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1. The moft learned deny that Gods fecret eftimation is any Ju-
{tification or pardon, nor fo to be called. 2. If it were, it muft be
the eftimation of God as Rector of mankinde : but heis not
Re&or from eternity. 3. God efteemeth not that to be true
which is falfe , nor mento be what they are not : therefore he
efteemeth not men to be guilty before they are guilty, nor juft be-
fore theyare juft : 04. God efteemeth us juftin time : there-
fore he fo efteemed us from eternity, becaufe efteeming is an im-
manent a& in God,  4#/w. According to the commonly appro-
ved Doctrine inthefe high points, we muft fay, thatasic is but
Denominatione ex trinfeca,0r Relatione Rationss at moft:That Gods
Acts of Approving and Difapproving, efteeming juft,and efteem-
ing unjuft, are diverfified and diftinguifhed;fo 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 or Effence of God, which before was

only denominated, A foreknowing that we would be juft, wasnot

to be denominated, An efteeming usto be juft, till we are fo in-
deed. So much for that Argument, ;

eArgument 2. If we are juftified from eternity , then we are

juftfied without Chrifts fatisfaction as the caufe of it. But weare
?ot Juftified without Chrifts fatisfaction as the caufe : there-
ore. S e :
TheMajoris 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 Chrilts
Merits did not caufe God himfelf. They whom I oppofe, fay,that
Chrifts death caufeth only the Rem Volitam, at non Attum volen-
zis. They cannot fay, therefore, as in the foregoing cafe, thatit
caufeth in effe (ognito: o if they did, the fame anfwer will feém
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 thereis no Remifsion : It is Chrift chat isthe
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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Doctrine which fuppofeth 1. That God was o prodigal of his
Sonsblood and fufferings. 2. Thac there was no more need of
the fufferings and Merits of Chrift 5 then to manifeft what was
done from eternity. 3. That no Ele& man was ever guilty no not
Adam himfelf upon hisfall ( unlefs he could be guilty | and not
guilty at once. ) 4. Thatweare no more beholden to Chrift,
then for doing a needles work, asto our Juftification and fafety:
and accordingly are no more obliged by his favour to gratitude
and obedience ; with multitudes of the like pernicious Confe-
quents, which I will not beftow the time diftin&ly to handle, or
form into feveral Arguments ab abfurdo;l fay this Do&rine which
fo fubverteth Chriftianity it felf, and makes it but 2 name and
fhaddow , cannot betrue. it were eafic hereto heap up fortie
Arguments from fo many Texts of Scripture to prove that there
s no Juftification or Remifsion, but by Chrifts Death and Merits:
but Tknow the anfwer of the Adverfary would be, thatitis true
of thatfortof Remifsion and Juftification which Chrifts death
procureth, but not of that fore which is from eternity ; To which
IReply, 1. No Scripture mentioneth the divers forts of Juftifi-
eation which they feign ( of whichanon ) 2. They have ill per-
formed their parts in defcribing and diftinguithing thefe two or
three forts of Juftification or Pardon, which yet did lie fo much
uponthem. 3. For ought I know, they do totally deftroy the
Merits of Chrift : For 1. Mr. E. and the common fort of them
acknowledge that it is not 4iums volentis, but rem wolitam, which
Chrift procured or caufed : fo that Adive Juftification is hereby
denyedto be any effe@ of Chrifts death: and how a meritoti-
ous caufe can work immediately on the effe&, without working on
the Agent, and whether the effle@ of meritorious caufes be not
directly on the Agent, that he may produce the further effe&, I
have already defired Mr. E. to fatisfie me Though this feryple
may be well folved, yet I think, nét by men of their principles.
And-what is the Res Volita » If it be only Juftification ix foro
Confcientia, it is nnconceivable how Chrifts Merit can caufe that,
without caufing the act of God. For the Declaration of our
righteoufnefs to cur felves they fay is Gods a& : and the fepfe of
this, or the knowledge of it, Chriffs Merits do not immediately
effect : Merit is not terminated on our confeiences. 1f they fay,
It is Right to Juftification inconfcience, that Chrifts Merits ?ov

caufe,
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caufe, asthe Rem volitam ; I anfwer , no Right nor real benefit
can come tothe Creature, ( who iswholly Gods own, and at his
difpofe ) but by the Will of God, granting it as the efficient
caufe : If therefore Merit be no confideration , caufing Gods
Will to grant that Right, there will be a difficulty in fhewing how
it immediately caufeth the Right it felf efpecially to Us.And per-
haps it will anon appear, that they leave nothing to Chrifts death
to do in this neither ; but that according to them, we had Right
to all this, and much more from eternity. :
- 2. The words of the moft fober and learned man that I know
~ ofjthat writes this way,are thefe, Here tWo things may be obferveds Mr. 7. 0wen.
1. What we afcribe tothe M erit of Clrift = viz. T he accomsplifi= '
ment of that Condition, Which God required to make way, that the
Obligation which e had freely put upon bimfelf, might be in altnal
force.  And fomuch ( how rightly,[ leave to bim[elf to confider )

doth My. Baxter affign to our Works : Thef.26. p. 140.

And all know that a Condition as fuch, is no caufe, but anAn-

tecedent, or Canfa fine gnanon. And is not the death of Chrift
then fairly advanced, and his Merits well vindicated ? My con-
ftant affirmation is, and ftil| was, that mans works arenot in the
leaft degree truly and properly meritorious,and that they are fuch A
meer Conditions of falvation(not of our firfk Juftifieation)as that \\
they are no caufes ofany right we have (no not to a bit of bread,
much lefs ) to Heaven. Do not thefe men well defend the honor
of Chrifts Meritsthen, if they give no more to them, thenI do
to mans works ? wiz. to be no meritorious caufes, fo much as of
an hours temporal mercy ? thatis, To be properly no Merits at
all = Tt feems to me therefote that they do by their Doctrine of
_ eternal Juftification or'pardon, not only deftroy Juftification by
-Faith, butalfo all the Merits of Chrift,and leave nothing for them
todo, for the caufing of ou pardon or Juftification before Gode.
N"-Y’_'Whether this learned man can make Chrifts fufferings and
obedience fo much asa bare Condition, lét them confider that
read him,affirming thar Conditions propetly muft be uncertain:
ar_nd nothing is 0to God : therefore there can be no Condition
with God = therefore Chrifts death could be none. -
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Buc I will fay no more diftinctly to this immanent eternal Tufti--
fieation, but fpeak to it and the other fu ppofed Juftification.
before Faith, both together ; for difpacch. For all Argsuments
that conclude againft Juftification before Faith in general, will.
more evidently conclude againtt this fu ppofed at from eternity ,
then that fappofed a&, at the undertaking or death of Chrift.
And here it will firft be requifite, that we may not make the.
quarrel or difference feem greater thenit is , that we difcern how
much of our controverfie is aboye the meer name of Remifsion.
or Juftification, and how much about the Thing or Do@rine.

- T.Itisagreed on both fides, that God doth from eternity fore--
know every fin that men will commit in time; and that he De-
creeth to pardon ( attually, and infallibly, and immutably ) all
the fins of his Ele&. :
© 2+ Irisagreed on both fides that Chrift gave himfelfa facrifice
and Ranfom for the Ele& 3 taking upon him thofe fufferings
which he underwent, that we who had deferved everlafting fuf-
fering might efcape..

. 3« Iyield more then they defire or agree to, that Chrifts. facri-.

ficewas a fufficient fatisfa®ion for.the fins of the whole world ,
and not for the Ele& only; and that it was not only the fins of
the Ele&, which were the caufe of Chrifts .fuﬁ‘ering, but of fallen
mankind in general. st _

4. Itisagreed on both fides;chat Chrift dyed not for.all alike,
‘orwith an equal intent of pardoning and faving them: But that

 Be'had a fpecial intent infallibly to pardon and {aye all his Eled;

and them ajone : And that the Father had the fame intent in
giving his Son to death ; and therefore gave him the Ele& tobe
infallibly faved, . : -

5. Itis agreed onboth ﬁaés,tilat Chrift did Bérfe&iy‘ pay the

‘Ranfom which he undertook, and lefc not any part unperformed :

and that he.overcame Death and Satan,and was Difcharggl Zy“
3 Qa8
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Gods publick Declaration,and that in him God was well pleafed.
This much we agree in. 4

The firft thing now to be handled, wherein we diffet, is, de n&
mine, Whether all, or any partof thisbe tobe called the 7a/%i-
fication of any particular perfon, notyet believing or born. ‘

Conclu. 1.7 affirm, that It is ot fit tofay that We are Juflified by
all or any of this, before We are born, or believe. ; =

Argument 1. If the Scripture never call this our Juftification,
{ or fay we are Juftified before we are born, or believe ) then we
may not fitly fo call it. Bur the Scripture never callsit fo, (nor
fo affirmeth) : therefore we may not, ¢5c.

For the Major, I take the Confequence as granted to be good,
on this explication : That 1do not fay that in no cafe it is fit to
take up any Name which the Scripture hath not ufed : but in this
cafeit is not fit. For 1. We fhould not depart from the language
of Scripture, in facred things,without necefsity : But here is no
necefsity : therefore, ¢f¢. 2. Specially if it be a point of fuperna-
tural Revelation, and not naturally known. But this s fuch:there-
fore. 3. And fpecially if it be a controverted point , where new’
made terms, or altering of terms in the application to the thing ,
may foment differences, and cloud the Truth : But this is fuch;
therefore. 4. And alfo fpecially, if it beina cafeof great mo-
ment, where miftakes are more dangerous. But thisis fuch; there-
fore, ¢r. 5. And efpecially if it bea Name or Word , which s
very frequently ufed in Scripture in another fenfe, and never in
this fenfe : Forthen it isworfe to ufe that word toa fenfe diffe-
rent fromthat of Scripture, thento devife words that are not in
Scripture atall s Forit tendsto lead mentoa Mifunderftanding
of all thofe Scriptures that otherwife ufe it. But that is undeny-
ably the prefent cafe : therefore, ¢f¢. So that I think I mayfafely
conclude that it is not fit nor fafe to depart from the Scripture-
fenfe in the ufe of the word Juftification here.” =

And for the Minor, that Scripture never {o ufeth this word. Tp :

‘avoid tlte tedioufnefs of reciting every Text where the wordis -
ufed, and examining them as to this point, it may fuffice 1. Tfyou
‘will tarn by yonr Concordanceto the Texts , and perufe’ them
impartially; you mayfatisfie your felves. ‘2. 1f weonly fpeak to -
thofe Texts thar are pretended tofpeakin this fenie ; it'is enoug‘}- ;
Weé have often urged the Attinomians to ' cite ne Fext of Scri-

) Ff 3 Ptm‘@; e




3] :Mr.]l 0.

See Anton.
Fayus oz the
Text, Syrus
Interpres le-
git, Jaftifi-
cante peccato-
1€5.

~ <ordingly denominated d '

( 222)
pture that faich, e are Tufbified before we Were born, or do believe ;
and we could never yet fee one produced that had any ftrong
appearance , of fpeaking inthatfenfe, Nordo I remember any
morF thentwo , that ever I heard produced , with any fhew of
Reafon.

The firft is that Ros. 4- 5- T0 bim that worketh wot, but believ-
eth on bim that Juftifier); the Angodly, bis faith is counted to bim for
Lighteonfnefs, ~ The forementioned learned man faith , Perbaps
alfo this may be the Fufification of the ungodly, mentioned Rom. 4.
God Abfolving a Jinner in beaven by acconnting Chrift nnto l”,m'
&c. To this ﬁ)ave faid enough againft Zud, (olvinms , to which
1 refer i]he Readgr. . 4 )

1. The Text by ungodly | plain means ( in my judgement
unjnft : God makes ‘%ho%e jgﬁ i byy giving t(hem p};ﬂ in Chrift,
‘who are unjuft by their own {ins, :
3. The common anfiwer alfo, is far liker to truth then their
Expofition: wiz, thatit is;, fen[n divifo,he that was ungodly,
(and that in the fame moment of time wherein he was juftified )
and not he that was fo in order of nature after Jutification as well
asbefore, yea and in time too.
3. Ungodlinefs is by moft Divines fuppofed to be oppofed to
fan&nﬁcation, and not to our firft Faith : and they judge com-
monly ( till Mr. Pemble) that Faith goes before Juftification and
anQification. And therefore it might be faid that the perfon
Juftified is ungodly, as being unfanified ; but not an unbelie-
ver. If they fay, Can a Believer be unfan®&ified > I anfwer,

There is no moment of time, wherein a Believer is unfan@ified :
but becaufe in order of natu i :

Believer, and then juftified and fan@ified, therefore Juftification
going before San&ification,and after Faith, the obje& muft be ac-

2 94044 momenta rationis, non temporis ;
and we muft fay, God jultifieth an unholy man, ( becaufe he is
!t:qt.bo!y in order of nature till afcer Jultification ;) but not that
He juktifieth an unbeliever, becaufe he is in order of nature a De-

ever firft. Tpough I fpeak not this as giving you any opinion of
Ty own in this point, yet it being the common Dogrine of the

Proteftant Churches, fhoul '
4. At leaft they th Seiedd Ml el c St

at bring this Text to prove the uftification
of the Ele& before believing, muft confefspthat there]is no fuch

words
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words in the text. And therefore they that will afirm that yx-
godly is as much aswnbelieving , their bare word is no proof :
an tgereforc we muft expe® fome better, or take the point un-
proved.

5. Nay,what need we more words with them, when the Text
twice over tells you what snged/y ones are juftified , even Belie-
vers s ltmuft be, ' He thar believeth on bim that Juftifieth the un-
godly,and it is bes Faith ( that ) 1s imputed to bim for righteon/-
nefs . Andthis man is not an unbeliever.

The fecond text cited to prove Juftification to be a word ap-
plicable to the eternal a& , orto fome before Faith or exift-
ence of that perfon,is Rom. 8. 33. Who [ball lay any thing totke
charge of Gods Elect ?  Itis Godthat Tuftifierh 5 Who & he that
condemneth 2 it is Chrift that dyed, yearather that rifen again
who 25 even at theright hand of God y who alfo maketh intercefsion
for ws.  Axfw. The whole fcepe of the Chapter fhews that it 1s
the fan®ified Ele& that are here fpoken of, and not any other.
It 35 they that are in (brift Jefus, that walk_not after the floft, but
fffn‘r the § pirit, to whom there ts no condemnation. V. I« L0 4. £e
% they that are led by the Spirit of God, and foare the Sons of God.
Vo 14. That bave riceived the Spirit of Adaption. v.15. Having
the Spirit bearing them witnefi that they ave the children of God.
V.16, That are beirs, and joynt beirs with Chriftuv. 17. That bave
Hope and Love to God, v. 24, 28. and ave Saints. V. 27. And God
doth exattly tell s bis order of gifts.v.30.where calling goeth before
Inftification. Inthe very textit is plain; 1. It is fuch Ele& ones as:
are chargeable and condemmable, if God did not juftifie them. But
foare not any unborn. 2. It is fuch as the world sapt to ac-
cufe and flander,and condemn , and this is fpoken to encourage
them againft fuch fufferings from the world : But the world doth
not fo perfecute the Ele& while they are unconverted,, and run
with them to all excefs of riot,and are foolifh, difobedient , fer-
ving divers lufts and pleafures: but when they break from their
captivity, and efcape the pollutionsof theworld. 3. Itis fuchws.
Chrift is interceding for, as for ftrength and perfeverance. 4. Itis
fuch as Paxl'was confident fhould perfevere,and nothing feparate
them from the Love of God. :

2. And, though I do believe that thereis an Abfolute Ele-

etion of Individual perfons to Faith and Salvation , yet it is cer=
' taim,,
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tain, that the words £/, and Eleétion, dooften fignifie that

which is intime , if not far more often then that which is from
eternity : When God by his Spirits effectual Grace doth choofe
one, and pafs by another, this i (executive) Election, and thefe
fo actually chofen or taken out of the world to Chrift, are Elect:

:l?‘d kthis is the moft ufual fenfe of the word in Scripture , as I
1nK. 2

3. The ';ext fpeaks of fuch as God himfelf doth not con-
demn: but'God by his Law doth condemn all Unbelievers, the
Elect as well as others; though not with a Peremptory , Remedi-
lefs Condemnation. Forhe that believeth notis condemned al-
ready : And God hath concluded all under fin. God chargeth
with fin, con{cience chargeth them, and others may charge
them. Iconclude therefore that this Tixt cannot be underftood
of Infidels. ' :

Argument 2. If the name F#ftification be not fitted to the na-
ture of the thing,viz. of the Decree of God to pardon us,or the
prefent immediate effects of Chrifts fatisfaction, asto us, before
wedid exift : then itis not fit to be ordinarily applyed thereto :
But the Antecedent is true : therefore fo is the Confequent. Here
we (hould examine the nature of the thing it felf, and the fenfe
of the word, but the former will be our work anon, when we
come to fpeak of the Real or Doctrinal difference between us
in this point ; and the latteris oft enough done by others. I pro-
ceed to the next verbal difference. :

Concln. 2. The name of Pardsn or Reconciliation is not fitto be

. given to Gods eternal Decree of Pardoning, or to any eternal ait, ar:

#ny ait not procured by the Mediation of ¢fus Chrift. The proofis
the fame with the former. There is no word of God ( that ever
1 obferved, or heard produced by any of themto that end ) that
doth fo ufe the word Pardon or Reconciliation. He that faith

there s any, let him proveitif hecan. I admire that they nei-

ther do fomething in it, or give up that caufe, being fo much pro-

- voked to itasthey have been,

(onclu. 3. Thoughthe names of Reconciliation , and Taking

(and perbaps Pardon) may be applyedtothat
Which Chrift hath done for us with God s by bis Merits , before we

Joouldit be very [paringly , and never but
With /7 #fficient castion to difcover > that we meannot an Abfolute -

Altual
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eAttnal Reconciliation of any man, nov [uch a pardoning,purging ov
taking away bis fin, : . ‘
The reafon is,becaufe 1. Scripture ufeth thefe words thus,but
very feldom. You hear not any a at Chrifts death called by
~any of thefe names, once, for many times that you hear of par-
donto Believers, and Reconciling them to God , ¢¢c. 2. You
never read thefe words fo ufed in Scripture, but with fufficient
cautionary light ( there, or neer at hand ) to acquaint us, that
it is not perfonal, a&ual, abfolute pardon or Reconciliation that
is meant : and ufually this is done two waies ; 1. Iy that the Re-
conciliation or pardon mentioned from Chrifts death, before the
finner was born, is never mentioned (that I know of ) with ap-
propriation to the Ele®, or any fort of men more then others,
nor with exclufion of any finner, but asa common Reconciliati-
onorPardon : Nowitis certain that all men attain not to an
abfolute, atual pardon and Reconcifiation. 2. 1In that when the
Scripture doth mention Reconciliation or urging away fin, .
“as done before we believe, it either prefcriges us fome Condition
or Means by which it may be made Ours in particular, or elfe
fome other way makes it manifeft that it is not yet ours ; -any
mlore then the reft of loft mankinds, Let us perufe the particular
places.

The moft remarked text, and moft urged by them that we op-
pofeis, 2 Cor.5. 19. That God was in Chrift reconciling the World
#nto bimfelf, not imputing their trefpaffes to them, and hath _“??;”{’.”,'
tedto s the wordof Reconciliation : Now thew We dre E mbaffa-
dors for Chrift, as though God did befecch you by us 5 We prdy you in
Clrsfts fiead, be ye Reconciledto God.To this I have fpoken againt
L. Colvinus. : £

Note here, 1. That the Text faithnot , God was Reconciled
to the world, but God was Reconciling the world : He did much,
and as much as concerned the fufficiency of a Sacrifice , Ranfom
- and SatisfaQion towards an 2&ual Reconciliation, which through
~ their own wilful rejection, many do mifs of. ;

2, Note that the Text only faith, God Was Reconciling, &c. not
Imputing their fin. Not that he did not at all impute finto them :
.~ but he wasthen, not dealing with them according to the defert of
- their fin, but in mercy : So far washe in that work from imput-
g fin to them, or then charging it on them, that he was pro-

Gg : viding .
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viding a fufficient R emedy for the pardon of it, if they would ac-
ceptit freely given, :

.. 3+ Note that itis not any {pecial fort of perfons, that are liere:
{poken of;_but the world ;. whether fimply confidered, as the

whole race of mankinde or whether the Gentiles.as well asthe = |

Jews : it is €0 avoid an exclufion of any, and not to exc/ude any ;
and therefore it is not meant of the Elec: only. :

4- The next words moft plainly fhew that they were not yet
aually reconciled, when the Office of Embaffadorsis appoint-
ed, to befeech men in Chrifts ftead, and as if God did it by us, to
they were Reconciled alfeady, what:
need Minifters befeech them to be Reconciled ? I remermber Den
and other Antinomians fay, that God was reconciled to them,
but not they to hum : but this vain obje@ion I have anfwered in
two former writings already,.

The 2. Text that isurged | is Job. 1.29. Beboldthe Lamb of
God, that taketh away the fin of the world. Here note 1. The text
faith not that, He hath taken away, but he'zaker) away, as Eraf-
mus and Beza, fignifying his continued a& in. taking away fin :
So that it fath nothing of raking it away beforewe believe.
Beza thinks Fobs pointed to Chnift in reference to his Baptifm, to
fhew them thatit was by vertue of Chrifts blood ;that the fins of
the baptized were taken away. 2. The word bere ufed may {igni-
fié the taking away of fin it felf in its power , as well as Guile :
And though we may not expound it as Gratims doth , of taking
away fin it felf only, yet we may well do as other Expoficors do,
extend itto both. Bezs blames.them that reftrain it to the ta-
kingaway of Panithment only, and himfelf expounds it of ‘both,
Punithment and Power of fin. Now it is certain thiat Chrift took
not away the Power of fin, or fin it felf before we were born, or
did believe. . 3. Note that, if it were granted that it is meant of.
taking away fin, at the time of Chrifts death, yet it would prove.
but a common takin away, and therefore not an Abfolute and’
Attual pardon:For :gfit be fo underftood, the world will never be.
proved.to be meant of the Ele&@ only. o

Another text that is. ftronger ina ppearance then this, for the.
phrafe in queftion, is Heb. 1.3, When he had by bimfelf purged.
our [ins, (2te downon the right band of the Majefiie on kigh. To.
whichIfay, 1. Thetexs faithnot he pardoned or Juftified gs >
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but be made a purgation, asthe words are exprefly. 2. They
whom we inthis oppofe, deny not but that itis the fin it felf, or
power of it, as well as the guilt, that is purged away through the
blood of Chrift : yet none will fay that finit felf, or the ftrength
of itis purged away, before we are born or believe, but only that
Chrift made a Purgation,which thould in time, being applyed, ef-
feGually , and a&ually purge usfrom fin. 3. The text having
reference to the Jewith facrifices, doth plainly fpeak of Chrifts

- blood as a price or facrifice ; and only intendeth thathe did make
a fufficient Purgation of our fins, guoad pretinm, vel [ac¥ificii per-
fettionem: as far as concerned him as facrificer of himfelf. He did
all that was his part on the Crofstodo ; though there remained
more to do in the application and conveyance of Right to par-
ticular perfons, by his Word and Spirit : If the High Prieft had
offered a facrifice for the fins of an obftinate impenitent {inner,
he had not thereby made a legal effe&ual Purgation of hisfin,

: fuppoﬁng the finner, at leaft, to declare his Diffent and Impeni-
tency. Yet & is fo much that Chrift hath done before we believe ,
that we may fee Reafon whyit may bear the name of Purgation or |
Reconciling 5 becaufeit is a Pardon fufficiently purchafed by him, P
and granted freely by God toall that Refufe itnot , whenitis ‘ \

offered them. If a Kings Son pay a Ranfom for 1co, Traytors ,
and hisFather grant and feal them a pardon, isit not fit or tol-
lerable language to fay,the King hath pardoned thefe men, orthe
“Prince hath bought their pardon? Yetit is no actual pardon, till
they confent, if we fuppofe it to be granted on Condition of their
Confent or Acceptance. And fo reafonable, fo naturally necef-

- fary is that Condition, that it is not ufed to be expreffed in Par-
dons or the like Grants, but implyed ; But whether expreffed or
not, itisin the nature of the thing moft commonly fuppofed =
And if it did run in an Abfolute form, yetis Acceptance ftill im-
plyed as an unqueftionable Condition, and as to it, the Pardonis
not intended to be Abfolute. Yet if fuch a Pardon were brought
to a Traytoratthe Gallows, and herefufeit, and be hanged 5
men would fay, that The K ing or State did Pardon [uch a man bit
be Wilfully refufed it. \

T know no other texts that have neer fo ftrong appearance of
favouring their caufe, as thefe cited, efpecially the laft, and there-
fore I fhall not need to mention any moxe ; butceme to the Do-
Grinal difference, ' Gg 2 d
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Nd here it is hard to fay wherein we difagree, becaufe the‘yif
A agree not among themfelves, fome faying one thing , and
fome another. Moft of them fay, that we are adtually pardoxl}le
and juftified in Chrift at his undertaking to dye forus ; a}ndht at
ic isbut the knowledge , and comfortable feeling of this t a;:s
Wanting to us : Mr. Crandons words are thefe in his Epiff, Dedz’f-
Tuflification as an Immanent aétin God : As aétually compleatedin
the Redemption whick 1 by (hrifts and in Chrift ; bath thefe before
we believe. So that it is AQual and Compleated Juftification,
which they fappofe to be before Faith, Many of them ufe to ex-
prefs themfelves, that Chrift being the Publick perfon , be repre-
fented all the Ele&,and they dyed in him, and fatisfied in him,and:
were juftified in him. , :

The forementioned Learned man , makes the ground of the

Elecls Abfolution to be, they dying with him , as he fpeaks : and
faith that Chriff is Reckoned to ms,and Gods Reckoning (orift in onr
prefent fenfe, is the impating of Chrift 1o ungodly unbelieving jinmfrx
for whom he dyed, [0 far as to account bim Theirs , to beftow F aith
and Grace on them for bis fake. And If then this be done for Chrifts.
Jakesthen is Chriff made ours before we believe : And I cannot cor=
ceive how any thing (honld be made out tome for Chriff , and C brift
bimelf not be given tome. And the Queftion he offersis this -
Whether eAbfolution from the guile of fin, and Obligation anto
Death , though not as terminated in the Confeience for (ompleat,

Fuftification, do  wor precede onr A tual hliem'ﬂgw? So that this-
learned man feems to judge that the name of Compleat Juftifica-
tionis proper to that in Conf; given

cience, and not to be given to any

before, He feems alfo to judge that Juftification hath Degrees
C00 years diftance one from another :
] hath, which we have hitherto taken,
for the fame thing with Juftification. For ashe calls this in con-
fgxence, c ompleat 7ﬂ/iiﬁmtion; So he faith. 4b/s/ution in Heaven,
and Fuflification duffer as Part and Whole. By this much it may be.
gathered where our difference lyeth in fenfe, as well as terms.
};El?tlg tel:‘;gptl:'hleiq ]uﬁiﬁ(_:atioxzL as Zerminared in Confeience, and.
: Yeuen isterminated, Or( paltrvs (umota ). o ift-
eth in our meer Relati (peliue ?’ﬁ £ 2 <pulily

Orelfe Abfolution at [eaft

on, of being 7uff . "OFf all the forementi-.
. : oned;
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oned forts of Juftification that will fitly bear that name (1
meanof Actual Jutification of fuch perfons, ) the firft in Or=
deris Conftitutive luflification, or Making s Inft : and therefore
if I prove that this is not before Faith, itmuftneeds follow that
the reft arenot. I confefs the grounds of their miftake do call
lowdeft for a Confutation. 1.That e dyed with (hrift, ot fa-
tisfied in him , or fulfilled the Law in him. - 2. That Chrift is gi-
ven to usin fpecial manner more then to others, (the not-
Ele&t ) before we believe. Againft both thefe I would oppofe
thefe two Conclufions. ‘ :

1. We did neither Really, nor in Gods Account , Dye with
Chrift whenhe dyed, nor in him fatisfie Gods Juftice , nor fulfit
the Law. Con, 2. Though Chrift were given for the Ele&, more
then others, yet is he no more.given to them then others, before
they are born, or before they have Faith. The fitft of thefe is of fo
great moment, and is the heart and root of fo many Errors , yea
of thewhole body of Antinomianifm, that I had’ rather writeas
great a volumn as thisagainft it;then leagg it with fo briefa touch
ashere I muft do, if I thould particularly fall upon it.Let it there-
fore now fuffice, to tell the Affirmers, that it is theit part toprove

it, which I think, they will never be ableto do , while Scriprureds ~ .
, taken for Gods Word. K

w9

SECT: I B S. 3.

I Will come therefore to the.point in queftion; and prove  this
U Conclufion contrary to theirs. ,

Conclu. N o man now living was Infbified, P ardoned, or A bfol-
ved aélmally from the guilt of finyand Obligation to Desth , at the
time of (hrifts death, or undertaking. or from eternity-, or at any
time before be Was borny or before be didbelieves ( or being an In-
fant, bad a Believing Parent.)’ : :

Though- Ithink it reafonable that the Cafe of Infants a-n_d * 1 mean ”hﬁ :
Heathiens that hear: rior'the Word,, fhiould be *-faid by in this »stberthy,
difpute, leatt the cafe be carried into the dark; and men’ argue 4 fied, but of the «
mtnis m)tu’,__ ) manner. -

Gg 3.
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‘T putthe Conclufion intheir own. termis ¢ To me qnd -oth_er
men, all thefe (or3 atleaft ) are oneand the fame thing , 'r/r:
To bea&ually juftified, and pardoned, and Abfolved fromht e
guilt of death, and Abfolved from the Obligation to Deat ﬁor
Punithment. Guilt is an Obligation to Pumfhment ; ac leaft ,
Guile of death diftin& from the meer Rearus Culpe. The diffol-
ving of the Obligation to Punifhment. is Pardon ( that'is tge ltrl;%
Nature of pardon.) Pardon is taken by fome to be the whole ks
Juftification,and the fame thing ; though notionally dxﬁ'crmgh :
by others to be part of it, and Imputation of righteoufnefs the
other part : or Accepting us as Righteous, as others. Ifthere-
fore we are Abfolved from the Guilt of Death,and from the_ otg-.
ligation to Punifhment, then we are certainly pardoned apd jufti=
fied. And this muft be in Law-fenfe, as to Right and Title, and
Conftitutively, at leaft.. For itis the Law that obligeth us to Pu-
ni(hment, and concludeth us under guilt : therefore if the Laws
‘Obligation to Punifhment be diffolved, then in Law we are pat-~
doned and Conftituted Righteous ~This is it therefore that I de-
ny, and fhall now confate ; and in this fenfe I fhall dxfprovev
the pretended pardon and Juftification of the Ele&, at the under-
taking, or death.of Chrift. i
Argument 1. From /ob. 3.18, He that Believeth on bimy 15,
not condemned : but be that believetl not, i condemned already, He
that is condemned, is not pardoned, abfolved or Juftified : He
that believeth not, though Ele&, is condemned ; therefore,
T know nothing that can be faid againft the Major, but that he
may be condemned in one kind, and yet abfolved in another. But

; t, aslongas Condemnation and
Abfolution are here taken in the fame kind, Abfolution , as you

heard, is taken for Diffolving guilt of Death, or Obligation to
Punithment, or Abfolving from thefe : And Condemnation here
muft needs B&tgken asoppofite to that kind of Abfolution : for.
tothat in confience it is not oppofed, asI have already proved ;.
And to tb_at at Judgement, whether by Witnefs Advocate , or
Sentence, it cannot be here oprofed : For man;I that are now
condemned as unbelievers, fhall Selieve_and then be Abfolved.

~ The sommon anfwer is againft the Minor,that the Text {peaks
only of fuch Unbelievers > s fhall fo live and dye, and are not.
Ele& : But when thatis proved they fay fomething. Inthe

mean
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meantime, if Chrift faywithout limitation, that He bar Belie- : \
veth not is condemned already ; We fhall takeitfor a Contradi- ' |
&ion and not an Expofition, to fay, the meaningis, Notalithat *
believe not are condemned, but they that fhall fo live and dye : |
. Elfe I know not what Scripture may not be thus perverted. So
- Origen, or any of that mind mght have faid, that the Text which
faith,_ T hir worms dyeth noty and 1oerr fire s not quenched ; is not
meant of ali che damned, but of thofe that continue there Im-
penitent and Wibelievers. :

wArgument 2. They thatare dead in Trefpafles and Sins; and
by nature the children of wrath, even asothers, were not juftifi-
ed, abfolved or pardoned, as aforefaid, in Chrift, before. they be-
lieved or were born, Butmany of the Ele&t were (after Chrifts
death ) dead in trefpafles and fins, and by nature the children of
wrath,even as others - therefore.
I thinkthe Major needs no proof. The Minor is expreffed ;
Eobef. 2.1.3. All the anfwerthat iscommonly given is, that
They were juftified in Chritt , and yet children of wrath in them-
felves : But what is the meaning of 1# Chrift , and.in themfelves 2
One man hath but one perfon, and that cannot be at once juftifi-
ed and condemned, in the fame kind.: Its like they mean as Mr.
Ey-eexpreffech himIf ; thatic isnot we that are the fubject of
that Righteoufnefs, but Chrift.. That is plain dealing : but then
it is undeayable that it is not we that are juftified by it, but |
Chrift: For no Accident is ours, or can denominate us, ‘whereof F
we are not the fubje&. ' , ] ; \
eArgument 3. ¥rom Ephef.2. 12, At thattime ye were witha '
out Chrift, being eAliens from the Common-wealth of Iftacl , and
Srrangers from the.( cvenanss of Promije, having no bope,and with- /,/
ent Godinthe World. They that are thus without Chrift , Cove-
nants.of. Promife, Hooe, God; are notinLaw Abfolved from the
guile of death,and obligation to punithment : But fuch are ma-
ny of the Eleét, if not all before they believe : therefore.
Argummt 4. From 7:¢. 3t 34553 6, 7- For we onr [}Ive.c: :
were (ometimes fooli(h, difvbedient, &c. But after that the kindne(s
| and Love of Godour Saviour,teWard man appeared: not by works.
- of righteonfnefs Which we bave done , but According to bis (Mercy
ke [aved as, by the Wa[bing of Regencration ,*and renewing of l{ﬂf
Holy-Ghoft, which be fred on us abundantly, throng” Iefus (brift
: : onr .
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‘ % o ace, we [bonld bemate
oty Saviour ; that being juftified bybis Grace, e [Gould DrA:
heirs according to the bo‘ge of eternal life. 1f we'are not juftified

b .t S1od s iR e . e
- Nor made Heris before the wathing of Regenerdtion; then we ar

i v i before we be-
not Juftified or Abfolved from the guile of death , e we be:
li«(e)veJ l(J)r were borti : But the Antécedent is true (and plain in the
Text : ) therefore fo is the Confequent: -
“Argament 5. They that are underthe Curfe of the Law, (chat

- 15, 0bliged to death eternal by it ) até not' juffified , or abfolved

from the guilc of death. Butthe Elec befote Faith are, at lea
many of ?t:]em, if notall , under the Cuarfe of the Law’ : there-
fore. CHS e
- The Major I-fuppofe will be sranted ; for the Law to cur
men to,deét)h 4 whefrf 1;he Obl‘igaﬁon‘ tothat death is lefOIVCd’
and they abfolved from it, is to. contradi® it felf orGod. o
The Minor I prove thus, They that are of the Works g b
Law ;" are under the Curfe. Many, ac leaft, of the Elect be gr_
Faith, are of the Works of the Law ¢ theréfore they are under
the Curfe, i
The Major is the Word of God, Gal.3.10. For as '?4”17 2
are of the Works of the Law arve snder the eurfe.,The Minor is p a s

unlefs no fuch Jew or Legaii& be convertible. f‘ :
. Argument 6. If all are concluded by Gods Laws under fin,
that the Promife by Faith of jefus Chriff might be given to :'hen;_
that Believe , then the Ele& are not Abf lved fm’m the guile o

finor death', before they believe' : Buc the Astecedent is Gods

- Word ;Gal. 3. 22, therefore,

Argument 7. From Rom-3.33. 0. 10, 1 9. We bave before
provedboth Iews and Gentiles,that they are all under finF or all have
Sinned and come Jhort of the Glory of God. Thereisnone righteous,
#0 not one. T hat all the World may become gnilty before God. They
thatare not ri hteous, but have finned and come fhott of the
Glory of God, and are nnder fin, and guilty before God;are not
Abfolved from the guilt of fin and death, nior Juftified : But fuch

3

are the Ele& before they believe : therefore, _ :
Argument 8. From Rom. 5. 12, 13,14, Death paffed upon all
men, for that all bave Jfinned : For until the Law fin wasin the
world = but fin 45 00t imputed Wheve theve 55 no Law s Neverthe-
lefs death requived from Adam ro Mofes, even over them that had
not finned after the fimilitade of Adams tranfgrefion, &c, But nor
: as
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as the offence., [2.is the freeGif, &c. Thofe ; over whom death
reigned, (according to the fenfe of this text ) through the Tm-
putation -of fin, both original and a&ual, were not Juftified or
Abfolved fromrthe Guilt of death, before they were born, or
were Believers : But fuch were thofeto whom the free ;fot
came for Juftificationby Faith in Chrift : therefore. I take it for
granted that thofe whom I difpute againft, do take the efficacy of
Chrifts death to be immediacely after the fall, orchat Adam
was fentenced, and the Promife made, and not only fince the time
of his aGual dying, S
Argument g.yFr%m Rom.5.15,16,17,18, 19,20, 21. Tgofe men
~are not yet abfolved from guilt, and ]uﬁiﬁegl or Pardoqe y over
whom fin reigneth unto death , on whom judgement is come to
condemnation , that are fomade finners, as not yet to be made
righteous, juftified, or have received the free gift : But fuch are
the Ele& before they believe : therefore.

Argument 10, From Rom. 7. 1. Knew yenot  that the Law haltlh
Dominion over a man as long as be liveth > They, over whpm the
Law hath Dominion, are not Abfolved from its Obligation
to Punifhment - But fuch are the Ele& before beligving (all or
fome ) ver/. 4. therefore. : :

: Ab;)g:mwfm4 11. They that are the Servants of ﬁn,frfe from ngb‘tf;
onfnefs, deing that whofe end and Wages is death, in Whom ﬁné; :
Works to bring forth fruit wnto death, that ave not under Gm;'_e s
under the Law, &c. are not Abfolved from the Laws (éb 1ga“ e
to punifhment, nor pardoned. Bur fuch werethe Ele& ( f
fome ) before believing. Rom. 6 14,15,13.16,20,21,23. 304 7. 5.
therefore, &c. ; foit
Argument 12, From Rom.8.1. There i1 therefore sow no :Zé
demnation to them that are in Chrift Fefns, that walk, nvt_u“ﬁ"; o8
fielt, 6ut after the Spiris. This plainly implyes, that till me

) in Chrift Jefus, there is ftill Condemnation to them. Thofe that -

are not yet freed from Condemnation, are not ]uﬁlﬁed,_abeli}/esdf
pardoned :* But fuchare the Ele& , till they are in Chrift Jefus :
- therefore. A RN i
Argument 13. From Rom. 8.1, 6,7,8,13. They that dav :
- carnal mind which is death, and enmity againft God, an canm;c
pleafe God, and fhalldie, if they hold on, thefeare noty

) Jultified, Pardoned , or Abfolved from the Laws Obligation

Hh to
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to death.But fuch are the Ele&t (all or fome ) before they believe:
therefore. : '
Argument 14. From Rom. 8. 2. He that is not made free from
the Law of fin, and death, is fiot abfolved from the Laws obliga-

- tion to punifhment. But Pax/an Ele&® man, before he believed ,

was once not freed from the Law of fin and of death : therefore,
- Argument 15. From Rom. 8. 9. If any man bavenat the Spirit
of Chrift, be is none of his. Hethat is none of Chrifts, is not Ab-

folved from the guilt of death. The Ele that have not the Spirit
of Chrift, are none of his : therefore, Though

by him, they have no Legal Riglit to him,
Argument 16. From l0h.8.24,3 2,33,34,36.They that are yet

in their fins, and not made free by the Son, are not Abfolved

from the guilt of death : But fuch are all Unbelievers, though:
Ele& : therefore, esc. LavEsy .

eAdrgament 17. He that liesunder the’ Threatning , that he
fhall not live ; he that hath no life in him, ( neither of Juftifica-
tion nor San&ification) fuch are not Juftified or Abfolved. Buc
they that eat not the flefh of Chrift; and drink his blood , have
no lifeinthem, and ( except they doit) fhall not fee Life. ok 6.
53+54,57,58, 59. Read the Text, and note that it is not upon the
meer fhedding of Chrifts Blood, but on the eating of his flefh,and
drinking of his blood by Faith, that we receive ecernal life, in the
beginnings and righttoit. : ;

Argament 18. From 2fal. 5. 5. Thow bateff all workers of
Inignity. Thofe whom God hateth, he hath not yet Juftified or
Abfolved from the guilt of death. But the Ele& before Conver-
fionGod hateth : therefore. The Minor is proved + God hateth
all workers of Iniquity, the Ele& before Converfion are workers
of iniquity : therefore, :

I know thisis a hatred confiftent with the Love of Election and
Redemption : but not with the Love of a&ual Reconciliation,
Remiffion, Juftification or Abfolution from the guilt of death For
this Hatred is, when God ftands relatedto them as any enemy,
according to the terms of his Laws, which is, while the effectsof
Hatred, that is, Deftru&ion remains their Due according to-
Law. And this cannot be when they are abfolved from that obli~
gation and pardoned. A s %
- Argwmens 19.From 1 Iob, 3.8.10. 7, Let no man d:ret'vf}'”’;;
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be that doth Righteonfuefs , is Righreous, evenas be is Righteous. He
that commisteth fin, is of the Devil, &c. In this the children of God
are manife(led, and the children of the Devil : whofcever doth not
vighteonfnefs, is nat of God | neither be that loverh not bis Brother.
They that are not of God, rlor Righteous, no are the children of
God , but are the children of the Devil, are not yet Juftified,
Pardoned, Reconciled and Abfolved from the guilc of death.But
fuch are the Ele& before converfion: therefore. The Minor is
too evident. They that do not Righteoufnefs, nor Love their bro-
ther, are the children of the Devil. The Ele& before Conver-
fion do not righteoufnefs, nor love their brother (atleaft fome of
them ) : therefore, :
wArgument 20. From 1 Fob, 3.14, 15. we know that We have
paffed from death to life, becanfe e love the brethren : He that
loveth not bis brother, abideth in Deatly , &c.  He that abideth
in death, and is not pafled from death to life, is not Juftified
Pardoned, or Abfolved from the guilt of death. Bucthe Eleét be-
fore Converfion abide in death, and are not paffed from death to
life: therefore. The text proves the Minor, He that loveth not
the brethren abideth indeath | and is not paffed from death to
Life. The Ele& before converfion, love not the Brethren : there-
fore. Death here is not only the power of fin, butthe guilt of
death : and lifeis not only holynefs, but Relative life alfo, and
Right to life eternal, v : ‘
Argument 21. From 1 fob.5.10,11,12. He that believeth not,
bath made God Lyar,8&c. He that haththe Son, bath Uife , and be
that hath not the Son,bath not life. He that hath not the Son , nor
that life which God hath siven in him, is not yet Abfolved from
-~ the guilt of death, nor Par%oned, nor Juftified. The Ele& that yet

believe not, have not the Son, nor that life which God hath given
“inhim : therefore, &c.

Argument 22. Heb,1%.6. wwithont Faith it is impofsible to Plfﬂf?

God. If it be impoffible for the Ele& to pleafe God without faith,
then they are not aQually reconciled to him , not pardoned, nor

abfolved from the guilt of death without Faith. But the Antece-
ent is true, therefore o is the Confequent.

made to this, are thefe two. 1. That the perfon is not in himfelf,
butin Chrift only Pleafing or Acceptable to God, without Faith d
‘ - Hh 2 : aa
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The common Anfiers, (‘and all that I know of) that are
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andthen in himfeif acceptable whenhe believeth. *To whichI
Reply ; If byin him/elf, they mean Objeitive,that Chrift, and not
he himfelf ‘is the Object of Gods Acceptation, or that God is'
well pleafed with them, babernr propefitum, they grant what T de-
fire : It is not the Unbeliever, but Chrift that is righteous too :
therefore let Chrift be the fubject denominated only, if he bethe
only Object of Acceptation : fay notthen that men are Abfol-
ved, Pardoned | &c. If by i bimfelf, they mean canfalirér , by
way of Merit, I hope they will not ftand to it » that the Regene--
rate do meritorioufly pleafe God in themfelyee » ( no more then
the unregenerate) but only in Chrift, 3. Orif another way be
found of pleafing God » Yetit is here a general denyal of our’
pleafing God ; and if you will limit it to any one kind, it muft be

to that pleafing which is roper to the Regenerate, which isto be-
Adopted, Reconciled, Agfqlved, &c. 4. To fay thatwe pleafe
God in Chrift before we

d in ¢ believe , is but to contradict the text,
which faith we pleafe him not: and fuppofeth thatwe are in him-

before we believe, which is againft the Scripture.

The fecond Anfwer I remember in Mr.Pemble, and its the moft:
common, viz. that They cannot pleafe God with their Actions,
or their Actionsare not fuch as pleafe God, but their perfonsdo :
therefore this text fpeaks not of their perfons, but their actions.
To which I Reply, 1. Thatthis is a contradiction : for the per--
fon to pleafe God,and all his future fins be pardoned before hand,
and efpecially in the Antinomian fenfe , fo asforGod to feeno
iniquity in them, and yet to be difpleafed with his Actions. As'
nothing but imputed fin can make God difpleafed, fo the Actand:
the Acior are {o neerly related, thatif - the act difpleafe God, the:
Actor muft needs,in fome meafure,or fo far, difpleafe him. Ifdif
pleafure be taken for diflike, or difa proving , then Goddoth fo
far diflike or difapprove of the perf}(;ns, even of Believers:, ashe:
difapproveth their -actions : that is » He difliketh them as evil
actors, or- as finners, at the fame . time. when he is p_leaf-'
ed with them,and loveth them as Redeemed , Reconciled ,
Pardoned. finners in Chrift. But if difpleafure be taken for an-
ger, or Caftigatory pnnihing difpleafure, then this cannot be ul-
timately terminated on the {in, but the finner : It s not actions
that are punifhed, but men for actions, God was dif; pleafed with
Dswid himfelf, and not with his actions only.. Ifdifpleafnre figni~

fie, that Itisagainft Gods will that fuch actions are, then. I f:i}; 3




