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LETTER VL

Dzear Srr,

AVING noticed three fcriptures brought by
H Mr. Fuller to prove fpecial faith is com-
manded, I proceed to a fourth, Jomw vi. 2q.
¢¢ This is the work of God, that ye believe on him
¢ whom he hath fent.” —That Mr. F. fhould bring
this as an argument for his favourite fentiment is
to me aftonithing, fince it appears directly againft
him.—He obferves they contain an anfwer to a
queftion ; viz. What fhall we do that we might
work the works of God ? v. 28. To which quef-
tion our Lord anfwers, ¢ This is the work of
“ God, that ye believe on him whom he hath
“fent:” < which (fays Mr. F.) if it be a perti-
““ nent anfwer to the queftion afked (and no doubt
€ but it is fo) it is as if he had faid, This is what
¢ you muft do if you think to pleafe God ; this is
“ the firft duty incumbent upon you in that great
““ work of labouring for that which endureth to
“¢ everlafting life, and without which it will be
¢ impoffible with any other labour whatfoever to
¢ pleafe God *.”

Let me firft remark here if this believing on
Chrift be the fir/? duty incumbent in the great work
of labouring for that which endureth to ever-
lafting life, is it not fomewhat ftrange, that our
Lord fhould dire& to labouring fir}; as he does,
v. 27. and don’t tell them of the fir? duty incum-
bent on them, till they afk for it ;" til] they by their
queftion draw it out of him? Surely this was
atting in 2 manner (to ufe Mr. F.’s own words)
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¢ far from his ufual pertinency *.”  But certainly
this anfwer of our Lord’s is dire@ly againft Mr. F.
It is as if he had faid, What muit ye do to work
the works of God? 1 tell you plainly, there is
nothing you can do that can be acceptable and well
pleafing to God till you have faith, and that faith
is of his operation ; ¢ thisis the work of God, that
¢ ye believe 7 and then he goes on to fpeak more
largely of this believing in him in the following
verfes.  Speaking of himfelf as the bread of life,
which was to be fed upon in a fpiritual manner by
faith, he fays ver. 35. <“ He that cometh to me fhall
never hunger: and he that believeth on me fhall
never thir{t.” He further informs them, ver. 36.
that they had feen him, but had not believed on
him, and then points out who will believe, and
who only, v. 37. ¢ All that the Father hath given
me, fhall come to me.” This do&rine of electing
love and diftinguithing grace offended the Jews,
and we are told, ver. 41. ¢ they murmured at
him ;”” which made Chrift reply, "v. 43. ¢¢ Mur-
mur not among yourfelves ;” what I tell you is a
fal : the doctrine I have delivered is truthj that
faith is the work of God; that none will have it
but thofe whom the Father has given me, and T
now further add; ¢ no man ¢an come unto me ex-
cept the Father which hath fent me, draw him,”
ver. 44. How very clear and plain from the whole
context does it appear, that this fpecial faith is no
duty, but the work of God, and 2 blefling defigned
only for thofe whom the Father hath given to
Chrift; and to fuppofe men will bedamned for the
want of it, is cruel and fhocking.

The next paflage quoted by Mr. F. is, John v.
23. ¢ It is the Father’s wiil that all men thould
honour the Son even as they honour the Father 1.
To adopt Mr. F.’s own words in anfwer to a
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quotation from Mr. Brine ;3 ¢¢ Perhaps it would
puzzle a common reader to difcern any declaration
of the neceffity of faith #.7 and much more to
difcern the duty of faith in this paffage. It muft
be very evident to every one who reads itin connec-
tion with the preceding verfes, that our Lord is
there aflerting and proving his equality with the
Father, and that nothing more is intended than
that the fame divine reverence, adoration and ho-
nour, thould be given to him as to the Father.
And the honour here referred to is the honour due
to him in the charaer of a judge, and not of 2
faviour, for they are clofely connected writh v. 22.
<< For the Father judgeth no man (i. e. without
the Son) but hath committed all judgment to the
Son, that all men fhould honour the Son even as
they honour the Father :” that is, in that capa-
city : yes, and all men fhall be obliged to honour
him too, by bowing their knees before him at the
laft day in judgment. Now for Mr. F. to fay << this
paflage not only proves Chrift’s equality with the
Father, but the obligations of mankind to believe
in him#4,” appears to me ¢ a moft unwarrantable
force put upon it.”

I go on to p. 44. where Mr. F. fays * wicked
men are commanded to feek the Lord while he may
be found, and thatin the chara&er of the God of
grace, promifing mercy, and abundance of pardon
to them that feek him, lfa. 55. 6, 7.—Arminians
quote this paflage as a proof there is a day of grace,
which, if men improve, they may enjoy the favour
of God ; but if they let it flip, if it be once elapfed,
there is no more opportunity of meeting with him.
To whom Dr. Gill thus replies, ¢ They are an
« exhortation to public worfhip, fignified by feek~
& ing the Lord, and calling upon him ; the time
¢ for which with the Jews was on the feventh day
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¢t of the week, and with us Chriftians on the firft,
« thefe being times in which he might be found,
«¢ it became the Jews of old, and us now, to attend
¢s public ordinances, in expeltation of meeting
«¢ with God *.””  And this I think is a fufficient
an{wer to Mr. F.

It is further obferved, Simon Magus was ex-
horted to prag to the Lord for pardon of fin. Who
denies it? Prayer is a natural and moral dut
binding on all men. But what has thisto do wit
fpecial faith? Why, fays Mr. F. < fpiritual blef-
£¢ fings, all will allow, cannot be found but in the
¢« way of faith in Chrift.” That is true; but
they may be fought after in the ufe of means with-
out that faith: andthat is all which is here ex-
horted to, not to find or to get pardon of fin, but
to pray for it.

The next fcripture is RoM. ix. 31, 32. ¢ Ifrael
hath notattained tothe law of righteoufne{s. Where-
fore? Becaufe they faught it not 5;  faith, but as it wese
by the works of the law, for they ftumbled at that
ftumbling flone.” Now, fays Mr, F. ¢ ought
«¢ they not to have fought it by faith? Why then
*¢ are they blamed becaufe they did not? Did they
« right and what they ought to do in Rumbling
¢ at that ftumbling ftone { Why then are they in
¢ fo doing fzid to be difobedient 47

By faith here is meant, not the grace, but the
do&rine.of faith, the gofpel ; as appears clearly by
its being oppofed to the law, and this was the
ftumbling ftone at which they ftumbled, as we are
exprefsly told in 1 Pet. 2. 8. ¢ which flumble
at the word being difobedient.” Taking the wards
in this view, I thus anfwer Mr. F.’s.queftions.
The do&rine of juftification by the righteou(pefs
of Jefus Chrift being clearly revealed in the gofvel,
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they ought to have rcceived it, and were to blame
for treating it with contempt; but I will not f
they ought to have received this righteoulnefs b
fpecial faith, or that they ought to have been
clothed with it, nor do I find them any where
blamed for being deflitute of it. No, all they are
blamed for is, for not receiving the daéirine, and
not becaufe they did not receive the thing itfelf.

¢ To thefe (fays Mr. F.) might be added fuch
¢ paflages of fcripture as command men to put
¢¢ their zruf? in the Lord, and blame them for the
¢ contrary pra&tice *.” But to truft in the Lord
is a natural duty, as God is infinitely benevolent,
all-fufficient in his power, inviolable in his truth,
and invariable in his faithfulnefs, he ought to be
trufted, the light of nature and ieafon declare it.
But what has this to do with evangelical truft, and
fpecial faith in Chrift? Pf.iv. 5. is here pro-
duced, *¢ offer the facrifices of righteoufnefs ; and
put your truft in the Lord.” 'To which is added,
¢ a truft conne@ed with the facrifices of righte-
¢ oufnefs, muft be a fpiritual truft 1. But what
are thefe facrifices of righteoufnéfs ? Why, fays
an excellenf commentator, ¢ things righteoully
‘¢ gotten, for the Lord hates robbery for a burnt-
¢ offering, 1fa. 61. 8. Some refpe@ may be had to
““ the unrighteous acquifitions of Abfalom and
¢ his men (on the occafion of whote rebellion this
¢ pfalin is fuppofed to have been penned) and who
¢¢ were now in poffeflion of Terufalem, and of the
¢ altars of the Lord, and were facrificing on them ;
¢ in which they gloried, and to which this is op-
¢ pofed ||,  Now it may be confidered as an ad-
drefs to thefe men, and {o carries.in it 2 tharp re-
buke for their condué in prefenting robbery for a
burnt-offering, and in trufting in it when they
had done. Though I rather think it is an addrefs
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of David’s to the goc.d men who were with him, and
abode with him in this time of t'roublc; and the
firft part of the verfe contains advice, not to 'a& as
their ememies had done, offer what was gnnghte—
oufly gotteni, but to oﬁ'c'r facrifices of pghte.ouf—
nefs; and the latter part is an encouraging direc-
tion what to do in this feafon of diftrefs. Don’t,
as'if he had faid, be caft down, the Lord (as is ob-
ferved in ver. 3.) has fct apart him that is godly for
himfelf, the Lord will hear when I call upon him.”
Therefore wait upon him, put your truft in him, be
of good courage, he thall ftrengthen your hearts,
and deliver both you and me out of all our troubles.
T'his paflage then will not at all apply to Mr. F.s
point. I mean it will by no means bear him out
in his doltrine of {piritual truft and fpecial faith
being commanded to wicked and unregenerate men.

Mr. F. fays, p. 46. < It is certainly impoffible
“in the nature of things, that any one fhould
¢ really truft in Chrift until he is really dead to the
¢ law, that is, till he ceafeth to truft in himfelf ;
“ but furely that does not prove that he ought not
¢ to leave the one and cleave to the other. Is it
““ not every one’s duty to be dead to the law?
¢« Surely, l%,nce man has broke the terms of the firft
““ covenant, it is not now his duty to expeék life
¢ from it.” ‘That man ought not to expe& life
by the law, fince God has declared, and his own
confcience muft tell him, he has broken it ; and
that as Chrift is {o plainly revealed to be the only
Saviour, that he ought not to expe& life and fal-
vation from any other quarter, is what 1 readil({
grant. “ The myfteries of redemption by Chri
“¢ (fays Mr. Brine)are exprefled in language which
¢ is not above the capacities of men; and there-
¢¢ fore they are able to perceive the 1ryth of thofe
“* myfteries, though they are not capable of un-
¢¢ derftanding the 7ea/ nature of them without an
‘¢ additional fupernatural revelation, or illumina-
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< tion of the mind is gracionfly vouchfafed to
<¢ them *;” and that men ought to pay areveren-
tial regard to the truths of the gofpel, and not re-
je&t them as idle tales, is what muft be allowed.
But what then? Doesit follow that men in general
ought, that it is their duty to truft in Chrift for fal-
vation, by fpecial faith, and a divine and {teady con-
fidence ? I think not. ¢ But,” fays Mr. F. every
man has a warrant /o to truft in Chrift {:” and
where is it 7 Why, two fcriptures are brought;
¢¢ that declaration,-whofoever will, let him come”
(fays our author) ¢ isa fufficient one.” But this
encouragement furely is limited—it is whofoever
will - now all have not a will; therefore it is not
a warrant for every man.—T'he next text menti-
oned is, ¢ and him that cometh I will in no wife
caft out.” This, fays Mr. F. ¢ is another as {uf-
ficient ;> but is not this limited to the elet, who
are by efficacious grace brouzht and made willing
to come? ¢ All that the Father hath given me
fhall come, and him that cometh I will in no wife
caft out.” Here’s eletion afferted ; here is the
certainty of the call of the ele&t declared, ¢ they
Jball come ;” and here is the encouragement for all
thofe who do come ; ¢ they fhall in no wife be caft
out.”” But where is the warrant to call every man
tocome? I confefs, I have not penettation enough
to difcover it.

But I think, Sir, I have faid enough on Mr.
F.s firft propofition. I mean, I have made ufe
of words enough, whether the arguments are fuffi-
cient to fet it afide I muft leave you to judge.

I now remain

affeCtionately yours,
#* Motiyex‘to Love 41d Unity, p. 40. 1 P.47.
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LETTER VIL

Drar SIR,

IVE me leave now to make a few remarks oft
Mr. Fuller’s SEconp ProrosiTIoN 5 which

is this, ¢ Every man is bound cordially to receive,
< gnd heartily to approve whatever God reveals *.”
If Mr. F. means by receiving, no more than credit-
ing, 1 agree with him. But if he means by re-
cewving, a poflefling, or receiving into the heart, I
very much difagree with him. God reveals the
glorious doétrine of adoption : I think every man
ought to credit it ; but I donot think every manis
bound to receive the {pirit of adoption. God re-
veals Chrift as the only way of falvation: I think
every man ought to credit it ; but I cannot think
every man is bound to have Chrift in him, the
hope of glory. Yet this is what Mr. F. advances
when he fays, ¢ it is every one’s dutfr to believe in
him with a faving faith;” for as I told you in Let-
ter 3d, true faith brings Chrift into the foul, and
wansforms the foul into the image of Chrift.
Such a reception of Chrift whom God reveals, I
cannot for a moment imagine every man is bouad
to. Mr.F. afks, p. 50. ¢ Ishe at liberty to think
unjuftly concerning him, to prefer his idols before
him; or fet up another way of falvation than
that which God hath appointed in oppofition to
him ?”’—He further adds, ¢ to imagine that they
ought not to think fo much as a good thought of him,
but are right in judging him to have no form nor
comelinefs, nor beauty that they fhould defire bim, one
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