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^ d then in himfdf acceptable when he believeth. To which I 
Keply ; I f by M himfelf they mean 0*/cfl?iV*,that Chrift, and not 
he himfelf *s the Object of Gods Acceptation, or that God is 
well pleated 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 d e n ominated only, i f he be the 
ved ? h ^ /Accepta t ion : fay not then that men are Abfol-

way of Mem,]_hopethey will not Hand to i t , that the Regene-
rate do mentorioufly pleafe God in themfelves, ( no more then 
the unregenerate) but only in Chrift, 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 ? e ! f y ° u w i i n 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 p n g " M i P r o p e r t 0 t h e Regenerate, wh ch is to be 
ffi^u1*^'^ 4. To fay that we pleafe 
w h f c h f r S u , f t b , e f o

r

r e

k

w e believe , is but to contradict the text, 
S f i £ « f u P l e a f e , h i m . « o t : and fuppofeth that we are in him 
before we believe, which is againft the Scripture. 

1 he fecondAnfwcr I remember i n M r . / W / * , and its themolV 
common that They cannot pleafe God with their Actions, 
theiZrtrll0RrS *?e ^ " ^ G ° d > b u t t h e i r P ^ 0 ™ d ° ' 
T n w h £ h IT? t e f t f p e a ^ n 0 t ? f t h e i r P ^ o m , but their actions. 
To which I Reply, 1 That this is a contradiction: for the per-
for1 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 f in can make Goddifpleafed, fo the Act and 
t r i T a V e 5 n C e r I y r e , a t e d > t h a t i f t h e actdifpleafeGod,the 
Actor muftneedsjn fomemeafure,or fo far, difpleafe him. I fd i f -
pleafurc be taken for diflike, or difapproving, then God doth fo 
far diflike or disapprove of the perions, even of Believers , ashe> 
dilapproveth 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 pnnifliingdifpleafure, then this cannot be u l ­
timately terminated on the f i n , but the finner: I t is not actions 
tfcat are pumfhed, but men for actions. God was difpleafed with 
Z>«vid himfelf, and not with his actions only. lUifpleafwe figni-

that I t is againft Gods wiJUhat fuch actions are, then I f ay , 
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ts it is his Legiflativc will de Debitojhat muft be hereunderftood, 
fo it is as much againft his will , that fuch a perfon do i t , as that i t 
be done : He doth not ufe to conftitute the Duenefs of actions^ 
without determining of the perfons from whom they (hall be due $ 
Actions are not the fubjects of his Government, fo properly as 
actors He forbiddeth actions no otherwife, then by forbidding 
the perfons to commit them. He faith not, There fliall be no mur­
der, adultery, &c but, Thou {halt not kill , Thou {halt not com­
mit Adultery &c. Moreover, when the fin lyeth in the Act o f 
Reafoning, Willing, Nilling ; the Elicite Acts of the Rational 
foul, it is fomewhat nice diftingui(hing,to fay, God is not pleafed 
with the Actions,buthe is fully pleafed with the Actor : And they 
that affert fuch curious niceties, ftiould do well to prove them 
plainly out of Scripture,if they can, and not expect that all men 
(hould be fo credulous as themfelves, nor too eafily accept them 
on their bare obtruding, and naked affirmation. My plain opinion 
is, that though God be moft eminently and principally pleafed 
with us, in Chrift,and for his Merits, and not at all for our own, 
yet that he will not be perfectly pleafed with us in this life,but on­
ly in that life, when by Chrift we (hall be prefented to him per­
fect, blamelefs, without wrinkle or fpot. He that perfectly pleaf-
eth God,ishimfelf moft perfect, as having attained his end , and 
therefore is glorified in heaven. 

2. But all this that 1 have fpoken, is not very needful: for it is 
not only unproved that it is only the actions,and not the perfons 
that the Text fpeaketh of, but the contrary is moft evident in the 
Text. For<z/.2. I t was the Elders themfelves,and not only their A -
flions that obtained a good Report by Faith. In it was Abel 
himfelf that obtained witnefs that he was righteous ', and not only 
hts adion.In ^.5. it is faid of Henoch himfelf^that he had .thisTe-
ftimony;that he pleafed God.Sothat it was Henoch himfelf,& not 
only his a&ion.And then the words of the text in hand are imme­
diately added as an AfTumptron, But without Faith it u impoffib/e 
to phafe God : whereby it is paft queftion that it fpeaketh of the 
lame Pleafing as the foregoing words do, which is of the perfoh. 

And therefore Beza renders- it , tsfttjui feri non poteft, UP abfaue 
fide quifejuam Deo (it Gratm, applying it to the peribn. 

And the next words which are given as the reafon o f thefe,do 
further evince this. For.he th*t cometh to God ( andfo Vci/l be Acce~< 

H.h 3 pteA 



fted of hm) muft believe that he Is, andthat he is a Rewarderof. 
wardech g t n t l j feek* h i m : A n d it isthe Perfoinhac he Re-
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f o l , f0.wing Chapter running, in the fame (train.doth fuU 
%T^rt9 u l V s t h e P e r f o n t h a t c a n n o t PoftMy pleafe God, 
without Faith,and not only his Adieus, it being the Accept*^ 

Chapter ttews o £ ° r l v a C l 0 n o f P e r f o n s b ? F a i t ^ t h a C l h e * h o k 

23. From 1 CV. 6 . 9 j 10, I £ KnoWye not tkdt the 
TXi € T ^ a l l m t i n h e r i t t h e K i ^ d o ^ ° f ^ ^ Be net deceiv­

ed : Neither Fornicators, nor Idolaters, nor Adulterers, nor Effemi­
nates .nor Abufersof' themfelves with mankind , norThieves\ nor 
Y , V 6 t 0 ^ , nor Drunkards, nor Rtvilers, nor Extortioners Jhall In-
•l ru t h / t m g d m o f G s d ' Jndfuch were fome of you ; but ye are 
r t f l ^ ' ' " ' J ^ W M * ! * ™ 1»fifrd£hnamt of the 

A?AhJfl% {l°e Spirit of cur q od. Thofe men wholyeun-
f r u . l h r € a t n m g ? f b e ; ng (hut out of heaven, even by the Law 

or <~nnit, and on whom that threatning fhall be executed,if they 
benotwafned,fanaified;and juftiried afterward,are not yet juftv 
hed, pardoned or abfolved from the guilt of death. But fuch are 
the Elect before converfion; therefore. 

yfrgument 24. From Gal. 5, 18. 23. But if ye be ledof the 
Spirit,ye are not under the LaW. Againft fnch there is no Lav.Thcy 
that are under the Law, and againft wliom the Law is,are not Ab­
folved from the Laws Obligation to punifhment, that is, not par­
doned or juftiried. But fuch are all unconverted ones, even the 
Elect that have not the Spirit ; therefore. 

^Argument 25. From (7*/. 5. 2, J, 4. Behold I Paul fay unto 
you, that if ye be circumcifed, Chrift fhall profit yon nothing. For I 
teftifie again to every man that is circumcifed, that he is a debtor to 
&o the Whole Law. Chrijl is become of no efett unto you, rvhofoever 
of you are Iuftified by the Law, ye are fallen from Grace. They that 
are Debtors to do the whole Law, and to whom Chrift is become 
o f none ef fef t , and profiteth them nothing, as to the matter of 
righteoufnefs, are not juftified, pardoned, or abfolved from the 
guilt of death : But mch are fome of the Eleft , before effe&ual 
faving Faith: therefore. 

The Major feems to me to need no proof. The Minor is plain 
from the Text. Paul fuppofeth fome of the Galatians either re­

ally 
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ally in this Condition, or too neer it,and tn poffibility of i t : And 
yet he fuppofeth them Recoverable, as appeareth by his exhorta­
tions, and many particular palTages in the Epiftle. i . Seeing it is 
not the fin againft the holy Ghoft, no man can give a reafon why 
the Elect, before true Converfion, though after convictions and 
common profeffion, may not fall into it as well as others. Thei in 
is not uncurable nor unpardonable : Nor hath God made any 
Promife that none of his Eled (hall fall into i t . 2. Nay the rea­
fon of the Apoftle plainly fhewethtbat all the Jews that expe­
cted Juftification by the Law, and not by Chrift, ( which was the 
cafe of the unconverted, at leaft of many ) , were in the fame 
condition, even Debtors to do the whole Law, and Chrift of none 
efFed to them, and profited them nothing. 

The Text feems fo plain,that i t is not eaiie to difcern what may 
be objected: But we may conjedure they will fay : Ob]. 1. I t 
was inforo ConfcientU only,or in their own feeling that Chrift was 
of none effect to them, and not before God- Anfw* The con-
t r a r y i S plain in the Text, 1. I t is a greater matter then a mifap-

' ^ A l prehenfion of Confcience, or an ignorance of the felicity which 
they had Right to, that the Apoftle fpeaks of ) as the whole E-
piftle (hews. 2. He faith exprefly, that they are debtors to do the 
MoteLarv ; So that it is matter of Debt, and not meer matter 
ofknowledge,conceit or fenfe,thathe fpeaks of. 3. He faith plain­
ly, that Chrift profiteth them nothing, and is become of none e f j 
f ed to them : But furely i f they had then Right to falvation,and 
were pardoned, juftified, abfolved from all guilt of death, then 
Chrift did profit them very much, though they wanted the know­
ledge of all this. Obj. But the Apoftles words rnuft be underftood 
with fome limitation: for i f Chriit profit them nothing, then they 

f f p l cannot have Repentance and Faith from him , and fo cannot be 
recovered. A„Jve. u I t is plainly to be underftood, as to the fub-

J I jedinhand: that as to Juftification, Remiftion of f in , anddil-
jf" fWMi charging from the Debt of the Law, he is yet of none effect to 

A them, and profiteth them nothing. 2. T hough he have fatisfied 
> jjK^f Gods Juftice for them, and intend'in time their infallible conver-
; r y C V **on> giving them Faith and Repentance, yet thefe are in him-
„ y %i felf and have made no change on them,a-nd therefore Chrift is yet 
W t v of none efFed to them; and profiteth them nothing, either as to 
t F jju sandification, or Juftification and Abfolution.. 



L*L^^ut,the.Tcxt fpeaks only to them that are Tuftified h the 
ik\eCot 1 1 5 n o m a n ' An&' 1' R u t d o y ° u t h i n k t h e A p o -
r « l S S t ° ! J 0 P a n ? 2 ' T h e t c x t f a i t h > Everyman that is cir-
S ^ S ? 5 h a t w ? s n ? t n o raan' * I f a n ¥ l i a d ^ H y been 

exoeciod ^ ' k 4 , - I t n i y ) , ? i

i

n t h e r e f o r e that ^-w/fpeaksofthofethat 
d ^ ^ ^ ^ h * ' 1 * * ' a n d ^.houghtandprofef-

* k L t ^ f p C a k s 0 n l y o n f u P P ° f l t i o n they live and dye fo, 
and n T e y E r e T E l e f t " ^ That is to contradict the text, 
arm not toexpound it . Paul fpeaks in the prefent tenfe, To ever} 
f x l k ^ L " ' C t r C U m c i f i ! d 9 C h r i f i i s ^omeof noneeffea. And he 
voreS, S, m a s m i f e r a b I e > a n d yet curable, and thereforeendea-
voreth the cure of feme, and the prefervation of the reft. 
brea/Z7- \ 6 ^ t o m 1 C"- * i . *?< Whofoever fall eatethis 
t ^ ^ t A ^ H ^ t h e L o r d worthily , Jhall begmltyof 

He that w guilty of the holly l& 
wood of the Lord is not abfolved from that guilt. Some Elect 
men are guilty of the body and blood of the Lord : Too eafily 
H l n t

L

h a t they before Converfion may eate and drink un­
worthily • therefore. 

tufilgameUf * 7 ' F r o m H e b ' 8 1 T > 1 2 ' F o r ""fall know me, from 
theleafttothegreateft. For I will be merciful to their' unrighteouf-

and their fms and iniquities mil I remember no more. I f God 
uo put his Law into mens minds, and write them in their hearts, 
and give them to know him, at the fame time when he pardoneth 
tneir im, and putteth them out of his Remembrance, then Infi-
neis or men unborn are not pardoned:But the Antecedent is plain 
in the text: therefore. 

They cannot fay, it is only pardon in confeience that is here 
ipoken of, for it is Gods Renfembring their iniquity no more ; 
being merciful to them, being theirGody8cc. 

Argument zS.Vrom Heb.g.i^Andfor this caufe heis the Me­
diator of the New Tejlament, that by means of death for the Redem­
ption of the Tranfgrefions that were under the fir ft Teftament, 
they which are called might receive the Promife of eternal In­
heritance. I f Chrift were the Mediator of the New Tefta-
mcnt for this caufe that his death for Redemption of tranfgref-
iions, might be a means, that they that are called might receive 

the 
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tnepromife of the Inheritance, then was it no efTed o f Chrifts 
death to give that Promife to the uncalled, (and i f not the Pro-
f f T ? . e t e r n a I ^heritance, then not of Abfolution, for it is con-
refled that they go together) : But the Antecedent is true: there-
tore fo is the Confequent. 

Argument 29. From Jam. 5.20. Let himknow jthat he Which 
convertet h the finnerjrom, ht err our of'his way, fhall fave afoul 

from death, and fhall hide* multitude of fins. So Mark^ 4. 12. Left 
at any time they fhould be converted) and their fins fbonld be forgiven 

T\ u pon Converfion mens fins be forgiven them, hidden, 
and their fouls faved from death,then were they not forgivenvand 

• Abfolved from the guilt of death before. But the Antecedent is 
true : therefore fo is the Confequent. I t cannot here be faid that 

'A* J* " I S i n confcience only that all this is done : for that were not to 
• fave a foul from death, but to fave a foul from the forrowful ap-

W l A P r ehenlions of death ( which yet the wicked are feldom troubled 
**r Jth WCA ' LV ? a t t h e m a n w e r c f a v e d a n d abfolved from the guilt 
f/iK f o t d e ^ h before. Nor were this to forgive them fo properly, as to 
i f r * ^ a c ^ u a m t t n c m t h a t tbey were long before forgiven. 

1 ^'/ ejfillf -Argument 30. From Atl. 26.18 To open their eyes , and turn 
f0° them from darkpefs to light, and from t he power of Satan unt 0 God, 

that they may receive Remifton of fin, and Inheritance among them 

K Order : therefore, They receive not what they had before. WJ*' l#4 * —r?vr*», * ^wj, ^ v w f i . uvi wnat nicy uau uciuic. 
<VjJ „ frlHm™* 31. From Rom. 8- 30. whom he called, them alfo he 
K t f 9 & c - Judication is placed according to Gods Order be-
>'£ d,V f- W e C ? C a l I i n § a n d G l o r i f y n g *• therefore it is not before we be-
k # y J heved or were born. The more are thefe two laft cited Texts to 

$ be regarded, becaufe they do the moft clearly , and as o f purpofe 
f cxprefs the order of the caufes of falvation, or of God in con-r r— uietauiesor laivation, or or 0 0 a in con­

veying to us the faving fruits of Chritts death, of any that I know 
• or in Scripture. 

Wu$jt* f ^ ™bofe tranfgreffion is forgiven, rvhofe fin is covered. 
{e-Utfllf £\eIfed is the man to whom the Lord imputeth not inu 

T>i?Zg?me'f 3 J- From 1,2, 3. with Rom. 4 .6, 7,8,9. 
ven, whofe fin is covered. 

rj{r ^ ~u *•» *«c w«» 10 wnom we juora tmputeth not iniquity, and in 
ir\£P S ? i r i t t h e r e " m &Hile~ And ftieweth, that all this is 

ufc I i when 



when Faith is Imputed forRighteoufnefs. I f mens tranfgrcfslon 
be then in order forgiven, their fins covered, and not imputed to 
thera, when their Spirits are without guile}and when they believe, 
and not before ; then Infidels, or men that are no men, are not 
forgiven, Juftified or Abfolved.But the Antecedent is true; there­
fore. 

^Argument 33. Vtom-dft. 8. 21, 22,13. Thoubaftneitherpart 
•nor Lot in this matter, for thy heart is not Right in the fight ofGodi 
Repent therefore of this thy wickednefs, and pray God, if perhaps the 
thought of thy heart may be forgiven thee. For I perceive that thou 
art in the gall of bitternefs, and in the bond of Iniquity : whether 
by thit matter w ro hoy a TOVTU, be meant in Cbrigand the (J race 
of Chrift, or elfe in the Word of Promife which we preach ; the 
matter comes all to one. He that hath yet no part cr lot in C hrift 
or the Promife of the Gofpel , and is not forgiven, but is in the 
Gall of bitternefs, and obligation of Iniquity, is not Abfolved 
from the guilt o f death, or obligation to Punifliment. But fueh 
may an Ele& perfonbe, before converfion; therefore. The M i ­
nor is proved from the text thus, 1. There is no fin here charged 
on Simon, but what an Eleft man unconverted may commit. 
2. Peter fuppofeth this, when he lets him on praying for forgive-
nefs. 3. His reafon,/<w thy heart u not Right with God, makes this' 
the cafe, in fome degree at leaft, of all whofe hearts are not right 
with G o d : and that is theElecl: as well as other, before Con-
verfion. 

Argument 34. 3 8,39, Through thit man is preached un­
to you the forgivenefs of fins.; and by him all that believe are juftifi" 
edfrom aU things from which ye could not be juftified by the Law of 
Mofes. I f that Juftification which is oppofed to the ( fuppofedj 
Juftification by the Law of Mofes, come with or after believing, 
then no Infidels are abfolved from the Laws Obligation to death. 
But the Antecedent is plain in the text: therefore. 

Argument 3 5 From 1 Joh.i .9. If we confefs our fins,be u faith­
ful andjuft to forgive us our fins , and to cleanfe us from all unrighte-
oufnefs. And verf. 7. But if we Vealkjn the light,as he is in the light, 
Vee have fe#<M>Jhipone with another , and the blood of Jefus Chrift 
cleanfethusfrom all fift. I f thofe that will not confefs l in , nor 
walk in the light be not forgiyen, nor cleanfed from all fin,then no 

Infidel 



Infidels or Impenitent ones, though Elect, are forgiven, or fo 
cleanfed.. But the Antecedent is plain in the text, therefore. 

I t may be objected, i. Thathefoith not, that no other are for­
given. Anpfr. I t is molt plainly implyed .• or elfe the Apoftle could 
not make Confefiion a Condition, no nor fo much as a fign, to 
diftinguifh the pardoned from theiinpardoned. 2. I t may be ob­
jected, that this is fpoken of true Believers, and yet they are for­
given. <ss?nfw. 1. Prove that it is fpoken of them. 1. They walk in 
the light. 2. And confefs fin. 2. I f it were, yet would it hold k 
fortiore : I f true Believers, whofc former fins are pardoned.fliall 
not yet have their future fins pardoned but upon Confefsion,#r. 
then much lefs (hall they that yet have no fin pardoned , receive 
pardon while Infidels. 

Argument 36. From Prov* 24.24. f/* that faith to the Wicked 
Thou art righteous^ him fiafl the People curfe, nations {hall abhor 
htm I f God have forbidden it men as a hainoui fin, to fay , the 
wicked is righteous, then he will not do it himfelf. But the Ante­
cedent is true: therefore. 

Though the Confequenthold not in Jfecafes, yet in this it wil l , 
where the reafonof the prohibition is becaufe the thing fpoken is 
falfe: for God'cannot lie. Ob\ But this is fpoken only of Inhe­
rent righteoufnefs, and not of that which confifteth in a Right to 
Impunity «A*f\x>. I deny it . God forbiddeth alfo Juftifyingthe 
wicked, as an abomination to him. He that faith to the wicked » 
either, Thou art not wicked^ or Thou art notcondemnuble, guilty of 
deathy or obliged to punijhment; doth juftifie him, and fay , Thou 
art Righteous. Ob). Godhimfelf juftifieth the ungodly or un­
righteous. Anfy». That is not by faying they are righteous when 
they are not, but by making them righteous in Law fenfe, of un­
righteous, and then judging them to be as they are. And he jufti-
ncth them fententially by the Gofpcl that are not Juftifiable by 
the Law : But he Juftifieth them no further then they are truly 
Juftifiable. 

Obj. But we are never righteous in our felves, but in Chrift. 
Anfw. God makes us our felves Righteous, by giving us ri^ht to 
Impunity and the Kingdom for the facrifice and Merits of Chrift. 
Obj. But we are not righteous inherently with fuch a righteouf-
nefs of our own Works, as will fufiice to luftifie us 
againft the Accufations of the Law. /in/to. Nordoth God ever 
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etteem us fo , .nor fay Wearefo, nor juftifieusonthofeterms. 

^rffuum p . From 2 Tit. 2.14. CMal-1. 14. J t r . i 7 . 5. 
«f % 3 ' j 3 J * i l - m a i , y , o f t h e E ' e f l before Converfion arecnrfed 
! L fr^f , i n t h e i r l , o u ( e « e they not Abfol-

A n t « e d e £ U ; ! t ° f d C a t h

t - a n d o b l i 8 a t i o n t 0 I " n . lLen t . But the Antecedent is p l a i n , n the text; therefore. 

mination to h i m a n d S ^ K ^ * P 0 * a n d " t 4 " . a b ° " onrnhim ' 4 n u , C D e i r l a c r ' n c e s , and prayers an abominati-
ctfed n f " At t h e y " 0 t J u f t i f i e d . pardbmi, adtually recon, 

^ h e ° e x t - S l r 
o f I h i f r l l l w ^ ? e y w h o m we oppofe,flionld fee the ground 
Chrffls fa r iS A ' 0 " f u b v e r t e , d b V a " t h " • For i f the perfection of 
ffluft need m ^ T 7 7 * 3 ground to conclude that God 

h X w n T f t l f h ^ h o n W % any penalty onus , when Chrift 
n n t l ^ F T ^ * * ' t h e n the fame reafon would prove ft 
aaua W infl A ' n ° C u r f c u s . Abhor us, Abominate i s , and 

^ S t a ^ ^ H 2 ^ ' w h e n c h r i f t h a t b 

a f f i m ^ m i f f i , 9 - ^ ° r

r b r e v i t . y . f l ' a « b e from all thofe text, that 

they wril Repent and Believe, or to be by Faith,or to follow faith: 

„ » " ' / V* , 7Z've **1 , h e P"M> miners, that through his 

CW/Vj°°Re?>/"°»°ff'»>. i n k . a 4 . 4 7 . And that Romance 
*niRem,f„onef f m (bmlhtfreachtdinbu name among III nati­
ons. Act. 5. 30, 31. Ifhmjefiivandbaneedmatree, himb itb 

^ t l f T T ' - 1 ^ ' i»df°W«<»'f> of fin,. Sothofethat 
S I c l e ^ r ? I V e n i ° f . t h e f » r t i c a l a r « • o f t h £ Godly, af­ter the Commifsion, and where they are taught to pray for it. And 

^ .31 .34 -and 36. 3 . y > / . 86,5.and 2 j . i l . 2 A « » . 6. » , 
&'&n$i*£ai,7' t 4 ~ i T / ' ' t - 'So-^and 5 i . i . 9 . S o o f J u f t i -
}H!«aonhy,F«ith.i / /«.53, 1 , . Bj his\"°*Itdg,Jballmy righteons 

{truant 

http://2j
http://il


Servant lufiifie many, for he fall bear their iniquities, Rom. 3. ao, 
? I / J 2 i , j 6 , ? 8 , 3 ° ; T h e r e f o r e h fhe deeds of the Law fall no flejh be 
juftifiedin his fight, &c. But now the righteoufnefs of God, without 
theLawismanifefted &c. Even the righteoufnefs of God, Which 
uby Faith of lefus Chrift,U.to alUndnpon all them that believe 8*. 
tor all have finned and come jhcrt of the glory of God, being jum­
ped freely by his Grace through the Redemption that is i„ lefus Ckri0° 
Whom god hathfet forth to be a Propitiation through Faith in lis 
blood, to declare'his right eoufnefs for Remlffion of fins that are pafi 
though the forbearance of God : To declare I fay at this time his 
righteoufnefs, that he might bejufi, and the Iuftifier of him that be-
hevethin lefus. Where is boaftingthen ? It is excluded. By What 
Law > Of works > Nay, but by the Law of Faith : therefore we 
conclude that amanisjuftifiedbyFaith , without the deeds of the 
Law Seeing it is oneGod that fall juftifie the Circumcifion by faith* 
T *L m c t ™ t f f n f t f i m through faith. Do we then make void the 
Law through Faith,**. Rom. 5 1, 2. Therefore being juftified by 
*aith, we have Peace with god, through our Lord lefus Chrift. By 
Whomalf, we have accefs by Faith into this Grace wherein we ft and. 
gal 2. 16 j KnoWingthat a man is not juftifiedbythe works of the 
irril*a y*l» F«ith of Iefus Cbri d, even we have believed in 
tTl w • f , r "em&tbeIuftifiedbytheFaithof Chrifl, and 
V P J - Y 0 / ^ °f t h e L a w : f" h 'he Works of the Law /hall no 
pejb beatified. Verf. 20. The Life which I now live in the flejh, I 
live by the Faith of the Son of god, &c.Gal. 3.7,8. Know ye there­
fore, that they which are of Faith,the fame are the children of Abra­
ham. And the Scripture forefceing that God would juftifie the 
Heathen through Faith, preached before the Gofpel unto Abra­
ham- In thee fall all Nations be blejfed. So then t}>ey Which be of 
**ith, are blejfedwith faithful'Abraham. For as many as are of the 
aZ , °f t f ) e Law> a r e **der the Curfe, &c. But that no man vs lu-

Jtipedby the Law in thefight of God, it is evident \ for tkejufr $all 
live by taith : and the L»w is not of Faith. zl, Vut the Scripture 
hath concluded all under f.n , that the <Promifc by Faith of lefus 
^hrfJfi tmght be given to them that believe. 24. Wherefore the Law 
"as our School-mafter to bring us unto Chrift>that We might be jufti-
r t I r h * z 6 : F o i r J'«r'*&'the children of God by Faith in 
thrift fefns Solam:^ 13,14. to the end. Many more to the 
iiKe purpofe might be added, in which it appears that Gods.rime 
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and order of giving us pardon and juftifkation, is upon our Be­
lieving, and not while we are Infidels ; and that this is a J vil if i­
cation in Law fenfe, and notmeerly in conference , as was before 
proved : I t was not only by Chrift and the Abfolute Prcmife 
made to the Eleft, but it was by the Law of Faith that boafting 
was excluded. I will not ftand to anfwer the vain objections here 
brought in by fome, knowing that the light of the exprefs text to 
the impartial may fuffice. 

yfrgntnent 40. Shall be from alhhofe texts, which fay Faith 
is imputed to us for righteoufnefs : which upon thefe two Con-
iiclerations do cleerly evince the point. 1. That it is not only a 
) U u-°u a l S e n t e n c e > m u G h l e f s a f c n , e or Reception in confcience, 
which both imply that the perfonis before conftituted or made 
righteous in Law ; But it is the very giving and imputing of 
U§ c e ° ? f n e / s i c f e I f t h a t i s h e r e mentioned. 2. When the intereft 
° J il? t h a t k i s f a i d t o b e imputed for righteoufnefs, it is 
undenyable that it is not while we are Infidels that we are righte-

.ous. 
I go not about now to determine how far, and in what fenfe it 

is that Faith is imputed: but in what fenfe foever it is it (hews that 
Faith there muft be, or elfe how can it be imputed for righteouf­
nefs at all. As for them thatfay*hat by Faith,is not meant Faith, 
but Chrift,I hope I (hall not believe tbcm,as long as I believe that 
God would be underftood : and that the Word is a Lamp and a 
Light, and not a darknefs. And for fome of the Reformed D i ­
vines themfelves, that fay that it is Ckrid believed *'»,that is meant 
by Faith,though l doubt not but Faith Effentially includeth Chrift 
its object, and therefore accordingly connotes i t , and therefore 
whenever it is faid that Faith is imputed for righteoufnefs, or that 
we are juftiried by Faith: it is connoted that we are in a more ex­
cellent kind of caufality juftined by Chrift, then by Faith ( Faith 
indeed being no proper caufe) ; Yet I believe not that by Faith, 
k not meant Faith it felf, but only Chrift : and the contrary to 
him that will read the text impartially is as evident.as any fenfe can 
be in words: But yet i f it be Chrift believed in, that is meant by 
Faith, then Faith there muft be : I t is not Chrift defpifed, or 
not believed in that juftifieth, or pardoneth, or abfolveth any. I 
will recite fome of the words: Rom 4. 3 Sec. For \ i -'hthe 
Scripture } Abraham believed god, and it was counu 
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righteoufnefs. 5; To him that worketb not, but believetb on him that 
juftifieth the ungodly,his Faith is counted for righteoufnejs. 6. Even 
as David defcribeth theblejfednefs of the man, unto whom God im­
pute th righteoufnefs without Works. 9. Faith was reckoned to Abra­
ham for righteoufnefs 10 HoWwas it thenreckoned,6ic*l\.*s4ndhe 
received the fign of Circumcifion, afeal of the righteoufnefs of the 
Faith, which he had yet being uncircumcifed : that he might be the 
father of aff them that believe, that righteoufnefs might be imputed 
to them alfo. 13. For the Promife that he Jhould be heir of the world, 

^ was not to Abraham or to hit feed, through the Lave-Jbut through the 
right eonfnefs of Fait hi. 16. Therefore it is of faith* that it might 
be by Grace , - to the end the 7>romife might be fure to all the feedi 
18. Who againft hope, believed in hope, that he might become the Fa­
ther of many Nations, &c. 19, And being not weak in Faith , be 
confidered not his own body now dead, &C. 20. He ftaggered not at 
the Promife of God through unbelief ; but Was ftrong in faith, gi­
ving glory to Qod. 21 . And being fullyperfwaded, that what he had 
promtfed,he was able alfo to perform. 22. And therefore it was 
imputed to him for righteoufnefs; 23 * Now it was not written for his 
fake alone t that it was imputed to him. 24. But for us alfo, to whom 
I t (hall be imputed , if we believe on him that raifedup lefus our 
Lord fromthe dead. Gal. 3.6. Even as Abraham believedGodtand 
it Was accounted to him for righteoufnefs. Jam. 2. 23. Abraham be­
lieved god, and it was imputed unto him for righteoufnefs,andhe Was 
called, the friend of Xjod* 

S E C T . I V . 

HAving produced thefe Arguments from the words of Scri­
pture, I (hall next add fome more from the nature of the 

&hing; by which the point in hand (bail be evinced. 
Argument 1. To Pardon, Abfolve and Juftifie, are acts of Jefus 

Chrift, as King,and as Judge : By being a facrifice and -Ranfom 
to fatisfie J uftice, he did not act as King or Judge : therefore by 
being a facrifice and Ranfom to fatisfie Juftice, he did not actually 

Pardon*, 



don a°nd M ^ > ( b u t o n l y M e r i t Abfolu-tionand Juft.ficat.on , tobegivenby h,m a, Kmg and Judge. ) 

ftaVaVfw " f C a t l 0 " a r 5 A C t S of Jefus Chrift , And the proof 
he a f c f e r ¥ S 1 5 e n o u S h t h a t 1 1 b c a " A d of God 

8 2 ' t ' n of r h r 6 ° f J e f u s C h r , l t - T o w h i d ' I fty : It would 

that did bvhimfrlf-) ' ,, ' A s i c *as not man that Hnned, 
not thought m ^ - r h ( n

f

a t U r a i i y o r l c S a l l y ) fttisfie Juitice, fo it was 
m a n t m k i ( fllould '"""ediate 

for us fo J " f b w 3 5 i c w a s a « ^ i « o r that fuffered 
deeme; o f T h l T l d ^ v m i o v e r t 0 t h e M ^ i a t o r as Re-
andfo t ^ o ^ T ' K g h ' , 0 W n ' b e i n S b o u g [ l t w i t h 3 price : 
M a f e f t v ^ i Z u V u l m m e ^ t e l y granted by the offended 
A S t o f ™ r ' f t s h a n d s . and not the finners own that is, 
on t e r t I m f ^ ^ ^ ' f ^ T a s a K.ng-Redeemer, itciius incur agreeable to his ends and intereft • (urirh refnlu-

m.de n„ , f f e n d f d L e S ' f l a t o r o f the nrft\aw,upon fatisfaflion 
tofie^dT";,W' a r . f a r a S t h e j n K n t i o n of the Satisfier and 

man in fin ^STc™ b u t a L a » o f Grace, fi ted to 
Z o l / f 1 m,fery,g,v I„g h i m a Saviour and falvation on con-
mil?L A

k

c c e P « " c e . , Purpofmg to caufe his chofcn in-
3 . * ° a c

h

c e P f j 1 l m - } !° t h a t t h o u 8 h the Father as Reftor ac-
3 * ^ ° I d L a w > b ™ g fanned, did give to the Redeemer 

v e t t t \ a Z ^ r d T n ? U S ' ? n d d e l i v e r e d a l l * i n g S i n t o his hand, 
C ° n m g ° f U s m f t b e a n a f t o f the Redeemer 

himfelf ( and the Father ,n and by him, as G 0d-R edeemer ) by 
a Prom.fe, Covenant or Law of Grace, made as King , after the 
Moral being o f h.s fatisfadion. Now that Chrift hfch made no 

f„H ° ? m a c ' h V h e L a w ° f G f a « , prom.fing Remifsion 
and Juft.fication.f we Repent and believe, I ftiall (hew further in 
cue place. The fecond thing to be proved in the Ma/orvis.thac as 
Rem.feionand Juft.ficationare ads ( or an a f t ; o f Chrift , fo 
ru a v r , ^ 1 K ' ? 8 a n d J u d S e - 1 w'H firft prove the former.that 
Chrift himfelf hath Received a Right o f pardoning. Math. 2%. 
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18, X g, 20. lAll PoWer is given to me in heaven and in earth % §o 

ye therefore and teach all Nations, baptising them, &c. Teaching 
tiem to obferve all things whatfoever I have commandedyou.Wher 
Mark 16.16. it is ,He that believeth and is baptized*[hall be faved3 

and he that believeth not Jhall be damned* Where we fee firft the 
fulnefsof his power, and that the Law,or Act of Grace and Par­
don granted by that Power. Luk^ 5.24. That ye may knoWthat the 
Sen of man hath power upon earth to forgive fins, 8cc. Luk. 10.22. 
All things are delivered unto me of my Father. Joh. 13. 3. fefus 
knowing that the Father had given all things into hit hands. Joh.3. 
35, 36. The Father loveth the Son, and hath given all things into 
his hands. He that believeth on the Son hath everlafiing life, and he 
that believeth not the Son. Jhall not fee life, but the wrath of God abi-
deth on him. Joh. 5. 22. to 30. Fir the Father fudgeth no man,but 
hath committed all judgement unto the Son : that all men Jhould 
honor the Son, even as they honor the Father. Verily, Eerily, I fay 
unto you, He that heareth my Word, and believeth on him thatfent 
me, hath everlafiing life, and Jhall not come into condemnation, but is 
faffed from death unto life. Verily, Verily, Ifay unto jou,the hour is 
coming,and now is, Vchen the dead Jhall hear the voice of the Son of 
God, and they that hear Jhall live. For as the Father hath life in bim-

f e l f , fo hath he given to the Son to have life in himfelf. <iAnd hath 
given him Authority to execute Judgement aljo, becaufe he is the 
Son of man. Marvel not at this, for the hour is coming in which all 
that are in ihe Graves Jhalthear his voice,and (ball come forth j they 
that have done good, to the Refurretlion of life , and they that have 
done evil, to the Refurrettionof Damnation. Rom. 14. 9. For to 
this end (fhrifiboth Dyed, Rofe and Revived, that he might be Lord 
both of the dead and living Pbil.2.8,9, r o. But what fhould I ftand 
£n this for, among Chnftians that confefs Chrift as Mediator,to 
be thcKi .g : A l l thofe texts that mention his Kingdom, and 
Kingly Power, prove it . See Pfal. z- A l l that call him Chrift the 
Anointed,prove it, And yet what ftrff perverfe arguings have I 
heard from Learned prejudiced men, ( for fear of yielding to any 
Kinde of general Redemption^ they yielded that Chrift as Media­
tor hath a Kingly Power over all / maintaining that this Power 
he hath as God, and not as Mediator ; that is, Chrift is not Chrift, 
the King. God would have his Crucifiers affix to his Crofs the 
Title o f King, By thefe Texts mentioned, it is evident chat Chrift 

K k hath 



hath Authority and Right as Mediator to grant Pardon of fin, 
and that he hath made a Conditional General A d o f Pardon 
hereupon. So that both the parts of the Major are proved toge­
ther. And the nature of the thing proves it to all men that know 
what Pardon and Justification is. I t is the Pardon o f the breach 
of publike Laws that we arc (peaking of, and not of private trcf-
palfes or damages. 

To whomfoever it belongs to make Laws, to him it belongs to 
Remit offences againft thofe Laws : Rut to the Suprcam Power, 
or Legiflator it belongs to make Laws: therefore. 

T o whomfoever it belongs to Judge men for breach of Laws , 
to him itbelongethfententiallytojuftirlehimthatis Juftifiabie. 
But to Chrift as Judge it belongeth to Judge men -. therefore &c. 

I will recite one text more that containeth all that I have faid. 
tAcl. 5. 30, 3 J . The God of our Fathers raifedup Jefus ^ Whom J f 
fleW and hanged on a Tree. Him hath <j od exalted With his right 
hand to be a Prince and a Saviour,for to give Repentance to ^ * r a e i l 
andforgivenefs of fms,and r»e are his witnefjes of thefe things, ana 

fo is the holy Ghoft,whom God hath given to them that obey km* 
H ere we have firft his facrifice,then his Refurre&ion, then his Ex­
altation and Kingdom, he is become a Prince and a Saviour, or a 
King-Saviour,or Lord-Redeemer: Where note, that all his worK 
of faving us was not on the Crofs : that prepared for the rett 
which was to follow. He was exalted to be a Saviour and Prince. 
And then we have the end or effed of his being exalted to be a 
Prince and Saviour, which is to give Repentance and Forgiveneis 
of fin. As a Prince he doth this, becaufe it is necefTanly a W 0 1 f 
ofSoveraign Power, or of a Ruler or King,: As a Saviour he dotn 
i t , becaufe the thing wrought in this work is our falvation, to tne 
perfeaionof which it alfo tendeth. -

Having proved the Major Propofition, 1 need not fay mucn to 
the Minor , it being granted, for ought I can underftand, by au -
Shat I have to do with; that Chrift doth not pardon and juthhc oy • 
fatisfying or meriting, diredly. Forasto fatisfying it *JP*V\ 
ftion : And Merit,, is a remote caufe, moving ( t o fpeak alter 11 
manner of men, as wemuft do ) the Principal Agent: j m 1 
upon Chrifts Merits, God as Soveraign did deliver up all to ms 
Son, as Saviour and Soveraign, and gave him Power to torg.vc 
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Obferve alfo, that i f all this were denyed ( that Pardon and 
Juftification are Acts of Chrift as King) and i f we granted that 
they are Ads of God the Father, and not o f the Mediator, yet 
we (hall confute eternal Juftification as an Immanent act, thus Ju­
ftification, Abfolution, Pardon, are acts o f God as Rector: God 
was not Rector from eternity; therefore, Juftification and Par­
don are not acts that were in God from Eternity. The Major is 
paft queftion. The Minor is proved thus: A Ruler and Subjects 
to be ruled,are Relatives, and exift together ; one cannot be be­
fore or without the other. But God had not fubjects from eterni­
ty to be Ruled, certainly not man, ( unlefs all creatures co-exift 
with God, not only in Eternity, but from eternity) therefore, &c. 

Argument z- Where there is no actual guilt, there can be no 
actual Remiflion or Juftification. But from eternity, or the time 
o f Chrift, there was no actual guilt on any that did not then exift 
( o r were not then conceived ) therefore from eternity, or from 
the time of Chrifts death, there could be no actual Juftification or 
pardon of fuch. 
The Major is proved by the definition of Remifsion or Juftifica­

tion, which ever contains guilt as the thing deftroyed thereby. A l l 
Remifsion or Juftification is a Remifsion of fome gui l t , or a Ju­
ftification againft or from fome guilt, real ( i n Conftitutive Ju­
ftification) or charged ( i n fentential Juftification) therefore 
actual Remifsion muft be of actual guilt. Remifsion is a difTol-
ving the Obligation to puntfhment. Guilt is the Obligation to 
punilhment: therefore. 

For the Minor , that there could be no actual guilt on usfrom 
Eternity, is paft doubt. Nor yet at Chrifts death, when we were 
not in being. We were no fubjects or Entities, and therefore had 
no Accidents or Modes. 

T o this two things are anfwered ; i . That from eternity our 
guilt had an Efeco^nitum. I Reply, i . That is not to Be guilt : 
2. That i f any where, was in God , for there was no other 
fubject of i t . But it was not guik,but knowledge that was in God* 
3. There was no ejfe ab aterno, but God himfelf. But Godhim­
felf was not guilt 4. To be Cognitum, makes a new wfe in man, 
(viz. Rationu) where thcObject caufeth. But it makes no new 
ejfe in God, with whom Objects have no Caufation : therefore 
guilt had no true ejfe ut Cognitus from eternity properly fo called; 
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f t r i i Z T l y S m f • y G ^ k n o w i n g , was a foreknowing, 
L n f h , f S C

f f S ' ° 1 u 0 t , a k n o w i n g t h l t a « a ' h e n w a s . o r w a s 

riOaSEtZ*™""' 3 C

u ° n c l u d e t h e r e f o t e . that man was not 

we were a n en?, ' " " J a t C h r i f t s d e a t h W £ were guilty, becaufe 
fir7to be & " 1 R e P ' V • W h « we « k we are faid 
orLenv of hfm R' , n d f ° t 0 , b e 8 u i l t y i n A i ™ > we are the 
a S He V rff. ™ ? P r 0 p e / l y ' b e f o r e we exift we were not guil-
L n l w l i v ™ S n 0 t ' n ^ w . w ^ not guilty in ^ w : fhey 

f o r e S w L 6 n 0 t ] n A J ~ a t G h r i f t s ^ t h • • t h e r e " 
that g U d t y ' 7 T h e M i n o r i s Plain $ for.He 
v l Zat c £ » T ; B u t h e t h a t »ow lives on earth, 

*s*np£ N n r f n r ! J ^ Gods account we were in him. 
•• therefore 

finnedTl?"^"^^ that are not. obj. Allmankinde 
S n « i f r i f ° r e t h C y W e r e i n V » - Mankind 
f<£ An r " . ^ ^ T O ^ ture , or for each Individualper-
lnned?*ZnWg'*id™> fiSnifiet^itherthat they perfonally 
c ^ t e J ^ * 1 ^ ^ ^ ^ * ^ > or elfe that he then 
exift And 1 ? £ A ^ A ' 1 1 b e § i n t 0 b e t h e i r s > w h e " they (hall exi^And fo I fay,that the humane nature did fin in ^ w , a n d m y 
perfonasfwn as exiftentis guilty of <Adams fin, and fo far 
may be f a i d t o have finned in him ; but my perfon did not as a 
*nirf f ^ " ^ t i v e l y " fin in him before it did exift, or was 
i V J l u h ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ " ^ " o t thenReputativelyin 
Being, how could it be laid on Chrift, or Chrift bear it- jtnj* I t 
was not fin it felf or guilt in it felf, the fame with our Individual 
guilt that Chrift bore. But he contraded, as it were, a guilt by 
tus own voluntary fponfion, which he did, not becaufe we then 
were guilty but becaufe he foreknew we would be guilty, and by 
tnat j u i l t liable to punifiiment: and therefore to prevent our 
puniftiment ( not our guilt ; he offered that facrifice of himfeif 
on the Crofs,on consideration whereof, our guilt,when it did exift, 
inould be done away; Not that it did then exift, or was then done 
away. • . • ; ?v 

2. ^ And i t muft be known that all that then did exift, were 
a&ually guilty. 3 And 



(253) 
3- And that Chrifts facrifice was for mankind in genera] the 

humane nature being then guilty . though God did know and 
determine the particular perfonal application, and intended the 
pasdomng of each individual Elect perfon by i t . But there is 
more required to the full explication of this, then 1 may now 
ltand-to perform : and I remember I have fpoke to it againft 
Lua, Colvinus. ° 

Arg"**™* 3- He that is capable o f pardon, is capable of pu-
mfhment They that are now living here, were not from eternity 
or from Chrifts death capable of punifhment (actual and per-
l o n a i ; therefore they were not capable of pardon (actual 
ana perlonal.) The Major is plain, in that guilt is an obligation to 
puniftiment: and he that is obliged to it, is capable of it . I f i t 

i ^ e n a r K , C a p , a b l e ° ^ T h e M inoriseyident,inthata non 
non ens is no fub jed for i t : therefore. 

V t t T r n t 4 > ^ T f o n o f fin § i v e s R i e h t to Impunity. From 
„ * X thr i f ts death, we had no Right given us (who are 
now ftere living; to Impunity Therefore from Eternity or Chrifts 
death, we had no Remiffion. 
™»ha M j , 0 r i s p a f t d o u b t ; T h e Minor I prove thus. Non-entif, 
AccLZn- \ A " U m * Non-Entities have neither Mode nor 
th^n ^ l? I m P u m t y is a mod** ve/Accident Jind we were 
tnen non-entia: therefore. 

Ob) We were Entia in Law, or in Gods account. • 
, n ? - \ F o t

u

f o * f o r t h e i r Judgement is according to truth. 
; « T 1 j e c h l l , d r e n unborn may have fuch a Reputativ'e Being 
W ™' T-\ t h f € f t i m a t i o n of Donors, 0 r Contractors, that 

they may by Deeds and Conveyances be made the fubjeds of right 

k ^ f a f Z ' ^ / ^ ^ t isno aaual Right till they are actually fub-
co'nrpirc 7 r d ^ t h e > ' c a n n o t b e m a d e ^ u a l fubjects by a mans 
r n r a T T P f l p 0 r i t i o n S - Nature is fuppofed in Morality. There 

wh?rh y ^ i i in fuch Donations, or Contrads, 
WD ch (hall give R,ght when the fubjea is capable; Or a fign by 
Zn r ° f t h e D ° n o r is fufficiently fignified^hat on fuch a 
uppoution, at fuch a time, fuch Ihall have Right. As in natural 

n o n s - a m a n that fhoots an Arrow, may have irrevocably deli-
K k 3, vered 



vered it out of his own hand, when yet there is a certain fpace of 
time before it fhall come to the Butt or Mark : So in thefe civil 
adions or motions, a Donor that gives a thing in diem,ov a Con-
trador that doth Promife it in diem, may ( i f the Donation be 
Abfolute) irrevocably quantum in fit, part with his right, or emit 
the Right, or perform fuch an ad which fhall gwe Right quand* 
venit d\es : but donee venit dies, t i l l the fet time, the Right is not 
received by the Legatory, Donatory, &c. it comes not to h i m ; 
and fo is not his. And i f it be thus in an Abfolute Donation, 
which is in diemjxmch more in a Conditional, where the Recepti­
on is fufpended on a Condition,Contingent in it felf,and uncertain 
to the party that is to perform it.And efpecially where the fubjed 
to receive it is not yet in being. Mess Covenants in fuch cafes, do 
but contain that fignifieation of their will which (hall then prove 
fundamentum Juris, or give Right to the child when it is born, 
and be intrufted in the mean time in the hands o f others for them, 
i f they (hall cxift. 

Ob 'y. But we have before we are in being>a Jus ad jfo»,though 
not a Jus in re, becaufe God promifed it to Chrift for us, or to us 
m him 5 and it is juft that God make good his Promifes,and there­
fore we have Right to i t . 

Anfw. I (hall the rather fpeak to this Objedion , becaufe the 
fi Mr. Owen. late mentioned * learned man builds fo great a Fabrick on it. i .The 

things to which we are faid to have Right, is, J he good things f«r-
chafed. Abfolution from guilt, and fo pardon of fin, is one of the 
good things purchafed. I f this be f o , all is granted that we de-
fire, as to the point in hand. For he that hath but right to a par­
don or Abfolution (though it were abfolutely granted in diem) 
is not yet pardoned or abfolved : There muft be the Jus in ^be ­
fore he can truly and properly be faid to be pardoned and abfol­
ved. While he hath but a right to be abfolved for the future, it is 
certain that he is not Abfolved at the prefent. Even as he is not 
fandified or glorifkdrthat hath not the thing it felf, and fo a I** 
in re, but only a I us ad rem, a right to be Sandified and Glorifi­
ed. Therefore for all this (pretended) Right ad rem, none are 
Abfolved or Pardoned from the time of Chrifts death, much leis 
from Eternity. 

a. But I maintain that we had no adual right ad rem,to frlure 

Remiffioa 



( * 5 5 ) 
Remiffion and Abfolution from the time of Chrifts death, either 
ipfofatto upon his dying, or i f f o lure, upon the Promife o f the Fa­
ther to the Son; yea or (which is more) ipfo Jure upon the Cove­
nant made by the Father and Son to mankind : But then we muft 
firft determine what Jus, Right is. I t reacheth not our cafe to fay 
that Jus eft.quod juft urn eft. I t may be Juft in naturarei, that fuch 
a man do fuch a thing, when yet no man may be faid to have right 
to the action or its erTefr A t leaft it is Jus as exiftent, in fome fub-
jed , to whom it is communicated, and in whom it doth as it were 
inhere, that we are to fpeak of. And we take not juftum in fo 
large a fenfe, as to comprehend non-injuftum^ it is jufi.for a man 
to pardon him that hath wronged him (according to the Law o f 
m a n ; ) becaufe it is notunjuft, there is nothing againft it : But 
we take it in a ftri&er fenfe. 

I t is one thing to be the Object: o f that Act which is right and 
juft, and another thing to be the fubject of Right. I t is one thing 
to Be Right and Juft; and another thing to Have Right, To be 
Right,as every thing is that is Juft, is a Relation of a lower nature 
then that which we treat o f ; being fcarce more then nominetenus, 
a Relation. When you fay, Jus eft,quod Iuftum eft ; You deno­
minate a Thing juft : but when we fay, A man hath Right to this or 
that, we fpeak of the Per/en, asthefubjea ( o f Adhefion o r l n -
hefion ) of that Right. I t is only a Perfon. and not an Inanimate, 
or a bruit, or a meer Action or Quality, &c that is the fubject 

> of the Right that we are to Ipeak of* lu* eft efetlum Tituh , vel 
Relatio a Titulo refu/tant : Titulus eft fundamentum Juris : Me 
that hath a good Title hath Right, But omne quod luftum eft , is 
not Relatio refultans a Titulo. The meer Object of a Juft acr or 
the act it felf which is juft, is not faid to Have Right to it felf or 
another thing; as we fay, man hath right to things,^;*/ *Jh q m d 

juftum eft; then to fet true Landmarks is Jus : But who is i t , or 
what, that is the fubject hujus Juris ? The Land hath no Right 
(civil Right) totheact : The act hath not Right Co it felt The 
Agent is the fubject of that quality of Juftice which caufeth him 
to do Right : but is not faid to have Right to his own Act. t is • 
therefore fome fecond perfon that hath Right to that juft act or 
the Agent : I n which words it is plain that the juftnefs or right 
of; the Act is one thing, (a refpect by which that act is denomina­
ted .juft.) and the Right which the fecond perfon hath to that ace 
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and its effect is another thing ( A Right commonly called Civil 
or Legal, adherent to the perfon, and founded in his Title. ) For 
T i J t r L ^ l ^ 1 C R f ^ r W 3 and for z perfon to Have 
Right by T.tle are in my fenfe no more the fame thing, then for a 

E S S ^ t " ' a n d t o b e * t t 0 a thing. So 
eft e t l u ^ ^ Y ' S n ? t t m ' ^Ornne q»od%ftum 
which anfwers » m ^ P e r f o n ' i n o u r c * t 0 b e t h a t 

he T h i n ^ t h e C b i " g : F o r m e C o bave Right to 

between thefe two fenfes of / « , f 4 7 J # f f f U f " f 
faith, L m hicnihdanudquamquodluftum eftftL'ficat'. idque nl 

A " * " , ? " 7 « r 4 r ^ ^ r compalationefacl* ad alia mere 
VerJonaha-. nan qmanon ipfaquoqueperfon* competant. Sed quia 
Z r Z r / f T T ^ ™ W " W « r . ? £u«litas alem 
f j b u s r ^ 1 

pne autJlnUedifflumappelUbimus, Sub quo continentur Poteftas 
tumwfeju* hbertas dicitur, turn in alios, ut patria, dominie a : P^-
minmm.plenum five minus pleno,ut ufusfrutlus,jus pignons : i f* 
Cred«um,cuieX «dverf0 refpondet Debitum. 

The hke diftinctton do other Lawyers ordinarily give,and fome 
fuch Defcnption of the perfonal right in queftion, which Grows 
calls jus proprie vel [Iriffle difflum, n 

Sajrm•defines it,//*/ cftfacultasaliquidfaciendiJve obtrmndi,aut 
m eo mftituendt, vel ahquo alio m o d o f e habendi/uUne caufa M<* 
abfque injuria contraveniri nequit.^s ad Rem dicitur illud,qtiod ha-
betur ex altquovinculo obligations circa rem nobis Debitam^ondum 
ttmenfattamnoftram. lusin re dicitur qwd habetur de re q»*eft 
wjtra& exift ens : unde ad camper andum Dominium atque adeo 
msm re,nonfatis eft rem cujus D*mi„i„m f H m H S comparaturi, *xi~ 
jtere, Jed ulterms requiritur eandem rem ejfe noftram, 

eft, 


