded theſe he pretends to Confute do 
not Refuſe, vix. That Men, here on Earth, are 
moved by Arguments from Hope and Fear, and 

— en 20 =o Hmm nc i i. juſtly quarrels ſuch Refinements on Religion as 
would Deſtroy its Life and Vigour, and expo- || je 
ſes the Folly of ſuch Refivers upon pretence of in 

more exalted Piety, whereby they impoſe upon || ſo 
the World, as the Founders of the ſeveral Or- C 
ders among the Papifts have done. He ſets be- ly 

fore us the Examples of Saints, both in the Old a 
and New Teſtament, who had Reſpe& to the || 7/ 
Recompence of Reward, Preſſed towards the Mark, ¶ de 
and locked at the Things which are not ſeen: And an 
thence, juſtly infers, That it is not Mercenary || « | 
to Eye the Happineſs that is to come. He juſtly || f 
Condemns Corrupt Selt-Loye, and very well ex- 
plains that Principle of Jelf Preſervation, which is 
implanted in us, and that ſanctiſied Love to our "= 

Lues, which the Scripture Commands, which | 
12 5 5 | cannot 
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cannot but Iflue in a Regard to our Happineſs 
and Welfare. $ | 

Theſe Things I do approve of in them- 
ſelves, tho I can't help thinking, that by the 
Tenor of this Diſcourſe, the Author Aims to 
caſt a Reflection on ſome who don't deſerve it. 
And, howſoever his Expreſſions run ſmoothly 
and agreeably enough; yet the Hints he gives, 
ſometimes, may Tempt a Body to have ſome 
Fear, leaſt there be ſome Suake in the Graſs, even 
under a good manyExprefſions,otherways ſound, 
conſidered abſtractly in themſelves. But I ſhall 
Trace this Subject no further hers. 
The next Species of Legaliſm, which, the E, 

ſayer tells us P. 48. he finds a certain Author, 
in the Preface to the 2d part of the Marrow, ex- 
claiming againſt, is, The preaching the Neceſſity of 
HOLINESS, as a Means ONLY in order to Eternal 
'# Ip 5 Lt 
The F/ayer. here, gives but a very Lame 

Account of what the Preface ſays on this Sub- 
jet. The Preface P. 33. ſpeaks of commend- 
ing Holineſs as the Chief part of our Salvation, and 
ſo, as an END to be aimed at, with the utmoſt 
Care, under this View ( ſecing Glery in Heaven 
lyes in the Perfection thereof) and not merely, as 
a Mean to obtain Salvation; and then, adds. 
This las? Way of conceiving it hath a natiue Ten- 

dency to put Men upon the May of Doing FOR Life 
aud not Doing FROM Life, and ſo, leads them into 
a May of ſeeking Salvation, according t9 a Covenant 
of /Vorks. And again, P. 38. He ſays, That 
* The Evangelical Preacher of Holineſs recommends it 
* not, MERELY as a VV AT in Order ta the obtain- 
* zng of Eternal Life, but as the BEGUN SAL- 
* FATION of the Believer IN TIME, He ſets 
forth its nativeBeauty, as a Conformity to the 

_ 
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Divine Law, which is the Tranſcript of the 
* Holineſs of His Nature, He ſets forth the A- 
* bominable Nature of Sin, as exceeding. Sinful in 
it ſelf, as well as Hurtful unte us, He ſhews 
That the more Holy a Man is, he is the more 

** Conform unto the Image of God, which was 
«© Joſt by the Fall, and, That he is N. B. the 

_ « more MEET for Heaven, wherein Holinels is 
* CONSUMMATED, He inculcats, That Holi- 
* neſs is the Happineſs of the Rational Creature, 
de and, That the bringing Man unto Holineſs 
e was the great Deſign of Chriſt's undertaking, 
and That, to conceive cf Happineſs without it, is 
ce a Contradiction, ſeeing it is the Main Ingredient, 
er in all True Happineſs. He adds P. 39. That 
the ſetting forth cf Holineſs, in theſe Views 
thereof, is, indeed, the True Golpel-way of 
Preaching it. Whercas, The preſſing it ONLY 
under the Notion of a Mean, or May towards the attaining of Hapbineſs, leads the Thoughts, 
'© eſpecially of Carnal Men into a Fooliſh Con- 
« ceit, as if Happineſs were ſomething. Diſtin& 
from Holineſs, and to be obtained by it as a 
“% Mean, and as it Holineſs were not really a 

Hart, Nay, the chief Part of Happineſs. Then 
He tells us, how many Pocr deluded Souls, have. 

_ ſuch ſorry notions both of Folineſs. and Happineſs, - 
hile they conſider not, That the gieat Happi- 
neſs of Heaven is e Holineſs of Heaven, and 
while they Think that the mere Doing of Exter- 
nal Duties, and forbearing of Sintul Practices, || 
and an external Profeſſion of Religion and ſuch Ia, 
like, are Holineſs enough; and, couſider not, The a1 
True Nature, the Springs, the Eud, and proper 4 

Means of Holineſs. | wy f 15 4 
Nov, The Scope of all this, is to ſhow, that d 

tho Holineſs begun here in the Soul, is a ow 
Ws Wit 
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| with reſpect unta the full Perfection thereof in * 

Heaven, wherein our Chief Happineſs lyes, tho 
it is the May unto the Kingdom, and walking 
in it neceſſary to make us MEET for the full 
Poſſeſſion ; yet, That Holineſs it ſelf, ſhouid be 
conceived by us under the Notion of an END 
alſo, which is to be attained by proper Means: 
In a Word, the Author s Scope is to ſhow, That 
Men ſhould have ſuch Views of the Beautiful 
Charms of Holineſs, even of that, which may 
be attained in this Life, that they fhould ſer the 
Attainment thereof before their Eyes as a great 
END and SCOPE, and ſhould conſider, That 
there are Means neceſlary unto the Attainment 
even of Holineſs here in this World, as well as, 
That Holineſs, ſo attained, is a Means and May 
towards Eternal Happineſs. 1 
Tis certain there is MORE neceſiary, as a 

Mean towards the Attainment of that great End 
of Holineſs, than the mere Knowledge of the Duties 
of the Law; Therefore, the Preacher, who on- 
ly explains the Meaning of theſe Duties, and 
urges the Practice of them, without acquainting 
bis Hearers by what Means he ſhall: attain fo 

great an End as Holineſs, does Preach in a Legal 
Strain, Town very cheeriully, That noMan can be 
bappy without Holineſs, That an inipure Soul could 
find noHappineſs in Heaven it ſelf; & that Ho- 
lineſs is a neceſſary Wa & Means of Happineſs; And 
yet, I no leſs freely affirm, That it ought to be 
SO Preached, that Men may not reſt in THAT 
View of it ALONE, without conceiving of it 
as AN END to be aimed at by them for it ſelf, 
and to be attained by Proper Mzaus. Now, tho 
4 Preacher do not, in ſo many Words, rill his 
Audience, That they muſt conceive Holineſs un- 
der uo other View than that of a Means of Eter- 

; nal 
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nal Happineſs ; Yet, if he only explain the Duties 

ol Chriſtianity, and urge the immediat Practice 
thereof, in oder to attaining of Happinefs, and 
do not expreſly direct them unto the true Means 
of attaining Hvlineſs, as an Eud it ſelf to be aimed 
at, he does, indeed, Preach in a Legal Strain. 
I chearfully go in to what our Author ſays very 
exactly, P. 49. of Holineſs as Deſireable for it 
ſelf ; Yet, 1 can't but think it Strange, That he 
ſhould conclude, from the Prefacer's urging, that 
it is not to be preſſed ONLY as aMeans, That he 
is not for its being urged as a Means AT ALL. 
Any Perſon who Impartially Reads the Preface 
will find the Neceſſity of Holineſs unto Eter- 

nal urged with great Warmth and 
Plainn — | 

The EPpayer founds his Suſpicion of this, upon 
a very inſufficient Ground. wiz. Becauſe the] 
Prefacer ſays, Holineſs is neither Canſe, Tirtle, nor 
Condition of Happineſs. Nis evident, 'Fhat che 
Preface by theſe Expreſſions means not to deny 
Holineſs to be a CONDIT IO SINE OUA NON. 
For no Bedy, ſpeaking of a Condition, in a proper 
Senſe, doth ſo underſtand the Word, The Pre- 
facer, by Codition, underſtands ſuch a Federal 
Condition as Adam's Holineſs was, under the 
Covenant of Works; And, I hope the Eſſayer 

will nor ſay that our imperfe& Holiweſs fills up 
that Room now, and comes under the ſams 
Conſideration with Relation unto Eternal Life, 

That Adam's did. And that, our Claim unto 
Eternal Life, is the ſame way fonnded upon 
our Holineſs, as Adam's was on his perfe& Obedi- 
ence, and that, we zow, in that Reſpect, do 
Work, or do for Life, as he did. The Tenor d 
the Preface plainly ſhows, This to be his Scope. 
For, he often inſiſts on the Nevefſty of Holineſs 

| ; 18 
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on GOSPEL ad LEGAL PREACHING 95 
in ſuch expreſs Terms, that any Advertent and 
Impartial Reader, could not ſuppoſe that he re- 
fuſed it to be a Conditio ne Qua non. But then, 
Tho' it ſhould be ſo called, and tho ſome E- 
minent Divines have ſo termed it, when the 
Word Conditzon uſed on this Subject, was more 
Harmleſs, vez. before the Baxterian and Neonomian 
Scheme of the Goſpel perverted that Word ; yet 
now, he reckons it not ſafe, on this Head. And 
therefore the E/ſayer's Harangue, on this Subject 
from P. 49. to P. 63. is quite beſides the Point 
as Levell'd againſt that Preface. 

"Tis Strange to ſee how the Efſayer ſtretches, 
and wire-draws the Words of the Preface. P. 

52. He will have the meaning of the Preface in 
refuſing Holineſs, to be Cauſe, Title, or Conditi- 
on of Happineſs, to be, That it muſt not be Preach- 
ed, that we may be diſpoſed for the Heavenly King- 
dom, and then, inſults over a meer Fancy of his 
own, and tells us with an Air, That then, ir 
muſt not be look d on as a Means in any Senſe AT 
ALL. That, if it be a way we may Walk in it, 
if a Means we may Uſe it: AY true indeed, up- 
on this Maxim ſuppofito Quolibet ſeguitur Quodlibet. 
But, The Preface never meant what the Eſ- 
ſayer either throught Inadvertence,* or 
= upon him. Nor does the Preface refuſe 
that we may keep our Eye fixed on the Glorious 
Reward ; Nay, he expreſly Teaches the Neceſ- 
ſity of Holineſs, as a Mean to make us meet for 
Heaven. 5 | 
The E/ayer's Reaſoning, P. 53. Cc. is truely 
furprizing. He will have it to be the Opinion 
of the Author of the Preface,To trick off Holineſs 
* intirely from being a Means, or Way AT ALL; 
© Becauſe, That Author ſays, the prefling of it, 
N. B. OM runder the Notion of a Means or 

| ee 
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Maj, leads che Thoughts of Camal Men in- 
to a Fooliſh Conceir, as if Happineſs were ſome- 
thing Diſtinct from Holinelss — 

Our Althor, it ſcems, will have Holineſs to be a 
Diſtint# and Different Thing from Happiueſs, and 
finds to Fault at all in that Fooliſh Cenceit of 
Carnal Men hich the Preface Points at; And, 
all this Notion, cur Ehaer founds upon this, 
That the May and the End are Different, and/ 
Thar it Holineſs be a //a; ct Means at al, it 
mult be Diſliuet from Ha pineſt. Now, wou'd- 
it not make one Smile,atter all the Eſajer's flou- 
rifhing Harangue, P. 53. and 54, upon this 
Subject, to find bim, when he's in 4 good Mood, 
yielding up the whole Cauſe at tne Beginning of 
P. 55. For, There, he tells us, That Hlineſi is 
a Heaven begun in our Souls. Pray, Good Mr. 

 _Eſfayer, what do you think, the Preſacer Meant 
elſe ? Do you ſuppoſe, that When he Speaks of 
Holineſs as not Different and Diſtinct trom Hap- 
pineſs, That he Meant, that our Holineſs, In 
this Life, was Heaven in Perfection? I can't 
Imagine you can allow. your ſelf in ſuch a Ri- 
diculous Thought. Well then, if you, as well 
as he, think that Holineſs is a Heaven begun, will 
ou have a Heaven begun to be toto Cælo Diſtinct 

and Different from a Heaven in Perfection? This 
Begun Heaven is the May unto, and the Mears of 
the Peſſeſlon of Heaven in Perfection, and differs 

from it only in Degrees: Saints on Earth, Have 
That new Nature, That Fame of Holineſs begun, 
which will be perfected, in Hezven, They have 
Communion with, and Enjoyment of that ſame 
God and Chriſt in Heaven and on Earth. The 
Objects of their Bleſs are the ſame. Only What 
now, they ſee darkly as through a Glaſs, they, 
do then,ſce clearly and Face to Face; Now, Sir 

4k 
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GOSPEL and LEGAL PREACHING: 57 
Wilineſs (as you ſay ) be Heaven begun, muſt. 
Conceive it as a Thing quite Differ . and 
inct from Heaven? And, are you, indeed; 
reat 4 N ge to the Carnal Conceits of . 
n in a ſtate of Nature, who do not allow 
ſelves to look on the Holineſs of Heaven as 4 

f Branch of theHappineſs of that State? And 
you, fo very unthoughttull, as not to ſee, 
t the inculcating of Duties under no other 
ion but that oft Means, and not recomend- 
Holinefs as a Heaven begun, may roo much 
rſh the Fooliſh Conceits of Carnal Men as 
lea ven were ſomething quite Different from 
ineſs. Now, Sir, The Prefacer ( I fuppoſe) 
ws as well as you, that Means and Eud con- 
red as ſuch are not the ſame; that is, That 
it is a Means is not a Means and an End in 
ſame Reſpect. Nevertheleſs, He can (I ap- 
end) ſee no abſurdity in conſidering the 

e Thing as a Means in one Reſpect and as an 
in another. And this is Evident in Ends 
Means that are Subordinate, which is the 

> in; Hand. Heaven is the Ultimate End; and, 
> utmoft Perfection of Holineſs attainabis 
is but a Means with Reſpect to That; and, 
1 viewed as a Means, it is to be conceived. 
Diſtinct from the End, i. e. it is not to be 
dunted Perfect Holineſs or Perfect Happineſs, 
is, no Body will refuſe. But then, Tis no 
Clear, That it is not a Thing of a Different 
Diſtinct Nature from the Perfect Holineſs of 
en, but only different in Degrees. And again, 
Holineſs in Time, which, with Relation to 
Holineſs of Heaven, is a Mean only, is, it ſelf, 
nd which Saints ought to propoſe to attain 

proper Means. And thus, it ought to be re- 
nted and inculcated by a Goſpel Minifter, 

G and 
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of A REVIEW of an ESSAY, 
and not, ONLY under the Notion of a M- 
of Hippineſs. And when the Pre, ace ſays th 
much, it js a molt wild Fancy to alledge, he 

not for its being a Means at all, 
Nor is this Way of treating this Subject 

Holineſs, a Subtilty that will Hacben our Diliga 
in the Way of cur Dutie; nor does it lead any 
Imagine That they muſt behave as they ve 
Stocks and Stones. The Prefac er 1S no leis Pl. 

and Pathetick in preſſing Believers to ſtirr upt 
Grace of Gcd that is in them, than the E. 
can pretend, to be: He is far from leſſen 
the Abſulute neceſſ1:y of Holineſs, or Embracing l 
ctrines that have a Malignant Influence On the HH) 
tice there, ſuch as, theſe Antinomian Ten 
the Author cites from Rutherfurd P. 5 5. And it 
Unacountabie to make any Inſinuation ther 
which none that Confoders that Preface can adn 
The Eflayer P. 56. tells us, he hath been ſurp 
zed to Hear ſome, who carry their pretences 

Piety pretty high, ſay, That they uld not end 
theſe Miniſters who infiſted ubon NOTHING 
Do, No, Do Bur 1 ſhall be no leſs ſurpriſed” 
our Author ſhali affirm, That he Hearrily appro 
of the very Reverſe ct this. z. e. If He is plea 
with. theſe Miniſters that inſiſt, N. B. uf 

NOTHING but DO, DO, DO. Our Au 75 

0 
muſt. either ſay, that Beheving is, in all Reſpe 

the ſame with Doing; or, he muſt be very 
leaſed With them that ſhouid alſo Teach ; 

Preſs Believing. For iny part, it a Miniſter ſho LV 
either inſiſt on Nothing but Do, Do Do; Or, e 
the other Hand, on Nothing but Believe, Beli 
Believe; I ſhould be Heartily diſpleaſed . B 
both theſe Ways of Preaching. I'm perſwadf. 
the True Goſpel Miniſter will not ſeperate ti.. 

Dear Companions, Faith and Practice. * 

C 
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11. 0: GOSPEL nd LEGAL PREACHING. 99 
4 Our Eſayer tells us he knows nene who are 

he Y ſo Inpious or {znorant as to drop their Creed. 
But, may not a Goſpel Strain cf dire& inſiſting 

don many Goſpel Dcctrines be neglected without 
droping cur Creed? And fnrther, may not The 

ny Articles cf cur Creed be, in themſelves, opened 
Vl and explained, and yet, not in a Right Manner 
pl uſed and connected with Goſpel Holineſs, as the 

ap t Preface it ſelt owns. Our Author ſays fur- 
Eſc ther, That, He knows none who do not preſs 
Ton Faith in Jeſus as N. B. The ROOT of Holy 
8 | Obedience, or, who bid us Dy that we may be 
„ p ust. ſted, or, who do not lay Union with Chriſt as 
Teal be Foundation of an Holy Lite — Tis well if 
1d if tf be fo indeed: But, will He not be pretty 
herd much ſurprized, if I ſhail ſay unto him 7 HOW | 
** ARI THE MAN. Pray Gocd Mr. E aer re- 
om MG the Conviction, and fe Fas me a few 
nces Queſtions, Is true Evangelical Repentance any 
ene Branch of Holy Obedience? If it be, then is not 
IG (Faith in Jeſus Chriſt, the Root of it? And, it ſo, 
riledlmuſt not Faith be before ir, ſeeing the Root is be- 
ppro fore the Fruit? And if ſo, mult not Juſtifica- 
pleaſe? be, in Order of Nature before it too, becauſe 
> wolf ith Unites us to Chriſt, as the Lord cur Righ- 
Aulteouſneſs? This aiſo you ſay here, when you 
deſpe affirm, th U Union with Chriſt is N. B. The 

very FOUND TION of aHolyLite. Now If ſo, Then 
©. Mepentance Aows from it and is Built on it. But, 

| was much Miltaken if you have not been 
Feaching the Contrary of all this a few Pages 

BelſPetore. I think you have role us we muſt Re- 
d wt” that we may be jus7ified. i. e. We muſt 
ra O ſome thing that we may be juſtified, for 
ate thi entance not being the Jnſirument of Juſtifica- 

n, it can be no otherways Related to it than 
G3 0 
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Preaching to bid a Man Do that he may be 
juſtified : You may, Sir, it you think fit try a Fr 
little of your KHolar-craft to Reconcile your elf, 

Strain be to Preach in a Goſpel-way, Charity. 

_ "Suggeſts P. 57. Nevertheleſs I muſt ſay, con-I. 
ſidering the Pronveis of our Hearts to ſomeſf,, Fait] 
thing in our ſelves as our Righteouſneſs and Strengthiþc © 
it can never be accounted out of the Way, td, ,,,, 
Preach every Sermon, in the very Strain and 

« True Goſpel preacher, never ſeparats them, but 

c the One, and ſome Times more upon the Other 

vincingly Clear in the following Pages of that Pre- 
face, to Which 1 need add nothing on this Head 

J « 

oo 4 REVIEW of an ESS M, [2G 
as a Good Work: Jet, here, you ſay, Tis wrong like S 

Suppla 

with your ſelf. ain „0 8 fin! I know tis ſaid, that a Miniſter is not to be con- 1 
ſtructed a Legal Preacher, who does not in every « ſelv 
Sermon direct his Hearers to Chriſt for Strength 
and Acceptance. Indeed it a Miniſter's Habitualſ,, the! 

a ha 

will oblige one to think, as our Author herel, ook P 

and 

mine 

Channel of the Goſpel, directing Men to the. Ruin 
Fountain of Strength. The Preface very well indeed! 
expreſſeth this Matter P. 36. in theſe Words {| the 
„The Legal Preacher inſiſts either upon Goſpel he Ra 
Truths or the Duties of the Law Separathy : The 

© {ſweetly Connects them, in their due Methcd, 
© and Order; That is, He makes, allways ,Go/pe 
* Doctrines, the Foundation of Holy Practice. 
« And tho' ſometimes, he may inſiſt more upon 

« yer he never Omits, in every Sermon, leſs or ITIFU 
“ more, to bring in both, in their proper Place. 
Yon may read forward and you will find this con- b 

Our Ef ayer falls next into, I know not what o 

fort of an Exra/e. P. 57. But it is ſuch 4 ft, aich th 
ſcems to have driven him quite out of that Cai ink c 

aud Calin Temper Whereof he ſpeaks P. 31. The x 

Man Raves like on in & Fever, when by In- Ik We my 
nuats 
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ſmuats, That the Prefacer and ſome Others of a 
like Strain, are, Hended at Doing, are Solifidians and 
Supplanters of Chriſtian Practice: And then, after the 
Laudable Example of P. Hadew, He perches 
upon, what ſome will have to be the Marrow”s 
Definition of Faith, and learnedly Infers, That 
'© theſe Authors are for Mens Doing nothing them- 
e ſelves for the ſaving of their Souls, That 
© their Scheme is a Mretched one that affords them 
* a handſome Apologie for a bad Life, that 
« {ſupplies the want of good Works by a Pre- 
« ſumptuous Confidence that Chriſt has done all 
* and that we need do nothing, That they make 
« Faith and Practice Claſh together, and Under- 
mine the One under a pretence of Raiſing the 
© Other, That they make Chriſt the Miniſter of 
Sin and Exalt his Priefly Office upon the 
© Ruines of his Kingly Power. A Flaming Speach 
indeed! which, one would think, he had Copied 
f theſe Characters Church Hiſtory gives us of 

rom Chimerical Principles. d re Deteſtable Con- 
luſions as to Moral, as D:p:;z tells us. But, 
he Conſciouſneſs, Theſe Authors, ( fo abuſed) 
ave of their being Unaccountably miſcanſtru- 
ted and {landered by THIS AUTHOR, may, 
vithourt Breach of Charity, bear them our in re- 
orting His Fine Phraſe upon himſelf, O! 
TTIFULL IGNORANCE! & WRETCHED 
MPUDENCE! Perhaps, However, He thinks 
his Exploit a Meritorious Action, which may, 
va little, advance him to the Ch — r. Tertulian 
ells us, That BALENTINUS the Author of the 

hink of being made a Biſhop. I do not think 
ur E/ayer is ſo very aſpiring ; Yet he has given 

| | uch 

he Ra verys of the Valentinians of Old, who 

ect of the VALENTINIANS was ſo {ſwelled 
ith the Conceit of his Merit that it made him 

® x — 
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102 A REVIEW of an E SSA, 
ſuch a Swatch of his Talent of Writting, That, 

perhaps, ix a little Time, The Watch- word may That 
be given at all the Aveneus of the City to ad- Dutie 
vance him into the P --- r. D --- rs Honour- F ouſne 
able Pot. But, Howſoever, ſome may. be fond F urge 
of this Author's Flouriſhes, when he Charges the r:vin 
Prefacer and others whom he pretends to Con- rit, t 
fute, with Licencious Sent iments, with deviſing and | 
A new Goſpel that Reconciles the Hopes of All tl 
Heaven with a bad Lite, With raiſeing Faith wron 
on the Ruines of Practice, and making a mighty The M. 
OPPOSITION unto good Works; and Com- Heart c 

pares them unto Simon Magus and the Impure te- 
GNOSTICKS, P. 58. Yet, I'm ſo dull as to diſ-peakinę 
cern nothing in all this Speach, but a Regnantkcould t 
Spirit of Slander, Nor can 1 ſee, for what Ende a w1 
he brings in the Account of The Popiſh Doctrine go B 
of Merit, and the Reformation-Principles in Oppo (FRUIT. 
ſition thereunto, and the Corruption of theſeÞnaintai 

rinciples by ſome Pretenders at that Time, itfkking o 
it be not to Inſinuate, that the Prefacer, andjs the I 

Others like minded, are like theſe Fa'ſs DreamingRoet anc 
Perſons who vented Filthy Dictrines at that Time preact 
and that they deny Good Works to be neceſlaryſhitual $ 
unto Salvation. If this be not his Intent, I profſhat cc 
ſeſs, I can't reach it. | onſider 

How unaccountable is it in our Eſſajer, againfaith is, 
and again, as in P. 60. c. to inſinuate Thatſ to br; 
the Prefacer and Others of his Opinion are offend Words, 
ed at the preſſing of Ding. This is a groundleſſihe Pre 
Calumny. Nor do any of theſe Authors quargſiert, " 
rel any Man for urging Duties by Goſpe! Motivince, I 
from Goſpel Principles ard to Goſpel Ends. Our Effſtuceth 

ayer is miſerably Miſtaken of the Men; for I for th, 
is not the urging of Duties themſelves, but th or to i 
negle& of that Goſpel Way of inſiſting on theqpgcer, a1 
which they find Fault with. And I hon Duty int RGW 97 ub 
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„ GOSPEL and LEGAL PREACHING. 103 
Subſcrive to our Authors Sentiments P. 6x: 
That it is Impious to make a Saviour of our. 
Duties, to make them our juſtif ing Righre- : te 
ouſneſs, to place them in Chriſts Room, to 
urge the Performance of them, without de- 
riving Strength trem Chriſt's Grace and Spi- 
rit, to Tell Men that N. B. They go beſore, 

* and do not follow Faith as the Fruits of it. 
All this (he ſays) would be to Preach in a 
wrong Way. It were a Thouſand Pities of 

he Man. He is as right in all this as my 
eart could wiſh Only, I own it is above my 

choar-craft, to make this and other ways of 
veaking in This hay, hang together: For I 
xculd think when he tells us, That it would 
de a wrong Way of Preaching to ſay That Du- 
es 00 BEFORE and do not FOLLOW Faith as the 
RUITS if it, That he ſhould, in Conſequence, 
naintain that the Duty of Repentance and for- 
aking of Sin, does not go before but follow Faith 
s the Fruit of it; I ſhould think if Faith be the 

tual Strain, upon the Fruit, and not inculcate 
{hat concerns tlie Roct, in a Peculiar Manner, 
onſidering eſpecially, That where this Root of 
aith is, it never fails, leſ or more, to Worł by Love 
to bring forth Fruit. And, to uſe our Author's 
ords, What can offend him at Believing when 

he Preachers of it, plainly and, in expreſs Terms, 

ince, That Faith worketh by Love, and pro- 
uceth the Fruits of Holineſs, and do recommend 
for that very End? What could move the Au- 
'or to inſinuate P. 61. as if theſe Men, the Pre- 
cer, and thoſe like minded, were for laying 
ut) intirely afide ? Nay, T believe, Theſe —4 

| | | tors, 

wet and Duties the Fruit, it is a Prepoſterous May 
ö 6 - . I 

preaching,to inſiſt conſtantly, er, in a Man's Ha- 

ſſert, That it is the Root and Spring of New Obe- 

| 
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N REVIEW of az ESSAY, 
thor, will chearfully ſay, with him, GOD FOR 
BID. Let Chr iſt have his Room, and Duty its pla 
in Subjeftion unto him. It is the May to the Kingd 
and we can never Expeft Peace and Comfort from * 
Jus Chriſt, but in the Way ef commanded Duty. 
The Eſayer proceeds P. 63. to another Iuſtan 
of what he tells us he cannot think is LE GA 
DOCTRINE, viz, The aſſerting the CONDI]! 
ONALITY of the Covenant of Grace 

He owns, That he is not for a CONDITIO! 
if by Condition be meant, That which Merits a 
Thing at the Hand of God. No great wonder 
reject this, For, even Perfect Obedience in Ade 
was not properly Meritorious, tho' it was a Fal 
ral Condition. He rejects it alſo, as it founds a J 
tle to Heaven: Tam glad of this, I hope we 
come pretty near other on this Head, if he hol 
on. He re/uſeth it likewiſe, as practicable in u 
pwn, Strength; Very good all, I hope then, I 
freely given to us to Believe. He advances, an 
adds further, That it is not any Thing done by 
that comes in the Room of PERFECT OBEDIEN 
under theFIRST COVENANT. Excellent yer ! I. 
heartily pleafedwith all this: He concludes /t is n 
auyThiuePREVIOUS as the Condition of T HE FIRS 
GRACE, This, he owns, is abſolutly promi], 
and given, and Proves it from Jerem. 32. 3 

Cc. Exel. 36. 26. Oc. All this I frankly ow 
But, how, then, is it made Evident, That t 
Covenant of Grace is a CONDITIONAL CC 
VENANT? Why, he tells us P. 65. Thatt 
Covenant of Grace muſt be CONDITIONAL ai 
that FAITH muſt be the CONDITION thereof, 
we take CONDITION is the Senſe of MR. FLAVE 
and our LARGER CATECHISM Anſ. to Queſti 

32. Viz, The Grace of God is manifeſted in the ſec 
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COVENANT, in that he freely provideth, and offe- 
reth to Sinners a Mediator and Liie and Salvation by 
him, and requiring FAITH as the CONDITION to 
INTEREST them in him. And the Author goes 
on, to explain the Difierence between an Inter- 

eſting, and an intitleing Cmdition, and owns, 
that it is the Righteouſneſs of the SURETY that 
comes in Place of Adam's perfect Rigteouſneſs as 
the intitleing Cindition, and that Fuith is the Bond 
ot Union with Chriſt & Intereſts us in him. Well 
then, I think we will not Diſpute about Faith's 
being the OCudition of the Covenant of Grace in 
the ſtrict and proper Senſe of the Term CONDITI- 
ON; tor, This, I think, our Author himfelt does 
not contend for; Nor, on the cther hand, will 1 
refuſe, That Faith may be called the Condition to 
Intereſt us in Chriſt as our Staudard aſſerts: And, 
for my Heart, I can't cenceive that any Thing 
elſe can be meint by this, than, That FAITH 
is ſuch aConditicn, as UNITION is of UNION; 
and that, ſure, is a very large and improper Senſe. 
Faith is ſet forth by ſuch Acts as are properly 
Iultrumenta), fach as Apprebending, Receiving, Tak- 
ing hold of, Applying, cleaving unto, Relying, and 
Reſting on Chrift. But who, that underſtands 

What a Condition properly Means, will affirm, 
Thar theſe are proper unto a Condition, ſtrictly taken. 

Tis Evident, then, to me, that the 4ſewb/y rake tie 
Word Condition in a large improper Senſe, as the 
Way and Mean, which God makes Uſe of for 
making up our Unicn with Chriſt, and ſo not pro- 
perly as the Condition of Union, but as the very 
Uniting Acl, or Mean of Union. | 
Our Author acknowledgeth, That the Virſt 

Grace is abſolutly promiſed. Now, I hope, it is 
the firſt Grace, by which we are brought within 
the Bond of the Covenant ; And, why the whole 
nature of that free Covenant of Grace, ſhould Re- 

ceive 
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106 A REVIEW An ESSAY, 
ceive its Denomination from the Connection be- 
twixt this firſt Grace, and other Subſequent Graces 
and Bleſſings, and not rather from that which 
brings one into That Covenam- State, I cannot ſee : 
Eſpecially ſeeing tis granted, That Faith it ſelf 
is given freely, without any Antecedent Condition 
unto the Reception of that %% Grace. I hope 
our Eſſayer will not refuſe, That the very Spring 
of all the Promiſes of the Covenant, is the free 
Grace and Mercy of God, and not, any Thing done 
or that can be done by the Creature; I hope like- 
wiſe, he will own that all the Benefits of the Cove- 
nant are purchaſſed by Chriſt, and that they are in 
his Hands, and may be beſtowed by him at 
any Time, cn thoſe for whom they are purchaſ- 
ed; I hope, he will alſo acknowledge That 
theſe Benefits are only promiſed in Him, who is, 
Himſelf, the great Covenant Premiſe, and That, in 
giving Him, all other Bleſſings are giver and in- 
ſured thro' Him, and for his Sake. Now, if this 
be truly the State of Things, one wou'd think, 
That the Covenant of Grace, - hath more of 
Abſolutenes in its Nature, Than of proper Conditio- 
aality. BE 

I do acknowledge, God hath eſtabliſh'd a cer- 
tain Connection among the Benefits of the Cove- 
nant as well as a certain order, both of Nature 
and Time in beſtowing of em. There is a ſweet 
Connection between Grace here, and Glory here- 
after: They differ not in Nature but in Degree. 
There's an Order alſo, of beſtowing em, firſt 
Grace and then Glory. But, both of em are 
Promifes made Originally to Chriſt as our 
Head and the 2d Adam, and to the Elect in him: 
Both of em are Benefits purchaſſed by Him for 
them, and in his Hand; Both of em are freel 
promiſed & freely given; Both of em are abjoluth 
| ſecured 
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ſecured to the Eleft in the Hands of a Mediator; 
yer, They are conferred, in a certain Order. 
Now. if, on account of this Order and Connection 
of Benefits, one ſhall ſay, The Benefit h confer- 

with him if be mean no more but That efla- 
liſhed Order of beſtowing, what is, otherwiſe, abſo- 
Iutly ſecured and promiſed. But, then, conſide- 
ring That theſe Promiſes cailed Conditional are 

LUTE, and, That their Conditionality is no 
more than that of Conzet#1n and Order of Beſtow- 
ing of what is freely promiſed and freely given; 
| ſee not, why the Denomination of the Cove- 
nant ſhould be taken from thence, and not rather 
from That, which is the True Rſe and Spring of 
all the Benefits thereot, viz. The abſolute Promiſe 
made to Chris? and unto his Seed in him. In a Word, 
I think it is one Thing to ſay, There are Conditions 
in the Covenant, meaning thereby, That there 
are Connections of Benefits in the Order of Be- 
ſowing them all freely by Grace; and, another 
Thing to call the Covenant it ſelf a Conditional 
Covenant. I humbly conceive, The Denomina- 
tion of the Covenant it ſe f ſhould be taken from 
the molt Extenfive and full View. of it, and then, 
I'm Confident we muſt ultimatly reſolve all in 
abſolute Promiſes which take in even theſe which 
are called Conditional and are really Conne&ional 
* with reſped to after-Benefits among them- 
CLUES, | | 

Some Men, conſidering Ho/ineſs, ONLY un- 
der the Notion of a Duty belonging unto the 
Covenant, and not conceiving of it, 40%, as a 
GRACE, and COVENANT-BLESSING pur- 
chaſſed by Chriſt, which he has undertaken to 
Confer on his Elec in due Time, have 2 

ente 

8 s 8 2 a: 4 X # 

wake 40. —— —— —— — — 

red is a Condition of the laſt, I ſhall not contend © 

in the Senſe now explained Reductivel) ABS0O— 
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ſented it as a ſtrife? Covenam Condition, and { 
brought it into the Matter of our juſtifying Rigb- 
zeouſneſs. Indeed, If we confider Holineſs as 1 
Part of Happineſs, and an Earneſt of Glory, and 
The Exerciſe of Grace and Acts of Holineſs, as a Pre- 
paration for it, we may, on this Account own, 
That they are ſuch fitting and diſpoſemg Means as 
makes us meet to be Partakers of that Glorious 
Inberitance of the Saints in Light; but, all this 
will not import that they have any proper Cauſa- 
lity, or, That they are the Foundation of our 
Right unto that Inheritance. | 

ut conſiderigg, That, the Chief Debate con- 
cerning the Conditionality of the Covenant is with 
Reſpect to Faith which is the great Inſtrumental 

© Meanef Receiving, Applying and Appropriating Chriſt 
himſelf the Great Covenant Bleſſing and other 
Covenant Blefling's in and Through Him, we 
muſt particularly take it under Conſiderati- 
on. pe 

| Now, I do freely Acknowledge, That Faith is 
abſolutly neceſſary to Intereſt us in the Lord Jeſus, 
and the Benefits ef his Purchaſe : Nevertheleſs, be- 
ing no more but an Inſtrument, it ought not to 
be admitted, as the Matter of our Evangelical 

| Righteouſneſs, as a fulfilling of the New Law of 
Grace, Which ſome have ſet up in the Room of 
God's Covenant of Grace. I Hope our Eſayer is 
not ſo far gone into Legaliſm as to fall in with 
this Neu- Scheme. And indeed I own, He is 
more ſound than many Others on this Head. 

But further, That we may have a Clear View 
of Faith's Intereſt in the Covenant, and may ſee 
what kind of Conditionality is truely to be aſcrib- 
ed unto it, and whether, on thar Account, The 
Covenant it ſelf cught to be termed a Conditional 
Covenant, let us conſider, That no Benefits whey 
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ſoever, whether conveyed by an abſolute, or 
Conditional Promiſe can be Ours N. B. In Po, 
ſelſion, i.e. we cannot have an Actual Intereſt in them, 
unleſs they be received by Us; Hence, Faith, 
which is the Receiving Inſtrument, is abſolutly ne- 
teſary, in the Nature of the Thing, unto our 
being Intereſted therein. And therefore, The 
Promiſe of Bleſſings made unto Faith, are, upon 
the Matter, no leſs abſolute in themſelves than 
Thoſe, which run in more General and abſolute 
Terms; For, even Theſe muſt tacitly fuppoſe 
the Sinners Reception thereof, Now, in what 
Propriety of Speech, can the Covenant it ſelf be 
called a Conditional Covenant, becauſe, The free- 
ly promiſed Benefits thereof, muſt be received, 
or otherways, a Perſon cannot have an [nteres? in 
them, and Poſſeſſion of em? Let us ſuppoſe the mec 
ree and abſolute Promiſe, nay, The moſt free and 
ſolute Gift, ſure tis neceſſary, in the Nature 
of the Thing, that a Perſon Receive it, elſe he 
an't have an Actual Intereſt in it, & Poſſeſſion 
f it. But, who will ſay, That this Reception, is 
he Condition of that Benefite, in the proper Senſe 

Jof that Word? And therefore, our Confeſſion, 
{cannot be underſtood to uſe it any other ways, 
of the Large and [proper Senſe above-menti- 
ned. | | 
This View of Matters, is the more plain, it 

Ive conſider, That this very Faith it ſelf, is the 
Free Gift of God, and, That we have not the 
eaſt Power, in our (elves, to exert it. Now, 
there be no Condition of this Condition, but, 

That this Fir Grace is abſolutly Promiſed, and 
Wbſolutly Given, why ſhould the Covenant it ſelf 
pe Termed CONDITIONAL? For, be it ſo, 
What there's an eſtabliſh:d Connection berwixt 
| ne giving of Faith, and the giving of other 77 

ts, | | : 
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. fits; Yet, if that Faith it felt be abjolutly and fre 
ly Promiſed and Given, ſure, all theſe other Ben 
fits connected therewith are Reductiuly Jo too. i. 
They all Iſlue, and Terminate in an abſs/ute Pre 
miſe. But; v hat if I ſhould ſay further, That 
theſe after Bleſſings are no leſs abſolutly and free 
given than Faith it ſelf is, and Conſequentiy, 
That it is net, in a proper Senſe,a Federd!, or even 
a Suſ pending Cindition, I hinted already, That 
Faith, properly ſpeakirg, is not an Autecedent Pre 
requifite Condition unto Union with Chrif?, but the 
very Uniting AE it jef; That is, we are not to 
conceive of a Perſen having Faith, ſubſiſting in 
him, as a diſtinct Benefite, and that having this 
Faith, he comes to be immediatly thereafterunited 
unto Chriſt; Bur, That Faith is that Grace, 
which, in it's very Nature as acted and exert- 
ed, does, in that very Act Unite to Chriſt ; But 
then, it can't be called te Prerequiſite Condition of 

that Union, but is. ir.deed, the Uniting fuſtrument: 
And, the Soul, being thus United unto Chri 
Faith is alſo the Inſirument, but not properly, The, 
Condition of Juftifcation, Which, doth nativel 
follow upon Faith;'s Receiving and Applying Chriſt's 
Righteouſneſs, and ſc, is an - Inſtrumeut in ſepar- 
ably connected v ich Juſtification, but ndt prop:rh 
the Condition therecf. That it Intereſts us in 
Chriſt and his Ecrefits, cr gives us the jus in ve. 
I chearfully own, ard it is in xo other Sente, that 
our Standard uſes the Word; but, That it gives 
us the jus ad rem, which is the proper Senſe of 
a Condition, I bave not yet ſeen, and Conſe- 

- quently, I cannct think, Thatit is ſo very Con- 
rucus to Term the Ceverant it ſelf, a CO N- 
ITIONAL COVENANT, Tho' I know 

ſound Divines have, ſometimes ſo Termed it, 
Meaning no more than ſuch an Intereſtixg Condition 
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as our Standard mentions, and againſt which I 
contend not. But further, tis to be conſidered, 
That the Word Condition was more Harmleſs of 
Old, than it hath been of Laze when it hath been 
corrupted and abuſed by the Baxterian and Neo- 
nomian Scheme, making the Goſpe! a New Precep- 

| tive Law with Sanction; and therefore, it 
ſhould be the more Cauriouſly uſed NOW, if 
any will {til retain it. Only, I muit ſay, That 
it appears to me, not to be ſo lyable to a wrong 
Conſtruction to ſay, There are Conditions in the 
Covenant, ( Meaning thereby ſuch Conditions of 
Connection, as have been above explain'd, ) as to 
{ay, That the Covenant it ſelf is a CONDITI- 
ONAL COVENANT); Tor, no Reaſons can 
be aſſign d, why the very Denomination of the 
Covenant it felt ſhould be taken from eve;y Thing 
that is in it; one would rather think, it fhould 
be taken from that which is the very Rye and 
Spring of it, and which runs thr the whole of it, 
viz. Free Grace and the abſolute Prom: ſes there. 
I wou'd fain ask our E/ayer, what is t e Con- 

dition of Regeneration? I hope he won't make 
Faith the Condition of That, I am per{waded he 
will not pretend there can be any previous Con- 
ditions, unto that New Creation, and, as it were, 
Reſurreſ tion from the Dead. Now, I freely own, 
That the Spiritual Life given in Regeneration is 
preſerved, and maintained, and, That, The Lord 
hath appointed proper Means of this Preſervation, 
and, That, in the uſe of theſe Means, with the 
Concurrence of the Divine Bleſſing, That Spritual 
Life is, indeed, maintained, & preſerved; I own, 
That, as Faith in Jeſus Chriſt is that Z:/frument, 
whereby the Soul is United unto Chriſt, S, it 
is, in it's Exerciſe, ever after, The Great and 
Friucipal Mean, by which, Spiritual Lite ispre- 

Jerued ; 
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| ſerved; For, as the Apoi?le ſays, It is the very Liſe 

we new Live, Gal. 2. 20. 
Tis True, "Tis ſaid, He that Believeth ſhall le 

Saved, and he that Believeth not ſhall be Damned, 
But, can't think theſe are Expreſſures of the Tenor 
of the Covenant, but only Commands and Threatnings t 

' ſuited unto a Goſpel ' Diſpenſation, and adopted 
thereinto, for advancing the Ends thereof. Irathef 
think, That the True Nature and Tenor of the 
Covenant of Grace is to be taken from theſe Scrip- 
tures Which directly ſpeak of that Covenant, as 
Jer. 32. 33. and Heb. S. 8. which run in the ab- 
ſolute Terms ot I WILL, and TE SHALL. 

The Ehayers Reaſonings, P. 66. and 67. con- 
cerning the Coꝛditionality of the Promiſe of For- 
givneſs may be, with equal Strength, retorted upon 

himſelf with Reſpe& to the Premiſe of the Fiſt 

Grace, Which he owns is abſolute, P. 64. For, if 
it be ſo,( according to our Eſſayer Way of Reaſon- 
ing) This ab/o/wte Promiſe of the Fi Grace 
either reſpects Sinners as Sinners, and ſo all Sin- 
ners muſt have the Fyſt Grace, or Eleci Sinners as 
ſuch, and then, nothing more is required. but 
their Election, in order to their having the Firſt 
Grace; and then, if he will ſay there's any 
Thing required before the Firſt Grace, as a Con- 
dition of beſtowing it, he muſt make the Promiſe 
of the Firs? Grace Conditional, and not abſolute. 
And, why the Covenant ſhould not be Denominated 
from ſuck Promiſes as bring us within the Bond 
cf it, which are abſolute, reither than from Theſe 
Connections among Subſequent Benefites, which 
are alſo freely promifed and given in a Beauti- 
ful Order, I ſee not; Conſidering eſpecially, That 

all theſe as well as the Firſt Grace are made over 
to the Mediator, with whom the Covenant 
ſtands faſt, and thro' him, are, in due Time, and 
manger freely conveyed unto his Seed. # 
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As to his QUOTATIONSP. 69. I own Wor- 
Men have uſed the Terms Condition in a more 
rge Senſe, as our Standard doth: But I hope ſome 
theſe Expreſſions are not to be ſtretched too far, 
if they meant Federal Conditions in the ſtrict 
nfe ot the Words, or according unto the Scheme 
the New-Law-Men. Nor do I think, the 

rale of Suſpending Conditions, very agree” 
ble; Seeing what they CI ſo, is only Neceſſa- 

nefits, and not jus ad rem, or even a Pattional 

\s to What, the Eſayer ſays P. 71. of the 
iſe of Miſtakes about this Matter: I own that 
nfuſed Notions of the Covenant of Redemption 
d Grace, of Faith, of the Difference betwixt 
e Covenant of Grace, and the Covenant of 

Works, and, of the Parallel between the Firſt and 
ord Adam, Will indeed carry a Man unto Miſ- 
les about thisSubje&. But Iam perſwaded, they 
ve the cleareſt View of theſe Things, who, tak- 
ga diſtinct View of the Covenant of Grace, in 
ſelf, do conſider it as Gods Covenant, abſolutely 
d freely framed, and no leſs freely applyed, ac- 
rding to the due Order of beſtowing all the Be- 
ts included init. This I might illuſtrate 
a Particular Conſideration of theſe Things 

re I not happily prevented by what I have 
n in a Book juſt now publiſhed Entitled, 4 
er Enquiry into the Grounds of the preſent Diffe- 
ces in the Church of Scotland, which I earneftly 
mmend to your Serious Peruſal and am, 

. 
Tours, Oc, 

to give a jus in re, or Poſſeſſion of promiſed 

itle thereunto, Which is the proper Senſe of a Con- 
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| ETER IV. ** 

SIR, 
1 go on to the lac Head of Legaliſm P. if 17 

viz. That Believer s Sins, in their juſtified Saul 
f bring them under a Liableneſs to the threatned and d fe 

| Served Punifhment according to the Sanition of the La 
| The Prefacer, having {uggened, That th: 
Error Deſerves the Mark of the Diſpleaſure of 

Protestant Church, our Efjayer who ſuppoſeth tha 
this Mark can be nothing elſe but DEPOS 
TION, is extremely fired, and treats the Auth 

With Abundance of empty Sceff, F. 73. and 7 
But, Sir, may not the Church put a Mark of thy 

| Dijpleaſure upon the ERROR and yet not DHH 
POSE the PERSONS > Nay, Prudence can venf 
well Dire& them how to Diſtinguiſh betwif 
Perſaus and Things, and Perſous and Perſons too 
as a little Reflection upon the proceedings of th 

Church with Reſpect to Pr. Smſan and the l. 
Repreſenters will eaſily inform vou. . 

Il am not of the Eſſayers Opinion, That thi: 
ERROR is generally received by the Miniſters af; 

this Church. I know P. Hadow is much regard 
ed, but I cant think we are yet ho Implicite, ge. 

to ſwallow down his Dictats, without Exam * 8 

ee, 5 | "oy 

Now, let us ſtate the Matter clearly, a Dru, 3. 

gery, Which our E/azer thinks it below him 1 
ſtoop unto. It is owned, on all Hands, That B. 

lievers do 21 zly and properly Sin againſt God, ani 
Trangſreſs his Laws as well as others; Tha 
theſe Sins do, in their own Nature, Deſer" 1 

Wrath ; Tnat, while in their Natural State, by N 

1 Ol 



__ * 

— — - —— — G] —rWO¾‚ . — . . ⁵aV9. — In 
— — OR — . — — — —— 

—— (— — 

GOSPEL. and LEGAL PREACHING. «15 
they be juſtified they are wuder the Cyrſe, and 
e — 2 121 ; That. when they are 

fed, a, Antecedent Sins are actually Remitted; 
t the Remiſſion of after Sins, as well as ad- 

tance unto Heaven is ſecured, as to the Event ; 
xt Pardon of Sin relates unto the Guilt of 
That the Guilt which Pardon Removes, 

Ich is contracted by the Fault. Now, Theſe 
ings being, on all Hands, yielded, The Quef- 

actual Obligation unto Puniſhment, which 
p Believer contracts by his Sins atter Juſtifica- 
. There's no Conteſt about Guilt taken for 

Fault it Jef, nor about the Intrinfick Demerit 
Weir Sins; But, about that Puniſbment where- 
they contract an Obligatios, Whether this 

is rhe Queſtion anent the Practical uſe of 
ſr 7hreatnings, even unto Believers, who, 
Frimes, may have the Evidences of their juſtifi- 
Fate clouded ; but, anent the rea! Guilt, and 

leneſs it ſelf which is contracted, whether this 

(ax + Ye. | | | 2 

ow, P. Hadow, and our E/ayer after him, 

State, bring them under a Liableneſs to 

Ing to the Sanclian of the Lau. 
g Quotations P. 74. 75. do not reach the 

* preſent meetneſs for Heaven; For, as to 
W he can never be ſaid to be Hholly meet till 

very laſt Step, when he enters the Threſhold 
f tory, and is Stript of all the Remainders of 
Nor is it to be * but the Believer's 

1 I 

7 

Je Obligation or Liableneſs unto the Puniſhment, 

Ps concerving the Nature of that Gait, or 

nal Death, or only Fatherly Chastiſements * 

ablznefsto Eternal Death, or only, unto Father. 

Fatain, That the Believer's Sins, even in their 

threatned and Deſerved Puniſhment, ac- 

Fent Queſtion, which is not concerning 2 Be- 

Sins 

— 

a 
þ 7 
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God. But this is not at all the Caſe in Hand 

tinction between Sins Mortal and Venial; 
ſome, by making Diſtinctions about the Belie ivines 
Sins, do ſeem to come too near this Pipiſh } 

he Means by the Novus Æternæ mortis Reatu; 

Firſt, bur Santtification carried on Gi adualh 

1 GC 11% "A REVIEW of a E884Y, [git 
Sins are, in their own Nat ure, Damnable Mivine. 
for we don't Maintain the Doctrine of the Ine, a: 

t He 

iveab 
be Cc 
ges d 
a lon 

r Par 
Queſtion concerning Actual Meerneſs for Hl But 
Relafing unio the Article of Sanctification,andÞWittle 
to Tt of Fuſtificaticic: Fer, as to Juſtiſaqp Thi! 
the Sit wer is Meci, and never again Ceaſes me a 4 
Meet, 7. e. the P-rfef] Robe of Chriſt's Righteuſ Con 
being uce put on, he is never again Kript of it Wravel: 
I had Thought, this had been A received I it no 
teſtant Doctrine, That Juſtification is perfect w, 

rem. 
muſt own tis new to me to Hear of a furthe; When, 
neſs in Point of JusZification, with Reſpect to Hill y 
Guilt, or the Removal of the Obligation to der t 

cipel. We fee that Mr. Le Blanc explains 

A being Unmeet to enter into the Kingdot 

nal Death, Than what the Ele& Sinner is that 
vanced unto when brought into a juſtified Wd I | 
aud Adopted. into Gods Family. I had ah kx ti 
habe that no Afrer-Sns could alter that Wliifed 
which yet they mult needs do, if they m th 
them under a Liab/eneſs uuto Eternal Deathſſe Gu 
cording to the Sanction of the Law. Iſow tt 
thought that Believers are no more in a Stan un 
Condemnation ; No more under the Law, Ather! 
Covenant of Works, and ſo, No more underſprdon, 
Curſe. But what will not ſome Men of pr 4 Be! 
Mit rot DETECT, and Men of a Bold Jan th. 
Daring Genius nct ESSAY? But with their e wh. 
leave, J Fear they have gone too far on, to his b 
vert the cafe of Chriſt. 5 il ples 
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„ GOSPEL and LEGAL PRE ACHING: 227 
Our Author tells us P. 75. That ſome Sound 
vines Maintain, That all Sins pas?, preſent and to 
e, are actually pardened upon the firſt Act of Faith 

Wt He thinks fit to run Croſs; to. theſe Sound 
eines; And tells us P. 76. That Tis Incon- 
ireable how a Crime can be pardoned before 
be committed, and then, in ſome follo wing 
ges diverts quite from the ſtate ef the Queſtion, 

all long Harangue about a Believer's praying 
Ir Pardon, and anent the Senſe of Pardon. 
But all this Flame may ſoon be quenched, by 
little Coo] Conſideratiuon. Our Author hudles 

t 

* 

Things in Fair Generals, and then Talks big, 
e a Baih, that hath more Air than either At 

ſh Corrage. - Pray, Gecd Sir, t me ask you 
Mravely, what is7 hat Guilt hi PardouRemoves? 

it not the Actual Obligation Mo E ernal Death? 
uw, if This Actual Obligation te E erna Death, \ 
removed from the Perſen of the Believer, 

Ihen, by Faith he comes into a juſtified State, 
Will you ſay his Afrer-Sins brings him again 

der that Obligation? If you do, you mu 
that Juſtification is a very Moveable Benefit: 

d I can't teil when you will gave the Believer 
fix that Moment, wherein he can ſay, he is 
lined. Sir, your Miſtake ſcems to proceed 

Im this, That you Conſider not the Nature of. 
e Guilt contracted by a Believer's After-Sins ; 
ow this Guz/t is not Lau- Guilt, or an Obliga- 
n unto the Curſe, but an Obligation unto 
atherly Chaſtiſements, and Conſequently, the 
ardon, that a Believer needs and Prays for, 
a Believer, or, under this View can be no other 
an the Removal of This Obligation. Indeed, 

e who Really is a Believer, may want the Senſe 
oF bis being ſo; In which Caſe he both may and 

4 plead for Pardon in the ſtricteſt Senſe; Bus | 

N 
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if he do, upon good Grotmds, look o himfef cht 
a Believer, he can plead for Pardon itt no 0 | 
ReſpeR, than what is Confiſtent with his Sti aon 

So then, the Queſtion is not anent the Way Max 
a Believer, under different Tmpreffions of hi 
felf, may Pray for Pardon, but about wif 
Really is That Guilt Which his After-Sins bi 
him under. Now I ſay That :##Guil: which lys 
à Lyableneſs unto Eternal Death is ſuch as he c. 
fall into, without falling from Grace arid His) 

rified Srare. PR ro PID 
It mends not the Matter to Talk of the Saf Have 

rity which the Believer hath with Rei Now 
to the Event: For, as to this, The Elect, Wdiſint 
fore Converſion, have full Security as to hit. 
Event, yet their Juitification, makes a real Athen, 

ration of their State. Bur, according to the which 
'#eFfor and Eſſayerſ New Schime, Believers are mi not 4 
in the ſame State with Reſpe& ts Juſtiffcuſſ that! 
feeing new Sins bring them again under LyabF but: 
meſs to Eternal Death, Term 
Dur Eſajer's Prayers. and Quotations, P. ftakes 
evidently ſhew how much he miſtakes N Etern 

Queſtion and falls into a Jumble of Incobaſſpoſin 
Notions; while, he conſiders not the Believqſcomn 
State by , Juſtification, or the Nature of his Galffalwa! 
and the Right Manner of his applying for PMChril 
don. And, in his Reafonings P. 80. and 81.YBeing 

| juſt begs the Queſtion, and Mifrepreſents That 
s ſaid by ſome; Authors anent the preventiaiſſtake « 
Table. unto Eternal Death; The plain Mei ſon, ſo 

| Obli; 

Death, being taken off from N. B. :) eir Perſa ¶ State 
the firſt Guſtitutive Juſliſication, the Natiſſof ou 
Confequence of this State of their Perſous is, ti berty 

all after Lyableneis unto Eternal Death is pee G 

yente!. And, Where is rhe bh ur diry to ooner e 

ing whereof, is, That the Obligation unto Eter 

\ 
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thatGod, who finds the Exct Man aueh Cram 

Ws! in his Sight, who both had Committed and 
world Commit Sins, in their own Nature, deſerv+ 
Wing Eternal Death, ſhould, in the Juſtifying: Act 
intirely diſſolve that Obligatiuu arid Lyabloneſs 
N. B. of HIS PERSON thereunto? So that, any 
Git he might afterwards Contract, ſhould ar 
mount to no more but Lyableneſs to the haſtiſements 
of a Father. And Pray, Sir, are not Believers 

© brought/ into God's Family? Are they not the 
Honſe of Chriſt? Are they not his Children? 
Have they riot put on Chriſt s Righteouſneſs ? 

Now, Sir, Is That Marriage diſolved > Are they 
difinherited > Are they ever diveſted of That 
White Rob of Righteouſneſs? And, can they, 
then, come under Lyablexeſs unto a Puniſhment 
which is only Competent unto an Angry Judge, and 
not an offended Father to inflict ? I Refuſe. not 

chat Lyableneſs is prevented by Actual Remiſſion; 
dy but then, I ſay, The f/f Conſtitutive Juſtification 

Terminates upon the Perſon, alters his State at once, 
takes off allLyableneſs of N. B. That P-rſen unto 
Eternal Wrath. The alledged Abſurdity in ſup- 

poſing that Sins can be Pardoned before they be 
committed, is a mere Quirk, Mora] Cauſes do not, 
always, require the Preſence of their Objects. 
EChriſt's Death had Influence before it had a 
Being. And where'is the Abſurdity to conceive 
ThatGod in Juſtitying the Sinner does by one Act 
take off aliLyableneſs roEternalDeath from his Per- 

I, ſo as his after-Sins can bring himunder no other 
Obligation, :han what is conſiſtent with that 

State of Juſtification, And, This is the Doctrine 
Wot our Church, Cunfeſſ: Chap. 20. F. 1. The Li- 

berty which Chriſt hath purchaſſed for Believers under | 
the Goſpel conſiſts in their FREEDOM FROM THE 1 
eb OF SIN, &c. Now, what is this _ N 
_” Ur 

N. 
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but LEE. unto Eternal Death. And Cha 
11. H. 5. the Lyableneſs which the Sins of Be 
Jievers bring them under, is expreſt in thel 
Words. They may, by their Sins, fall under Gul 
"FATHERLY DISPLEASURE, and, not have | 
Light of his Countenance reſtored unto them, until th 
bumble themſelves, Confeſs their Sins, N. B. 
Pardon and Renew their Faith and Repentance. Heng 
tis plain, That the Pardon Beleivers, as ſud 
muſt beg, muſt anſwer unto the Guilt or Lyablin 
which they contract, and, This our Cunfell. dot 
not ſay, is Eternal Death ( which couid not mil 
to have been ſaid here had they. been of thi 
Opinion) but only Fatherl) Diſpleaſure, and 1 
want of the Light of Gods Countenance 
The Eſſayer s Reaſonings P. 82 upon the B Be 

liever's being under the Penal Sanction of the La 
proceeds upon this Miſtake, That a Pena Sandi 

on is ESSENTIAL unto, and inſeparable fro 
a Law. Now, taking it for granted, That 0 

. Efſayer will own, That all Rational Beings, a 
under the Law of God, I would ask him, Wh 
ther, The confirmed Angels be not under the Lav 
And yer, I hope, he won't ſay they are under 
Sanction Threatning Eternal Death, Nay, J 
Chris? as Man is under God's Law, but it wet 
Blaſphemy to ſay, The Law he is under hath ju 
a Sanction. Tis evident, then, That a La 
may Subſiſt without ſuch a Sanction. Ar 
hence Tis plain, That when a Sanction is al 
ded to a Law, it muſt be underſtood ſo, as! 
agree unto the State - and Circumitances ( 
thoſe who are under it. Now to Apply 
This, to our preſent” Purpoſe. The unrene 
Man, I own, is under the Sanctien of the Cur 
and That, not only to be inflicted, but 
already, in part - inflicted ; but then, The 5 

oo nos g. ces ©» 
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State of Believers being not te be under the Law, as 
a Covenant of Works, and fo not under the Curſe ; - 

bur to be delivered from it, and under Grace, tho 
they are never exeemed irom the Law as a Per- 
jett Rule of Righteouſneſs, and from an Obligation 
unto Obenlience thereuntoʒyet it comes not to them, 
cloa thed' with the San iin of Eternal Death: 
For, Chriſt, hath Redeem' d them from the Curſe 
of the Law, being made a Curſe. tor te. 
_ The Abſurdities, which the Eſſayer Enume- 
rats P. 89. do ariſe from his fore- mentioned Miſ- 
takes about the True Nature of GUILT. and 
PARDON, Tis plain, he does not Diſtinguiſn 
bet wixt that Guilt, which may be called the very 
Fault it ſelf, or the Deed Done, contrary to the La w, 
and that Guilt, which binds over unto Puniſh- 
ment by vertue of the Sanction, and that Guilt 
which conſiſts in Intrinſick Demerit. This /aff 
he contourds with the Actual Olligation and H- 
ableneſs by vertue ef the Sant tion. 

P. 90. He alledgeth That if the Law be deveſ- 
ted of its Sanction, and bring upon Believers ualy what 

| Jome call Goſpe/-Guilt, Then, there's a large Score of 
- Guilt for which Chriſt hath not ſatisfied. 
The Aadvertent Reader will eaſily perceive how 
our Author Miſtakes this Matter. I Hope he 
will allow, That Chriſt was: made a Curſe for 
them, who were Under tle Curſe of the Law, and 
that Believers were by Nature under the Curſe 
as well as others, and, That Chriit hath de- 
livered them from it. Now, if it was his Deſign 
to DELIVER their very Perſons Pram the Curje, 
it could not miſs to be his Deſign to KEEP them 
from it, when he had delivered them; And fo, 
in a Way Conſiſtent with their juſtified State, 
The Curſe, with Reſpect to their - After-Sins, is, 

as it were, Intercepted, which is no leſs a privilege, 
than 



than the taking it off, when it had Actually fallen 
on them; ſeing their Sins did Deſerve it, and 
they would have fallen under it for them, if 
The Application of Chriſt's Righteouſueſs in Juſtifica- 
tion had rot prevented ie. 
The ESSAYER'S Reaſonings about Far of 
Hell and Hope of Heaven, P. 91. Oc. Are a mere 
confuſed Repetition, which, I think not worth 

| While to Trace. And his Way of repreſenting 
a Miniſter's Preaching againſt the Lyableneſs of 
a Believer unto Eternal Death, ſhows how little 
he ſeems to have conſidered the True Nature 
of the Goſpel. and proceeds upon this Miſtake, 
as if true Believers; under the Perſwaſion of 
their Freedom from Hell, and even from Lyableneſs 
thereunto, would be of ſuch a baſe Spirit as to 
take Liberty to Sin becauſe Grace Alounds, and, as 
if their Freedom and Previleges did lead to Licen- 
zi0uſneſs. Nay, Mr. Eſſayer, it were eaſie to 
Repreſent your Way of Preaching, after the ſame 
Manner, upon the Doctrine which you grant, viz. 
That Believers are ſecured from Hell acto the EVENT; 
For, if you ſuppoſe, That Fear of Hell muſt be, the 
great Perſwaſive to move a Believer, even conſider- 
ing himfelt as ſuch, in his Obedience; Might I 
not thus Repreſent your Preaching the Goſpel, 

upon the Suppoſition of T heBeliever's Security as to 
the Event. © As for you, who are Believers, 
« Tho you ſhould break all the Commands 
c of the Fir and Second Table, tho' you had 
* Davids Adultrey and Murder, Lot's Druukeneſs 
* and Inuceſt, Kc. I muſt tell you, that all theſe 
Sins will not bring you to Hell, for tho' you 
<« are hable unto it; Yet your Repentance is ſecured, 
« and the Event of Tour Eternal Salvation too. 
Now, if ſuch Licentious Inferences from the Securi- 

ty which the Believer hath as to the Event be ab- 
ſurd, 
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ford, chey are no leſs SO; whett drawn from the 
Betiever'sStatt of Freedom from Lydbleneſs antoElernul 
Darth; For all the Edge of em muſt Terminate 
pon the Fear they may. hive, with Refpe& ro 
the EU: And fo the Forde of our Author's fine 
Speech returns upon himſelf, and, Onh Diſcovers, 
how little he ſeems to be truely acquainted with 
the Goſpel tate, Spirit, and Frame of a Believer, 
and The Native Influence which their Privileges 
and the knowledge of em ſhould, and ſurely, in 
ſome Meafure, Nil have upon · them. 98 

But, on the other Hand, let us ſee what a 
fine Goſpel. peerh our Eſſayer muſt make upon his 
Principles of the Believers being Lyable to Eternal 
Death for his Sins. Q. P. Be it known to you 
« O Believers, That tho' you be God's Children, 
© yet you are lyable foryourSms,to be difinherited ; 
« tho yon are United umo Chrift, yet you are ly= * 
© able ro be caſt into Hell; tho you are Married 
e unto Chriſt, yet, you are lyable to be Divorced 
* from him for ever; Tho you are clothed 
* with his Righteouſneſs, yet, your after Sins 
* may diveſt you of that Rebe; Fho' Chriſt was 

e mage a Curſe for you to deliver you from the 
Curſe, yet, your After-fns do bring you agnin 

| under the Curie, for tis that Curſe that makes 
& yon lyable to Eternal Heath; Tho' Chriſt 

| © hath nor only paid rhe Debt for you, but ap- 
© ply'd his Righteouſnefs zo yory Perſon, yet, you 

| are lyable to be reached for that Debt, even 
* by Vindictive Wrath. Tho' you be juſtified 

| © Perſons, yet, you are lyable to Condemnation ; 
| © Tho'the Sanction of the Law be fuffilled by the 

| <« Surety for you, and that Sitrety- Righreoufneſs ap- 
; 5e ply'd to you ; Let, your After · Sins ktm you un- 

ie der that Sanction; Tho' Chriſt be in you the Hope 
* B © of ur, yet, you are lyable to be thruſt into 
» © Hell for ever, Tho' the Event be ſecured that 

| vou 
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you ſhall not fall into Hell, yet you are no leſs 
lyable unto it than the EZlect were before Con- 
verſion; Tho you have got Thouſands of Ja- 
lents remitted to you, yet your new Sins bring 
you under the ſame State, yeu were. in before 

any of em were Pardoned. Your Juſtification is 
no more perfect than your Santtifi ation; and 
therefore 1 exhort you to fear, That you may go 
to Hell, even tho' you ſhould know you are 

brought unto a State of Laion with ChrifF. 
Thele, are the ſweet Cordials that our E/ajer's 
Doctrine aftords to Believers. Ard, it they 
will net admit of Theſe, their belief of Their Free- 
dom from all this Lyableneſs, will, certainly lead 
them ( according to him) unto all Manner of Li- 
cenciouſneſs. For, it ſeems, That Doctrine of 
Freedom from Lyableneſs to Hell, natively leads even 
the Believer, who is drawn by the Cords of Love 
aui Bondsef a Man, to caſt eff all fear of Gcd, all 
true and fincere concern for his Glory, all filial 
Gbedience, all hatred of Sin as ſuch, all concern 
to be Holy becauſe He is Hely: All Regard un- 
to the native Beauty of Gcds Image. Theſe are 
but a few of the abſurdities which natively flow 
trom our  Eſayer's Doctrine. Pray, Sir, Read the 
ſober Enquiry, for a further View of this Subject. 
I am not a little ſurpriſed to find our Efayer 
pretending P. 94. That cur Standard is for the 
Leliever's)Lyableneſs to Eternal Wrath, and that it 
hath not ene Grue of Goſpel-guilt, but, that it 
leoks on ALL Guilt as a Lyableneſs to Eternal 
Wrath. That it doth not uſe the Term Geſpet- 
guilt : True: Bur, while it reckons, all that the 
Believer s Sins bring him under, to be Fatherly 
Diſpleaſure and want of theLight of God sCountenarce; 

_ JAver it maintains the Thing it ſelf which others, 
fer Diſtinction's Cauſe, have termed ae den 
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On GOSPEL and LEGAL PREACHING. 125 
about the ſtrict Propriety of which Phraſe, I 
ſhall not contend. But our Author, when he 
Cites Confeſl. Chap. 1x. $ 5. Thinks fit to ſtop 
without mentioning THIS. And, as to what is 
Meant by Continuing to Forgive the Sins of thoſe 
that are juſtified, it can't Import their being Ly- 
able to Eternal Death; As the reſt of the Para- 
graph in the Confeſ. (omitted by our Author) 
Evidently ſhows: But, with Reſpect to their 
1uſtified State, whereby Legal-guilt is removed, 
it imports the Continuation of That Hate, with- 
out Interruption or Interciſion, and ſo, makes a- 

gainſt our Hſſayer Doctrine, which can Import no 
leſs than a Continual Interruption of that State upon 
the continual emergent of new Sins. As alſo, Conti- 
nuing to Forgive, hath a Relation unto the Re- 
moval of the Obligation to Fatherly Diſpleaſure, 

| Which is Al the Obligation unto Puniſhment that 
our Cnfeſſ. aſcribes unto Believers, in that very 
ſame Article. And, as to Threatnings applyed to 
Believers, no more is ſaid in our Sandard, but, 
that theſe Heu, what M B. their Sins ds deſerve; and, 
this way of Speaking, plainly implys, That they 
are not Lyable unto what they Really deſerve. 
Our Eayer P. 95, comes to own, That his 
ſide of the Queſticn, may be preſſed with dif- 
ficulties which can't be well got over. But Screens 
himſelf undet the common pretence, That a true 
Doctrine is nct to be rejected becauſe of Dif- 
ficulties. This indeed I own in General; But I 
affirm tis ill applyed in this Caſe to ſupport a 
DANGEROUS ERROR. And, how poorly he 
graples with the Difficulty, from the Inputatien 
of a perfef? Righteouſneſs to a Believer, is Obvious, 
and his RetortronRidiculous. For, tis certain, That. 
God's looking on Believers asRighteous doth not 
Relate unto Freedom trom their Inherent Evils, but 

| | 5 unt 



4 REVIEW of a ESSAT, . 
deck hs Bac in Law, upou of the 
Imputarion of the Swret- ighteouſueſs : And, in ſo 
far as God looks on them as e A with the 
Righteoulnels of their SURETY, he does not, in 
that Reſpect ſee Sins in them 7, e. he does not 
ſee them under Law-grik for any of their Sins. 
In that ReſpeR, their Sins are Covered and Blorted 

out aud caſt helhund his Ba; But, this doth ot, in 
the leaſt, claſh with bis Sight of them, by the 
Eye of his Omniſcience, and his being diſpleaſed 
with his own Children: for them, as an ended 
Father. 

His Quacation from Doctor Oven, P. 96. 97. 

Imports n ay vo but the Fermanence of the Conſti- 
zution of the Penalty : Now, This is ſufficient! 
maintained by confidering, rhat Chriſt hath paid 

that Penalty. But then, lie having dong ſo, Go 
is juſt io Juſtifie them that Believe in Jeſus; 5 2 they can never be Lyqhle to a Curſe which 
both delivered them from, 

It would, 
into the Pxdle of Inc Incoherext Netions, which our 
jo teh Vents, P. 98. Cc. in what he calls the 
Riſe of miſtakes about this Matter. And 1 
ſhall not Trouble you with Remarks upon them, 
ſeeipg a very little Reflection will diſcover how 

Trifling they are. E. G. Where is the Odds 
berwixt the uncnverted Elect being Lyable to 
Puniſb ment, but the Sentence wot executed, —_ 
the converted Elef being alſo Lyable- but wil! nat 
be puniſhed? I think the Phraſes not puniſhed, 
and the Sentence not executed are much the ſame, 
And this beipg granted in both Caſes ; His other 
Differences import nothing as to the Caſe of 
Juitification V bich takes away Guilt or Lyablens)s, 

ion, and not what con- 

The 

which is the preſent Qu 
cerns SaxiTificatian, | 

Truely, malle a Body Sick to rake : 
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The Expreffion he quotes from the Merrow 2d 

Part Edit. 6th I own is Harſh, but Charity o- 
bliges me to think, That the Publiſhers of the 

Edinburgh Edition, had not the Siniſter Views here 
inſinuated, if it was deſignedly omitted; As 
alſo, That it will not bear all the Fearful Conſe- 
quences drawn from it. However Iſhall not pretend 
to defend it, tho' I would fain hope, conſider- 
ing That Authors General Scope, That he meant 
no mòre but what our Cnfelf. do expreſs in much 

better choſen Words, Chap. XI. 9. 5. And al- 
though, GW. | 

P. 105. Cc. To the End. The Author Dif- 
courſes upon Goſpel-preaching, and the Charatter 
of a Goſpel-preacher. I told you at the Begining, . 
I pretended not to attack This whole Book. I own 
what is truely Valuable andCommendableand muſt 
fay, my Soul was refreſhed in Reading. theſe 
following Pages. And, except ſome few Sentences 
which coincide with what hath, formerly, been 
Animadverted upon, I can chearfully agree to 
what Remains of his Book, and do think it Sa- 
vours more of a Goſpel Strain than, one would 

think, is Conſiſtent with {ome of the Errors in the 
Former Part, And, were I to inſiſt to Play the 
Critick upon it, it were no hard Task to make it 
Evident, That this laſt Part doeth in ſeveral 
Things Contradi& and Conſute the Former, But 

I ſhall give but one Inſtance. P. 98. Tho he 
Maintains, that Believers are, for their Sins, 
Lyable to Eternal Death; Yer he ſays, They 
have a Right to Heaven, whica they will never 
make a Forfeiture of: Bur, P. 107. He makes a 
Forfeiture of all Claim and Title to Heaven, and 
a Lyablaneſs to God's Wrath and Curſe the very 
fame Thing, And in that ſame Page ſays the 

| 1 - 
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e to Eternal Pa is 
difolved; and his Rigtt to the forfeited Happineſs 
Refrced. No if the Forfeiture, and the I yibles 
ne be the fame” Thing, as in P. 107, Then, 
eitherirhe Believer is net ſyable ro Eternal Death 
for his Sins, or, if he be, his Dab leneſr is his 
making Forteiture of his Right, contrary to K hat 
he had ones P. 98. I could give more Iuſtances 
7 this Purpoſe. But this is ſüfficient, and, 

will Trouble yen no further on this Subje , | 
2 ite Tine. 'T Hope you will Parden Efcapes, 
and 1 ſhall willo ngly Hearken 19 whar may be 

effertd for my Conviction. I Thall be glad to 
keep up CORRESPON DENCE; upon Edifying 

 Subjefts,” und particularly, This of Goſpel and 
Legal Preaching, Which, I apprehend, wants yet to 
be Cultivaced, Tho' 1 could wiſh it were done 
more in a Prafical than Cor: N 1 ben But 

e adv 7 0 78 RI P42? 
The Anker 8 Sine? from the Preſc, b c- 
caſioned ſeveral Literal Eſcaves and wrong Point- 
ings. Which tis hop d the Reader will eaſily 
perceive and amend. The moſt Material are 
Theſe following. : 

Pag. 23. Line 22. . Dele cf. 5. 29. 5 Ute Courſe, 
R. Cauſe. P 41. L. 4. Trutb: R. Fruits. P. 
42. L. 4. Gift. R. Grips, P. 43. L. 6. his R. 
This P. 73. L. 29. unleſs. R. bf Fe P. 89. L. 
9. That R. tho' P. 101. BALENTINUS R. 
* VALENTINGS: | en ener 
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