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andthen in himfeif acceptable whenhe believeth. *To whichI
Reply ; If byin him/elf, they mean Objeitive,that Chrift, and not
he himfelf ‘is the Object of Gods Acceptation, or that God is'
well pleafed with them, babernr propefitum, they grant what T de-
fire : It is not the Unbeliever, but Chrift that is righteous too :
therefore let Chrift be the fubject denominated only, if he bethe
only Object of Acceptation : fay notthen that men are Abfol-
ved, Pardoned | &c. If by i bimfelf, they mean canfalirér , by
way of Merit, I hope they will not ftand to it » that the Regene--
rate do meritorioufly pleafe God in themfelyee » ( no more then
the unregenerate) but only in Chrift, 3. Orif another way be
found of pleafing God » Yetit is here a general denyal of our’
pleafing God ; and if you will limit it to any one kind, it muft be

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

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

before we believe, which is againft the Scripture.

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

fie, that Itisagainft Gods will that fuch actions are, then. I f:i}; 3
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asicis hiis Legiflative will 4¢ Debizo,that muft be here underftood,
foitis as much againft his will, that fuch a perfon doit, as that it
be done : He doth not ufe to conftitute the Duenefs of actions,
without determining of the perfons from whom they fhall 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 fhail be no mur-
der, adultery, &c but, Thou fhalt not kill, Thou fhaltnot com-
mit Adultery 8c. Moreover, whenthe fin Iyeth in the Act of
Reafoning, Willing, Nilling ; the Elicite Acts of the Rational
foul, it is fomewha nice diftinguithing to fay, Godis not pleafed
with the Actions,but he is fully pleafed with the Actor : And they
that afferc fuch curious niceties, fhoulddo well to prove them
plainly out of Scripture,if they can, and not expect that all men
fhould be fo credulous as themfelves, nor too eafily accept them
- ontheir bare obtrading, 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 ,
yetthat he will not be perfectly pleafed with us in this life,but on-
lyin that life, when by Chrift we fhall be prefented to him per-

therefore is glorified in heaven. .
not only unproved that it is only the actions,and not the perfons
that the Text fpeaketh of, but the contrary is moft evident inthe
Text. Forv.2. It was the Elders themfelves,and not only their A-
&ions that obtained a good Report by Faith. Tnw.4. it was Abel
himfelf that obtained witnefs that he was righteous, and not only
his action In .5. it s faid of Hewoch himfelfthat he had.this Te-
ftimony.that he pleafed God.So that it was Hewoch himfelf,& not
only hisaction. And then the words of the textin hand are imme-
diately added as an Affumption, But without Faith it os impoffible.

fame Pleafing as the foregoing words do, which is of the perfori.

And therefore Beza renders it; e4rgui feri non poteft us abfque:
Jide quifguam Deo fis Gratus, applying it to the perion.

Hbh:3: ‘ ped
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fect, blamelefs, without wrinkle or fpot. He that perfectly pleaf~ -
eth God, ishimfelf moft perfect, as havingattained his end, and

2. But all this that 1 have fpoken, is not very needful : for itis

to pleafe God whereby itis paft queftion that it {peaketh of the -

And the next words which are givenas thereafon-of ‘thefeido -
further evince this. For be that comesh to God Cand [0 Vill be Acce-:
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pted of him ) muft believe that be I's

s and that heisa Rewayder of -

them that diligently feek bim : And it isthe Per{on that he Re- |

wardeth.

" Allthe follo
ly manifeft,
without Faith, and not

»‘i{iﬁg‘.ch‘apter running in the fame-:ﬁrain,d;o:cb ful-
thatitisthe perfonthat cannot poflibly pleate- God,
only his A&tions, it being the Acceptati-

on, juflification, or Sa|

vation of Perfons by Faith, that the whole

Chapter treats of,
eArgnment 2
#nrighteons fhall
ed: Neither F arnicators, nor
nases, nor Abufers of themfe
“Covetons , nor Drunkards,
kerit the Kingdom of God -
Wafhed, bur

der the Threatning of bein
of Chrift, and on whom th
be not wafhed, fan@ified:a
fied, pardoned or abfolved
the Ele& before converfion

3.Fromr Cor. 6, 9, 10, 1 1. KnoW ye not that the
not inherst the I ingdom of God ? Be nest deceiv-

nor Revilers, nor Extortioners [ball In-

Jeare fanitified,
Lord Fens, and by the Spirit

at threatning thall be executed,if they
nd juftified afterward,are not yet jufti-
from the guilt of death. But fuch are

Ldolater:; nor Adulterers, nor E fFensi-
lves with mankind , nor Thieves , nor

And [wsh were fome of you : butyeare.
but ye are Juftified in thename of the'”
of onr God. Thofe men who lyeun-
g fhut out of heaven, even by the Law

: therefore. ;

eArgument 24. From Gal. 5. 18. 23. But

if ye be led of the

Spirityye are not ynder the Law.
th

folved from the Laws Obligation to
doned or juftified. But fuch areal

Ele& that have not the Spirit ; therefore.

A rgument 25. FromGal. Se 25

Jou, that if ye be circumcifed, Chrift fhall profit you ”o,k;”g. For I
circumcifed, that be 15 a debror to

teftifie again to every man that is
dothe Whole Law. Chrift is bécome of

of youare Luftified by the Law, ye are fallen from Grace. They that |

Againft [nch there 2s no Law,
atare under the Law, and againft w

punifhment, that is, not par-

They
om the Law is,are not Ab-

lunconverted ones, eventhe

3,4- Bebold I Paul fay #nto

no effect unto you whofoever

are Debtors to do the whole Law, and to whom Chrift is become

of none effe®, and

profiteth them nothing, as to the matter of

righteoufnefs, are not juftified, pardoned. or abfolved from the
guilt of death : But fuch are fome of the Ele& , before effeual

faving Faith : therefore.
The Major feems to me t

fromthe Text. Pan/ fuppofeth fome of the Galatians cither re-

. e

o needno proof. TheMinoris plain

ally
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ally in this Condition, or too neer it,and in poflibility of it : And
yet he fuppofeth them Recoverable, as appeareth by his exhorta-
tions, and many particular paffages inthe Egpiftle. 1. Seeing it is
not the fin againft the holy Ghoft, no man can give a reéafon why
the Ele&, before true Converfion, though after convictions and
common profeffion, may not fall into it as wellas others. The fin
is not uncurable nor unpardonable : Nor hath God made any
Promife that none of his Ele& (hall fall into it. 2. Nay the rea-
fon of the Apottle plainly fheweth that all the Jews that expe-
&ted 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
effe& to them, and profited them nothing,

The Text feems fo plain,that itis not eafie to difcern what may
- be objected : But we may conjeGure they will fay : 04j. 1. It
was infore Confeientie only,or in their own feeling that Chrift was
of none effe& to them, ‘and not before' God. nfw, The con-
trary is plain in the Text, 1.Ttisa greater matter then a mifap-
prehenfion of Confcience, or an ignorance of the felicity which
they had Right to, that the Apoftle fpeaks of ¢ as the whole E-
piftle fhews. 2. He faith exprefly, that they are debrors to do the
Whole Law ;. So thatit is matter of Debe, and not meer matter
of knowledge conceit or fenfe,that he fpeaks of. 3. He faith plain-
ly, that Chrift profitech them nothing, and is become of none ef-
fe& tothem : Bu furely if 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. 04j. But the Apoftles words muit be underftood:
with fome limitation : for if Chrift profit them nothing, then they
cannot have Repentance and Faith from him , and fo capnot be
recovered. Ax/w, 1. Itis plainly tobe underftood, ~as tothe fub-
jéGtinhand s that as to Juftification, Remiffion of fin, and dif

Gods Juftice for them, and intend in time their infallible conver-
fion, by giving them Faith and Repentance, yet thefe are in bim-
felfand have made no change on them,and therefore Chrift is yet
of none effed to them, and profiteth them noghing ; ¢ither as£0
Sandification, or Juftificationand Abfolutions « 3 - :?(Ouéj

/

e e T RR—

charging: from the Debt of the Law, heisyet of none effect to-
them, and profiteth them nothing. 2. Though he have fatisfied-




their fin, and putteth them out of his Remembrance, then Infi-
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“.0bj. But the Text peaks onlyto them that are Tuftified by the
Law, and that is noman. Anfw. 1. Butdo you think the Apf)-'
fe fpegksto no man ? 2. The text faith, Every man that is cir-
Cumesfed | and ‘that was notno man, 3. If any hadlneaﬂ}"bfe“
Juftified’by the Law, they had not 'been fo miferable ds Paz/ de-
feribes thefe. 4.1t s plain therefore that Pan/{peaks of thofe that
€xpected to be juflified by the Law, and fo thoughtand profef-
ed, bucwere not {o indecd. ; ~
0bf. Pauif peaks only on fuppofition that they live and dyefo,
dnd thenthey are not Elec: ‘Anfw. That is to contradic the text,
and ngt toiexpound it; Paxl fpeaks in the prefent tenfe, T'o every
'manrhar':bleimymaﬁd s Chriff is become of none effect. Andhe
fpeaks to them 35 miferable,and yet curable, and therefore endea-

voreth the cure of fome, and the prefervation of the reft. :
Argwment 26, From 1 Cor- 11.27. Whofoever fhall sate this
bread, and drink 1his cup of the Lord wuworthily , hall be guilty of
the body and blsodsf the Lord. He that is guilty of the body and
biood of the Lord, is not abfolved from that guilt. Some Elect
menare guilty of the body and blood of the Lord : Too cafily
proved, in that they before Converfion may eate and drink un-

worthily ; therefore, Wil :

| Argument 27. From Heb. 8. 11,12. For all foull kyow me, from
~theleaft to the greateft. For Iwill be mercifulto their unrngm”/&

#e[s, and their fins and iniquities will 1 remember no more. 1f Go
do put his Law into mens minds , and write them in their hearts!;

and give them to know him, at the fame fime when he pardonet

dels or men unborn are not pardoned: But the Antecedent is plain
inthetext: therefore, - : ' oA
They cannot fay, it is only pardonin confcience thatis ;
1poken of, for itis Gods Remsembring theiriniguity nomore 5 an
being merciful 1o them, being their Gody&ic. 5 It 45 ek
Argament 28. From Heb.g9.15.4nd for this canfe beis the Me
diator of the New T eflament, that by means of death for the Redmi-
Ption of the Tvanfgreffions that were under tlof firp T ejimlm;f”:
vhey which are called might receive the Promife of ctem’} vl
heritance. ~If Chrift were the Mediator of the New re ;
- ment for this caufe, that his death for Redemption of gane t:g:;/ :
Aions, might be a means, thas they thatare called migher o
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‘the promife of the Inheritance, then was it 1o ¢ffect of Chrifts

~death, to give that Promife to the uncalled, (and if not the Pro-
mife of eternal | nheritance, then not of Abfolution, for it is con-

fefled that they go together) : But the Antecedent is true : there-

fore fo is the Confequent. :
Argument 29, From Fam. 5.20. Let bim know,that he Which
convertet) the ﬁnn;r"j;'?"m he ervonr of -bis way ,  foall [ave a fonl
Srom death and fhal hide 1 multitude of fins. S0 Mark_ 4.12. Left
4L any time they (howld be converted, and their fins frould be forgiven
them. 1f upon Converfion mens fins be forgiven them, hidden,
and their fouls faved from death;then were they not forngen,an_d
Abfolved from the guilt of death before. But the Antecedent is
tue : therefore fo'is the Confequent. It cannot here be faid that
It is in confcience only that all thisis done : for that were not to
~ fave a foul from death, but to fave a foul from the forrowful ap-
prehentions of death ( which yet the wicked are feldom troubled
with ) = if that the man were faved and abfolved from the guilt
of death before, Nor were this to forgive them fo properly, as to
acquaint them that they were long before forgiven. =
Argument 30. From Aé.26,18. To open their eyes , and turn
them from darknefs to light, and from the power of Satan untoGod,
that they may receive Remiffion of fin, and Inberitance among them
tlgat are fan&‘iﬁed, by Faith that is in me. 1f it be Gods .Order_ to
8tve men illumination, and Faith that they may receive Remifsion
of fins, then their fins were not before Remitted : But thisis Gods
Order : therefore, They receive not what they had before."
- Argument 31. From Rom. 8. 30. whom be called, them allo be
| 7aftified, &c. Juftification is placed according to Gods Order be-
tween Calling and Glorifying : therefore it is not before we be-
- lieved or were born. The more are thefe two laft cited Texts to
be regarded, Becaufe they do the moft clearly,and as of purpofe
exprefs the order of the caufes of falvation, or of God in con-
veying to us the faving fraits of Chrifts death, of any that Tknow
of in Scripture. L :
Argament 32, From Pfal, 32. 1,2, 3. with Rom. 4.6,7.8. 9.
Blefed is be whofe tranfgre(fion is f?ggiwn s whofe fin is covered,

Bleffed is the man to whom the Lor. impnteth not iniquity, and in’

Whofe Spirit there is no guile. And Paul theweth, that all thisis
1i whea
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whenFaith is Imputed for R(ig?nte)oufnefs_ If mens tranfgrefsion:
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, arenot
ff'_orgiven,']uﬁiﬁ'ed or Abfolved.But the Antecedent is true: there-
A rore. .
eArgument 33. From A8. 8.21,22,23. Thon baft neither part
wor Lot in this matzer, for thy beart is not Right in the fight of God:
Repent therefore of this thy wickednefs, and pray God, if perhaps the
thought of thy beart may be. forgiven thee. For I perceive that thow
art in the gall of bitternefs, and in the bond of Iniquity : whether
é by this matter¢v 70 Avyo Tovw, be meant ix Chriff, and the Grace r
| of Chrift, or elfe in the wWord of Promife which we preach ;the |
: matter comes all to one. He that hathyet no part or lot in Chrift |
: or the Promife of the Gofpel, and is not forgiven, but is inthe
: Gall of bitternefs,. and obligation of Iniquity, is not Abfolved
* from the guilt of death, or ogli'gation to Punifhment. But fuch
may an Ele&t perfonbe, before converfion : therefore. The Mi-
nor is proved from the text thus, 1. There isno fin here charged
on Simon , but what an Ele& man unconverted may commit-
2: Peser fuppofeth this, when he fets him on praying for forgive-
nefs, 3. His reafon, for thy heart is nos. Right with God, makes this’
the cafe, in fome degree at leaft, of allwhofe hearts are not right
with God : and thatis the Ele& as well as other, before Con-,
verfion, : o :
- Argument 34. 2AE 13, 38,30, Through this man is preached 17,
t0.yo% the forgivene[s of [ins.: and by him all that beljeve are juft ifi-
ed from all things from which ye could not be juftificd by the Law of
| Mofes. If that Juftification which is oppofed to the ( fippofed)
: Juftification by the Law of 24ofes | 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. s
 Argument 35.From 1.Job.1.9.-If we confefs onr fins e # fﬂ"h‘,
ful and juft to forgive usour fins , andtocleanfe us from all nnrighte-
oufnefs. And verf. 7, But if we Walk in the light ,as bé is in the light,
We have {eRoW/bip.one with another | and the blood of Tefus Chrift
cleanfeth us from all fin. If thofe that will not confefs fin, nor
walkinthe light be not forgiven, nor cleanfed fromall ﬁn,t%legdnf :
: . ; Infidels.:

W i s i
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Tnfidels or Impertitent ones, though Efeé , areé forgiven, or fo

cleanfed. Butthe Ancecedent ss'plain in the text. therefore. -
It may be obje&ed, 1. Thathe faithrnot, that no other are for-
gwven. Anfw, Itis mott plainly inﬁplyc,% or elfe the Apoftle could
not make Confeflion a Condition, no fior fo much as a fign, to
diftinguifh the pardoned from theunpardoned. 2. Tt may be ob-
jected, tha this is fpoken of true Believers, and yet they dre fot-
given. «An/W. 1. Prove thativis fpoken of them. 1. They walkin '
thedights 2. And confefs fin, - 2. If it were, yet would it hold &
fortiore = If true Believers, whofe former fins are pardoqed,(hall
not yet have their future fins pardoned but upon Confefsion,&e.

then much lefs fhall they thac yet have no fin pardoned , receive

pardon while Infidels. , (
eArgument 36. From Prov. 24.24. He that faith to the Wicked
Thom art righteous, bim (hall the People.curfe, nations fhall abhor
him- 1f God have forbidden it men asa hainousfin, to fay , the
wicked is righteous, then he will not do it himfelf, But the Ante-
cedentistrue: therefore, | i i
Though the Confequenthold not in ﬂcafe’é; yet in this it will,
where the reafon of the prohibition is becaufe the ching fpoken is
falfe : for God:cannot lie. 04§ But this isfpokenonly of Tnhe-
rent righteoufnefs, and not of that which confiftech ina Right to
Impunity. oA ufw. I denyit, God forbiddeth alfo Juftifying the
wicked, as an abomination to him. He that faith to the wicked 5
eithery Thou art wot wicked, ot Thos art not condemnables guilty of
death, or obliged to punifoment ; doth juftifie him, and fay , Thou
art Righteous. 04j. God himfelf juftifieth the ungodly or un-
righteous. 4nfw. Thatis not by faying they are righteous when
they are not, but by making them righteous in Law fenfe, of un-
tighteous, and then judging them to be as they are. And he jufti-
fieth them fententially by the Gofpel that are not Juttifiable by

the Law : But he Juftifieth themno further then they are truly

Juftifiable. : ; g
Obj. But we are never righteous inour felves, but in Chrift-
Anfi. God makes us our felves Righteous, by giving us right to
Impunity and the Kingdom for the facrifice and Merits 6f Chrift.
0#). But we are-not righteous inherently with fuch a righteouf*
nefs of our own Works, as will fuffice to: Juftifie us
againft the Accufations of the Law. A»/w. Nordoth'God ever
: Ii 2 : eftecem
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eiteem us o, .nor fay we are fo, nor joftifie us onthofe terms,

Argument 37. From 2 Per. 2. 14. Mal- 1. 144 fer. 17.5-
Pro. 3..33. If many of the EleQ before Converfion are curfed
of God, and his curfe be intheir houfe, then are they not Abfol-
ved from all guilt of death, and obligation to punifhment. But
the Antecedent is plain in the text ; therefore,

eArgument 38. From. Pfal. 0. 3. Zach.11.8. Pfal.§.6.

Pro.11.20,and 17, 15.and 28,9.and 15.8,9.and 16.5. If the
Elect before Converfion are abh

lect | orredof God, and arean abo-
mination to him, and thejr facrifices, and prayersan abominati-
on to him, then are they not Juftified, pardoned, actually recon-
ciled, or abfolved from guilc of death. But the Antecedent is plain
inthe text : therefore, :

At leaft me thinks they whom we.oppofe,fhould fee the ground
of their Affertion fubverted by all this : For if the perfection of
Chrifts fatisfa@ion were a fufficient ground to conelude that God
muft needs'immediately pardqn and abfolve us, or did fo, or that
he were unjuftif he thould lay any penalty onus:,: when Chrift
hath born our punifhmend; then the fame reafon would prove it
unjuft in God, to Curfe ‘'us, Abhor us ; Abominate ‘us, and
a&ually.inflid caftigatory punifhments on us, when Chriff hath
born our punithment, - ‘ ,

Argnment 39, For brevity ,’ fhall be, from all thofe texts that
aftirm Remiffion of fin, ‘and Jutification to be givento men, if
they will Repent and Believe, or to be by Faith,or to follow faith:
A, 10. 43. To bim giveal the Prophetswitnefs, that through bis
name, whofosever belicveth i biw Joaliveceive Remifsionof fins. A&
2.:38. Repent and be baptized every.oneof yosu,in the name of lefus
Chrift for the Remifsion of d/in}’. Luk.24. 47. Andthat Repentance
and Remifsion of fin (honld be preached in bis name among all W ati-
onss - AQ.§.30, 31, Whari ye flew and banged on & tree, him bath
God exalted with bis right band to be a Prince and a Savionr, for to
give Repentance toIfrael | and forgivene[s of fins. So thofethat:
fpeak of .the forgivenefs of the particalar fins of the Godly, af-
ter the Commifsion, and where theyare taughtto pray forit.And -
1 ob.1,9.Lnk.637.and 1 1. 4. May. 11, 25,26. Dan. 9:9,19.
Ier, 31,34, and 36-3.Pfal. 86.:5. and 25..18¢ 2 ((hron. 6. 215 .
25,27,30,39.a0d 7, 14..Pfal. 130. 4.and 51. 1. 9. So of Jufti-
figation by:Faith.:/fa. 3. 13, By bisknowledge foall my vighteons

(ervans
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Servant Infifie many, for be foall bear their iniquiiie:. Rom. 3.20,"

21,25,26,28,30, Therefore by the deeds of the Law [hall no flefs be
Juftified in bis fight, &c. But now the righteon[nefs of God, without
the Lawis manifefted &c. Eventhe righteon(nefs of God, Which
" by Faithof Iefas (hrif psro all.and wpon all them that believe ac:

For all bave finned and come frort of the glory of God, being ju [1i-
fiedfreely by'bis Grace throughthe Redemption that is in Iefus Chriff:

Whom God hath fet forth to be a Propitiation throngh Faith in his -

bldod, o declire his righteoufiefs for Remiffion of fins that arepaft

throwsgh the forbearance of God : Todeclare I [ay at this time bis

righteonfuefs, that be might be ju(t, and the Inflifier of bim that be= -

lLievethin Iefus. Where is boafting then ? It is exclyded. By What

Law 2 Of works ¥ Nay, but by the Law of Faith : therefore we -

coiclude that & man is juftified by Faith , without the deeds of the

Law.Secing is is one God that [l inftifie the Circumcifion by faith,
and the uncivcumeifion through faith. Do we then make void the -

Law through Faith,&c.” Rons. S 1, 2. Therefore being juftified by
Faith, we have Peace with God, threngh au%Lord Iefus Chrift. By

Whaom alfe we bave accefs by Faitlinto this Grace wherein we [Fand.
Gal.2. Y61 KnoWing that & man is vot juftified by the works of the

Law, but' by the Faith of Iefuis Chiviff, even we bave belicved in -

Tefis Clrift, thi we might be Inffified by he Faithof Chrift, and
ot by the Works of the Law: for by the works of the Law [ball no
flefb bejuftified. Nerf) so. Ths ‘Life which I now live in the flefs, 1
- live by the Faith of the Son'of God, &c.Gal. 3.7.8. Know ye there-

Sore; that they which are of Faith,the [ame dse the childven of Abra-

ham, And "the Scripture forefeeing that Géd would juftifie the -

Heathen through Faith, preached before the Gofpel unto Abra-

hd'f. 5 In thee [ball all Nationsbebleffed, So then they Which be of
Faith are ble[[ed with faithful Abraham. For as many as are of the

MY' Waré'.r of

the Law, are under the Curfe, &c. Bus'{hat noman s In~ -

' fified by the Lgy ¥ thefight of God, it is evident s for thejuft hall

. live by Fasth -

harh concluded all wunder fin | that the Promife by Faith of Tefns
Chrift, might be given 1o them that beliewe. 24, Wherefore the Law

and the Luw'ss not of Faith. 2.2, But the Scriptare

was our School-mafter to bring wssnto'Chrift,that e might be jufli~ -

fied by Fairh. zéﬁbef; Je are all the children of Godby Faitlyin

- Chrift Tefus. So Lam?3."13, 14 to thie end. ' Many more to'the.

[ like,pqrpofe might be added, in which it appears that Gods.rime
; )

i3, and.



~and order of giving us pardonand juftification, is upon-our Be
lieving, and not while we are Infidels : and that thisis a Jutifi-

~made to the Ele&, but it was by the Law of Faith that boafting
~was excluded. Iwill not ftand to anfwer the vain. objetions here

. Ous.

‘him that will read the textimpartially is as evident,as anyfenfe can
‘beinwords : Butyetif it be Chriff believed sn, that is meant by
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cation in Law fenfe, and not meerly in confcience , as was before
proved : It was not only by Chrift and the Abfolute Premife

broughtin by fome, knowing that the light of .the exprefs text t0.
the impartia[ may fuffice, _
. &Argument 40. Shall be from all thofe texts, which fay Faich
1simputed to us for righteoufnefs : which upon :thefe two Con-
fiderations do cleerly evinee the point. 1, Thacitis not onlya
judicial Sentence, much lefs a fenfe or Reception in confcience,.
which both imply that the perfonis before coaftituted. or made
tighteousin Law ; Buc it is the very giving and imputing of
righteoufnefs ic felf thatis here mentioned. 2. When the intereft
of Faith is fuch thatit is faid to be imputed for righteoufnefs, it is
undenyable that it is not while we are Infidels that we ae righte-

_ 1 go not about now 4 determine how far, and in what fenfeit
is that Faith is imgu!ed :but 1n what fenfe foever it is it fhewsthat
Faith there muft be, or elfe iow canit be imputed for righteouf~
nefsatall. As for them thatfay:thac by Faith,is not meant Faith,
but Chrift,I hope I fhall not believe them,as long as I believe that
God would be underftood : and that the Word is a Lamp and
Light, and nota darknefs. ~And for fomeof the Reformed Di-
vines themfelves, that fay that itis (riff belicved in,that is meant
by Faith,though | doubt not but Faith Effentially includeth Chrift
its object, and therefore accordingly connotesit , and therefore
whenever it is faid that Faith isimputed for righteoufnefs, or that
weare juftified by Faith: itis connoted that we are in a more €X-
cellent kind of caufality jufti‘ied by Chrift, then by Faich ( Faith
indeed being no proper caufe) ; Yet I believe not thac by Fait4,
is not meant Faith it felf, but only Chrift : and the contrary to

Faith, then Faith there muft be : " It is not Chrift defpifed, o§.
not believed in that juftifiech, or pardoneth,. or‘abfoh‘/e‘th a‘nyll
will recite fome of the words: Rom. 4. 3 &c. For v 1t [aith t1e

gis e le - i +o foi
Scripture > Abraham believed God, and it was counted to b7 /”}’
vighreon[defs.
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righteonfnefs. §. To him that worketh not, but believeth ox bim thar
yuftifieth the ungodly his Faith is counted for righteon[nefs. 6. Even
as David defcriberh the ble[fednefs of the man, unto whom God im-
puteth right eonfnefs withowt Works. 9. Faith was reckoned to Abra-
bam for rifbumﬁwﬁ 10 HoW was it then reckoned,&c.1%.eAnd he

received ¢

to them alfo. 13. For the Promife that he foonld be beir of the world,
was not to Abraham.or 10 his (eed, through the Law-but through the
righteonnefs of Faith, 16, Thereforeit is of faiths that it might
be by Grace ,to the end the Promife might be [ure to all the [eed.
18. Who.againft hope, believed in bope, that be might become the Fa-
ther of many Nations, &c. 19. And being not weak in Faith , be
confidered not bis own body nowdead, &, 20, He flaggered not at
the Promife of Gedthrough unbelief ;. but Was frong in faith , gi-
ving glory to Gody. 21, And being fully perfwaded, that what he bad
promfed, be was able alfo to perform. 22. Andtherefore sz was
smputed to bim for righteonfnefss 23: Now it was not written for his
Jake alone, that it was imputed to biws.  24. But for ns alfo, 1o whom
It fhalb-beimputed , i we believe on him that raifednp 1efus onr
Lord fromthe dead, Gal. 3.6, Even as Abraham believed God, and
i Was acoonnted to bim for righteonfnefs. Jam. 2. 23. Abraham be-

called, the friend of G od. . -

0 N S

HA“;HQ produced thefe Arguments from the words of Scri-
. & pture, Ifhall next add fome more from the nature of the:
thing ; by which the point in hand fhall be evinced.

e fign of Circumcifion, afeal of the righteonfne(s of the.
Faith, which be bad yet being uncircmmeifed 2 that be might be the
father of all them that believe that vighteon[ne[s might be imputed -

bieved Gody and it was imputed unta bim for righteonfnefs,and be Was -

Argument 1. To Pardon, Abfolve and Juftifie, are ads of Jefus -
Chrift, as Kingandas Judge : By beinga facrifice and Ranfom’
to fatisfie Juftice, he did not:a& as King ot Judge = therefore by -
being a facrifice and Ranfom to fatisfie Juflice, he did not ;&u;uly '

: ' s ardon, .,
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( but only Merit Pardon, Abfofu-
n by hima, King and. Judge. )
€ proved. - The firft is that par-
Jefus Chrift ;. And ‘the proof
It is enough thatit be an A& of God
efus Chritt. TowhichI fay : It would
to mens underftandings, if they would
that, As it was not man that finned,
rallyor legally)-fatisfie Juftice, foit was

I's

5 -butasit was a Mediator that fuffered
elivered over to the Mediator asRe-
his own; being bought with a price :

ands,and not-the finners own - that is,
pardontoshem as a King-Redeemer,
to hisends and incereft : ( with refolu-
¢qual fuccefs. ) Sothat
tit Law, upon fatisfa@ion
ntion of the Satisfier and
t is, fo far asto Remit all into the Re-
» Rightand Commifsion to
d not be as the old,which
buta Law of Grace, fitted to
a Saviouy and falvation on con-
( Purpofing to caufe his chofen in-
at though the Father as Rector ac-
eing fatisfied, did give to the Redeemer
and delivered all things into his hand,
f us muftbean a& of the Redeemer
nand by him, as God-Redeemer ) by
aw of Grace,made as King , after the
&ion. Now that Chrift hath made no
¢ Law of Grace, promifing Remifsion
pentand believe, I fhall thew fprther in
ing to be proved in the Major,is,that as

far as the Inte

ing him

Judge. T will firft prove the f'ormer,thgt
ived a Right of pardoning. Matg. fg.
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18, 19, 20. oA/ PoWer 1s given to me in heaven andinearth; Go
Jetherefore and teach all Nations, baptizing them, &c. Teaching
vhem to obferve all things whatfoever 1 have commanded yon.\Wher
 Mark 16.16. it is ,He that believeth and is baptized, [hall be [aved,
and be that believeth not fhall be damned. Where we fee firft the
fulnefs of his power, and that the Law,or A& of Grace and Par-
don granted by that Power. Luk. Se 24. That ye may koW that the
Son of man bath power npon earth to forgive fins, &c. Luk. 10,22,
Alithings are delivered wato me of my Father. Joh. 13. 3: Pefus
knowing that the Father had given all things into bis hands. Joh.3.
35, 36. The Father loveth the Son, and bath gives all things into
his hands. He that believeth on the Son bath everlafting life, and ke
that believeth not the Son, fhall not [ee life, but the wrath of God abi-
deth on him. Joh. 5. 22.10 30. For the Father Fudgeth no man,bnt
hath committed all Judgement antothe Son. + that all men fhonld
honor the Son, even as they honor the Fatber. Verily, Verily, I [ay
#nto yor, He that heareth my Word , and believeth on bim that [ent
me, bath everlafting life, and fhall not come into condemnation, but 7
PAfJed froms death unto life. V. erily, Verily, I [ay wnto jou,the honr %
coming and now is, When the dead hall hear the voice of the Son o
Gody and they that hear fhall live. For asthe Father bathlife in bim-
Jelfs [ohathbe given tothe Sonto bave life in bim[elf. And hath
&iven him  Authorisy to exxecute Judgement alfo , becanfe he i the
Son of man. Marvel not ar this, for the honr is coming in which all
that are in the Graves [boall bear bis voiceyand [ball come forth ; they

- that have done good, to the Refurrection of life , andthey that have
* doue evil, to the Refurrettion of Damnation, Rom. 14« 9. Forto
this end (hrift bath Dyed, Rofe and Revived, that he might be Lord
both of the dead and living Phil.2.8,9, 1 0. But what fhould I ftand
on this for, among Chriftiansthat confefs Chrift as Mediatorsto
> the King : All thofe texts that mention his Kingdom, and
Kingly Power, proveit, See Pfx/. 2. Allthat call him Chrift the
Anointed,prove it. And yet what fiff perverfe arguings havel
heard from Learned prejudiced men, (for fear of ytelding to any
kindeof general Redemption,ifthey yielded that Chrift as Media-
tor, hath a Kingly Power over all maintaining that this Power
hehath as God, and not as Mediator ; thatis, Chrift is not Chrift,
the King. God would have his Crucifiers affix to his Crofs the
Title of King, By thefe Texts mentioned, it is evident that %hr:lli:c

; - Kk a
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hath Authority and Right as Mediator to grant Pardon of fin,
and that he hath made a Conditional General A&of Pardon
hereupon. So that both the parts of the Major are proved toge-
ther. And the nature of the thing provesit to all menthat know
what Pardon and Juftificationis. Itisthe Pardon of the breach
of publike Laws that we are fpeaking of, and not of private tref-
pafles or damages. |

To whomfoever it belongs to make Laws, to himit belongsto
Remit offences againft thofe Laws : But to the Supream Power,
or Legiflator it belongs to make Laws : therefore,

To whomfoever it belongs to Judge men for breach of Laws ,
to him it belongeth fententially to Juftifie him that is Juftifiable,.
Butto Chrift as Judge it belongeth to Judge men : therefore,8c.
- T will recite one text more that containeth all that T have faid.
eA4EL. 5. 30, 31. The God of our Fathers raifednp Jefis . Whom )¢
[lew and hanged 0w a Tree.” Him barh G od exalted With his vight
handto be 4 Prince anda Savionr for to give Repentance to Ifrael,

and forgivene(s of [ins,and we are bis witnefJes of thefe things, 4%
fo % the holy Ghoft, whom God hath given to them that obey bim..
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 2
King-Saviour,or Lord-Redeemer : Where note, that all his work
of faving us was not onthe Crofs : that prepared for the relt:
which was to follow. He was exalted to be a Saviour and Prince-
And then we havethe end or effe& of his being exalted to bea
Prince and Saviour, which is to give Repentance and Forgivenefs:
of fin. As a Prince he doth this, becaufe it is: neceffarily a_work~
of Soveraign Power, or of a Ruler orKing: Asa Saviour he doth:
it, becaufe the thing wrought in this work 1s our falvation, to the:
perfe&ion of which italfotendeth: 4
Having proved the Major Propofition; I need not fay much tﬁv :
the Minor , it being granted, for ought I can undcrﬁapd,.bya :
shat 1 have to do with; that Chrift doth not pardon and jufiifie by
fatisfying or meriting, dire@ly: Forasto fatisfying it 18 paft qug-
ftion : And Meric, 1s a remote caufe, moving, ( to fpeak after the-
manner of men, as we muftdo ) the Principal Agent : andl-] o
apon Chrifts Merits , God as Soveraign did deliver up allto : lz’
Son, asSaviourand Soveraign, and gave him Powex to forgt

fins,.. Obferve.
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Obferve alfo, that if all this were denyed ( that Pardon and |
Juftification are A&s of Chrift asKing) and if we granted that 1‘
they are A&s of God the Father,and not of the Mediator , yet
we fhall confute eternal Juftification asan Immanent a&, thus Ju-
ftification, Abfolution, Pardon,are a&s of God asRe&or : God
was not Re&or from eternity ; therefore, Juftification and Par-
don are not a&s that werein God from Eternity. The Major is
paft queftion. The Minor is proved thus : A Ruler and Subje&s
to be ruled,are Relatives, and exift together ; one cannot be be-
fore or without the other. But God had not fubje&s 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.
Avgumens 2. Where there is no acual guilt, there canbe no
a&ual Remiffion or Juftification, But from eternity, or the time
of Chrift, there was no a&ual guilt on any that did not then exift
( or were not then conceived ) therefore from eternity, or from
the time of Chrifts death, there could be no a&ual 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. All
Remifsion or Juftification is a Remifsion of fome guilt , ora Ju-
ftification againft or from fome guilt, real (in Conftitutive Ju- 1
ftification) or charged (in fentential Juftification ) therefore x
a@tual Remifsion muft be of aCtual guilt. Remifsion is adiffol- »
ving the Obligation to punifhment, Guilt is the Obligation to

punifhment : therefore.

For the Minor , that there could be no a&ual guilt on usfrom \\
Eternity, is paft doubt. Nor yet at Chrifts death, when we were ‘
not in being. We were no fubjects ot Entities, and therefore had

no Accidents or Modes.

To this two thingsare anfwered ; 1. That from eternity our !
guilt had an Efe cognitum. 1 Reply, 1. Thatisnotto Beguilt = < 1
2. That ¢ffe, i any where, wasin God, for there was no other |
fubject of it, But it was not guilt,but knowledge that wasin God. |
3. There was no effe ab eterno, but God himfelf. But God him- 1
felf was not guilt. 4. To be Cognitum, makes a new efle in man,

( viz. Rationss) where the Object caufeth. Butit makes no new
effe in God, with whom Objects have no Caufation : therefore
guilt had no true effe st Cognitms from eternity properly fo called;

Xkz a8 but
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buta formalityat moft. 5. Gods knowing, wasa foreknowing ,
( Scripture fo cails it): nota knowing that a man then Was,or was
guilty, but that he would be,or that it was futurum, Therefore
man wasnot guilty : futarum is terminms diminnens as to exiffens,
and fo is pre cognitum. 1 conclude therefore, that man was not
guilty from eternity, and therefore not capable of pardon.

2. Itis objeted, that at Chrifts death we were guilty, becaufe
we were all guiltyin Adam. T Reply ; When we exift, we are faid

firfk to be in Adam, and fo to be guilty in 4dam | as we are the

progeny of him. But properly, before we exift we were not guil~
ty: He that was notin «Adam, was not guiltyin. Adam : They
that now live on earth,were not in 4dusm at:Chrifts death : there-
fore they were not guilty in e 4dam. The Minor is plain ; for,He
that wa noz, was not ix Adam : But he that now lives on earth,

was ot at Chrifts death : therefore he was not in Adam. To be in
Adam, fuppofezh 0 be, 004j.- I, Gods account. we were in him,
e4n/w. Notfo : Gods.

accountisaccording to truth : therefore
he aceounts not thofe in .7 dans that are not. 04, All mankinde
finned in Adam : therefore they were in Adam, o1 nfw. Mankind
is taken either for the humane nature, or for each Individual per-
fon.. And finning in Adam, Gignifieth either that they perfonally -
finned in Adam, at the time when he finned , or elfe that hethen
committed a fin which fhal| begin to be theirs,, when they (hall
exift. Andfo I fay,that the humane nature did firin Adam andmy
perfon as foon as exiftent is guilty. of A dams fin, and fo far
‘may be faid to have finned in him ; but my perfon didnotas a
perfonreally or reputatively fin in him before it did exift , orwas
a perfon, 04j. If our guilt or fin weré not then Reputatively 0
Being, how could it be [aid onChrift, or Chrift bear it. Anfw-1¢
was not finit felf, or guilt in it felf, the fame with our Individual
guilc that Chrift bore. But he contracted, as it were, a guilt by
his own voluntary {ponfion, which he did, not becaufe we then
were guilty, but becaufe he foreknew we would be guilty, andby
that guilt liable to punithment : and therefore. to prevent OUI%
punifhment ( not our guilc ) he offered that facrifice of _hnmf_g
onthe Crofs,on confideration whereof, our guilt,when it did exiit,
thould be done away: Not that it did then exift, or was then done
away. [ . : 2 Yastd QY todur il 5 :
zy And it muft be known that all that then didexxﬁ,we?g :
adually guilty, . - ' i
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3- And that Chrifts facrifice was for mankind in general | the
humaxe nature being then guilty ; though God did know and
determine the particular perfonal application , and intended the
pasdoning of each individual Ele& perfon by it.  But thereis
more required to the full explication of this, then I may now
ftand-to perform : and I remember I have dpoke to it againft
Lund, Colvinns. : '

Argument 3. He thatiscapable of pardon, is capable of pu-
nifhment. They that are now living here, were not from eternity,
or from Chrifts death capable of punithment ( actual and per- i
fonal ) therefore they were not capable of pardon ( actual
and perfonal.) The Major is plain, in that guilt is an obligation to ]
l;))unifhment :and he that is obliged to it, 1s capable of it. If it

e due, men are capable of it, The Minor is evident,in thata won
enssis not capable of punithment. Punifhment hath a fubjett : a
#on ens isno fubjed for it - therefore. L
Argument 4. Remiffion of fin gives Right to Impunity. From
Eternity, or at Chrifts death, we had no Right given us (who are :
now here living ) to Impunity Therefore from Eternity or Chrifts -
death, wehad no Remiffion, R A

The Majoris paft doubt. The Minor I prove thus, Non-entis,
o eft modus vel Ascidens. “Non-Entities have neither Mode nor ‘
Accident. Right to Impunity is a modns vel Acoidens and we were K

then won-entin : therefore. : R
. 0bj. We were Entiain Law,or in Godsaccount, * *
~An(w. Not fo, for their Judgement is according to truth. .
'+ Ob). The children unborn may have fuch a: Reputative Being
in Law, and in the ‘eftimation of Deonors; or Contra&ors,, that
_ the% may by Deeds and Conveyances be made the fubjecs ofright
- Or litle. : = i
. Anfw. Not fo,it isnoja&ual Righe till they are a&ually fub-
Jedls of it.. .And they cannot be made a&nal fubje&s by a mans
-~ conceits or fuppofitions, Nature'is fuppofed in Morality. There ;

s only an Inftrament made in. fuch Donations, ot Contrads, ' i
which thall give Right when the fubje is capable ; Ora fign by
& which the will of the Donor s fufficiently fignified,that on fuch a

- ‘uppofition, at fucha time, fuch fhall have Right. Asin natural -
metions;a man that fhoots an Atrow, may have itrevocably deli-

et Kk'3 vered -
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- vered it out of his ownhand, when vet there isa certain fpace of
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time before it fhall come to the Butt or Mark : So in thefe civil
adtions or motions, a Donor that gives a thing in diem,ora Con-
tractor that doth Promife it ix diems, may (if the Donation be
Abfolute) irrevocably guantnm in fe, part with his right, or emit
the Right,or perform fuch an a& which fhall give Right quande
venit dies : but donec venit dies, till the fet time, the Right is not
received by the Legatory, Denatory, &c. it comes not to him ;
andfo is not his. And if it be thus in an Abfolute Donation,
which is é» diem much moreina Conditional, where the Recepti-
-onis fufpended on a Coadition,Contingent in it felf,and uncertain
tothe party that isto perform it. And efpecially where the fubjeét
to receive itis not yet in being. Mens Covenants in fuch cafes, do
but contain that fignification of their will which fhall then prove
fundamentum Jarss, or give Right to the child whenit is born,
and be intrufted in the mean time in the hands of others for them,
if they fhall exift. .

06j: But we have before we arein being,a 7us ad Rem,though
nota Jusinre, becaufe God promifed it to Chrift forus, ortous
in him; and it is juft that God make good his Promifes,and there-
fore we have Right to it.

“nfw. T fhall the rather fpeak to this Objecion, becaufethe
late mentioned * learned man builds fo great a Fabrick onit.1.The
things to which we are faid to have Right, is, The good things p#r-
¢hafed. Abfolution from guilt, and fo pardon ef fin, is one of the
good things purchafed. If thisbe fo, all isgranted that we de-
fire, as to the pointinhand. For he that hath but right to a par-
don or Abfolution ( though it were abfolutel granted i dsem)
isnot yet pardoned or abfolved : There muft be the Fus in rf,b‘;‘
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 1:
«certain that he is not Abfolved at the prefent. Evenasheis i
fan@ified or glorified; that hath not the ching it felf, and {03 gf :
inre,butonlya 7us adrem, a right to be San@ified and Glort e
ed. Therefore for all this ( pretended ) Right adrem, none la P
Abfolved or Pardoned fromthe time of Chrifts death, much le
from Eternity.

i e
3 intai al right ad rem ro futur
2, But I maintainthat we had no aGual right 44 <
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Remiffion and Abfotution from the time of Chrifts death, either
ip/o fatoupon his dying, or ipfo Inre, upon the Promife of the Fa-
ther to the Son; yea or (which is more) p/o Jure upon the Cove-
nant made by the Father and Son to mankind : But then we muft
firft determine what Jus, Right is. It reacheth not our cafe to fay
that Zus eff .guod juftum eft. 1t may be Juftin naturaves, that fuch
a mando fuch a thing, when yet no man maybe faid to have right
to the a&ion or its effe@. At leaft it is Jus as exiffent, in fome fub-
je&, to whom it is communicated, and inwhom it doth as it were
inhere, that we are to fpeak of. And we take not j#ftum in {0

to pardon him that hath wronged him (‘according to the Law of
man ; ) becaufe it is not unjuft, there is nothing againft it + But
wetake it in a firi&er fenfe.

to Be Right and Juft; and another thing to HaveRight. To be
Right,as every thing isthat is Juft, is a Relation of a lower natur¢
then that which we treat of ; being fcarce more then somine rensus,
a Relation. When you fay, Jus effyquod Inftum et 5 You deno-
minate a Thing juft: but when we fay, A man hath Right to this or
thar, we fpeak of the Perfon, asthefubje& (of Adhefion or In-
hefion ) of that Right. Itis only a Perfon,and not an Inanimate,
or a bruit, or a meer A&ion or Quality, &-. that is the fgb;e&
.of the Right that we areto fpeak of; Tms eft effectum Titnls ‘m’(
. Relatio a Titnlo vefultans + Titulus eft fundamentum. Inris - He
that hath a good Title hath Right; Butomne quod Inftum eff 518
not Relatio refultans & Titulo. Themeer Object of a Juft act, or
theact it felf whichis juft, is not faid to Hawve Right to it felf or
another thing; as we fay, man hathright to things, f jus eff, guod
j#ftums eft; then to fet true Landmarks s /us : But who 1s1t , ot
what , that is the fubject hujus /uris ? the ‘Land hath no Right
(civil Right ) to theact : The act hath not Rigbt to it felf. The-
Agent is the fubject of that quality of Juftice which caufeth him
todo Right : butis not faid to have Right to his own Act. Itis:
therefore fome fecond perfon that bath Right to that juft act of -
the Agent : In which wordsit isplain that the juftnefs or right-
of . the Act is one thing; (arefpect by which that act is denomina-

ted juft) and the Right which the fecond perfon hath'to that ac;f
) ~ and!

large a fenfe, as to comprehend wos-injuftum as it is juft foraman

-~ Itis one thing to be the Obje& of that A& which is right and
juft, and another thing to be the fubje& of Right. Itis one thing
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(256)
“and its effect, is anothet thing ( A Right commonly called Civil
or Legal, adherent to the perfon, and founded in his Title. ) For -
an Act or Thing to be Righ: or Inft. ;5 and for a perfon to Have
Right by Title, are in my fenfe no more the fame thing, then for a
perfon himfelf 10 be righieons, and to haveright to a thing.. So
thatinthe fenfe in queftion, it is not true chat Omne guod fnfium
eft,eft Ins. 1take Lus, Right in the perfon, in our cafe, to be that
which anfwers ‘D ebirsm in the thing : For me to have Right to
the Thing, and for the Thing to be due to me._ is all one, 1 hope
I may in this cafe have your free leaye to mention the Judgement
of Grotiws { and to prize it with the higheft ) He diftinguifhing
between thefe two fenfes of lus ( de lure Beliybic. 1.5 354y57)
{aich, Jus bic nibil alind quars quod Inftum off fignificat ; idgue ne-
gante magis [enfn guam agente 5 ut Ins fit gn0d injuftum non eft—
Ab bac (uris Jign ficatione diver(s eft altera, (ed ab bac ipfa veniens,
qne ad Per[onam refertur . quo (enfuy Iys efty Qualitas < Moralis
perfone,competens ad aliquid jufte habendum wel agendum. Perfone
competit hoc jus, etiamfi Rems ixterdum [equatar, ut (ervitntes pra=.
diorum ,que Inra realia dicupsyr comparatione falta ad alia mere
perfonalia: non guia non 1p/a quoque perfone competant. Sed quia
#non alii competunt quam 95 rem certam habear. Lualitas antem
Moralis perfeita, Facultas nobis dicitur, minns perfeitas Aptitudo :
gnibus refpondent in naturalibns, illi guidem acius s buic Potentia.
Facnltatem Lurifconfulti nomine fui appellant 3 Nos poft hac Jus pro-
prie ant [triéte ditum appellabimus, Suh q#0 continentur Poreflas
2um infe que libertas dicitur, tum iy alios ut patriay dominica = Do-
minium, plennm [ive minns pleno, st ufus fruitus,jus pignorss = EE
Creditum, cui ex adverfs refpondet Debitum.

The like diftinction do other Lawyers ordinarily give,and fome
fuch Defcription of the perfonal right in queftion, which Grotins
calls fus proprie vel [Fricte dictum, Yo Vi

Sayrus defines it,[us off facnltas aliguid faciendi,ffve obtruendiant
in €0 inflituendi, vel aliquo alio mody  [¢ babend; cni, fine canfa Jnfta,
ab[qne injuria contraveniri nequit.fus ad Rem dicitur illud,gnod ba-
betur ex alignovincnls obligationss Circa rem nebis Debitamsnondsm
tamen fallam noftram. Iusin re dicisyy quod habetnr de re 9”‘;
noftra ¢ exiftens : unde ad comperanduns Domininm atqne 4 ".t '
jusinre,non fatis eff rem c4%s Dominiums [umns comparaturi, 6X
fere , [ed ulterins requivitur eandens’ rems effe noftram, 3
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