
and its effect is another thing ( A Right commonly called Civil 
or Legal, adherent to the perfon, and founded in his Title. ) For 
TiJt^T r ^ 1 0 W 3 ^ d for zperfon to Have 
Rtght by T.tle are m my fenfe no more the fame thing, then for a 

E S S ^ t " ' a n d t o b e * t t 0 i d l i n g . So 
^ e»Zr nZ£ f e f t ^ ^ not true that Omne q»od%ft*m 
winch anfwer? 0 P m i h e P e r f o n ' i n o u r c * '<> be that 
Se Thino S n U t h e C l ^ g : F o r m e C o have Right to 

between thefe two fenfes of / „ , f 4 7 J # f f f U f " f 
faith, i m hwnMalmdquamquodlufum eftfto^cat '. idqTe nl 

Zrfot 7 [ T m r e f T H r : f f o " * *** *fi* Cordis 

diorum qH* Iurareahadkuntur comparatione faEl* ad alia mere 
^nqmanonipfaquoqueperfon^competant. Sed quia 

f u T b u r ! ^ 1 

V r u Z J * ^ r " ^ ^ * ! * 1 * " ^ * * ^ huic Potentia. 

pne autJinUediUumappelUbimus. Sub quo contiLtur Pot eft as 
tummfeju* hbertas dicitur, turn in alUs.ut f*ri*% dominie* : Do-
rninium.plenum five minus pleno^t ufusfruflus^us pignor* : H 

cm *x *dverfo refpondet Debitum. 
The like diftinctton do other Lawyers ordinarily give,and fome 

fuch Defcnption of the perfonal right in queftion, which Grows 
calls jus proprie vel [trifle di5lum, n 

Sajrm-defines it,//*/ eftfacultasaliquidfaciendiJve obtmendi^ut 
tneo mftuuendt, vel ahquo alio m o d o f e habendi/uUne caufa M<* 
abfque injuria contraveniri nequit^s ad Rem dicitur Ulud,qtiod U-
betur ex aUquovmculo obligations circa rem nobu Debitam^ondum 
ttmenfattamnoftram. lusin re dicitur quod habetur de re qua eft 
wjtra&exiftens : unde ad camper andum Dominium atque adeo 
msm re.nonfatis eft rem cups Dominium fumus comparaturi, exi-
jtere^ Jed ultenus requiritur eandem rem ejfe noftram, ^ 

eft, 



*ft$ nobis traditam. Sayr. Clav. Reg. //, 9. caP: 3 . n . 1, 2. 
J>ome Reafons that perfwade me, that we are fo far from being 

pardoned and abfolved at Chrifts death, that we had not fo much 
as Right to be pardoned and abfolved for the future abfolutely 
tn diem, are thefe. 

1. We were not exiftent, and fo not fubje&s capable of aclual 
Right: As our felves were only in caufa potentia} & etfe cogmtio, 
& vohto fo only mult our Right be. God might, as it were, ob-
Jigenimfelf to give us Right when we were, and were capable of 
K ''A*A K m i § h t b e f a i d t 0 b e J*uft t h a t h e fll0ulct S i v e lt- B u t 

'J we did not receive it till we were, and therefore it was not ours. 
2 - j f God had before given us Abfolutely right ad r ^ t h e n he 

would not have after made a Conditional Grant of the fame thing 
to us. But he did after make a Conditional grant of the fame thing 

Y to us: therefore, 
The Major is plain, becaufe it would be a retracing of his for

mer Abfolute Grant : For as a flat denyal would have been a to
tal retraction, fq to reduce an Abfolute Gif t to a Conditional, is 
a partial retraction : This then would feem non-jftftum , yea *#-
W w w , or contrary to the former engagement. I would prove 
thismorefully, but that ir is not denyed. 

I he thing that by the forefaid Learned manis denyed., is the 
conditional Grant: He arfirmeth that it is Abfolute fub termino, 
and iaitn it is falfe that (the Redeemed while Infidels) are but 
Upon Condition under Chrifts Merit even fo far under, as that in 
refpect of ; ood or Evil their Condition is alike with thofe under 

Jy Dement, in point of Right. 

£ f h r mu whclrer C h r i f t ' Pet*r> T a < h o l d n o t that as true which 
f a \ ' a n d m 3 k e n 0 C F a i t h a n d Repentance ( or one at 

,f jeatt, ) Conditions of Juftifieation or Salvation, ! appeal to the 
* J t r e quent exprefs words of die text, and to the whole world of D i 

vines. 

J? Ji-^l I f S ? d m a d e o v e r t 0 u s a t thrifts death av Jus ad rem, a 
• ^ignt to future pardon Abfolutely, then it was, either by fome 
% [ r o m i l e , o r f i g n a l G < - a n t or by meer Decree and Purpofe. But 
• b V n e i t h e r of thefe ; therefore not at all. There can no other 

w y J V m ? g m e d r a C ! 0 n a l ] y t h a t I conceive of.unlefs they fay that 
2h- u 1 y a c c e P c i n 8 c h r i f t s facrifice, he gave us fxsadrem, of 
wnicn we (hall fpeak anon ; and now only deny it . That Decree 

L1 gives 
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gives not Right,is granted by moft, and all that I know, ( except 
this Learned man ) that are worth the difputing with in fuch a 
point. The Immanent acts o f God do Nihilponere in objetto.Th&t 
there is no fignal Grant,either Vocal, or written, that gave us 
fuch a Right , muft be taken for granted,till the affirmerscan pro
duce fome. I f there be any in Seripture,it muft be either the Pro-
mife to Chrift, or the Abfolute Promife of the firft Grace to the 
Elect, or the Law of Faith or Grace, giving Life to all,ifthey will 
believe. The laft is Conditional, and after the Moral being of 
Chrifts death, and therefore cannot be it : The fecond is alio in 
order after the Moral being o f Chrifts death, and therefore if 
i t did give us Right if Jo jnrk, it follows not that we had it on 
Ghrifts death ipfofatlo, But indeed we have neither. For it is but 
a Declaration of Gods Decree towards fome in general: the fub--
jects are neither exiftent, nor determinate, and therefore can re
ceive no Right by it . I f a man fay , There are fome poor men in 
this City, Mom 1 will give fuch a Penfion or tsflms to before I dje. 
Neither defcribing, nor naming any, nor determining the number 
in his words ; it is juft that this man keep his word: but no man 
hath received Right to the Penfion hereby. Much lefs i f he do 
but profefs his purpofe to leave a Legacy to fome that (hall live 
l o o years hence, and do not now exift. 

But the firft is the main ground of our Right alledged,of which 
f though I purpofely avoid the contending with the forefaidlearn
ed man, yetbecaufe I know not any that hath faid fomuch as 
he, and therefore it will be to the advantage of truth ) let us exa
mine his proofs, which in his words lie thus,after this ftating of the 
cafe , Thefum then of what Vs>e have to prove is, that the Merit of 
the Death of th- Lordlefus , hath according to the Conftitution of 
the father, fo procured of him the good things aimed at, and intend-
vh thereby, that it u juft, right, and equal that they for whom they 
are fo procured fhould certainly and infallibly enjoy them at the ap' 
pointedfeafon: and therefore unto them they have an A^ualRil^i 
even before BelievingFaith it felf being of the number of thofe 
things fo procured. All which J'prove as followeth. l - The very 
terms before mentioned infer no lefs. If it be J uftum before their be
lieving, that thofe for whom (fhrijl dyed fhould enjoy the fruits ofh^ 
death) then have they even before believing }us}or a Right thereunto-

for Jus eft,quod Juftumeft, ^ 



Reply. I deny the Confequence. Its reafonis invalid. I t may 
be Juftum that God do it ; and yet you and I , or others, be no 
fabjecls of the lus, as receiving no Right thereby. I f Right were 
received, it was only Chriftthat received i t , to whom the Pro-
mife was made, and not we. He might receive a Right to Pardon 
us, and we receive no Right to Pardon. I defire alio fome clear 
proof of the Antecedent. 

That it is right and equal that they fljould enjoy thofe fruits, is md~ 
nifefi. For i . / / was the engagement of the Father, to the Son, upon 
hii undertaking to die for them, that thej jhould fo do. Ifa. 53.10, 
17,12. 2. In that undertaking he accomplished all that Was of him 
required^ Joh. 17. 4. 

Reply. Though it be the Confequencc that I deny , yet I fee 
not the Antecedent well proved \ For to the firft I fay, 1. The 
undertaking of Chrift to dye for them, means either fome aftion o f 
the pure God-head, before the Incarnation , or fome A&ion at 
or after the Incarnation. I f the firft, either it was from eternity, 
or from Adams fall or at the time when thatProphefie Ifa. 5 3 .was 
given out. I f the firft, then it was 1. before that Prophefie, and 
therefore that Prophefie did not give Chrift his Right upon his 
undertakings leaft not firft . 2. I t was nothing but Gods Decree, 
or fome Eternal Immanent ad, which is confeffed by others to 
give no Right. 

I f it were at Adorns f a l l , 1. The Prophefie J fa. 53- was not 
then in being neither. 2 Chrift was not then Incarnate, and God 
could not make temporal Covenants with himfelf. 1. I t it but fpo-
ken improperly,after the manner of men, that God makes a Co
venant with God, the Father with the fecond perfon in Trinity. 
2. This which is fo called a Covenant,muft on the ground of them 
whom we oppofe,be acknowledged to be from Eternity, as being 
an Immanent Ad: in God, which cannot oriri de novo.lt is there
fore nothing but Gods Decree or fuch Immanent afts that is cal
led the Covenant between the Father and the Son, then in being j 
and this is confeft not to give new Right, (and to us it gives none 
at a l l j 3. The fame holdeth,if they take it to begin at the 
time of that Prophefie, tfa 53. Chrift being then meerly God , , 
and the God-head beinguncapable of formal Covenanting, and 
of receiving any Right thereby. 2, And the words in Ifa. 5 3.1 o, 
1 1 • Seem rather a Prophefie. and a renewing of the Promife of a 

L l 2 " Saviour 
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Saviour to the world,then any Promife to Chrift giving him a new 
Right- And as they concern mankind , they can give no actual 
Right to pardon, to particular perfons ; though they may give 
mankind in general a Right to a mccefsful Saviour. The reafon 
is before mentioned. 

^ 1 f l lPPofe it will be faid that this Promife was not made to 
t h r i f t as meerly God, but as foreknown to be Incarnate, God-
man. To which I f ay . i . The foreknowledge of the Incarnation 
makes not Chnft to be man, and God efteems not himfelf 
??? I ? V s ; t h e r e f o r e i c makes not the fecond Perfon the 
iubjeft of this new Right by this Promife or Covenant, till he be 
Incarnate indeed.i.lfupon allthis it Ihould hold good that Chrift 
nimfelf did not before the Incarnation , by any formal or proper 
Covenant or Promife receive himfelf any new Right, it would be 
much more evident,that no man before the Incarnation received 

f u c . h R»ght> by his Reception, and by that fame Covenant. 
T hough for my part I think that a new Right did accrue to the 
pure God-head ; but rather on mans fall with Gods Promife to 
Redeem him by the Son, then from the meer eternal Decree, cal
led a Covenant between the Father and the Son. But this requires 
aftricTer enquiry. 

3.. To the fecond-proof I fay , i . We ufeto diftinguilh be
tween the undertaking and accomplilhment. Divines ufe to fay , 
that upon mans fall-Chrift undertook fatisfaclion, but it was in the 
fulnefs of time that he accomplifhed it. How therefore he ac-
compliflhed it in the Undertaking, I do not well fee. 2. But that 
he did perfedly accomplish what he undertook, I eafily grant, as 
the ground of my hope; but that proves not a Right thence re
dounding to the humane nature before it did exift, 

Laftly,! defire that none of this may be fo underftood,as if I de
nyed that which we commonly call the Covenant between the Fa
ther and the Son, or the Right redounding to Chrift thereby : 
Nay t think this Covenant or Law with the Mediator, to deferve 
a peculiar place in the body of Divinity, as of great moment5as I 
have elfewhere faid ; But the main thing I infift on is, that when 
Chrift is a capable fubjed in his humanity of fuch Covenant-
right, yet we are not thereby made the fubjecT: of it. 

2.: That which is merited and procured fer any one ± thereunto he 
for Vehom it is procured-, certainly hath a Right.That which u obtain

ed 



( 261) 
edfor me, is mine in actual Right, though not perhaps in aUual Pof-
f rfsion. The thing that u obtained, u granted bj him of whom it is 
obtained, and that * irnto them for whcm it is obtained. * jf y o u could 

Reply, A i l this is as eafily and confidently denyed as affirmed, mke-tbe Law 
A thing is prccured For a man,either only find iter,fo as that mans J** aU believe 
good is the end of the procurement ; or fubjc&ively , fo as it is ^ " J - ^ 
procured into that mans hands orpofftfiion,as the fubjed ofthe J0uldm$e* 
Right or thing. In the latter fenfe, I deny that ever Chrift pro- peat change m 
cured pardon for us now living ; fo as that we ftiould be the fub- England. 
jecfs of it, or right to it , when he dyed : In the former fenfe, I 
yield that Chrift did procure it f nally for our good, and require 
fome proof, that this makes us the fubje&s of that right. I f a man 
contract with you, to give your horfefomuch Provender every 
day, I do not think that your horfe hath any aflual Right by it 
to his Provender: And i f a King agree with you to be General 
of an Army for the reducing of a Country of Rebels, and give 
you power to grant a general pardon to all that will come in, and 
lecretly agree with you to ufe fueh means with certain men 
named, that they (hall infallibly come in and be pardoned ; I will 
not believe without proof, that any one of thefe men hath a 
Right to pardon, upon this Contract between you and the 
K i n g , * no nor upon the general a£t o f pardon, which is much * K^thomb 
more. 

, v v* you were cer-
ln fome fenfe or other, that u a mans, which is procured for him : tarn offitccefs. 

In faying it is procured for him,we fay no lefs. If this then be not in 
refpeU of T o f j f m . it mufl be in refpeB of Right. 

Reply, i . I confefs this is as probable a way to make good your 
aflertion, as you could devife. In fome fenfe or other , is fo large a 
word, that you may fay what you will with that Caution. In 
fome fenfe or other man is God ; and that is yours, which indeed 
is none of yours. 

2. But in the fenfe as cuftom hath taught men to ufe thefe 
words, I fay, that I f a thing be meerly For you finaliterjt is never 
the more y ours fubjeclive. You may have neither Dominion of , 
nor right to that good which may be for you.lt might eafily have 
been forefeen that fomebody in the world would require better 
proof of this then bare affirmation. 

2(oVp all the fruits of Chrifls death are obtained and procured by 
hu tJA'lerit, iot them, for whom he dyed. He obtains for them eternal 

L l 3 Redemption* • 
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Redemption. Heb.9.12. Pnr chafing them With his oWn blood, A&s 
20.28. Heb. 2. 14.1 Pet. 1. 18. Gal. 1.4.Rev. 14. 3,4. 

Reply. 1. AH fruits of his death, are not procured for every 
man for whom he dyedr He procured not the fame meafure of 
J^race Illumination, Sandification, for me, as for fome others : 
Nor the fame freedom from temptations, ficknefs malicious en e-
mies, &c. Nor did he peocure Faith infallibly to' be given to all 
tor whom he dyed, as he did for his Eled. 2. As is laid before, 
nepeocureditforusas thsfaUcm , though God be the ulti
mate end ) but not for us, as the fubjeds of prefent Right, till 
he inould in due time and order convey a Right unto us. 

The very nature of Merit defer ibed by the ^Hpofile Rom.4.4. 

have agUmed A , ^ t c h . 1 6 mJ d u e debt-> 1 *>*ve a Right unto * The fruits of the 
The fruits of d e a t h °f Chrifi, are the iffues of Meni (bottomed on Gods gracious 
Chrifts death Acceptation) and reckoned as of debt. 
are my due Reply. I confefs,he that merited, hath a Right unto the thing 
WbL\TcaX T a

r

S o f D?!>t. But we that go on lower Principles then you, 
led,ycaun- ° a r e n o t % t 0 ^o&.Lord,! have merited LdvationinChrifi.thtre^ 
bom. But that fore tin mine of debt, i do not think you are Chrift : nor that you 
hfaffe. were in Chrift when he Merited : nor that you merited in him. 

What then though Chrift hath of Debt a Right to Pardon and 
lave you ? W i l l it follow that you have of debt (and that before 
you believe, and before you are born) a Right to Pardon 
and Salvation ? I (hall think not, till fee better proof. 

He for whom a ranfom is paid.hatha Right unto h» liberty by ver-
tue of that payment. 

Reply. A l l unproved, and by me unbelieved. I f you pay a 
fumme to the Turk for a icoo (laves, thereby buying them abfo
lutely into your own power; I do not believe that they have any 
more Right to freedom then they had before .• though you have 
Right to free them, i f you pleafe. They are now your own ; you 
may do with them as you will. Or i f you refolve to free them, 
that gives them no Right. I f a Prince pay a ranfom for fome 
Tray tors to the King his Father thereby purchafing to himfelf a 
Dominion ( or Propriety ) over them , fo that they are abfo
lutely his. though both Father and Son agree that all or fome of 
thefe fhall be fo dealt with, as that their deliverance may be cer
tain, yet I think k gives them no more Right to it then they had 

before. 



nerore. Negatio juris eft injuria. I do not think that any ElecT 
perfon could fay, God did him wrong, i f he did not pardon him 
before he was born, or while he was an Infidel, 

3» 2, Pet. I . I . The Saints are faid to obtain pretious Faith, 
through the righteoufnefs of God. It is a righteous thing with God\ 
to give Faith to them for whom Chrift dyed ; becaufe thereby 
they have a Right unto it : Faith being amongfl the moft pretious 
fruits of the death of Chrift, by vertue thereof becometh their due for 
Whom he dyed. 

Reply, i . May it not be righteous with God, that we obtain 
it.unlefs we our felves have Right to it before we obtain it ? That: 
fhould have been proved : Yours, becaufe they have a Right to it, 
is an addition o f your own, having no word that you {hew us in 
Scripture to fuftain i t , nor .any thing inreafon that I have yet 
heard of. 

2. Though the Text underftood in vour fenfe, be nothing that 
1 lee, for your Caufe, yet I fee no proof nor reafon that it fhould 
be io underftood. I find in Expofitors thefe feveral Expofitions 
of it befides yours. 

i« As Faith is called Pretious, from the excellency of its ob-
je&i Chrift and Glory. So it is faid to be by the righteoufnefs of 
G o . d * n ^e famerefped, as precious, and in refpefting the 
object j beeaufe God hath Promifed Chrift and Glory to all Be
lievers, and he is true of his Promife. 

2. Others fay, I t is by the righteoL-fnefs of God in that fame 
promife, as that promife being the objed, caufeth our Faith : we 
knowing God to be true of his promife, do believe him. 

3 t Our new Annotations,and many others, mention a third, 
making the Righteoufnefs of Cjodto be put for the bounty of God, 
as oft in Scripture. 

4- The words tv T« 3«Sj Many take as not refpecting ; 
the efficient caufe, but the Object: God hath given us a precious 
Faith in his righteoufnefs : or a Belief in Chrifts righteoufnefs 
for falvation. Diodates words only I will repeate , viz.- Whofe 
foundation and object is Chrifts Right eoufnefs ; Which comprehends 
all that he hath done and fufferedfor his : Others expound the Word 
Righteoufnefsfor tJMer.cy, and Qoodnefs , or for Loyalty in keeping 

4 \ T h e Condition of perfons undetAlemt and Demerit, inrefpe.3 



under Merit 
avd'Demerit. 

(264) 
* But they mft 6 f ^ o o d m d ^ v * ^ t s a u ^ e * * The ?roPort^on °f things requires it-
then be alike A W men under "Demerit, are under an Obligation to ^Pumfhmtnt 1 

and it is a Righteous thing with od to recompence tribulation to 
them. 2 Thef. 1.6. It being the "judgement of Godjhat they who do 
fuch things are worthy of Death Rom. 1 .5 2. They then Who are un
der Merit, havealfo a Right unto that whereof it is the Merit. 

To be under Merit, is a ftrctching word : but i f there muft be 
any force in the Comparifon to be under Merit, muft fignifie to 
be Really, or Reputatively the Meritor's of that good; or that 
we be the fubjects of that Merit, as we are of the Merit of evil 
here compared to it. But how eafiehad it been to fore-fee that 
we would deny, either mn entia, or Infidels to be fo under Merit; 
yea or any man living , though a Believer ! And who can find 
here a word of proof of any of this ? For my part I would nei
ther believe it for a world, nor practice according to fuch princi
ples. I durft not go to the holy God with fuch a facrrce, and fay, 
Lord}the proportion of things requires it, that my Condition, wh le L 
was a wicked unbeliever, fhould be alike to Good , as is the Condition 
of Reprobates to Evil, as to Merit : / deferved falvation While I 
Vvas an Inftdel,as well as they deferve Damnation.Then G od fliould 
have done as much injury in damning us, as he had {hewed mercy 
in faving them. Then it feeras you would not fay to God , Thott 
mightejl h^ve fuftly cut me of tn my rfnbklief, and cafl me into hell i 
but contrm\y,Thoucouldfi not jhflly h ve done it. And whether 
under fuch perfect Merit you think God doth not wrong you > it* 
he inflict on you the leaft Caftigatory penalty, I know not ! And 
may you not as fairly fay, Lord, I have merited as well, not to con
tinue aJinner, under any of thine anger, any penalfujferwg, to dye, 
to lye in the dufi till the Re fur reel ion, ( in my body) Sic. as the Re
probates deferve to be damned. The Lord fave me, and all his 
Church from fuch principles. I cannot fwallow and digeft them, 
any eafier then I can ceafe to be a Chriftian. I cannot chofe but 
fay clean contrary , Lord, I dtje ve thy wrath, and am by nature a 
child of Wrath, and thou might eft jpiflly k*ve caft me into BeH from 
the womb. 2 Nay to this day, Ihould I think that I were under 
no obligation to puntfhment, I muft needs think I am uncapable 
o f pardon, and fo muft forbear to beg pardon, or to take my felt 
beholden to vJod for any renewed pardon \ nor th^t i- ought to 
ufe the means fur any. Men united to Chrift by Faith, have a bet-

ter 



ter claimto Chrifts Merits, then Infidels, though Elect: And yet 
I thank God I do not ufe to hear Minifters in prayer (' nor any 
Chriftians) talk to God in this language, and fay , We have by 
Merit as good right to heaven, as the Reprobate to hell. Nay 
more, I doubt not to prove, that Chrift never communicates his 
Merit in its formal nature, to any man ; but only the effects of 
it .• He gives us his Merit, as a man gives a prifoner iooo. l i . 
which indeed he never {hewed him in it felf,or gave him, but only 
gave it the King for his ranfom. f t was not i that Merited but 
Chrift, and I am no further under it, then to partake of the fruits 
o f i t , and that is by Degrees, in what time and meafure he feeth 
meet to give them out to me: which is not all at once,nor all per
fectly, ti l l another world. 

It is not of any force to fay, that they are not tinder that ^jMcrh, 
but only upon Condition. For this is I . Falfe. 2, With God this is aH 
o»e, as if there were no Condition, at the feafon and term appointed, 
for the making out the fruit of that Merit, as h^th been declared. 

I confefs it is offmall force, til l they know what you will mean 
by under Merit; I . I f you will mean, that we are efteemed the 
Merkors, I confefs it is falfe. For this is never true, or made ouc 
either Conditionally or Abfolutely : no more then that you (hall 
be chrift . Yet this feems plainly your meaning ; but the proof 
we want. 

2. I f you mean it of the effects of Chrifts Merits, they are of 
feveral forts, and he that (hall fay, they are ail given to us Condi
tionally, 1 would fay.as well as you, it is falfe, 

3. But i f it be the'fpecial fruit that we have in queftion, vi*>. 
Abfolution from guilt, or actual right to it, I fay that is given on 
Condition, or elfe if is not a Conditional term I f thou confefs 
with thy mouth the Lord Jefus and believe in thy heart that God 
raifed him from the dead, thou (halt be faved. Rom. i®. And 
to fay this is falfe, weighs as much with me.* as your former rea-
fonings to prove it falfe, which -X may not now axaminc. 

And where you fay, tv.th od tfas is a// one at the ftafm Sec. I 
Reply, i / And do you confefs it is not all one with him before the 
fealbn or term > z. The queftson is rather what it is with us.then 
with God • when we enquire whether we be the fubjectsof that 
Merit and Right. 3. I t is not true nor proved , that it is all one 
with God. God feeth things as they are, and thereforefeeth not 

M m divers 
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divers things as one : nor a Conditional Grant as an Abfolute. 
4- I t is true that the Eleft (ball be as certainly Juttified by the 
Conditional Grant, as i f it had been Abfolute : but this is fo far 
from making them all one,that it more fets forth the Omnifcience 
and Wifdom of God, that can bring man to his appointed end?, 
by means moftfit to his nature, and asinfallibly attain his ends by 
Contingent means, as by naturally necelTary. 

Neither yet to ObjeB that it is not their Own Meit, but 0/ano
ther Which refpecls them, that other being their Surety, doing tfat 
whereby he Merited on their behalf : Tea in their ftead, they dying 
wtth him : though the fame in them could not have been meritorious, 
they being at befi meer men, and at worft very finful men. 

Reply. Here is the heart of the whole Controverfie and ( i f I 
may have leave to fpeak as confidently as your felf ) the Root of 
many dangerous errors, I think very plainly fubverting the Chri-
itian Religion. I confefs with comfort,that Chrift was our Surety, 
and merited on our behalf, and in our ftead in fome fenfe efpeci-
ally that he latisfied in our ftead: But that we dnd mthhim when 
he dyed, i deny : I fuppofe you would by this intimate that he 
did not only Merit in our ftead , but Reputatively fo in our per-
fon,as xh&t ipfofaFlo his Merit was theirs, for whofefake itwas 
performed, and they reputed to have merited in, by, and with 
him. This opinion deftroyeth the fubftance of all Religion, as 1 
hope to manifeft upon fitter occafion. Though Chrift did Merit 
for us, and fuffer in our ftead, yep it was not as our Delegate, nor 
did we do it in him in a Civil and Law fenfe,any more truly then in 
a natural. Nor is the Tinner reputed to have done all that his 
voluntary Sponfor doth for him, nor is the benefit of it ipfo faBo 
his, but on what terms the Spomor and the Creditor or Reftor 
fhall pleafe to convey it. 

5. A Compacl or Covenant being made of giving life and falva
tion upon the Condition of Obedience, to certain perfons, that Cond:-
dition being compleatly fulfilled, as it was in the death of Chrift, claim 
being made of the Promife according to the tenor of the Comp&B •> 
and the perfons prefentedfor the enjoyment of it, furelj thofe perfo#s 

have an ablHal Right unto it. 
Reply. I f the Covenant had been made with us, and we had 

performed the Conditions, or another for us, ( fo be it the Pro
mife had been made to us> upon fuch performance of another,; 
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then all this had been true that you fay. But a Promife to Chfift 
that he (hall have all things delivered into his hands, and have 
Authority to forgive fin, together with an Agreement whom he 
fhall eventually call and pardon, this gives no man Right. That 
which is promifed to another for our good, is not promifed To us, 
though For us ; nor giveth us any Right. For what you fay of 
prefenting the perfons for the enjoyment of it, 1 underftand not. 
i . Did Chritt prefent us to enjoy it before we hada being ? a. Or 
ail the years of our Infidelity ? why then did we not enjoy it ? 
Or what was that which you call presenting m ? 3, But i f it were 
only when we received Faith that he fo prefented us for enjoy
ment, then it feems we areAbfolved but in the fame moment as 
we believe.And then our dying with Chrift when he dyed, did not 
Abfolye us, nor give us Right. I f the perfon muft be fo prefented 
for enjoyment f i r f t , flay but a moment longer ( and that not of 
time but of nature) and let him believe firft, and we are neerer 
to agreement.Yet do I know of no preferment before Faith.that 
gives us Right, but much to the contrary. 

Thatallthis isfoJeel&.^Q.i^^^&c. Pfal. 2. 2,4 5.Ifa-53' 
10,11,12. Joh. 17. $.and 2.21.Heb. 2. 

Reply. Whether any word in any of thefe texts give the leaft 
countenance to your affertion , I am content the Reader judge 
when he hath perufed them. They prove that Chrifts death fhall 
befuccefsful-but for any word that we have a Right to the bene
fits before we believe, I mean, to the benefits following Faith, 
fuch as are Abfolution and Pardon, he muft have better or worfe 
eyes then I that can find it . Much lefs, that we are actually Ab-
folved from guilt of death, and Obligation to Punifhment. Bleft 
fed are tbejt th*t do his Commandments,that they may have Right to 
the Tree of Life, &c. Rev. 22. 14. So much for that Argument. 

Argument 5. I f we are pardoned or Abfolved from guilt 
from Eternity, becaufe it was Decreed, or at the time of Chrifts 
death,becaufe it was then Merited, then all other Relations De
creed or Merited fhould be from Eternity, or from the time of 
Chrifts Merits : But the Confequent is fo falfe , that I need not 
fay any more to manifeft i t : therefore 

God Decreed from Eternity that ZXiwWftiouldbe King, and 
^ron Prieft, and both Types of Chrift : Yet were they not 
foch from Eternity : Nor yet from the time of Chrifts undertake -

M m 2 ing 



mg to Merit it. I f a man that was Decreed to have two or three 
wives fucceifively , were husband to them all at once • gutrt, 
Whether the Law will reach him for his life ? Yet fo it muft be, 
i t all his Relations are from eternity, becaufe Decreed frometer-
3 2 ^ ? t ° m C r " f t s d y i n » becaufe then Merited. Was Edward 
tteetb KmgotEr.gUnd,™ Elizabeth Queen from the time of 
Chrifts death ? Was Mr. O. Mr . E. Mr?C. or any now living, a 

S ^ n h D " ?" 1 hope L n e will % 
that God Decreed not thefe, or that Chrift Merited them not. -

1 he Confequence is plain from the parity of Reafon. I f it be 
r > T T ! f ' l C a ? f e D e

L

C r e e d o r M e r i t e d t h a t one is eternal or from 
Chrifts deathmen other Relations that are Decreed and Merited 
muft be fo too. 

a ; i ? U t c 0 t h t T t h e r ' b e c a u k I deal with men that fomewhat 
A^nlnr i , I n 0 j f ° ° p e n l y o r P^aly own the Eternity of 
Fo t T Tr 71°* 7 h , e for^^tioned learned man faith j 

tton of the death of Chrift, it * mt,from t h e K C e t t m u f l ^ h .. 
But whether this C onftderation of Chrifts death be not from eter
nity, and fo our Merit and Right from eternity, in his judgement, 
1 am uncertain: By fome paffages I Ihouid hope better: but thefe 
words make me doubtful < That the Decree of God gives to no 
wan a Rtght^o the thing concerning Wch the Decree u u fo fir 

from being a Sufficient proof of the Major , that it is in h f l f v e r f 
queftionablt, if not unqueftionably falfe. That the Dee> ee gives not 
being and exsftence t9 the things concerning which it is, is an old 
Rule. That no RightHfbouldfrom it arife unto that thin<r by vertue 
thereof ts notfo clear. Right is but Jus; Jus eft, quod'jufturn eft : 
Jf ft be f u f t or Right that any one (hould ha ve Juch a thing, he is 
faid to have a Right thereunto. i V w fuppoftngthe Decree of Qcd > 
that a man ftj all by fitch means have fuch a thing, is it not juft, 'equi
table and condecent unto righteoufnefs that he fhould have it } 

Reply, i . I t feems then we had our Ins ad rem from eternity : 
And then Chrift did not Purchafe o r Merit it : for he is not the 
caufe as Mediator of eternal effects (a parte ante.) And i f we had 
Right from Eternity to Juftification and Salvation, and that Ab
folutely fub Terminals you fpeak, to be ours, then when the term 
comes, we fhall have it , as having Right to it before.' And what 
doth Chrifts death caufe-by interpofing ,? I f . you fay > that it is 
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not Decreed to us, or by Decree given us Abfolutely, but on con
dition of Chrifts Merits j I AnlW. i . Take heed of making con
ditional Decrees/o as that any thing be a condition of Decreeing* 
2. I f our ftat ad Rem be but conditional, then actually it is none. 

H 3- I f C hrifts death be no condition of the Decree, it can beno 
H condition of the conjunct effeit, which is eternal too, i f we have 
^ a Right from eternity. 4. Or i f you judge that we have a Right 
>tff to Life from Eternity, without any procurement of Chrifts Me-
H rits, and that it is the jui in re only that his Merits are the con

dition of 5 yet remember thefe things. 1. That youfuppofea 
condition TQQ& tender e adincertum, and therefore that with God 
there can be no proper Conditions: How then can Chrifts death 
or Merits be a condition ? how can God make a grant of fuch 
Right to us, on this condition of Obedience, as you before ex-
preft ? 2. We hope Chrifts death was not a meer condition, but 
a meritorious caufe ? And how it can be fo onyourgrounds,is 
paft my reach to know. 3. And what need it, or can it caufe ? The 
Right to Life we are conceited to jiave before (by many at leaft: J 
the Right in life needs no more but ut veniat dies to caufe it J f we 
had it Abfolutely fub terming And was this it that Chrift dyed 
for, to procure us a Right to that which we had Right to before ? 

^ f l Upon Chrifts dying it is ftill but Jus ad Rem, t i l l the term come : 
^ f l and then.our firft Right would turn to a Jus in re, when we have 

the thing it felf. I f you fay that God who Decreed the end, De
creed the means, and though he gave us the Right to Life by De-

H R cree, yet he Decreed that Chrifts death (hould inrerpofe as the 
i f m means to the jus in re ; I slufw. What means is it ? To inter-
1 M pofe , is but to comein fuch an order • but what doth it to the 
^ M effect ? Condition it can be none, if there be no condition with 
mm God. < aufeiccanbe none, of that which wants no caufe but 
Egg time to its production. Nor do I fee, according to y o u , how it 

I can caufe meritorioufly, i f it caufe not 'with God from whom it 
1 1 1 Meriteth. You did therefore more cauteloufty then fatisfact orily 
$1 Jl take up with a word that will bear many interpretations, faying, 

I It affetteth Gods JuftitiamRegiminis, an$ there you pUce its pro-
curtng efficacy ; which words 1 like well, i f they were cleared ̂  and 
well reconciled with the reft. 

But you grant it as an old Rule,TW the Decree glues not being 
find ex. Qe^ce to the t hints concernino-^hichit is, A demand then • • 

Mm--J. • viii* 
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?ht 2?i D e C r e e t 0 g i v e n s R i g b » o L ' f t . or not ! I f not, 
ed n J - h K ' ' C m l 3 5 D e c r e e d ' ' 1 b e d i d ' t b e n the Decree caut 

A r L ^ e f r H " t h ' s m o r e c o t h e Defence and Confirmation of my 
ttEorh'ihe"y2uf «^/0W«'6n : For in doing that I ftiould 
hand and „ C r d t ' ^ t b e D e f i n i t i o " o f M « t h e cafe in 
eft* i twouf l n l f K ° t h ! i f G o d ( h o u l d not Pe form his De
m o C i t i ' m , U r f t i c e i n h i m > o r i n J u r ^ ( which is contra-
imagined ' X 1 ° u r c l f e I b u t o n | y n w K f i i ; ( ^ Z ) « r « 4 u 
S more ? 1 h e fl?ould "«t perform h, S word, which is 
ronvev anv R i o h ' r ' i " l * " t h e P u r P o f a « f God or man.do 
a b a l e d i f r L ^ 8 h " ° f n o t h « . o f the benefit purpofed : no nor 
caHa P o i r r

r y

r ° f t h " P u r P o f e n d t h e r . "<>?• that which fome 
P r o m l f r G r r n ? ° T d l f t i ? a f r o m » p ™ ™ f c * but onlyfncha 
™ ^ ^ ^ - W ^ ! * ^ M I W « * « t a f e i s to transferor 

ther h / h T n a R i g h t ^ ° a " t h " G o d h a t h D.c-eed to him, 
before ever h f n g h t ^ T ^ " 1 ' e v e n to Hell from Eternity 
andI t h i f n ^ • ' ? ' T f c l f 0 r i n * * •• y«» b e t o « he was: and this puniftmencis his due : but that is not true. 

^ a t ever are c o Z i ^ ™ ^ ' * " m e n fllould c o m m i t f l n s 

wmrmtced permitten<e,& vol»nu,em ~i aUnm, 
ra7T * " T i fr^'^"-»'te: and fo fin was due 
M * ^ « ^ - E t ? m t y

t ' W h e n they were no men : or they 
then R,ght to i t : but that is not true. 

a f t ' r L > ! V s c o n v e y e d t o another, but by fome Tranfient 
art (-tor it doth make a change on the object, 

fore e K r n a l P U ' P ° f e i s n < * f u c h a " a f * ! t h e r e ' 
„- , t , J £ - I r a n f l e n t act which makes fuch a Relative change, (in 
giving R.ght,) mail do it by laying a real found ation , whence 
t i / R ? 1 m n f t r e [ u l c : b u t the eternal purpofelayes none 
fuch • ( B u t the Promife or Grant o f the Law of Grace, isthat 
^*™,C^h»tprrfit4rfic,Uth*,lu tftr»mtf>.\That 
which g.veth not Title, gives not Right : but &c. Much more 
might eafily be faid to the great d i f tnnorof this new unheard of 
opinion ( t i l l now fo far as I know ) that men have Right to that 

which 
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which is Decreed them. In a word, I t confounds the nature of 
purpofes and promifes, deftroyes the main ufe, i f not the Effence 
of ail Laws, Promifes and Cont raband fo fubverts all Govern
ment, Divine and humane; and civil commerce among men. • I 

• may be bound to God to perform my purpofes ( yet not alway ) 
but i f hereby I give Right to men to all that I purpofed them, all 

H the world is ignorant as well as I . 
Argument 6. I f we are Pardoned, Juftified or Abfolved from 

Guilt,either from Eternity,becaufe it was then Decreed, or from 
H Chrifts death, becaufe it was then Merited j then would all real 

effects of Decree, and of Chrifts death, (as well as the Relative ) 
be from Eternity,or from Chrifts death But the Confequent is 
falfe : therefore fo is the Antecedent. I f we are therefore abfol
ved, becaufe our Abfolution is Decreed or Merited, then on the 
fame Reafon we are Sanctified, raifed from the dead, glorified , 

h becaufe thefe are Decreed and Merited,there being the fame caufe 
and reafon of both. 

Argument 7. I f neither from Eternity, nor the time of Chrifts 
undertaking, nor any time before we were born, or believed, we 
were made Heirs of the Promife and Kingdom,then were we not 7 J 

f Pardoned, luftified, or Abfolved from the guilt of death. But 
that the Antecedent is true,I prove by thefe Scriptures following. 
Heb. 11. 7. "By Faith Noah being Warned of God of things not 
fan, as yet moved with fear, prepared an */frk.to the faving of his 
houfe, by the which he condemned the world, and became heir of the 
Righteoufnefs which is by Faith. T i t . 3 • 7. Thxt being luftified by 
his grace, wepjouldbe made heirs according to the hope of eternal 
Life. Gal. 3. 26, 29. For ye are all the children of CJod by Faith 
in Chrift Iefus. And if ye be Chrifts,then are ye Abrahams feed , 

H i and heirs according to the Promife. Gal I . 7. *s4nd if a Son , then 
an heir of God through Chrift. v. 30. The/on of the bond-Woman 

Wm fiallnot be heir, &c.\%. NoW we,brethren, as Ifaac was, are the 
children of Promife. Rom. 4. 11,12,1 3,14. That he might be the 
Father of all them that believe, though they be not circumcijed, that 

• H Righteoufnefs might be imputed unto them zlfo. And the Father of 
ft *W Circumcifion to them Who are not of the Circumcifion only, but alf0 

H I in thefteps of that Faith of our Father Abraham, &c. For 
T\$A the T>romife that he foculdbe Heir of the world, Was not to Abra-
uffu 'i»am or his feed through the Law, but through the Righteouf nefs of 
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•Faith. Tor if they which are of the LaVe be heirs , Faith is made 
void, and tht'. Promife made of none effe[i. Rom, 8. 16 17. *And 
if children, then heirs , heirs ofQod, and joynt heirs With Chrijh 
tphei. 3. 6. That the Gentiles Jhould be fellow heirs, and of the 

J*?h*m «*f partakers of his Promife in Chrift by the GofpeU 
pdm} H5' d u t h yiotGodchofenthe poor of this world, rich in 
love him"' K i n g d o m > ™hich G**kath Prcmifedtothem tbft 

r-Jhlv

C°n<?V^Ct i s o f aPParenc verity, feeing the word 
^ o n i fe P " C h R i § h t - H e t h e r e f < ^ * « is no! Heir of the 
« Z r h ^ o f t h e Kingdom, 

0 t have R,ght in Remiffion, Abfolutionfrom guilt, * Jof i r 
-cation : and therefore cannot be Pardoned , Abfolved, Jufti-

C h ^ T T T 8 ' J ^ h c E l e < a were all Jumfied or Abfolvedin 
MathAi 1 • mer L n 1 P f ^ V ° r h a v i n S ^emfelves fatisfied or 
H'q* cnim Re- d n u DV L

m m ( which is the common found ation of the 
mitten dicitur ™ f Q opinion; then they are Juftified or Abfolved without any 
creditor, qui f ardon of fin merited by Chnft for them: But the Confequent 

5 M k X n ^ t h e 

flint exiojt\fed Th<> r c 1 
q*iultro& V " ? n T 1 6 0 0 6 ( w h i c h o n l y n e e d s proof J is thus mani-
Uberalhcr Jure t c i t C o De found. v J 

fuocedens ob- 1. Chrift was Juftified , or Abfolved without pardon : thero 
f £ * » » f o j e i f t h e E l e d were Juftified or Abfolved in C h X s the pub^ 

like perJun, as having themfeives fatisfied or merited in him, then 
they are Abfolved or Juftihed without pardon : For the fame Ab
solution1 cannot ;^ differ in nature from it felf : Chrift was 
declared Juft and Abfolved Without pardoning him one fin, as to 
the undertaken Punifhment, ' 6 

T a : f i T ? C y t h a t h a v e e k h e r P e r f e < % obeyed, or fatisfied, muft be 
Jultinedor Abfolved without pardon ( being capable of none, 
as not needing i t ) and that in the moft rigid Juftice, I f there-
tore we have either perfectly obeyed or fatisfied in Chrift, we 

t Juftified, without pardon, in ftritfeftju-

Calvin in 

muft be Abfolved or 
ftice. 

The ftriaeft Juftice can require no more then all that is due.Nor 
can deny an Acquittance or Juftificatiomtohim that hath paid or 
performed all that was due. 

Obh 
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I . yl- w ^ paid or performed it in our own perfons,then we 
I iiad needed no pardon, but feeing Chri&paid it for us, i t mult be s°Kw$ h 
1 pardoned to us, though not to him. f *&ef- Co«« 

Anfw. This is very true; and the ordinary Doctrine of Pro-
•tenants, yea of Scripture. But then obferve, that this affirmeth, VsclmQbT 
that we paid it not in our own perfons. And this muft be true, of i a t i o toUitur 
a ferfon in a civil fenfe* or Law fenfe, as well as a natural : That f o l u t ' m e e ' f u s 

> Debt which a man paies by his fervant or other Delegate he paies f°d.deh*tm 

W e l f . I t was done by his perfon in Moral, Civil, or Law-fenfe; lZdebe7L 
though not by his natural perfon. I t being therefore the Action I'M* pie*'.' 
of Laws ( or according to Laws j that we have to fpeak o f , it 

a C a L e g a l p e r f o n t h a t w e m u f t f P e a k o f ' ^ therefore 
J-hrift had fo Merited, or fatisfied in your perfon, and you in and 
byhis,that Reputativelythe Law, or Lawgiver, did judge it the 
Idem and not.only the ^quivalens, and did etteem the perfon 
the lame and judge you to have merited or fatisfied in Chrif t , 
then no Juftice could deny you prefent Judication or Abfelution 
without further pardon: though the natural perfon of Chrift and 
us was not the fame. 

But indeed it could not be, that Chrift paid the Idem, the fame 
that was due in Law, For that was fupplicium ipfius Deliwunm, 
t l ^ J u ^ l S h o u l d it be that you fliould merit or 
atisne Legally in Chrift, he doing it in your perfon. For though 

in payment of debts to a Creditor (which is not our cafe) the 
Law admitteth payment by a Delegate, and taketh the perfon as 
the fame, looking only at the Debt (for what a mans Inftrument 
dotb.faimfelf doth) yet in cafe of Obedience and Punifhment, 
the Law determined of the perfon, as well as the thing due , and 
alloweth not a Delegations doing or fuffering by an Inftrument, 
or in the natural perfon of another: and therefore dam alius foi-
Vitiftmttl aliudJolvitur. 
. A n d t n ° u g h God as Re&or, fupra Le?em, as above taw, doth 
in our cafe, allow and Accept of a Sponfor, and kind of fubfti-
cute or punifhment, v « . that Chrift fliould fuflfer in our/lead ; 
Vet not asm our perfon, fa as we do Morally or Reputatively fa-
«she or merit in or by him : but in the perfon of a Mediator ; that 
uis Sacrifice, Satisfa&ion, Merit, may be a valuable Considerati
on,©!! which God may pardon our fins, in his time, and on terms 
Agreeable to his honor and ends o f Government. I take this to 

N n . b e 
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be the truth, about the nature of our Redemption by Chrift, be
tween the two Extreams of the Socinians (who deny fatisfa-
ftion by Chrift) and the Antinomians,r who fay, that we fatisfied, 
or obeyed and merited,or both in and by Chrif t ; ) Two Errors 
of fo great moment, fubverting the very foundation , and whole 
frame of Chriftian Religion, that 1 confefs my foul abhorreth 
them though in all tollerable differences I can go far in bearing 
with dilTenters. And I wonder that fome Divines do look on 
this fo lightly, as i f it were but a verbal or inconfiderable diffe
rence. 

Ob'y But yet,though it be true that God,was bound in Juftice 
prefently to Abfolve and J ufti fie us. with out further pardon.when 
we had paid all the debt ( either of Obedience or Penalty ) in 
and by Chrift ; it followeth not, that we are not pardoned : f o r 
God did pardon us by tranflating the Punifhment from us to ano
ther : To put another into our perfon, was Gods pardoning ad: 
He might have inflifted it on our felves,and he laid it on Chrift : 
therefore we are not Juftified without pardon of fin. 

tAnfto. This is theanfwer I confefs, of fome men, whofe 
parts and worth one would think (hould promife much better. 
They yield to, and maintain what I faid before ; that we did fa-
tisfie and merit in and by Chrift, and that God could not in Ju
ftice deny us prefent Abfolution or J uftification without any fur
ther pardon, ( except in the after Manifestation of this to our 
confciences.) But then they think this ad:of Deputation, or 
change of the perfon is a fufficient pardon. To which I fay. 

i • I did not mention the exclullon of all pardon, in my Con-
fequence • but only of all pardon merited by thrifts death, or fa-
tisfaclion, or by any af t of obedience, which he is fuppofed to do 
in our perfons,and we in him. And according to this defperate 
Doctrine which I gain-fay, there can be no para"on merited for us 
by Chrift. For this change of the perfon , which is mentioned . 
was both naturally and morally (according to theff fuppofition) 
antecedent to Chrifts fatisfa&ion and merits-.we are (uppofed firft 
to be made or reputed one perfon with Chrift, and then to have 
fatisfied and merited in h im: That is, tobeflrf t pardoned, and 
then to have fatisfied and merited. 

2, But I deny that this deputation or change of the perfon,{» 
i t were true ) were any aftual pardon of fin, The definition is 



not the fame : therefore the thing is not the fame. Indeed it might 
preiuppofe apardon (according to their grounds) but is not 
a pardon it felf : For it is not a diffolving the obligation to Pu-
nitnment, nor a Giving us Right to Impunity. 

•3 '(P0t^ n o t t h i s m a k e ^ o c I s P u n i f t i n g of us in Chrift to be 
nnjuft f For i f we-were pardoned before, how can it be juft that 
welhould pay all the debt after .? or fuffer what was par
doned ? F o r i f itbeweinMoralorLaw-fenfethatfatisfie, then 
it is the fame perfon that was pardoned that fattsfieth. 

At And i f we did fatisfie in Chrift, then nothing was pardoned 
to us • it the perfon were Legally the fame. 
. 5« ^ut fuppofe thefe two laft anfwers may be put by, (by fay
ing that is a pardon to our natural perfon, though not our legal • 
or fome fuch frivolous reply ; yet can Chriftian Religion bear it 

Z?hf,™ T r ^ U r e L " ° b e a r i t t h a t w e b a v e ™ P«don of fin, 
hu t I" P " r c h a f e d

k

o r

r ™™d ^ C h r i f t s d ^ h and fatisfadion 
but was freely given before,by the change of perfons ? fome more 
I l n a l l f a y o f this m the next. 

cu ' F m u ' 9 ' I f w e d i c S m e r i t o r f a t i s f i e ( ™ aforefaid ) in 
^hr i i t then muft our Abfoiution and Deliverance be itfojalio 
trom that moment focompleated, that no Juftice can continue 
us under the leaft puniftment, or i n f M the ieaft upon us: But the 
^omequent is falfe. and defperately fubverteth Religion, and 
blafphemeth Cods providence; therefore. 
. I c "eafie to argue afa&o«d Jwy in all Gods Works he doth 
th ' f e r , e f o r e i c i s J u f t ; is anunqueftionable confequence. But 
that Ood doth infli&caftigatory Punifhmentson Believers; and 
then doubtlefs no lefs on Infidels and wicked men, though Eleft, 
is a truth fo plain, that while Scripture is believed, or providence 
acknowledged , ail the Antinomians on earth (hall not prevail 
againft i t . r 

Is it no penalty for God to hate all the Workers of Iniquity ? 
to abominate their Prayers? to deny them all fan&ifying Grace? 
to continue them children of wrath, without hope, without God 
in the world ? Under the power of Satan ? yea to be the children 
ottheDivel ? i Jok.y JO.Acl.z6.ix and to.be led Captive by him 
athiswill/ashisbond-flaves? zTim. z. :6. 

He that can make men believe that thefe men are under no 
pumihment,may next make them believe that there is no God, or 

N n 2 Providence, 
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