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LETTER XIIL

Dear Sir,

Shall now proceed to another objeGion which

Mr. F. attempts to anfwer, arifing from the
DIVINE DECREES He thus ftates it: < Sinceitis
¢¢ allowed on all hands that the bleflings of grace,

and faith among the reft; are all fovereign and
free gifts through Chrift—are what he difpenfes
according to his own purpofe and grace, given
to his elect in Chrift Jefus before the world be-
gan—-3ince it is allowed that God never de-
termined to beftow fpecial grace upén the non-
elect, it has, from thefe confiderations, been
thoughta very great abfurdity, and what imputes
mockery to the Holy One, and has been repre-
fented as a thing impoffible that God thould re-
quire men to believe in Chrift. It has been
fuggefted that this makes it men’s fin, and the
ground of their punithment that they have not
that which God never defighed to give them—
that they might be equally blamed for not being
eleted or redeemed, as for not having faith in
Chrift, fince the latter is equally a fpiritual
blefling as the former *.”
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Mr. F. acknowledges that ¢ at firft fight this
will feem to be very formidable ;”’—and notwith-
ftanding what he has faid, it appears formidable
ftill.  Itisfaid, < If it prove any thing, it will
“¢ prove too much ; for inftance, it will prove
¢ that it is not the duty of the non-ele&.at all to
‘¢ feek after the falvation of their fouls, or ence
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€ ¢o care, or even be concerned about it.,” But
that’s a miftake, it proves no fuch thing: for in
as much as we know not who are and who are not
the elect, it is the duty of every one wherefocver
the gofpel of falvation comes, to be concerned to
feek, enquire, and afk, what hope, what evidence
have I of being interefted in this falvation? Be-
fides, there are exprefs commands to all to be con-
cerned, as Luke 13. 24. Strive to enter in at the
ftrait gate ; that is, ufe all means, fearch the ferip~
tures, attend on the preaching of the word con-
flantly and diligently ; pray for a bleffing on it,
examine whether ye-have entered in or not.

Mr. F. further fays, ¢ Thedeftru&ion of Pharoah
¢ was determined of God to be at the time, place,.
¢¢ and manner in which it a&ually came to pafs;
¢ and yet, who will fay that he ought not to have
¢ taken the counfel of Mofes, and let the people
¢ go *}” But Pharoah had an exprefs command to
Tet them go; therefore he was undoubtedly crimi-
nal in not doing it. So it may be faid of the reft
of the inftances produced ; and therefore thefe are
nothing to the purpofe.

I believe with Mr. F. ¢¢ the decrees of God were
¢¢ never defigned for, nor can they be made amy
¢ rule of buman a&ion. The commands of God
¢ are the fole rule of this.” But though God’s
decree is not the rule of our conduét to him, itis
the rule of his condu&® to us; and can it be fup-
pofed he has decreed to leave fome deftitute of
faith, and yet decreed and determined to condemn
them for the want of it? Such conduét cannot, 1
think, be imputed to the Divine Being, without
charging him with a cruelty that muft thock every
human feeling. No: God has decreed only to
punith for fin, for the breach of his commands ;
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and as there is no command for fpecial faith, as we
have endcavoured to prove, thereforc no one fhall
be condemned for the want of it.

It is obferved, ¢ that God’s not giving that
¢ holinefs to fallen man which his law requires,
¢ and which they have loft, be that what it may,
¢ js not their fin; but yet all muft allow it is
¢ their fin that they have it not ¥.” But why is it
fo? Becaufe they once had it in Adam. Not fo
faith, or any f{piritual difpofition, as I have already
obferved, therefore there is no argument in this.
As feveral other things under this head have already
been fpoken to in one or other of my letters, I
fhall leave it, and proceed to a third.objeétion
raifed, and endeavoured to be fet afide ; which is,

Concerning PARTICULAR REDEMPTION.

¢¢ Tt has been thought (fays Mr.F.) a great ab-
¢ furdity to fuppofe that God can have muade it
¢ the duty of any man to believe in Chrift for the
¢ falvation of his foul, or that he can have pro-
¢¢ mifed falvation to him on his fo believing, when

¢s all the while his falvation was not the end for
¢¢ which he died {.”

L

LY

Suppofe 2 minifter when he afcended the pulpit
was to addrefs his audience thus: Men, brethren
and fathers, I am commiffioned from my Divine
Mafter to inform you all, ye are fallen creatures;
ye have all finned and come fhort of the glory of
God ; the whole world is become guilty before
God ; but I have alfo, by his authority, to tell

ou, there is an eternal redemption obtained by the
lood of Chrift: that redemption is particular,
Chrift died only for a certain number, even for as
many as are ordained to eternal life. Faith in
Chrift is abfolutely neceflary to falvation ; that
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rood, I do not confider them infallible. It has
been often with truth faid, the beft of men are but
men. As they are dead and gone tb heaven, 1
fhall not animadvert on the quotations made. I
have to do with none but Mr. F. and fhall there-
fore immediately proceed to a fourth objeGtion
ftated and replied to; namely,

¢« Concerning MEeN’s BrING UNDER THE CovE-
“ NART OF Works*.”

What is here faid feems to be in anfwer to what
Mr. Brine has advanced in his Motives to Love
and Unity among Calvinifts ; who afferts, that the
law which was given in the form of 2 covenant to
Adam, does not require faith in Chrift for falva-
tion, and that, ¢ till 2 man through the law is
¢ dead to the Jaw, he hath no warrant to receive
¢ Chrift as a favieur, or to hope for falvation
¢ through him; conviction of fin, a fenfe of
¢ mifery as juftly deferved, and defpairing of re-
¢ lief from the law and works of it, in order of
¢ nature, at leaft, precede the firft aét of faith on
¢¢ Chrift for falvation 1.”—In reply to this Mr.
F. fays, ¢ though none but beligvers are dead to
¢¢ the law, yet it is what every finner ought to b §°
If by being dead to the law is meant no mere than
barely not expe&ing falvation by it, 1 think evary
fallen creature wherever the gofpel comes, ought
to be fo dead ; becaufe it is ciearly revealeds it is
pofitively afferted ¢ by the deeds of the Jaw there
¢¢ fhall no fleth be juftified in his fight,” Rom.
3. 20.—But if by being dead to the law is clofely
connelted with, and ineluded in it, a feeling fenfe
of wretchednefs and juft defert of mifery, and alfa
a living to God, as the apoftlc intimates it is in
Gal. 2. 19. that is, 2 living a fpiritual life, which
life is recerved from Chrift ; a living a life of faith
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on the Son of God, as Paul faid he did, Gal.-2. 20,
then, I think, it is not all men’s duty, but & 2
fpecial privilege and blefling beftowed only on thofe
who are ordained to eternal life.

As to the law’s requiring faith and every fpiritual
difpofition is what I cannot allow. Mr. Charnock
very juftly obferves, ¢ If the law commanded faith
¢ in relation to the objeét Chr'iﬁ cru‘c1ﬁed, it
¢ muft then acquaint us with Chrift crucified. It
¢ would be an unreafonable law to enjoin an a&
<¢ about fuch an obje&, and never difcover one fyl-
¢¢ Iable of that object to us *:” and another writer
has very juftly obferved, ¢¢ The law and the works
«¢ of it are dire@ly oppofite to grace and faith ina
¢« redeemer. It makes not the leaft comfortable
¢ difcovery to a miferable finner; it knows no-
«¢ thing of pardoning mercy; it fays not a word
<« about atoning blood : being the formula of that
«¢ covenant which was made with man in a ftate
< of innocence, it makes not the leaft abatement
s in point of duty ; nor the leat provifion ina
¢ way of mercy, in cafe of failure. Perfe&t obe-
« dience is its conftant demand; an obedience
¢« perfonal and perpetual; whatever mercy the
¢ finner wants, whateyer bleflings God beftows,
< is provided in another covenant, are difpenfed
<« in another way §.”> But as I have already con-
fidered what Mr. F. has to fay refpeQing fpiritual
difpofitions being required of ‘all, in Letter 10. I
thall difmifs this head, and proceed to

« Tag Work oF THE Hovy SerrrT §.”
Mr. F. obferves under this head, that there are
many people, ‘¢ when we talk of faith, and other

«¢ fpiritual exercifes being the duty of men, it
. e
< feems to them as if we meant to derogate from

# Charn. Works, vcl 2. p-603.
1 Booth’s Death of Legal Hopey pa13. § P. 244.



[ 93 1

« the honour of the fpirit’s work.” I own I am
one of them that think Mr. F.’s fentiments tend
to leflen, depreciate, and in fome fenfe to render
unneceflary the fpirit’s work. Though T won’t
fay I think he means to do fo, efpecially as he fays,
« If this is indeed the tendency of our principles,
¢ let them be difcarded ;” but if the inability of
man be only partial, as Mr. F.’s fentiments cer-
tainly imply, although he is unwilling to acknow-
ledge it, and fays, << we conftantly affirm it is real
‘“ and fotal 1;”” but what he means by this, or how
he can make it out, 1 confefs I cannot conceive ;
for if it be fimply a moral inability, as he repeatedly
declares, why, furely, it muft be partial ; and in
that view the work of the Holy Spirit is certainly
leflened. More honour muft rédound to his name,
and more glory to his'grace, in bringing a finner
to believe whofe inability is both moral and na-
tural, which is what we affirm ; and therefore Mr.
F. does us an injury when he reprefents us as fay-
ing, man’s inability is fimply natural. We fay no
fuck thing. That'man has an averfion to every
thing fpiritually good, and that averfion is criminal
we maintain, and fo on that account we fay the
work of the Holy Spiritis necefizry, and it appears
glorious in removing that averfion. So far we
agree with Mr. F. and all of his fentiments ; but
we fay that a natural man is utterly unable to do
any thing fpiritually good; that is, as 2 natural
man he has a natural inability. He muft have a
new heart, a new fpirit, there muft be 2 new crep-
tion in his foul, of what was never there befo

ere he can perform fpiritual ac¥s. This natural
inability is what Mr. F. denies ; and in fo doing
I cannot but think he leflens, depreciates, and in

gome fenfe renders unneceflary the work of the Holy
pirit,

I P46,

[ o4 ]

I proceed now to the fixth objedtion :

¢ Or Tre NEcEssiTY OF A DivInNE Pﬁmcu’w,
€€ IN ORDER TO BELIEVING ¥,

Thus it is ftated by Mr. F. < It has often been
‘f}gbje&ed to this e%’e& ; It is impoflible to be-
¢ lieve in Chrift without having a I?rz.nczple <’>f
¢¢ faith created in the heart. Now as itis God.s
¢ work to create that principle, till that werk is
¢¢ affe®ed, it cannot be any man’s duty to belieye
s in Chrift; that is (fays he) it cannot be the
¢¢ duty of any man to have or excrcife a principle
¢ which he has not.” But here Mr. F. draws a
wrong inference. 'We don’t fay it cannot be the
duty of any man to have or exercife a principle
which he has not; but that it cannot bz_: the dn}ty
of any man te have or exercife 2 principle which
he has not, and which he never had in any ftate
whatever; 2 principle which Adam never Joft,
becaufe he never poffefled it, and a principle which
God never defigned we fhould have. The objec-
tion thus ftated, let Mr. F. anfwer if he can,——
I fhall add no more at prefent, but that
I am refpeitfully
Yours.
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