
dicial Sentence : But it is plain that in Pauls Epiftles 
it lignifieth more frequently the Sentence of the New 
Law. 

2. Let the Reader here judge )Whether M r Crankom reviling me 
as a deluding Papift, for diftinguifhing between Conftitutive and 
sentential j u d i c a t i o n , as having no ground in Scripture, did 
more credit the Papifts, or himfelf, and were any vvifer and hone-
iter then the reit of his book ? 1.1 might have diftinguilhed be-
! W f " T P ° f o f ° k n o w ^ P a , P a b l e difference as frnftfatti* juris, 
and jHjhficmtic luAcu* though the Scripture had laid nothing of 
it ; becaufe it fuppofeth the matters of common Reafon and na­
tural verity. 2. But yet he may eafily fee both branches of the 
Vnte ™ " f i , n t e X t u ° f S c r i P t u r e '* a n d Particularly Confti-
M f ^ n o A 1 5 m thlS>if m a k i n S o r Contouring righteous 

faith to the W\CLA TU E t

L

e t h a n d c u r f e t h e v e r y man that 
w ^ ^ ^ S S T a r t ^ h C e o u s ^ a n d that Juftifieththe 
* n ^ before he fen-

^ W ^ ^ i f I muft prove 
ment (that is, that ther^s f T u d ^ " 1 0 " b y f e n t e n t e i n 

benot enouph tn *Z I J u d § e m e n t and a Sentence ; ) and it 
J ^ S S l ^ & W y w by C h i , who 

that day o f Iudgement. '"""J1"" be « W f » W j i n 

' - ^ r f t e / ^ T f i S r ^ V i 2 - f

T r C , u f t i & « ' o n which 
cation in feeling o f ^ * / " ^ * " * ; Iu f t i f i -

fore. ' a I n w a r d d ' lquiet o f minde 5 there^ 

« » r c h t h " G < > d d<>th 

o r the ^ ^ j - a ^ 
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from that furc Word which is the Tnftrument and foundation. 
The obligation of the Law which is difTolved by Juftification, is 
an A d of Law, whether we feel it or not ; and not a n a d ' o f 
confcience, nor alwayes there felt : therefore it muft be an ad o f 
Law that muft diflblve that obligation (to puniftiment) and not 
an ad of confcience, nor an ad upon confcience, as fuch. But of 
this more anon. 

Argument \ 6. From Rom 8. 30. Whom he called* them he alfo 
Juftified, and whom he Juftified, them he alfo G fortfied. The Jufti­
fication that Tauf fpeaks of, and is by Faith, belongeth to all the 
called : The Juftification in feeling or in confcience, belongs not 
to all the called : therefore they are not one kinde of Juftification. 
I ihall fay more to this alfo anon. 

Argument 17. Fromfow. 8. 33,34. Who fall lay any thing to 
the charge of Gods EleEl ? it is God that Iufiifieth ; Who is he that 
condemneth} The luftification that Paul fpeaks o f , is oppofed to 
mans Accufatton, as that which it freeth us f rom, as to the etTeft 
of it -. But fo is not the luftification in feeling orconfciencej there­
fore they are not all one. 

I t is not in our Confciences that men Accufe us : they 
have no Accefs thereto : they lay no charge there againft 
us. 

Argument 18. From the fame place.Tfce luftification that Paul 
treats of, is oppofed to condemnation by any man whomfoever : 
But fo is not luftification in confcience j therefore they are not 
the fame. 

Argument 19, From Rom. 11. 30. The gentiles Which followed 
not after Righteoufnefs, have attained to Righteoufnefs , even the 
Righteoufnefs Which is of Faith. The luftification which Paul 
treats o f , is attaining to righteoufnefs, even the righteoufnefs 
which is of faith. luftification in foro ConfcientU is not an at­
taining to Righteoufnefs, but to the knowledge or apprehenfion 
that we are righteous: therefore they are not the fame luftifica­
tion. 

Argument 20. Fromfom. TO. 4,10. For Chrifl is the end of 
the Law,for right eoufnefsfo every one that BelievetL For With the 
heart man believeth unto righteoufnefs, axd mth the mouth confef-
flon it made unto falvation, The luftification that Paul ipeaks of , 
is a becoming righteous upon our believing , Chrift. being then 

our 
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our Righteoufnefs ; luftification in confcience i sno t fo , but a 
knowledge or fenfe o f it : therefore they are not the 
fame. 

Jlrgumenti i . From gal, 2. 16. and 21. compared. The luf t i ­
fication which Paul treats of, and is by Faith, is the coming of 
righteoufners by Chnft ; as oppofite to the coming of righteouf­
nefs by the Law, (to the perfon fo juftified ; : But fo is not luf t i -
fication in confcience : theiefore, &c. 

Argument 21. From Gal. 3' 8,9. A l l that have the bleffing 
Promifed to Abraham, and the faithful with him, are juftified in 
Pauls fenfe, and by Faith. A l l that have that blefling are not 
J uftified in foro ConfcientU : therefore they are feparable and oft 
feparated and not the fame. I f all that are not iuftified in con-
faence or feeling, are not blelTed with Abraham, (that is, are 
t r r h n ^ ° V r P r 0 m i 5 - l K ™ 8 d o m • ) and his feed, then woe 

? 1 °S P o o r d , f t r ^ d C h r i f t i a n s , whom by their lives, 
we have taken hitherto for fincere 

t h f L £ T Z V S r \ ¥ r ° ^ G f ' S ' I U B^^^manisluftifiedby 
Fa th T (V f f • °[ G < * " ; for the jufl (hall Le by 
^ J ^ h T ^ ^ ™ * n f e , is the life of tf£ 
I n o t f u c h L f n ° f Gu°d: I u f t i ^ a t i o n i n / ^ C ^ V ^ , 
is not fuch, but followeth it . therefore they are not the 

that I 7 4 h ^ M ^ m ^ C ° " f i d ^ ' 
that believe. From thefe " L w r t f i mi&ht b e & i v e n t 0 t h e m 

One is from the I n l u m t t and f ^ T r a i f e d i v C " , 
^"i'he P r o m i f e i ^ S 
as the Promifedoth £ v e T A T J , b y F a i t h > i s ^ h 
have given Life. l u ^ ^ ^ ^ h a v e g ^ i f i i could 
conferment of i t : S 0 ^ » not this, but a 

evident 
theMinor,itis c o & ^ ^ i ^ ^ t k t L™' F o r 

whole main plea is that lU* * k a r n e d o f m i n e A r*agonifts; 
lodge, - d L o f ' S ^ 

1 fomue. And in the thing it felf 
i t 
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i t is evident in that to aflure % confcience, ig a feparabie efTetf, 
that alway follows not the Law or Promife : but to convey Leeaf 
right to the ber^fit conierred.isan infeparabie e i fed , as foon 
as the Promife adeth and is effectual. This (hews aifo that l u f f " 

pemo juris^ is true Juftification, 
S ^ & P J ^ ' Vf?VWWS. words I argue thus. Juftiflcation 
in Tauls fenfe, and by Faith is either the giving of life, or an act 
oi the lame na ture: J unification in cpnfcience is not fo but is the 
giving of AlTurance, knowledge or fenfe that iife is before given 
us: therefore they be not all one, 

<tArgume*t 26, From the fame words I argue thus. Juftiflca-
tion in Pauls fenfc.and by Faithjs oppofite to the concluding men 
under i i n : Iuftification in confcience is not f o , but isoppofireto 
the knowledge or fenfe o f our being concluded under f in , 
or to the concluding our felves under fin- and not to God 
concluding them under it by Law : therefore they are not ail 

Argument z7. From Qal. } 24, 26. To bring us unto Chrijl \ 
that ^ might be]u#ified by Faith : For ye are all the children of 
g.cl by Faith tnChrifl Jefus : Juftification by faith, and in Pauls 
°" - 1 5 - h e *mt or of the fame fort as to the act, as is the n » -

ktng us the children of God. But fo is not Juftification in con-
icience, but is as the fenfe or afllirance that we are already the 
children or G o d : therefore, &c. 

Argument : 8. Titus 3. 7, Gal. 3 . 24. and 4. 5, 7. luftifica-
tion in Pauh fenfe is of the fame kind of action, as the making 
us Heirs according to p^mife, or goes before it. Iuftification in 
conlcience, is not fo, but follows it, being the Declaring to our 
felves that we are already heirs according to Promife: therefore 
they are not the fame. T 

Argument 29* From G V j 4 . 6 . a n d Rom. 8. 16. Becaufe ye 
tons God h«th fent forth the Spirit of his Son into jour hearts , 

crying Abba Father. The Sprit it jdf beareth Tvhnefs Kith our 
Spmts, that we are the children of Go* - Gods witnefs in our 
hearts that we are jufKfied and are his children, (which is the 
thing which they call Juftifybg us t n for0 ConfiienL ) is given 
to us, becaufe we are firft his children ; and therefore after we 
are his children and therefore after we are Iuftified ; and there-
*ore is not the fame with Iuftification, w Pauls fenfe,and by faith, 

D d ( f o r 
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(For it is by faith that we are made the children o f God ; Gal. 
3« 2 6 . ) 

Argument 30.(7*/. 5. 4. Chrifi is of no effect to you 5 whoever 
of yostarc juftified by the Law,ye are fallen from (] race. The con­
tinuance in Iuftification in Pauls fenfe,and by faith, is oppofite to 
Chrifi being ofnone e f f e f t tons ; and falling from Grace • that is, 
Gods favour : The continuance in Iuftification inforo finfcien-
tU isnotfo, but is oppofite to Chrifi not affording us the know­
ledge of his efficacy to us ; and to falling from the fenfe or know­
ledge If Grace: therefore they are divers. 

Argument 31. From Ephef. 1.6,7. To the praife of the glory 
of his Grace, wherein he hath accepted us-, in the beloved, in whom 
we have Redemption through his blood} the forgivenef of fint y &c 3 

Juftification in Pauls fenfe, is the fame with Acceptance in the be-
loved, and Remifsion of fins. Juftification in confcience, is not f o , 
but is the Declaration of that Acceptance and ilemifsion ; there­
fore they are divers. 

•A rgument 3 2 \ From 'Phil. 3.9, And be found in him,not having 
my own righteoufnefs, which is of the Law,but that Which is through 
the Faith of Chrifi ; the righteoufnefs Which is of God by Faith* 
Doubtlefs this is a defcription of a ftate of Juftification. The 
Iuftification that Paul treats of, and is by Faith , is that which 
followeth, being found in Chrift,and confifteth m not having a 
righteoufnefs of the Law of our own, but having the righteoufc 
nefs, which is of Chrift by Faith, The Iuftification in confcience 
is not fuch; but is our knowledge that we are in Chri f t , and have 
tits righteoufnefs, which is by Faith i therefore. 

Argument 3 3. From lam, 2, Iuftification in ' James his fenfe > 
was fuch as falyation depended on , verf. 14. a n d as confifted in 
Godslmputat ion,^ / . 23. Iuftification in confcience, is not foi 
but is only the Declaration of this to our felves * therefore thev 
arc not the fame. * y 

f ^ r g H m 6 H t L 3 4 > V v o m

f

h h n ^^^AsmanyasreceivedMm, 
to them gave he power to become the Sons of God, even to them that 
jltlTa-z" ™me' Adoption, * « * is an af t of the fame nature 

doth not 
fn n « Declaration to our confeiences that we are fons ; but 
p S E T f ' ? A«hbr i ty to becomefons; ( whichisby the 
Promife or Law of Grace, and not by fentence internal or eter­

nal:) 
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m l : ) therefore Juftification in Chrifts fenfe here, and which is 
by Fa;th , confifteth not in a Declaration to our confeiences, 
that we are righteous, but in giving us power, Priviledge, or 
Authority to become righteous. The Reafon is the fame. 

^rgument 35. From lob. 3.18. The Iuftifkarion by Faith is Smitten-
defenbed as confifting in Not being condemned, 0pp0fite to be'm llther.> b/%e 1 

condemned fk&fo becaufe be believetb not, &c. which muft needs cfandons 
be a condemnation m Law, and not in confcience for death. 
every fuch a one is not then fo condemned already nor 
is every Believer not-Condemned by his own Confer­
ence. 

Argument 36. A moft effectual Argument may be drawn from 
1 O , 4 . 3 , 4 5 . Where Paul faith, he is not Iuftified, becaufe he 
is confciousof nothing to himfelf,and flighteth mans Iudgement, 
and oppofeth both to Gods, which will not be perfeled ti l l 
the time of his Iudgement Come. I had rather defire the 
Reader to ftudy the Text well, then fay any more from it. 

A multitude moreofScqptiire Arguments might be produced, 
but 1 have been numerous enough already.I (hall add fome from 
the nature of the thing,and the Analogie of Faith. 

S E C T . I I I . 

A Rgttment 1. I f there be a luftification by Faith in point of 
JLX Law or Right, that ever goes before luftification in foro ' §. 3. 
ffiSi^l not uftification in foro ConJcientU that is 
tne lultificatioa by Faith which the Scripture treats of. But the 
Antecedent is true therefore fo is the Confequent. 

1 ne Confequence of the Major is proved thus: The luftifica­
tion by Faith whach Scripture treats of, ( at leaft commonly , i f . 

# fiVeC.? u Z W § w h « n i c excluded! all works) is the firft 
luftification by Fauq. or 0 f the fame fort, and not any following 

U T L o v f ? a f s i n g ^ m : therefore the Confequence is good-
v J Know but one man, i f any, that denyeth this j or that affirmeth 
^ c « o n l y a fecond luftification o f a different fort from the-firft, 
rhc V i z that 
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that Scripture meaneth by Juji if cation by Faith : nor is there 
any probability that ourf irf t Iuftifxation by Faith (hould be fi« 
lenced and pafled over, and a fecond ( of a far lower nature) on­
ly , or ufually mentioned, without it ! When I know any 
to difpute againft, I (hall eafily prove what in this I af-
fert. 

And for the Antecedent (that there is a luftification by Faith 
in point of Law or Right, before that of confcience ) I prove it 
thus : No man is by God , or a well informed confcience, de­
clared to be perfonally, actually juft, before he be perfonally 
aaually juft indeed : But no man is perfonally actually juft indeed 
but by Faith : therefore. 

The Major is plain, in that God and a well informed con­
fcience declare nothing but the t ru th; But if they fliouid de­
clare him to be perfonally actually 0 that is not fo, they {hould 
declare an untruth : therefore. 

I fay ftrfonaMy and aBvalh juft v becaufe it is-not righteoufnefs 
as i t is in Chnft only not made ours, nor our perfons thereby vet 
righteous, that can juftifie us, that have it not in Right • 2. Be­
caufe it is not a righteoufnefs meerly potential, or m Caufa, that 
can juftine us actually. J r 

And for the Minor, that none is fo juft but by Faith almoft all 
the Scriptures W i t e d prove,with many n W : tr hl»t ™"hit 

Jtu thenghteoufnefs which » by faith; andfaith that , / i m J t e d 
to?*iLnmf7fii T

& r H e r e , t h e c o m m o n Subterfuge, is bv brins-
f a f 1 That our d f & ! & ^ h a V e 0 0 t F a i t h ' ^ » ^ 

linderftood Scripture it felf to be 

^ U ^ ^ ^ ^ i ^ t

 fe ^ the moral A * of 
sonfdenee for I Ts conV ' 1 5 ZWMteW in 

9 * 1 5 conference which the Promife 
fpeaks 



fpeaks to and aflures. To which I fay, as I did before : 
The ad of thePromife, Law or Grant, conftituting Right, G i ­
ving Title, Remitting the Obligation to Puniftiment, in it felf is 
totally diftinft from the ad of declaring this to our felves which 
is faid to be terminated in confcience , and is before i t , and may 
be without it. A man may by the Princes Grant, be made free,or 
noble, before he know i t ; and fo may a Traytor be actually par­
doned before he know it,feeing the Princes pardon doth remit the 
Gu i l t , and Conftitute a Right to Impunity, before it notifie 
this to the offendor, at lcaft in order of nature, i f not of 
time. n 

The other objedeth, that its undenyable that men are oon-
ftkuted I u f t , or pardoned by the Covenant or Promile,betore 
they are luftified in confcience; but it is not the former, but the 
latter, that is called in Scripture , luftification, feeing Juftifica-
tion is ever fententia Indicts, and not Legis. To which I Re­
ply. 

1. 1 have fully proved the contrary before. . 
a. Gods Laws are fuch, that in fome of them may be faid J*-

diets partes agere in fome meafure, as well as Legrflatorts : mucn 
execution being done without any other intervening kntence tnen 
that in the Law ; and God having fo exadly fitted his Law to 
mens cafes, and deicribed the cafe in the Law , that Judgement 
is lefs neceifary in thofe cafes, efpecialiy where himfelf is the un­
erring Executioner, he may flay them i f he take them in the 

3. Sententm Legis, is a common phrafe, and though 
not fo proper as -Sementia Judicis, yet here it is not un-
f i t 1 • 

4. What means the Scripture to talk fo much ^mmcmon 
by the Law, and to yield that the Law would Jnf t r f fe" * G ° u l * 
it have given life, or were it not weak through the * f ^ £ ^ £ 
iHftification by Chrift and the Promife, is oppofed to wttjhcation 
by the Law : I t is plain therefore, that its primarily ot 
tion in Law fenfe or Right that P**l treateth, and fecondaniy 
orconfequentiallyof luftification , by fentencc at Iudgement 
( which is alfo oft mentioned d i r e&ly ; ) but never tha t ! can 
find doth he once call that luftification, which is but the i * c » -
m i o n of our righteoufnefs.to or by our confeiences. 

5 D d 3 5 
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C b y S f a S S a r e W i - t mads r j g h « o S , 

fcience.- A n d t o L j ^ ^ before we are ) a f t l f i c . ; , l c o n . 

to b e m o r . T l e f i i ^ f ' S r ? n 8 l , t e ° U S ' h ? « 
are : Though we confrf!,^ t, h c n ? c r , P t u r e ; * « b * 0 
after m a k i n g ^ Z ^ T 1 ' " S " 6 B I*"?* ' , 
debate about the name 7 n 0 t ( ^ 0 n s " «nV mo«e 
were it not that bv thk l ^ " ' " " : « * « M th«... g r a l 

Tcience onlv to the nn ii l u l t l " c ! C l J " « u f Juftifica;ion m c, <> 

himfel? o7 i sYetn?„ t h f f i U f t , f i c a t ' 0 ' 1 i n coidcieuce, ma „ iuftinech 
the luftification by ftfc ™ f e ° f t h " K» !uftifi«tion. In 
ftifie himfelf nor is anv ZZ £ P m ' t r e a r s o f - m ! " 1 <W? n o t ) ' u -

*hchthey f M a k n o f T a h b l C ' £ l e a f t ' " i f " e not an Enthufiafm. 
an . f t t t S ^ t a t e ' i f f l f t h e P ? P h ^ Revelations were ; fuch 

i b that t h e C w t S r f / ? " " " " w ^ & m a n d 

Intelleaion is buc an W d n ? p , £ n t * r f e i v i n S $ P « , J * 
fully faid to be done t o H or pafsion , that^is more 
and in tha the toell^ » ^ T " ' w h ' c h r e a c h e t f a t h e h e a " » 
natura1 o ^ t i S r f ^ ™ ? < > - " « » * the order o f the 
w - A S ^ r n t e ^ 1 ^ ^ / ? ! ^ ' I f W i l l 
not by the a a l o T I n ^ y 5 l p e r n a t u r / 1 T ™ h s or Matters, and 

fuch, I think. 8 * B u t I u f t l f i « t i o n by Faith is not 

( f ° ' ought I know 
ther l e f i : I i £ & S t p % ^ ) . o n ? J ? f t l 5 e d raOTe , and *no-
firft b d i « Z ? Z l ? , F * I t h w / ^ ' ! f ? n f e M a i l m e n at their 
fame Iuftification m c a U t e ! t ! l e r « o r e they are not the 

e ot tue thing, and quahty of our faculties, 



( 2 0 7 ) 
which God makes ufeof in that fort of Tuftification. So that it is 
as needlefs to prove it further, as to prove that one man knows 
more then another, or that one man lives more comfortably then 
another, or hath more afTurance, 

The Minor is commonly granted by Proteftants^ Our juftifica­
tion at our "rft believing > is in the Remifsion of fins paft : and all 
mens fins are equally remitted; all men have equal right to impu­
nity, and equal right to glory. The conelufion therefore muft 
needs follow. 

Argument 4* luftification in confcience may rife and fall in 
degrees every day in the fame perfons : Juftification by faith 
in Scripture fenfe , doth not fo : therefore they are not the 
fame. 

The Major needs no proof, but confulting the common experi­
ence of our felves and ̂ others. What man hath the fame know­
ledge and feeling of Gods Love, or the pardon of fin , one time 
as at another : yea or long together ? To whofe foul doth 
God declare Remifsion of fins, every day., and at all times 
alike ? 

The Minor is commonly acknowledged by thofe that I difpute 
againft : Only fome may queftion whether I hold it my felf • 
which I have fpoke enough to before; luftification by Faith in 
Scripture fenfe may be faid to be increafed as to the addition of 
new fins remitted, which were not remitted before ; or as to the 
degree of Caftigatory punifhment remitted : but not as to the 
nature of the aft of Remifsion. nor as to the right to eternal life 
(though luftification by fentence be yet of a higher kind; ) But 
luftification in confcience , is increafed in the very nature of the 
thing: And as it may rife, fo may it fall again, many times a day. 
But luftification by fa i th , is not changed according, to every 
change in our apprehenfions. 

Argument 5; A man is not actually juftified ihconfcience,when 
he is a fleep,or wholly takenup with other thoughts ( and then I 
doubt moft of ns, live un juftified the far greater part of our lives:) 
But a man is juftified by faith , when he is a fleep , and wholly 
taken up with other thoughts; therefore thefe arenot one fort of 
Judication. 

nsfrgument 61 luftification in confcience is frequently loft and 
repaired again** Iuftificattoabyfaith % in Scripture fcnfeh is. not 

frequently 
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frequently (nor at all) loft and repaired again : therefore they 
are not the fame fort of Iuftification. The Major is proved by 
the ccmmon experience of Chnftians; who fometime (atleatt 
many) do crake lofe all Apprehenfions of the pardon of their 
own lm . and of Gods fpeciaflove to them ; The Minor is 
commonly, maintained by our Divines againft the Arminians, Lu­
therans and Papifts ( fave only that Davenmt, and fome others, 
and it feems the Sincd of Don, excepted infant Juftification 
from being not-lofeable)But we fpeak of that of actual Believers. 

sir^ument 7. Justification in confcienee is not enjoyed by every 
true Believer. Juftification by Faith is enjoyed by every true 
Believer : Therefore they are not the fame. For the Ma­
j o r , I appeal to experience : The Minor is paft queftion. 

Only I tnuft anfwer one great objection againft the Ma Ior, 
which may be made, obj. Whoever beiieveth, taketh Chriii. for 
his Saviour, and Beiieveth the Promife of Pardon yd 
falvation : and therefore he muft needs believe that Chrift 
is his Saviour, and confequcntly his Juftifier : and that 
there is a Promife of his pardon and falvation. Attf», Whoever 
beiieveth to juftification, beiieveth that Chrift is the Saviour, 
having made himlelf afacrifice for fin. and received power to 
pardon f alfo that God offereth Chrift to him as well as others: 
and alfo that there is a Promife of falvation made through Chnft 
to all that will believe fincerely, and therefore to him, i f he fo 
believe : He alfo conlenteth unfeignedly that Chrift (hould be 
his Lord and Saviour on the terms that be is offered on. And he 
that goes thus far, beiieveth to Juftification. But this fame man 
that doth thus believe, may be ignorant that he doth believe fin­
cerely : Either not knowing the nature of faving Faith , as di-
ftind: from common Faith, but thinking a common Faith may go 
further then it can : Or elfe not knowing his own heart, or mif-
judgingof what he doth through fear and temptations : andfo 
he may coudude he is an hypocrite, or unbeliever, as having but 
a temporary faith, and not a faving faith : and thence he may 
conclude, that though Chrift be offered, yet he doth not fincere­
ly accept him, and though there be a Promife o f pardon and life 
to true Believers, it is not erTe&ual to him who is none.I conclude 
therefore,that every true Believer is not Juftified in confcience : 
Some may be condemned by a mifinformed confcience : 

What 
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What more common then the fad experience e f fuck 
Gafes > 

Argument 8. Juftification in Confcience, is a thing that a 
true Believer may not only live without, but die without: Juftifi­
cation by faith is no fuch thing : therefore they are not the fame; 
i . Experience tells us of Godly people that have dyed without 
the former ( immo qui nece violent a feipfos perdiderunt ) : 2, God 
hath no where promifed that a Believer {hall not dye till he attain 
luftification in Confcience : or i f he lofe i t , that he (hall 
not dye till he have recovered it. A t leaft I may thus 
argue. 

Argument 9. Juftification in eonfeience doth not evermore 
immediately and infeparably accompany Iuft i fying, or true fa-
ving fa i th: iunification by faith doth evermore immediatly and 
infeparably accompany fuch a ia i th : therefore they are not the 
fame. 

Argument 10. No Infants are Iuftified in confcience; A l l the 
Infants o f Believers that are in a ftate of falvation, have 
that luftification which is by faith ; therefore they are not the 
fame. 

To prove the Major, there needs no more then to prove that 
they have not the ufe o f reafon ; for i f they do not fcire, they do 
not confeire. 

The Minor is proved thus ; 1. I t is the fame Promife that is j would mi ant-
made to Believers, and to their feed, as the feed o f Believers; and guefrmjke 
the faith of the Parent, is the Condition of that Promife ; there- cafe of infants 
fore the Infant is foluft if icd by Promife , upon the Parents be- ^ZerpoiL, 
lieving, as well as the Parent bimfeif is. I refer you for this, to nor fcarce in 
what I have faid in my Book of Baptifm. this more 

a. Infants ftandaccufed and condemned by a Law; therefore pain one, but 
they muft be difcharged and juftified by a La\v,or Promife as well 
as others. tbemfelves. 

3. I f Infants have no Promife of pardon,then what differ they 
from the Infant's of Heathens. 

4. And i f there be no Promife o f their pardon, who can tell 
that any of them ever are pardoned. 

S» Or whocan Baptize them for Remiffion of fin. A l l this I 
fay, as to them that fay, infants and all the Eled are juftified in 
Chriftwhenhefatisfied ; and this may fave them that are not 

E e .capable 



capable of Believing. But to what is fa id , I further an-
fwer. 

6. N o man hath an aftual right in Chrift , or a&ual Remif-
fion or Iuftification, upon the meer payment and acceptance of 
theranfom, without a further means of conveyance 5 No word 
of God gives any fuch Right, Let them prove i t , that af­
firm it. 

7. Infants have no other kinde of Right to Chrift , then the 
aged have, upon the meer payment of the price, before a further 
conveyance • But the aged are not in a ftate of Iuftification or 
falvation by it before further conveyance : therefore Infants are 
not. 

8. Elfe according to this Doftrine, why may we not fay that 
Heathen Indians are faved by Chrift, as well as Chriftians In* 
fants ? For they are not called to believe in Chrift any more then 
Infants : And either Infants o f Believers have fome Promife of 
pardon, more then the Heathens that never heard the Gofpel, or 
they have not : I f they have no more Promife , then we muft 
fay alike of them, that either both may beEleft, and fo Juftified 
in Chrift without Faith or Promife ; or that neither are Elect, 
/uftified or faved. I f there be a Promife to our Infants of pardon, 
more then to thofe Pagans ; then I have what I feek: viz,* That 
Infants have a Juftification in Law or by Promife, diftinft from 
that in confcience, and from the benefit which flows from 
Chrifts death j racerly as a price paid and accepted, without a 
further Conveyance o f a fpecialRight, which air have not. > 

Argument, 11. Juftification in confcience, is but a Declaration 
or knowledge that we were a&ually juftified ( or made righte­
ous ) before. Juftification by Faith in Scripture-fenfe is not f o , 
Svers g U S firft a a u a I 1 y r i S h t e o u s : therefore they are 

t^rgument 12. Juftification in confcience freeth us but from 
ine Accufatton, Condemnation, and Confequent terrors of con-
fcfence and not from the effed: of Satans,and the Laws Aceu-
fations before God, nor from Gods Condemnation. Juftificati­
on by Faith in the Scripture fenfe, freeth us from thefe latter,and 
not always from the former -. therefore they are not the fame, 
uurlalvation depends on our Juftification by Faith in Law, or 
berore Ood ( as many Scriptures fhew ) : but our falvation doth 

not depend on the knowledge of this, and o f Juftification in con-
fciencea . 
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fcience. I t is? only our comfort that depcndeth on that.Our peace 
with God is the attendant o f one, and our peace of confcience 
o f the other. Juftification in confcience ( commonly, and more 
fitly called Affurance, or fome degree of the knowledge of par­
don ) is a great mercy, and highly to be valued. But compared to 
our Juftification by Faith in Right and before God,it is fmall and 
inconfiderable: differing from it as much as a mans prefent com­
fort differs from his fafety and eternal falvation. He that liveth 
fadly here, may dye well and live happily hereafter. 

Or take the Argument thus. Juftification in confcience diffol-
veth not the Laws obligation to punilhment : Juftification, or 
pardon of fin in Law-fenfe by Faith , doth diffolve the Laws 
obligation to puniftiment : therefore they are not the fame. 

Argument 13. Juftification by confcience is by a fallible and 
unauthorifed Judge fas to any certain decifionj : Juftification 
by Faith is, by God the fupream,rightful, infallible Judge • there­
fore they are divers. I know nothing by my felf faith Paul, yet 
am not thereby juftified .• there is one that Judgeth , even the 
Lord : Hereby he exprefTeth that confcience hath not authority 
o f Decifion for life and death, but o f Difcretion for comfort or 
difcomfort. 

Argument 14. Men may be juftified in confcience by other 
Graces as well as by Faith, and in the fame kind and rank, Co­
ordinate with it , i f not without any confederation of it. ( for he 
that can find Love, Hope true Humility, &c. may receive the 
knowledge of Gods Love by them by way of evidence, as well 
as by Faith) But Juftification by Faith is in a fpecial and princi­
pal manner by Fai th ; therefore ,^ . 

I f any fay, I equal them my felf. I Anfvo. 1. I have (hewed 
before that I do not. 2 . I f i did , yet the Argument is good ad 
&0wz»ew,iruhat I plead upon their principles with whom I deal. 
Ofij. But it is not objectively by way o f evidence only that Faith 
juftifieth in confcience, but it is effectively ex natura aBus, be­
caufe Juftifying Faith is a Believing that I am juft inChrift. 
Anpto. Then either you were fo before, or not. I f not, you be­
lieve a falfliood. I f you were, either by Faith, or without. No t 
without 1 For Without Faith it« impojpb'e to pleafe God : and it 
is by Faith that we are juftified: being rill then all concluded un­
der fin: I f by Faith, then you were juftified by Faith, before that 

E e 2 Juftification 
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Juftification by Faith which you plead for. Furthermore i your 
belief that you are juftified in Chr i f t , is either fuch an a d as all 
ought to perform, or not : I f it be, then either moft muft be­
lieve an untruth, or elfe it is only fome common Juftification that 
you mean,which all are partakers o f : but that is not it in queftion 
now. I f not, then either you have iome ground more then others 
in Gods Word , for to bottom your Faith of particular Iuftifica­
tion in Chrift upon, or n o t : I f you have, either that Scripture 
nameth you (which i t doth n o t ) or it defcribeth you as a quali­
fied perfon dif t ind from others by fome qualification by which 
you may know your felf. But this it doth not: and to aflert fuch 
qualifications before Faith, to which Iuftification is annexed , is 
Pelagianifm,orworfe. I f you have no grounds in Gods Word 
to bottom your particular belief on, which all have not, then 
i . Your particular belief is confelTed not to be grounded on the 
Word, and then I had rather it were yours, then mine: at leaft, I 
durtt not truft to i t . 2. Then it muft have the very nature of an 
immediate Euthufiafm or Revelation from Heaven: and i f yon 
lay. you have fuch, I will not deny it 5 but i f you fay ; A l l the 
juttified by Faith have fuch, I (hall not believe vou in the ieaft , 
Without better proof. 

r«rfr£TJ% I 5 T V i l i f i c a t i o n by Faith , be Juftificatiori in 
w n f c e ^ p a r t of S a n c t i o n (which 
T fl-fi • °l r f m t m a k i n S a ^ a l change on the fou l . ; But 
juttihcation by Faith is not a part o f Sandification. Therefore i t 
is not Jultifkation in confcience. 
^ d ^ \ h S A n r ^ m T h e Sequence of the Major is 
C ^ n S r i J L l O T r ^ r f t h r a ^ * : S a n c t i o n is the 
M n m i n - S « n o n t h e T ^ H e d r and W i l l ; on the In te l led , i t is 

? ' C q U a m t , n g U S W i t h Divine'verities, On the W i l l , 
f nee' • ° f • t h c f C a S g ° 0 d ' & " in Von-
of our Co^dt 0

1 ^ l n a t i n g ° u r . \ n d e r f t a n d i n g s to fee the Truth 
h e a r t ™ o ^ v « h ^ " ^ ? r i g h t e o , I S 5 a n d t h e affedingthe 

toSSSSf V a " d

h

d l f t , ^ u i f t e d h from Sandification ; and 
change,; P < ( T b ° U g h Wcutive Remiffion be a Real 

4%*mi*If t h e M t h whereby weare juftified in Scrk 
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pture fenfe, be not the fame a d o f Faith, with that whereby we 
arefuppofedtobejuftifiedin confcience, then the Juftifications 
are not the fame: But the Antecedent is true • therefore fo is the 
Confequent. 

The Antecedent (which only requireth p r o o f ) is proved by 
the defcription of each o f them. The Faith whereby they feign 
that we are Juftified in confcience, is,fay they, a particular belief 
that my own fins are pardoned; or that I am juftified, or righte­
ous in Chrifts righteoufnefs, or that I am Eled : Or a perfwafion 
o f this ; or an AfTurance of i t . The Faith whereby we are Jufti­
fied inScripture-fenfe,isabefievingtheGofpel, and that Chrift 
w the UMejf/i ih, and an accepting of him as he is offered in the 
Gofpe l : I t is a receiving of Chrift Jefus the Lord : As many 
as received him^to them he gives this power ; foh.I.li. Or it isa 
believing in or on Chrift for luftification and pardon, and not a 
believing that we are pardoned already.The conclufion therefore 
cannot be avoided. 

Argument 17. I f luftification by Faith, be that in confci-
enee, and fuch as the moft learned maintainers of it affirm (that 
is, an immediate fupernatural Declaration of God to the foul , 
that it is abfolved, without our own difcourfe to colled it by way 
of Conclufion from other Premifes) then the duty of Examina­
tion, to try whether we be in the Faith, and whether Chrift be in 
us, feems vain : But the Confequent is unfound : therefore fo is 
the Antecedent. The reafon of the Confequence is here, where 
God immediately by fupernatural Revelation dcclareth to a man 
that he is juftified, there is no ufe for his own reafonings and col-
ledion thereto : No more then of a Candle at noon: for Gods 
immediate Declaration is the fulleft teftimony ; efpecially i f i t 
be fo convincing and deciding as the maint,ainers do affirm it. But 
all that are Juftified by Faith, according to them, have thefe De-
monftrations, or Declarations from heaven : therefore to all 
believers do they make examination ufelefs: which yet the Scri­
pture doth command. 

_ Argument 18. I f G 0 d juftifie all Believers by fuch an imme­
diate Revelation or Declaration to confcience ( or any the like ) 
then luftification may befelr, and difcerned in fe\ as fandifieation 
^ay, and not only in and by its figns, caufes, effeds , concomi­
tants.. But the contrary hath hitherto been the Dodr ineof Pro-

E e j tgftants,; 
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teftants>who have taught that election and luftification cannot be 
difcerned in themfelvcs but only by the figns,as ian&ification,e^. 

Argument so* That Doctrine is not true, which contradideth 
the experience of the Generality of the Godly, in a cafe where­
in their experience is fit for decifion. But this Dodrine ( of the 
moft learned of that way ) that Juftification by Faith, is fuch an 
immediate Declaration to the confcience or foul, without the ufe 
of mans reafoning to colled: it, is contradidory to the experience 
of the generality ( the moft ) of the Godly, ( of my acquain* 
tance, fo far as I can learn ) : therefore, &c. Sure I am, I know 
notmy felf of any witnefs or Declaration o f God to my foul, 
which was not in the natural way of difcourfe ( though fuper-
naturally excited, afiifted and fucceeded) • the Jntelled recei­
ving the ob.edive Species, and feeing a Reafon for the Conclufi-
on in the Premifes : and not that ever I knew any Conclufion, 
which is revealed neither in nature, Scripture, nor by humane te-
itimonie^ without knowing the Premifes, and how it rifeth from 
tnem. Ye t lconf t f s I have experience of ftrange unufual in­
comes or Light, and very fuddenly, when I leaft expeded it - but 
VS?AJ I n , a ^ e v c l a t i o n of Concluftons from Premifes, (hewing 
X r t e S i n C - e a f S n ° f t h i n g s w h i c h 1 o b f « v e d not,or fought 

n C V e r f ° U n d 1 a n d e l a t i o n , 

? T ^ S ? 2 ° \ T h / t D o <S"ne is not ' to be embraced which 

aUde?pair B ° J T 1 ^ P ^ ^ o r moft,to unavoid-
h a v e f S ^ 
ftified or pardonedI f £ a I * l c v e la"ons , that they are ju-
t h e r X e ^ ° U t t h e u f e o f ^ifcourfe to colled it : 

fe^n^^ t°± t h i s r ° U r a g e e v e r ^ ° * that hath a 

concluded that a l k h e l r t fi»7 !E • Revelations, when it is 
3- W b u m ^ s i s L 1 ^ ^ ^ t befaved,muftfeel them, 

tions. e M S , s t h e ' e W d.fcern delufions, from fuch Revela-

4- A l l Chriftiansthenmuftiive by feeling, i f daishold. 
C H A P 
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The reafons why J judge that the EleB are not juftified 

from Eternity, nor at Chrifts death, nor while they 

are Infidels or impenitent. And that we did not Merit 

or fatisfie jufiice in Cbrifc but he did it in the per* 

fonof aMediator. 

S E C T . I . 

HAving ( I think ) proved that the Juftification by Faith, 
that Scripture fpeaks of, is not the fame thing which they 

call Juftification in foro Confcientia, or Gods Declaration to the 
foul, or fentence in the foul that we are juft or pardoned , I am 
next to prove that we are not juftified from eternity, or from the 
death o f Chrift. The former as diftind from the latter, I will 
fpeak of but briefly, and then fpeak to both conjunctly. 

i i The Elect are not juftified from Eternity : I prove it thus. 
Argument i . To be juftified, is either to be made juft, or wit-

neffed to be juft, or maintained by Apologie to be juft, or efteem-
e d juft, or fentcnced juft. But the Elect are in none of all thefe 
fenfes juftified from eternity: therefore not at all. 

Yet I deny not but a man may, i f he will fpeak unfitly, put the 
name of luftification upon fome act that is eternal, and then i f he 
fo fay, we are juftified from eternity, the thing that he meaneth is 
true ; though the words in the proper fenfe are falfe ? For the 
Major, i f they have any other fit fenfe of the word Iuft ifieation, 
when we know is, we {hall know what to fay to it. For Dr. Twif-
Jes Non punire, & Nelle punire, 1 have faid enough in another 
writ ingtoit . To which I will now add but this. Should we grant 

that 
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that Remiffion of fin may be exprelTed by thofe terms; it muft be 
on fuppofition o f the exiftence o f a Capable object : that is, 
that it be about a guilty pedbn,. For as it is Effential to Pwvjh-
ment, that it be propter pcccatuw, for a fault ( real, or miftakingly 
judged fo, at leaft;, and i f it be otherwife, ic is but Affliction and 
no Punilhment: So is it eltentia! to any. Non punire, or Nolle pu­
n-re, which may be called RemiHion,that the party be guilty who 
is the object. Yea and that it be an ad: of God as Redor , of 
mankinde: ( or Angels in their cafe. ) Otherwife God might be 
faid to juftifie or pardon a ftone or a tree from eternity, becaufe 
he doth Non punire,not punifh them5 and 2fo&e pmure, refolve 
nottopuriiflithem. Now God was notRedorof the Rational 
Creature, before the creature did exift 5 that is paft doubt: And 
as certain is it that man was not guilty rrom Eternity. I f it be faid 

anfwer, when that is proved, I will believe i t 

h*t ™ f U i k b a t h b u t a n e ( f e <° the Remifsion can 
have no higher a nature, and therefore not have an effeReale : 
Nay it implyeth a denyal of Real exiftence in "both , For as the 
eje cogmtum of the guilt, is but Gods foreknowledge that it will 
K n M n knowledge that it is future, fo his W i l f n o t t o punifb, is 
R e m i S 

m a L k C l e t 7 U n i f t ' i s n ° , o b l i g a t i o n t o Punilhment nor 

^ l o b ^ T ^ ^ ^ r ^ ^ a 6 t > t b a t Putsnothingin 

ancI capable o f ^ T ^ S T 8 m e ° ' t 0 f u P P o f e a m a n ^ 

t F T ^ ' f ° r e ! 

For the Minor T T K ^ capable or pardon, 
nity nee* no proof I Tfa l f c o n f t i t " e d juft from eter-
h Wea.or fentenced fuft w i t n c f l e d > maintained 
t h a t w i l U f f i r m S T h ? ? P'oof neither. T know none 
» « j u f t , o* creptSas^uft ' Y d ° U b t i s ' w b e t h e r G o d c »eem us 
fufficitncly i l ^ y f J t S T ? * ' ? B u t t h ^ a n f w e r e d 

auy, and efpecially l n my Repiv to Mr. KemU. 
I .The 



i . The moft learned deny that Gods fecret eftimation is any Ju­
ftification or pardon, nor fo to be called. 2. 1 f it were, it muft be 
the eftimation of God as Rector of mankinde : but he is not 
Re&or from eternity. 3. God efteemeth not that to be true 
which is falfe , nor men to be what they are not : therefore he 
efteemeth not men to be guilty before they are guilty, nor juft be­
fore they are juft : Ob. God efteemeth us juft in time ; there­
fore he foetteemedusfrom eternity, becaufe efteeming is an im­
manent act in God. Anfw* According to the commonly appro­
ved Doctrine in thefe high points, we muft fay, that as it is but 
Denominatione ex trinfecatot Relatione RationUfX moft:That Gods 
Acts of Approving and Difapproving, efteeming juft,and efteem­
ing unjuft, are diverfified and diftinguifhedjfo in the fame refpects 
they may and muft be faid to begin and end according to their 
objects, without any change in God. And therefore we muft 
fay that God efteemeth men juft, when they are juft, and not be­
fore; For the fame Act orEffenceof God, which before was 
only denominated, A foreknowing that we would be juft, was not 
to be denominated, A n efteeming us to be juft, t i l l we are fo in* 
deed. So much for that Argument. 

Argument 2. I f we are juftified from eternity , then we are 
juftfied without Chrifts fatisfaction as the caufe of it. But we are 
not Juftified without Chrifts fatisfaction as the caufe : there­
fore. 

The Major is evident, in that Chrifts fatisfaction was not from 
eternity, and therefore could not caufe from eternity. Nor was 
there any effect from eternity to be caufed by it ; Gods imma­
nent acts are commonly faid to be God himfelf; and Chrifts 
Merits did not caufe God himfelf. They whom I oppofe, fay,that 
Chrifts death caufeth only the Rem Volitam, at non ABum volen­
ti:. They cannot fay, therefore, as in the foregoing cafe, that it 
caufeth in ejfe Qognlto: or i f they did, the fame anfwer will feem 
fitting to this cafe , befides what is now faid. But I need not con­
tend where I have no adverfary. 

The Minor I fhould think moft Chriftians fhould confefs. 
Without Blood there is no Remifsion : I t is Chrift that is the 
Lamb of God that taketh away the fins of the world. What 
need his blood be fhed for the Remifsion of fins, that were re-
mitted-from eternity > to do that which was done before. That 
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