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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 man s
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 duty to believe in
him with a faving faith;” for as I to{d 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 [bould defire im, ONEG
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fhould think muft fhock every fentiment of love
and loyalty in an upright heart.” I am aftonifhed
at Mr. F.’s infinuation here, againft thofe who dif-
fer from him. He knows it was never aflerted,
or even imagined by them, that men oxght to think
unjuftly of Chrift—prefer their idols before him—
fet up another way of falvation in oppofition to
God~—and that they ought not to think fo much as
agaadtbo'ifgbz‘ of him—but are right in judging him
to have no form, nor comelinefs, nor beauty.—He
knows to the contrary, for he has rcad what Mr,
Rrine afferts in his Motives to Love and Unity
among Calvinifts, viz. that, ¢ An oppofition to
¢¢ and rejetion of God’s appointed way of falva-
«¢ tion by Jefus Chritt as unfit, yea, as folly, is
¢ in the heart of every unrcgenerate man, and for
« this he f{tands righteoufly condemned by the
¢ firft covenant : for that covenant requircs men
¢¢ not only to believe thofe truths which God re-
« yeals; but alfo that they are worthy of himfelf,
€ qr becoming his goodnefs, holinefs, and wif-
« dom ¥.” Now after Mr. F. has feen this de-
claration, which, I fuppofe, exprefles the fenti-
ments of thofe in general who oppofe his ideas of
faith ; for him to throw out to the world fuch a
falfe reprefentation of their ideas, as in the words
juft cited, is illiberal, and very unbecoming. ‘There
4re feveral intimations of this kind in a very few
pages. Mr. F. endeavours to fet thofe who diffter
from him in the moft difagreeable light; as though
their fentiments led them to imagine the finner
« does right in difapproving God’s plan, and in
not being willing that God thould be glorified in
the higheft, their lufts crucified, and their pride
abafed,” &c. But fuch intimations are not wor-
thy an anfwer, and therefore I leave them.

® Motives to Love and Unity, p. 32,
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Confidering the gofpel as a glorious revelation of
God, and evidently ftamped with divine authority,
L do think every man is bound cordially to receive
it, and heartily to approve of it, as 2 revelation
worthy of himfelf: for the pure, holy and good
jaw of God by no means allows, but condemns all
difregard and oppofition to its glorious author and
giver. But as neither law nor gofpel give any in-
tmation that true fpecial faith in Chrift is the
duty of all men, I do not think thofe who are de-
ftitute of it fhew, on account thereof, any difrczard
to the authority of God, and therefore are not con-
demned for the want of it.

Having given you my {entiments on this head,
and informed you how far I agree with Mr. F. and
how far not, I proceed to the THirRD Proposi-
T10N, which is this: ¢ The gofpel, though it be no
« Jaw, but a meffage of pure grace, yet virtually re-
« quires fuch an obedience to it, which includes faving

« faith*.”’

And here are two things offered in proof of this.
The firft is, The nature of the gofpel : “ itis an
¢ embaffy, an embafly of peace, publithing a way
« wherein God can and will make peace with fin-
« ners on terms infinitely honourable to himfelf,
« and advantageous to them t.” I cannot help
faying I think here is a capital miftake. For the
gofpeT does not appear to me to be a publication of
a way wherein God can and will, but a publication
of 2" way wherein he bas made peace; what elfe
means the apoftle, when he fays, 2 Cor. 5. 18.
s All things are of God, who bath reconciled us
ta himfelf by Jefus Chrift;” and again, ver. 19,
¢ God was in Chrift reconciling the world o
himfelf, not imputing their trefpafles to themd”
The work is done.  And this is the fum and glory
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of the gofpel ; and to preach the gofpel, is tq
publith and proclaim peace and reconciliation made
by the blood of the crofs, as the fruit of everlaft-
ing love, and the ancient fcttlements in the coun-
cil and covenant of peace, and not a propofing
peace to men on certain conditions to be performeﬁ
by them, or an “oftering through Chrift, a recon-
<< ciliation to the world, and promifing them who
¢ would belicve in him an abfolution from their
¢« paft offences,” as Dr. Whitby exprefles it *
and as Mr. F.’s words feem to intimatc.—Muct;
frefs is laid on the laft claufe of v.20. ¢¢ Be ye
reconciled to God ;” and no lefs than five pages
taken up in endeavouring to prove it an addrefs to
unregenerate finners; and after all I think he is ve

far from eftablifhing his point. It isacknowledged
by Mr. F. that * this paflage of fcripture has been
*¢ thoughttotallyinapplicableto thefubjeét, becaufe
1< it is {uppofed to be an addrefs to the church at
“ Corinth, who were confidered by the apoftle as
¢ believers ; and therefore it is thought muft
¢ mean a being reconciled to providence, or to
s« the difcipline and ordinances of Chrift, or fome-
¢ thing of that nature, and fo can have nothing
“ to do with unregenerate finners +.7 I own

ain fully of that mind, and am not difpleafed to
fnd Calving, Gili]l, Perkins§, Hufley ®#%, and
sthers of the fame opinion.—That the apoftle is
dddrefling the church at Corinth I think is plain,
ard fuch who were reconciled, as ver. 18. God
kath reconciled us to himfelf by Jefus Chrift. So
agdin ver. 21. the apoftle a!ﬁ‘gjns as a reafon why
lie would have them reconciled, for he hath made

® Quota, from Whitby in Dr. Gill's Caufe of God and Truth, 4to

. 80,
;y P. o, 1 Inftit. B. 3. ch, 4. fe&. 27, 1 Expofit. on the
ext
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him to be fin for us, who knew no fin, that we
might be made the righteoufnefs of God in him.—
Now the apoftle muit confider thefe perfons as be-
lievers, or he could not fay Chrift was made {n
for them. And when he confidered them in this
view as believers, as perfons reconciled to God by
Jefus Chrift, as thofe for whom Chrift had been
made fin, and who had been made the righteoufnefs
of God in him, he could bt confider it right to ex-
hort, perfuade and befeech them to be reconciled to
all the difpenfations of divine providence towards
them, as they might reft fatisfied all the Lord’s
dealings with them would iflue well; and that if
they were afflicted as he and the reft of the apoitles
were, yet (faith he) in chap. 4. 17. ¢ Ourlight
afli&ion, which is but for a moment, worketh for
us a far more exceeding and eternal weight of
glory. And though while we are in this taberna«
cle we groan, being burdened, yetwe know that if
the earthly houfe of this tabernacle were diflolved,
we have a building of God, an houfe fiot made
with hands, eternal in the heavens, chap. 5. ¥.”"—
Thefe confiderations reconcile us to all the difpen-
fations of providence, however affli&tive, and we
as ambaiTadors for Chrift, as though God did be-
feech you by us: we pray yox in Chrift’s ftead,
from the confideration of what te has don¢ for-you
in his grace, to be reconciled to all he does in his
providence.—Or elfe, as Mr. Hufley intimates, it
is to be confidered as an exhortation to be recon-
ciled to the orders of God’s houfe: “*Thefe Corin-
¢« thians were not come clean out from occafional
¢« conformity with the Pagan world; as is mani-
¢« feft in the next chiapter, ver. 15—18. andasin
¢« 2 foriner epiftlec he had noticed fome abufes and
¢ jrregularities amongft them, at or before the
« Y,ord* f(upper, fo he writes to them herethat
¢ they might be sthamed and mind their condu&,
‘¢ as 1f he had Taid, now faints, you fee your re-
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¢ lation, learn your duty. Be reconciled to the
¢ king in the orders of his houfe*.”” And in
another place he obferves, the ¢¢ text {peaketh evi-
<¢ dently of the new creature’s act, in reference to
¢¢ Chriit as king in his own throne at Zion, and
< to be the abfolute mafter of church govern-
¢ ment and gofpel holinefs, and good orders in
<¢ his houfe, which (its known) the Corinthians,
¢ when Paul wrote to ’em, needed enough ;” and
he adds, ““Now faith and order muft not be parted,
¢< and if fouls are under the blood of Chrift, and
¢ yet do not honour the fceptre, we muft fpeak to
<¢ thefe as new born, after another manner than
¢¢ we muft {peak to fuch finners as are not begot-
¢ ten by his blood, and with the apoftle muft fay
¢ to faints, Be you reconciled to Chrift; buthow
¢ to Chrift ?—to Chrift as Lord, as well as re-
¢ conciled to Chrift as prieft 1.”—Upon the whole
it does appear clear to me that, as Calvin exprefles
it, ¢¢ Theembaflage which Paul {o honourably ex-
¢ tolleth, T befeech you in the name of God, be
¢ ye reconciled to God, is not directed to firangers,
“ but to them that had been already regene-
€¢ rate||.”

I cannot help juft noticing here what Mr. F.
obferves, p. 64. that probab}g one thing which has
contributed to caufe this paffage to be mifunder-
ftood is the fupplement you, which the tranflators
have put three times in the 20th verfe ; which, he
fays, ¢ might have been better without them ; or
“ if it muft have been fupplied, the word men
¢ might have better conveyed the apoftle’s idea.”
Msr. F. fhould have faid, it would have better con-
veyed bis idea : and if the fupplement had but been
unregenerate men, it would ftill have been ftronger,
and fo conveyed his idea fill better; but I fup-

* Operai-of Gracey p, 143 1 Ibids p, 269,
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pofe Mr. F. thought a propofal of fuch a fup-
plement would have been too barefaced. I now
leave this part by obferving the long, laboured
harangue of 5 pages, and the with to alter the
fupplement, fhews to what fhifts Mr. F. is put in
order to make this text fuit his purpofe.

I now proceed to the fecond proof of the Third
Propofition, which is, that faith is called obedience,
« They are defcribed as obeying the gofpel, obey-
¢ ing the truth and obeying Chrift.”” Now, fays
Mr: F. ¢ It is generally fuppofed, that nothing
< deferves the name of obedience, but what is 2
¢« conformity to fome duty. If therefore faith were
¢ not their duty previous to believing, that believ-
¢« ing could not with propriety be termed obe-
¢¢ dience.” * To which I anfwer, the paflages re-
ferred to by Mr. F. none of them prove faith to be
an 2&t of obedience, they only fhew that obedience
is the fruit of faith. Tyhe paflage in Rom. 1. 5.
« By whom we have received grace and apoftlethip
< for obedience to the faith,” muilt, I think, to
every common underftanding, clearly appear to
point out the grand defign of the gofpel miniftry,
which is (through the blefling of the Holy Spirit)
to bring men to obedience to Chrift, the objet of
faith, and to the doftrine of faith, And when
faith is produced in the foul, evangelical obedience
follows; faith muft be prior to obedience, I mean
evangelical and acceptable obedience; for with-
out faith it is impoffible to pleafe God. ¢ Thofe
¢ alts of holy obedience (fays an excellent writer)
“ which the fubje&s of fupernatural faith yield
¢ unto God, are fruits of that faith, and accom-
¢ pany it: but they are not that faith itfelf; or,
¢¢ that faith does not confift in ats of obedience,
¢ though alts of obedience flow from thatexcellent

* P, sq.
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¢ pracet.”—But, fays Mr. F. finners are punifhed
for difobedience; and produces two texts, 2 Theff,
1. 8, 9. ¢ Taking vengeance on them that know
< not God, and that obey not the gofpel of our
v¢ Lord Jefus Chrift, who fhall be punifhed
« with everlafling deftruion from the prefence
‘¢ nf the Lord.”—And 1 Pet. 4. 17.  what
*¢ fhall the end be of them that obey not the gofpel
*¢ of God ”’—To which I reply, there is a reveren-
uial and obedient attention due tothe gofpel, as a
revelation from God, ftamped with divine authority,
and every. way worthy of himfelf; and where this
is neg]egted, as it was by the unbelievmg Jews
who defpifed and rejected 1t as folly, and not wor-
thy of their attention, as well as by finners in ever
age, it undoubtedly aggravates their fin, and will
increafe their punithment. But what has this to
do with fpecial faith, or'with that evangelical and
fpiritial obedience of heart and life, which flows
from the grace of faith in the foul ?—~However, as
1 have before given my thoughts on this fubjedt, I
take leave of the Third Propofition, and hope, Sir,
you are fatisfied with what has been faid, and that
you are conyinced by this time, Mr. F.is entirely
miflaken in his aflertion, ¢ That the gofpel,
‘¢ though it be no law, but a meflage of pure
f gtace, yet virtually requires fuch an obedience
# to it, which includes faving faith.”

I remain
Yours,

< Animaduestions upon the Lettors on Theron and Afpafio, pr 34,



