
i . The moft learned deny that Gods fecret eftimation is any Ju­
stification or pardon, nor fo to be called. 2. 1 f it were, it muft be 
the eftimation of God as Rec"k>rof 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 acl in God. Anfw* According to the commonly appro­
ved Doctrine in thefe high points, we muft fay, that as it is but 
Denominatione ex trinfeca^t Relatione RationUfX moft:That Gods 
Acts of Approving and Difapproving, efteeming juft,and efteem­
ing unjuft, are diverfified and diftinguifliedjfo 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 orEfTenceof 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 fignito: 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 {hould think moft Chriftians {hould 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 {bed for the Remifsion of fins, that were re-
mitted-from eternity > to do that which was done before. That 
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Doanne which fuppofech i . That God was fo prodigal of his 
Sons blood and foffenngp. 2. That there was no more need o f 
the fuffenngs and Merits of Chr i f t , then to manifeft what was 
done from eternity. 3. That no Eleft man was ever guiltv no not 
Adam himfelf upon his fall ( unlefs he could be guilty and not 
guilty a t o n c e . } + That we are no more beholden to Chnft 
then for doing a needlefs work, as to 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 diftinctly to handle, or 
torm into feveral Arguments ab abfurdo^ f a y , th is Doctrine which 
to fubverteth Chriftianity it felf , and makes it but a name and 
ihaddow, cannot betrue. i t were eafieheretoheapupfortie 
Arguments from fo many Texts of Scripture to prove that there 
is n o t i f i c a t i o n or Remifsion, but by Chrifts Death and Merits: 

of that fort of Remifsionand Juftirkation which Chrifts death 
procured but not of that fort which is from eternity - To which 
I Reply, 1. N o Scripture mentioneth the divers forts'of Juftifi­
cation which they feign ( o f which anon ) 2. They have ill per­
formed their•parts in defcribing and d i f t i n g u u W thefe two or 
three forts of Juftification or Pardon, which yet did lie lb much 
upon them 3 For ought ! know, they do totally deftroy the 
Merits of Chnft ; For 1. Mr. E. and the common fort of them 
acknowledge that it is not dBum volenti*, but rem vo/itam, which 
Chrift procured or caufed : fo that A&ive Juftification is hereby 
denyedtobeany effe&of Chrifts death: and how a meritori­
ous caufe can work immediately on the effe&,without working on 
the Agent, and whether the effecT: of meritorious caufes be not 
directly on the Agent, that he may produce the further effetf:, I 
have already defired Mr. E. tofatisfie me Though this Temple 
may be well folved, yet I think, not by men of their principles. 
Anc^what is the Res Voltta ? j f it be only Juftification in foro 
Confaentta, it is unconceivable how Chrifts Merit can caufe that, 
without caufing the ad of God. For the Declaration of our 
righteoufnefs to our felves, they fay is Gods ad : and the fenfe of 
this, or the knowledge of it, Chrifts Merits do not immediately 
effect : Merit is not terminated on our confeiences. I f they fay, 
I t is Right to Juftification in confeience, that Chrifts Merits do 
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caufe, as the Remvolitam; I anfwer, no Right nor real benefit 
can come to the Creature, ( who is wholly Gods own, and at his 
difpofe) but by the W i l l of G o d , granting it as the efficient 
caufe : I f therefore Merit be no confederation , caufing Gods 
W i l l to grant that Right, there will be a difficulty in (hewing how 
it immediately caufeth the Right itfelf,efpecially to Vs. 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 
of,that writes this way,are thefe, Here ttoo things may be obferved^ Mr. jr omn. 
I . What we afcribetothe Cfrleritof Cbrifi : viz. The accomplijh-
ment of that Condition^ Which God required to make way^ that the 
Obligation which he had freely put upon himfelf\ might be in actual 
force. And fo much ( how rightly-, I have to himfelf to confider ) 
doth Mr. Baxter afjign to ourWork*: The/. 26. p. 140. 

And all knovv,that a Condition as fuch, is no caufe, but an An­
tecedent, or Caufa fine qua non. And is not the death of Chrift 
then fairly advanced, and his Merits well vindicated ? My con-
ftant affirmation is, and ftill was, that mans works are not in the 
leaft degree truly and properly merttorious.and that they are fuch 
meer Conditions of falvation(not of our firft Juftifieation)as that 
they are no caufes of any right we have (no not to a bit of bread, 
much lefs ; to Heaven. Do not thefe men well defend the honor 
of Chrifts Merits then, i f they give no more to them, then I do 
to mans works ? viz,, to be no meritorious caufes, fo much as o f 
an hours temporal mercy ? that is, To be properly no Merits at 
all : I t feems to me therefore that they do by their Doctrine of 
eternal Juftification or pardon, not only deftroy Juftification by 

^ $ Faith, but alfo all the Merits of Chrift.and leave nothing for them 
rjfcJ to do, for the caufing of our pardon or Juftification before God. 

Nay, whether this learned man can make Chrifts furTerings and 
I -JF nhpHienr^ fr» mn«U „ r^„4:*.:^« la* t-l>am r A n f i ^ r that 

etf t if r e a ( * m m » a f f i r m i n g that Condition? properly muft be uncertain: 
cJ^(t ^! a n d n o t t l m § i s f o t 0 G o d : therefore there can be no Condition 
K ft Ji 1 W l t t l ; therefore Chrifts death could be none. 

^ F f l S E C T . 
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S E C T . I I . 

B s i , rii l y "? m o , r e d i f t i n ( f t I y t 0 t h i s immanent eternal Iuf t i -
before S ' K U i p e a k C ? i c a n / t h e o t h e r f u P P ° f t d Juftification. 
t ha t con rS ' n 8 , " ^ i f o r d i f P « c h . For all Arguments 
Mat conclude agamft Juftification before Faith in seneral will 

rhen £

thV

a ' f

dr e n t ' y r T ^ e 3 f S i n f t t h i s mppofed aa l o T e t ; n i 7y 
then that fuppofed a f t at the undertaking or death of Chrift. ^' 
m f n t l i ^ x W 1 " r I & ^ " q m f i t e , that we may not make the 
much of ™ k T 8 r e a t e r t h e n i c i s • t h a t wemfcernhow 
or T u f l & a l n ^ T r f i e , S l b ° u U t t h e meer'name of Remiftion 
or juitmcation and howmuch about the Thing or Doarine 
know 
r r ° r f „ V A P t h a

/

t n L e n r " C o n " n i t i n t i m e ; and that he De-

^ l o f p h f E " e a u a l l y ' a n d i n f a l l i b l y ' a n d i " W y > > "< 

S 3 g 5 % £ *«wewhoha g dde P fe rved 

3 I yield more then they defire or agree to, that Chrifts iaenV 
f n d n n r ? / ^ ^ whole WOrld , 
r h e P ^ ^ 1 ^ ^ * a n d t h a t * w a s n < > t only the fins of 
the^Eled, which were the caufe of Chrifts fuffering, but of fallen 
mankind in general. 5 v 

4. I t is agreed on both fides.that Chrift dyed not for all alike, 
or with an equal intent of pardoning and faving them ; But that 
fee had a fpecial intent infallibly to pardon and favc ail his Eled; 
and them alone : And that the Father had the fame intent in 
* r ' f l l t r °n}° d e a t h i a n d b e f o r e gave him the Eled to be infallibly faved. 

5. I t is agreed on both fides,that Chrift did perfectly pay the 
Kaniom which he undertook, and left not any part unperformed : 
and ttat fie overcame Death and Satan, and was Difcharged by 

Gods. 



Gods publick Declaration,and that in him God was well pleafed. 
This much we agree in. 

The firft thing now to be handled, wherein we differ, is, de no*-
ntine, Whether all, or any part of this be to be called the fufti-
fication of any particular perfon, not yet believing or b orn. 

Conclu. 1.1 affirm, that It is not fit to fay that We are fufiified by 
all or any of this, before We are born, or believe. 

Argument i . I f the Scripture never call this our Juftification, 
( or fay we are Juftified before we are born, or believe J then we 
may not fitly fo call it- But the Scripture never calls it fo, ( nor 
fb affirmeth) .«therefore we may not, &c. 

For the Major, I take the Confequence as granted to be good, 
on this explication: That I do not fay that in no Cafe it is » C ^P 
take up any Name which the Scripture hath not ufed: but in this 

j j cafe it is not fit. For^. We ftiould not depart from the language 
of Scripture, in facred things,without necefsity : But here is no 
necefsity: therefore, &c. 2. Specially i f it be a point of fuperna-
tural Revelation, and not naturally known. But this is fuch there­
fore. 3. And fpecially i f 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, i f it be in a cafe of great mo­
ment, where miftakes are more dangerous. But this is fuch • there­
fore, &c. 5. And efpeeially i f it be«a Name or Word , which is 
very frequently ufed in Scripture in another fenfe , and never in 
this fenfe : For then it is worfe to ufe that word to a fenfe diffe­
rent from that of Scripture, then to devtfe words that are not in 
Scripture at a l l ; For it tends to lead men to a Mifunderftanding 
of all thofe Scriptures that otherwife ufe it. But that is undeny-
ably the prefent cafetherefore, &c. So that I think I may fafely 
conclude that it is not fit norfafe to depart from the Scripture-

I *a fenfe in the ufe of the word Juftifieation here. 
p% And for the Minor, that Scripture never fo ufeth this worn. To 

avoid trfe tedioufnefs of reciting every Text where the word is 
•f$ ufed, and examining them as to this point, it may fuff icei . I r t fod 

will tarn by your Concordance to the Texts , and pefufe' them 
impartially, you mayfatisfieyour felves. 2. I f we only fpeak to 
thofe Texts that are pretended tofpeak in this fenfe ;-jx is enough-

jXy 'We have often-urged the Antmomians to cite one ,Cext of Seri­
a l ' F f 3 P l u r e ; 



came p«ccaco 
res. 
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pture that iaith. We are Jufiified before m Veere born, or do believe; 

and we could never yet fee one produced that had any ftrong 
appearance, of fpeaking in that fenfe. Nor do I remember any 
more then t w o , that ever I heard produced, with any (hew of 
Reafon. r 

The firft is that Rom. <\.%.To him that roorketh not, but believ-
etb on him that Jnfitfieth the ungodly, hi* faith U counted to him for 
vgbteoufnefs The forementioned learned man faith , Terhaps 

Ut J. 0. a'J° this may be the purification of the ungodly, mentioned Rom. 4. 
^oa^Jolvmg afinner in heaven, by accounting Chrifi unto him, 

I r e f 7 h e Reader. f a i d ***** a g a m f t L l u L ' t 0 w h i c h 

i" A m o n : uJ»aT r L C X C b f J "ngldll» P I a i n I V raea™ C in my judgement) 

Interpresle- 2 T U ' m

 ; vwu uns. 
S^Juftifi- E * 1 ? c common anfwer a l fo , is far liker to truth then their 

* ( a ^ h T i n " r h ? r tlmk{si»f™/»^f<>M that was ungodly, 
and nnr k . f a me moment of time wherein he was juftified ) 
a kpfi? t I l a t w a s f o i n order of nature after Juftification as well 

* n > J a a n d i n time too. 
f a n ^ i f i ^ - , m e f s i s b y m o f t Divines fuppofed to be oppofed to 
m o S v ^ f t a n d not to our firft Faith: and they judge com-
S f f M r ' t h r C F a i t h S ° e s b e f o r e Juftificarionand 
T u f t i f i ^ ; ° n * Mnd might be faid that the perfon 
^ f e ^ V 8 ^ ? " ^ ^ 5 b " t n o t a n unbelie-
I h l r i ^ n n ^ ' B e , , C V e r b e ^ n d M e d ? I anfwer, 
outTe aufcTn oTde f f

U m c ' w h e r ^ a Believer is unfanclified : 
^ ^ % d & L ^ A m ^ G ^ . and then a 
going befor?SanAifi^- a n ^ f a " ^ f i e d , therefore Juftification 

and we muft fa* r ™i • » M tempore ; 
~ t h o l y ™ 5 S i , r n ^ a r 1 1 U n h ° l y m a n » 7 becaufe he is 
h e i u f t i l & but not that 
fceverfirft. Thouph I f n ^ t u- e r o r * n a t n t e a Be-
my own in thfs point 5 ? ^ ^ V o u «ny opinion of 
^ o t t ^ i ^ J ^ ^ ^ ^ common D o d r i i of the 

4- A t leaft t h e ^ h - K V P r o t c f t a n t s b e % b t e d . 
of The E M b r f ^ t S i W ^ \ T e X t ? 0 r p r , ? v e t h e W a t i o n 0 r C b e I i e v i n g , muft confefs that there is no fuch 
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words in the text. And therefore they that will affirm that u*~ 
godly is as much as unbelieving, their bare word is no proof : 
and therefore we muft expeft fame better, or take the point un­
proved. 

5. Nay,what need we more word* with them, whentheText 
twice over tells you what ungodly ones are Juftified , even Belie­
vers : I t muft be, 'He that believethon him that Juftfitth the un-
godly, and it is his Faith {that) is imputed to him for righteouf-
nefs : And this man is not an unbeliever. 

The fecond text cited to prove f unification to be a word ap­
plicable to the eternal a f t , or to fome before Faith or exift-
cnceof that perfon, is Rom. 8. z^.who (hall lay anj thing to the 
charge of Gods Eleft ? It is (Jodthat luftfieth , tobt « he that 
condemneth ? it u Chrift that dyed,yea rather tb*t u rlfen again , 
rvho is even at the right hand of God , who alfo maheth inter cefsion 
for us. A»fWt The whole fcope of the Chapter fhews that it is 
the fanftified Eleft that are here fpoken of, and not any other. 
It is they that are tn (fhrifl Jefus, that wa\ not after the pfk , bty 
after the Spirit, to whom there is no condemnation. V. t« to 14. ft 
is they that are led by the Spirit of God, and fo are the Sons of Cjod. 
V. 14. That have received the Spirit of Adoption. V. 1 5. Having 
the Spirit bearing them witnefs that they are the children of God. 
V.16, That are heirs, and joynt heirs with Chrift. v. 17. That have 
Hope and Love to God. v. 24. 28. and are Saints, v. 27. And God 
dothexablly tell us his order of gijts.\.$o.where calling goeth before 
Juflification. In the very text it is plain; 1. I t is fuch Elecl ones as 
are chargeable and condemnable, i f God did not juftifie them. But 
fo are not any unborn. 2. I t is fuch as the world s apt to ac-
cufe and flander,and condemn, and this is fpoken to encourage 
them againft fuch furTerings from the world : But the world doth 
not fo perfecute the Eleft while they are unconverted, and run 
with them to all excefs of riot, and are foolifh, difobedient, fer-
ving divers lufts andpleafures: but when they break from their 
captivity, and efcape the pollutions of the world. 3 • I t is fuch *s 
Chrift is interceding for, as for ftrength and perfeverance. 4. I t is 
fuch as Paul'wzs confident fhould perfevere.and nothing feparate 
them from the Love of God. 

2. And , though I do believe that there is an Abfolute Ele­
ction of Individual perfons to Faith and Salvation , yet it is cer­

tain;,. 
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t h a C t h e wovdsetf, and Eleclion, do often figni fie that 

wtoch is in time, i f not far more often then that which is from 
eternity : When God by his Spirits effectual Grace doth choofe 
? r a n P a h 7 a n o t h « , this is (executive) Election, and thefe 
anH thi l ° f e n °n C a ^ n o u t o f * » world to Chrift, are Elect: 
S i l k m U d f C n f e ° f C h e W G r d i n S c r i P t u r e » a s 1 

A,L' T k e T ^ f P ^ 5 of fuch asGodhimfelf doth not can-
F l ^ c „ U n ° o d ^ h i s L

L

a w doth condemn all Unbelievers, the 
E f t C « n 7 ^ ° " " I t h 0 U g h n o t w i t h a Peremptory, Remedi-
eadv A ? r r l ° ? . V u V h e b d i e v e t h n o t i s ^ndemned al­

ready : And God hath concluded all under fin. God chargeth 
with fin , confcience chargeth them, and others may charge 
o f Infidels0 1 1 U d e t h e r c f o r e that this Tixt cannot be underftood 

t u r f o f * Z " L 2 * r t

I f t h e r n l m e Wificttisn be not fitted to the na­
ture or the th ings* , of the Decree of God to pardon us,or the 

we did exift : then it is not fi t to be ordinarily applyed thereto : 
But the Antecedent is true : therefore fo is the Gonfequent. Here 
we (hould.examine the nature of the thing i t f e l f , and thefenfe 

2 w

r

o r d ? b " c *hi f(>nner will be our work anon, when we 
come to fpeak of the Real or Doctrinal difference between us 
in this point; and the latter is oft enough done by others. I pro­
ceed to the next verbal difference. P 

Conch, 2. The name of Pardon or Reconciliation is not f t to be 
given to Gods eternal Decree of Pardoning, or to any eternal aU, or 
«»yfnot procuredby the Mediationof Je/us Chrift. The proof is 
the fame with the former. There is no word of God (thatever 
I obferved, or heard produced by any of them to that end ) that 
doth fo ufe the word Pardon or Reconciliation. He that faith 
there is any, let him prove it i f he can. I admire that they nei­
ther do fomething in i t , or give up that caufe, being fo much pro­
voked to it as they have been. 5 

Conclt*. 3. Though the names of Reconciliation, and Taking 
or Purging away fin, {andperhaps Pardon) may be applyed to that 
which Chrift huth done for us with God, by his Merits , before we 
believe or^ere born, yet fhouldit be very fparingly, an* never but 
With Juffictem caution to difcover, that we mean not an Abfolute , 

Aclual 
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sAtlual Reconciliation of any man,nor fuch a pdrdomngjurging or 
taking away his fin. 

The reafon is,becaufe i Scripture ufeth thefe words thus,but 
veryfeldom. You hear not any ad at Chrifts death called by 
any of thefe names, once, for many times that you hear of par­
don to 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 dually this is done two waies; 1. Itf that the Re­
conciliation or pardon mentioned from Chrifts death, before the 
finner was born, is never mentioned (that I know o f ) with ap­
propriation to the Elect, or any fort of men more then others, 
nor with exclufion of any finner, but as a common Reconciliati-
0 " ° F P a r d o n : Now it is certain that all men attain not to an 
abfolute, actual pardon and Reconciliation. 2. In that when the 
Scripture doth mention Reconciliation or purging away fin, &c. 
as done before we believe, it either prefcribes 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 
more then the reft of loft mankinds. Let us perufe the particular 
places. 

The moft remarked text, and moft urged by them that we op-
pofe is, 2 Cor. 5. 19. That God was in Chrifi reconciling the World 
unto himfelf not imputing their trefpajfes to them, and hath commit-

$P ,( ted tow the word of Reconciliation : NoW then We are Embajfa-
t j dors for Chrifi, as though God did befeechyou by us • We pray you in 

i *Jfa Chrtfis fiend, be ye Reconciled to God.1 o this I have fpoken againft 
; ( L.Colvinm. 

K/U Note here, 1. That the Text faith no t , God was Reconciled 
^ l ] r i t 0 W O r l d » b u t Q0<i W M Reconciling the world : He did much, 

and as much as concerned the fufficiency of a Sacrifice, Ranfom 
and Satisfaction towards an actual 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. Notthathedid not at all impute fin to them : 
but he was then, not dealing with them according to the defert of 
their fin, but in mercy : So far was he in that work from imput-
" ig fin to them, or then charging it on them, that he was pro-

G g viding 
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viding a fuffkient Remedy for the pardon of it, i f they would ac­
cept it freely given. 

3- Note that it is not any fpecial fort of perfons, that are here 
i p o k e n o f j . b u t r ^ W i / ; . whether fimply coniidered. as the 
whole race of mankinde or whether the Gentiles as well as the 
Jews: it is to avoid m exdufion of any, and not to exclude any ; 
and therefore it is not meant of the Elect only. 

4- The next words moft plainly (hew that they were not yet 
actually reconciled, when the Orhce of Embafladors is appoint­
ed, to befetch men in Chrifts ftead, and as i f God did it by us, to 
be reconciled to ood . J f they were Reconciled already what 
need Minifters befeech them to be Reconciled ? I remember Den 
and other Antinomians fay, that God was reconciled to them, 
but not they to h im: but this vain objeaion I have anfwered j» 
two former writings already. 

™ e * . Text that is urged, i s *>*9.tB*hoUtbtL*mbof 
Cod that tnketh away the fin of the world. Here note I . The text 
iaith not that, Hehath taken away, but he as Eraf 
TMS and Be*,*, fignifying his continued a$ i n taking away fin : 
bo that it faith nothing of taking it away before we believe. 
Btz* thinks John pointed to Chrift in reference to his Baptifm, to 
ihew them that it was by vertue of Chrifts blood. that the fins of 
the baptized were taken away, 2. The word bereufed may figni-
lie the taking away of fin it felf in its-power, as well as Gu.tc : 
And though we may not expound .it as Grotim doth , o f taking 
away fin it felf only, yet we may well do as other Expofirors do,' 
extend it to both. B**.* blames them that reftrain it to the tar 
kmg away of Punifliment only, and himfelf expounds it of both, 
Funilhment and Power of fin. Now it is certain that Chrift took 
not away the Power of fin, or fin it felf before we were born, or 
did believe.. Note that, i f it were granted that it is. meant of. 
taking away fin, at the time of Chrifts death, 5 et it would prove 
but a common taking away, and therefore not an Abfolute and 
Actual pardon-.For i f it be fo underftood, the world will never be 
proved,to be meant of the EleA only. 

Another text that is ftronger in appearance then this, for the, 
phrafe in queftjon, is Heb. 1. 3, when he had by himfelf purged 
our fins3 (ate down on the right hand of the Majefii* on high. T o 
ch ich i fay, 1. The text faith not he pardoned or Juftffied us, 

but. 
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but he made a, purgation, as the words are exprefly. 2. They 
whom we in this oppofe, deny not but that it is the fin it felf, or 
power of i t , as well as the guilt, that is purged away through the 
blood of Chrift : yet none will fay that fin it felf, or the ftrength 
of it is purged away, before we are born or believe, but only that 
Chrift made a Purgation,which {hould in time, being applyed, ef­
fectually, and actually purge us from fin. 3. The text having 
reference to the Jewifli facrifices, doth plainly fpeak of Chrifts 
blood as a price or facrifice; and only intendeth that he did make 
a fufficient Purgation of our fins, quoadpretium, velfacrificii per-
feilionem: as far as concerned him as facrificer of himfelf. He did 
all that was his part on the Crofs to do ; though there remained 
more to do in the application and conveyance of Right to par­
ticular perfons, by his Word and Spirit : I f the High Prieft had 
offered a facrifice for the fins of an obftinate impenitent finner, 
he had not thereby made a legal effectual Purgation of his fin , 
fuppofing the finner, at leaft, to declare his Diffent and Impeni-
tency. Yet k is fo much that Chrift hath done before we believe, 
that we may fee Reafon why it may bear the name of Purgation or 
Reconciling; becaufeit is a Pardon fufficiently purchafed by him, 
and granted freely by God to all that Refufe it n o t , when it is 
offered them. I f a Kings Son pay a Ranfom for 100. Tray tors, 
and his Father grant and feal them a pardon, is it not fit or tol-
lerable language to fay,the King hath pardoned thefe men, or the 
Prince hath bought their pardon ? Yet it is no actual pardon, t i l l 
they confent, i f we fuppofe it to be granted on Condition of their 
Confent or Acceptance. And fo reasonable, fo naturally necef-
fary is that Condition, that it is not ufed to be exprefTed in Par­
dons or the like Grants, but implyed; But whether expreffed or 
not, it is in the nature of the thing moft commonly fuppofed : 
And i f it did run in an Abfolute form, yet is Acceptance ftill im­
plyed as an unqueftionable Condition, and as to it, the Pardon is 
not intended to be Abfolute. Yet i f fuch a Pardon were brought 
toaTraytorattheGallows, and he refufe i t , and be hanged ; 
men would fay, that The King or State did Pardon fuch a manfat 
he Wilfully refufed it, 

I know no other texts that have neer fo ftrong appearance of 
favouring their caufe,as thefe cited, efpecially the laft,and there­
fore I {hall not need to mention any more ; but come to the D o -
&rinal difference. G g 2 And 
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Mr. Owen. 

AN d here it is hard to fay wherein we difagree, becaufe they 
agree not among themfelves, fome faying one thing , ana 

fome another. Moft ©f them fay, that we are actually pardoned 
and juftified in Chrift at his undertaking to dye for us j ana" that 
iv is but the knowledge , and comfortable feeling of this that is 
wanting to us: Mr. Crandons words are thefe in his Epift, Dedic. 
3vftifixation as an Immanent aU in God : As aBually compleated in 
the Redemption which is by C^rift-i and in Chrift • both thefe before 
•ire believe. So that it is Aclual and Compleated Juftification, 
which they fuppofe to be before Faith. Many of them ufe to ex-
prefs themfelves, that Chrift being the Publick perfon , herepre* 
fented all the Ele&,and they dyed in him, and fatisfied in him,and 
were juftified in him. 

^he forementioned Learned man, makes the ground of the 
E l e c l s A b f o l u t i o n t o b e , ^ ^ ^ ^ ) a s h e f p e a k s . a n d 
lauh that Chrift is Reckoned to **,and gods Reckoning Chrift in our 
prefentfenfe, is the imputing of Chrift to ungodly unbelieving finners-
for whom he djed, fo far as to account him Theirs , to beftow Faith 
andGrace on them for his fake. And If then this be done for Chrifts 

frhl:!uZ U ^ mnd€ °,T,S b e f ° r e w e b e l h ™ : And / cannot con-cei ve hoK any thing Should be made cut to me for Chrift ana Chrift 

Whether yjbfolutton from the guilt of fin, and Obligation unto 
Death though.not as terminated in the Confidence for fompleat 
x t i T Z n t ^ l P - 7 d e uUr A B u d So thai this 

b Z T f l ? ^ ^ ^ n o t to be given to any 
a«d^Parts at m a n ' 5 . t 0 ha§th Degrees 

tete^^^^*..^ we have hitherto taken 
fcience c L S S ™ J u f t l h c a t < o n . For as he calls this in con-
S i i ^ ^ d f f $ ^ T W 5 S ° h e f a i t h W**™ » Heaven, 



'J 

C 229; 
oned forts o f Jnftification that will fitly bear that name ( I 
mean of Adual Juftification o f fuch perfons,) the f i r f t in Or­
der is Conftittttive Juflification, or Making us lufi : and therefore 
i f I prove that this is not before Faith, i t muft needs follow that 
the reft are not. I eonfefs the grounds o f their miftake do call 
lowdeft for a Confutation. 1. That We dyed With Chrift, or fa-
tisfied in hira , or fulfilled the Law in him. 2. That Cferift is gi­
ven to us in fpecial manner more then to others, (the not-
Ele& ) before we believe. Againft both thefe I would oppofe 
thefe two Conclufions. 

1. We did neither Really, nor in Gods Account, Dye with 
Chrift when he dyed, nor in htm fatisfie- Gods J uftice, nor fulfil 
the Law. Con. 2. Though Chrift were given for the Eled, more 
then others, yet is he no more given to them then others, before 
they are born,or before they have Faith.The firft of thefe is of fo 
great moment, and is the heart and root of fo many Errors, yea 
of the whole body of Antinomianifm, that I had rather write as 
great a volumn as this againft it,then lea# it with fo brief a touch 
as here 1 muft do, i f i {hould particularly fall upon it.Let it there­
fore now fuffiee, to tell the Affirmers, that it is their part to prove 
i t , which I think, they will never be able to do , while Scripture is 
taken for Gods Word . 

y 
J S E C T . I I I . §. 3. 

•,v T W i l l come therefore to the-point in queftion^ and prove this 
X Conclufion contrary to theirs. 

Conclu. 2{o man now living was Juftified, ^Pardoned, or Abfol-
ved acluaUjfrom the guilt of fin, and Obligation to De<?th, at the 

• § time °f Chrifts death, or undertaking , or from eternity , or at any 
time before he Was bom, or before he did believe^ ( or being an In­
fant,had a Believing Parent.) 

Though I think it reafonable that the Cafe of Infants and *i men not 
y Heathens that hear not the Word , {hould be * laid by in this whether they 
y difpute, leaft the cafe be carried into the dark, and men argue a T^LtoUhe 

mmhsnotis. warmer. 



I put the Conclufion in their own term's t To me and other 
men, all thefe ( o r 3 atleaft ) are one and the fame thing , v « . 
To be actually juft if ied, and pardoned, and Abfolved from the 
guilt of death, and Abfolved from the Obligation to Death or 
Punifhment. Guilt is an Obligation to Pumfhment ; at ieaft , 
Guilt of death dift ind from the meerReatus Culpa. ThediiTol-
v.ing of the Obligation to Punifhment is Pardon (that'is the true 
Nature of pardon.) Pardon is taken by fome to be the wholeof 
Juftification.and the fame thing ; though notionally differing : 
by others to be part of it, and Imputation of righteoufnefs the 
other part : or Accepting us as Righteous, as others. I f there­
fore we are Abfolved from the Guilt of Death, and from the ob­
ligation to Punifhment, then we are certainly pardoned and jufti-
fied. And this muft be in Law-fenfe, as to Right and Title, and 
Conftitutively, at leaft.. For it is the Law that obligeth us to Pu­
nifhment, and concluded! us under guilt : therefore i f the Laws 
Obligation to Punifhment be diiTolved, then in Law we are par­
doned and Conftituted Righteous This is it therefore that I de­
ny , and {hall now confute ; and in this fenfe I {hall difprove 
the pretended pardon and Juftification of the Eled, at the under­
taking, or death of Chrift. 

Argument 1* From /oh. 3. 18. He that Bdieveth on him, is 
not contemned*, but he that beUevethnot^ condemned already. He 
that is condemned, is not pardoned, abfolved or Juftified : He 
that beheveth not, though Eled, is condemned ; therefore. 

1 know nothing that can be faid againft the Major, but that he 
£ 2 is n o ° h t T " i m T k i n d ' a n d 7 t t a b f o I v e < * i n another. But 
Abfo u t i o ^ a s l o n § a s Condemnation and 
h ^ ^ £ E ^ ? . m t h e f a m e k i n d ' Abfolution , as you 
P u n i f h m ^ l 3 f ° l Y 1 ^ & u i k o f D e a * , or Obligation to 

Ele& • Rn> ~ul .1 ' f t a u f o and dye, and are not 
t l e t t . Bui when that.* proved, they fay fomething. I n the 

mean 
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mean time, i f Chrift fay without limitation, that He that Belie-
veth not is condemned already ; We fhall takeitTor a Contradi­
ction and not an Expofition, to fay, the meaning is, Not all that 
believe not are condemned, but they that (hall fo live and dye ; 

, Elfe I know not what Scripture may not be thus perverted. So 
Or yen, or any of that mmd might have faid, that the Text which 
foith, I h ir wo m dytih not, anU tne't fire u not quenched ; is not 
meant of ali rie damned, but of thofe that continue there Im­
penitent and W believers* 

-Argument 2. T hey chat are dead in Trefpaffes and Sins- and 
by nature the children of wrath, even as others, were not juf t i f i ­
ed, abfolved or pardoneds as aforefaid, in Chrift,before they be­
lieved or were born But many of the Elect were ( after Chrifts 
death ) dead in trefpaffes and fins, and by nature the children of 

^uf wrath,even as others • therefore. 
I think the Major needs no proof. The Minor is exprefTed, 

Bohef 2 .1 .3 . Al l the anfwer that is commonly given is , that 
They were juftified in Chrift . and yet children of wrath in them-
felves : Rut what is the meaning of m Chrifi , and m themfelves ? 
One man hath but one perfon, and that cannot be at once juft i f i ­
ed and condemned, in the fame kind.-Its like they mean as Mr . 
By-e expreffeth hiro&lf ; that it is not we that are the fubjed of 
thac R;ghceoufnefs, but Chrift. That is plain dealing : but then 
it is undeayable that it is not we that are juftified by i t , but 
Ghrift: For no Accident is ours, or can denominate us ? whereof 
we are not the fubjed. 

^Argument 3. YronxEphef.Z' 12, At that time ye were with-
wt̂ flit out Chrifi, being ss4l ems frow the Common-wealth of Ifrael , and 

]J$' J fir angers from the Coven^t* of 'prcmife, having no hfpe,and with­
out God in the World. They that are thus without Chrift , Cove-' 
nants of Promife. Ho^e,God,are not in Law Abfol ved from the 
guilt of death, and obligation to puniihment *• But fuch are ma­
ny of theEle6t, i f n o t all before they bdieve: therefore. 

Argument 4. From T>t 3. 3 4, 5, 6, 7. For We our felves 
were fometimesfooli(h,dfobedient, 8cc- But after that the kjndnefs 

)J ji **d Love of Cjad our Saviour. toWard man appeared: not by works 
of right confine] s Wh.ch we hive done, but according to his (JMercy 
he faved ss^ by the Wafhmg of Regeneration ,'andrenewing of the 
Hlj'Ghofi^ which he fhed on us abundantly, through lefus C$r*& 

our 
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our Saviour; that being juftified by his Grace, we fhould be male 
heirs according to the hope of eternal life. I f we are not juftified 
nor made Heris before the wafhing of Regeneration, then we are 
not Juftified or Abfolved from the guilt of death , before we be­
lieve or were born : But the Antecedent is true (and plain in the 
Text \) therefore fo is the Confequent. 

Argument 5. They that are under the Curfe of the Law,(cfoat 
is, obliged to death eternal by it J are not juftified, or abfolved 
from the guilt of death. But the ElecT: before Faith are, at leaft 
jpany of them, i f not all , under the Curfe of the Law : there­
fore. 

The Major I fuppofe will be granted ; for the Law to curfe 
men to death, when the Obligation to that death is DifTolved, 
R n d

T

c , h e y a b f o l v e d from it , is to contradict it felf or God. 
l he Minor I prove thus. They that are o f the Works of the 

Law are under the Curfe. Many, at leatt, of the Elect before 
*aith,areof the Works of the Law : therefore they are under 
the Curfe. 

The Major is the Word of God, gal. 3. 10. For as many as 
are of the Works of the Larvae under the curftf.The Minor is plain, 
unlefs no fuch Jew or Legalift be convertible. 
rhaiTZ"1' r \ I f a 1 1 a r e concluded by Gods Laws under fin, 
rhtl P h P r o m , f f b Y F a * h of jefus Chrift might be given to them 
that Believe, then the Elect are not A b f l?edfrom the guilt of 
Jin or death, before they believe : But the Antecedent is Gods 
Word i Gal. 3. 22. therefore. 

ProvedlZTl ? ' ¥ j ° m Rom'l'*3'9- 10. 10. We have before 
Zlldt A n K d % wiles Jhat they are all under fin.For all have 
Znotn T L ^ T ! t h e q l ° r l °f There is none righteous, 
tlTr T^Uthe^orld may become guilty before God. They 
G ? o £ l ? n f t Q T > b u t h a v e finned and come fhort of the 
Abfolved f r n r n l " f n n d e r f l n , and guilty before Godjare not 
a r e S ^ • Butfuch 

world I t r ^ h*Vefi»»i ^r until the Law fin was in the 

J j > inejtmuitadeof Adams tranfgrejfton, &c, But not 
as 



as the offence ,fo is thefreeGift, &c. Thofe J over whom death 
reigned, ( according to the fenfe of this text ) through the I n v 
putation of fin, both original and actual, were not Juftified or 
Abiolved from the Guilt of death, before they were born, or 
were Believers : But fuch were thofe to whom the free G i f t 
came for Juftification by Faith in Chrift : therefore. I take it for 
granted that thofe whom I difpute againft, do take the efficacy of 
Chrifts death to be immediately after the f a l l , or that Adam 
was fentenced, and the Promife made, and not only fince the time 

v ^ o f his adual dying. 
Argument 9.Vrom flow.5.15,16,17,18,19,20, i i . Thofe men 

f: are not yet abfolved from guilt, and Juftified or Pardoned, over 
J whom fin reigneth unto death , on whom judgement is come to 

f V ' c . o n d e m n a t i o n » t h a t are fo made finners, as not yet to be made 
righteous, juftificd, or have received the free gift : But fuch are 

j, ^ the Eled before they believe: therefore. 
^ r> A r g H m e n t 1 ° * F r o m R o m - 7- I • Know ye not, that the Law hath 
r j t L>omimon o v e r a f»an as long as he liveth ? They, over whom the 

Law hath Dominion, are not Abfolved from its Obligation 
0 to Puniftiment .* But fuch are the Eled before believing ( all or 

fomeJverf. 4. therefore*-
Argument 1 i.Tkey that are the Servants of fin free from right e-

°*fnefs, doing that whofe end and Wages is death, in Whom fin did 
Work* to bring forth fruit unto death, that are not under Grace , but 

H under the LaW, &c. are not Abfolved from the Laws Obligation 
M to punilhment, nor pardoned. But fuch were the Eled ( all or 

fome ) before believing. Rom. 6.14,15.13.16,20,21,23. and 7. 5. 
^ therefore, &c. 

Argument 12. From Rom. 8 . 1 . There is therefore noWno Con­
demnation to them that are in Chrijl Jefus, that walk, not after the 
fiejh, but after the Spirit. This plainly implyes, that t i l l men are 
mChriftJefus, there is ftill Condemnation to them. Thofethat 
are not yet freed from Condemnation are not Juftified, abfolved, 
pardoned : But fuch are the Eled , t i l l they are in Chrift Jefus : 
therefore. 

Argument 13. From Rom. 8.1,6,7,8,13. They that have that 
carnal mind which is death, and enmity againft God, and cannot 
pleafe God, and (hall die, i f they hold o n , thefe are not yet 
Juftified, Pardoned, or Abfolved from the Laws Obligation 

H h to 
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tLrefore t f U C h * * ^ E l c a ' f a l l o r f o m e ) D e f o r e t h e Y b c l i e v e i 

14. From Rom. 8. 2. He that is not made free from 
the Law of fin, and death, is not abfolved from the Laws obliga­
tion to pumfliment. But i W a n Eled man, before he believed, 
was once not freed from the Law of fin and of death : therefore! 
„f r 7 7 T 1 5 ' F r ° , m R°m' 8 ' * ! f * n y w a n h™*»°* the Spirit 

of ChHft g U l U T h e E l e d t h a t h a v e « i the Spirit 
hi h t tC^t n 0 n e ° / h l S , : t h e r c f o r e ' T h < > u g h they are chofen by him, they have no Legal Right to him 

Argument 16. From ^.8.24,32,3 3 ,H,3^Thcy that are yet 
W r L " S M / o t

u

m a d c f r e e b y the Son , are not Abfolved 
^ ^ S ^ , ^ : B U t f u c h a r C a"Unbelievers, though 

(htuZZ7 T ^ e t b a t J i e s u n d e r t h e Threatning, that he 
tion nor t n ^ r ^ r ^ K f e * h i m * < n e i t b e r of Juftifica­
tion nor Sanftificationj fuch are not Juftified or Abfolved. But 
they that eat not theiflefh o f Chrift, and drink his blood, have 

» J? £ H™' a n?> ( ^ t h e y d o i c ) toali not fee Life. loh. 6. 
5 3 ' 5 4 A ? 7 J ^ - 5 9 ; K , e a d t h e T c x t , and note that it is not upon the 
mcer (heddmgof Chrifts blood, but on the e a t i n g ^ flclh.aiid 
drinking of his blood by Faith, that we receive efernal ife, in the 
beginnings and right to it. * 

Argument 18. From<PfaL 5. 5, Thou hatefi all workers of 
J « ^ « j r 7 Thofe whom God hateth, he hath not yet Tuftifiedor 
Abfolved from the guilt of death. But the Eleft before Convex 
fionGodhateth : therefore. TheMinor is proved : God hateth 
all workers of Iniquity, the Elect before Converfion are workers 
Of iniquity: therefore. 

I know, this is a hatred confiftent with the Love of Election and 
Redemption : but not with the Love of adual Reconciliation, 
Kemiiiion Juftification or Abfolution from the guilt of death For 
this Hatred is when God Hands related to them as any enemy, 
according to the terms of his Laws, which is, while the erfeas of 
Hatred, that is, Deftrudion remains their Due according to 
Law. And this cannot be when they are abfolved from that obli­
gation and pardoned* 

Argumm i o 0 F r o m i loh, 3.8.10,7. Letnoman deteivepu* 
he. 
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he that doth Righteoufnefs, U Righteous, even as he is Righteous. Be 
that commit teth Jin, is of the Devil, &c. In this the children of God 
are mamfe/Ud^ and the children of the Devil : whofcever doth not 
right eoufnefs, u not of g0d, neither he that Loveth not his Brother, 
J hey that are not of God, nor Righteous, nor are the children of 
<^od , but are the children of the Devil, are not yet Juftified, 
I ardoncd, Reconciled and Abfolved from the guilt of death.But 
fuch are the Eled before converfion: therefore. The Minor is 
too evident. They that do not Righteoufnefs, nor Love their bro­
ther, are the children o f the Devil. The Eled before Conver-
iion do not nghteoufnefs, nor love their brother f a t leaft fomc of 
them ) : therefore. 

^Argument 20. From 1 Job. 3.14,15. fVe know that We have 
Med from death to life, becaufeWe love the brethren : He that 
loveth not his brother, abideth in Death, &C. He that abideth 
in death, and is not pafTed from death to life, is not Juftified, 
i ardoned, or Abfolved from the guilt of death. But the Eled be-
tore Umverfion abide in death, and are not pafTed from death to 
lite ^therefore. The text proves the Minor. He that loveth not 
the brethren abideth in death , and is not pafTed from death to 
Life. The Eled before converfion, love not the Brethren: there-
tore. Death here is not only the power of fin, but the guilt of 
death and life is not only holynefs, but Relative life a l fo, and 
Right to life eternal. 

Argument 21. From 1 Job. 5.10,11,12. He that believethnot, 
hathmadeLiodaLjar^c. He that hath the Son, hath life , andhe 
that hath not theSo^hath not life. He that hath not the Son, nor 
that lite which G 0 d hath given in him, is not yet Abfolved from 
the gmlt of death, nor Pardoned, nor Juftified.The Eled that yet 
peheve not, have not the Son, nor that life which God hath given 
i n h i m : therefore, &c. 
r i r $ c

U m u t 2 2 ' Heb.w.6.Without -Faithit isimpofsibletopleafe 
yod. it it be impoffible for the Eled to pleafe God without faith, 
* k r ° i ^ t h 7 r

a r C n o

l

C a a u a % r e c o n c i l e d to him, nor pardoned, nor 
aniolved from the guilt of death without Faith. But the Antece­
dent is true, therefore fo is the Confequent. 

t he common Anfwers, ( and all that I know o f ) that are 
made to this, are thefe two. 1. That the perfon is not in himfelf, 
out m Chrift only Pleafing or Acceptable to God, withoutFaith : 

H h 2 and 
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andther, in himfeif acceptable when he believeth. To which I 
Keply ; I f by M himfelf they mean Objeclwe^t Chrift, and not 
he himfelf »s the Object of Gods Acceptation, or that God is 
well pleafed with them>bttnr fropofitum\ they grant what I de-
f h ^ f n , ^ too : 
nnlv OK' C S ^ P b c i h t f u b ' e c t domina ted only, i f he be the 
ved ? h ^ /Accep ta i ion : fay not then that men are Abfol-

way of Merit, 1_hopethey will not ftandtoit, that the Regene-
rate do mentonoufly pleafe God in themfelves, ( no more then 
f . f T e | T a r e ) b ^ t ° J

n l y i n C h r i f t * 3- Or i f another way be 
S ^ P ^ n g G ° d , y e t it is here a general denyal of our 
K 8 , , d J a n d ! f y ° u w i l l l i m i t i t t o a n y o n e k i n d , i t muftbe 
A d n n r i % " g " M i P r o p e r t 0 'he Regenerate, wh ch is to be 
ttW^'^ 4. To fay that we pleafe 
Shich ? a S , » f t ^ f o r e w e b d i c v e ) i s b u t t o c o n

y

t r a d i c £ t h c

P

t e x t j 

S f i £ « f u P k a f ^ L h l ? . n o t : a n d f u P P ° f e t « ^a t we are in him before we believe, which is againft the Scripture. 
1 he fecond Anfwer I remember i n M r . / W / * , andits themoft' 

common that They cannot pleafe God with their Actions, 
theiZrtT? ™r n o f 3 8 P l e a f e G o d > b u t their perfons do: 
T n £ h i i? t e f c flpeaks not of their perfons, but their actions. 
To which I Reply, i That this is a contradiction: for the per-
fori to pleafe G od,and all his future fins be pardoned before hand, 
and efpecially in theAntinomian fenfe* fo as for G od to fee no 
iniquity in them, and yet to be difpleafed with his Actions. As 
nothing but imputed fin can make Goddifpleafed, fo the Act and 
t r i T a r C f r C e r I y r e , a t e d ' t h a t i f t h e a c tdifpleafe God, the 
Actor muftneeds,«n fomemeafure,orfo far, difpleafe him. I fd i f -
pleafure be taken for diflike, or difapproving, then God doth fo 
far diflike or disapprove of the perions, 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 pleaf­
ed with them, and ioveth them as Redeemed, Reconciled, 
Pardoned finners in Chrift. But ifdifpleafure be taken for an­
ger, or Caftigatory pnnifhingdifpleafure, then this cannot be u l ­
timately terminated on thelin, but the finner : I t is not actions 
that are pumfhed, but men for actions. God was difpleafed with 
f 4 7 himfelf, and not with his actions only. IfSfpleafwe figni-
l ie, that I t is againft Gods wiJUhat fuch actions are, then I f ay , 


