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atual, feems to be made ufe of by fome in
fuch a way, as, in a great meafure, deftroys
the true notion of a public head and repre-
fentative, Whatever is done by a public head,
as fo confidered, is reckoned as done by thofe
whom he reprefents; or, what he adts, as
fuch, is looked upon as acted by them. This
was the cafe with all mankind, who finned
in Adam, their public head; they were ac-
counted really guilty of his tranfgreffion, tho’
not in actual being, which is the caufe why
they are conceived in fin. And the elet were
as really juftified in Chrift their public head,
when he was juftified from all their fins:
As he, in God’s account, was difcharged
from all guilt, fo were they alfo: For he was
not acquitted without refpeét had to them,
as the perfons whom he reprefented. To
talk of being virtually juftified, in oppofition
to a real or actual difcharge from fin in God’s
account, is directly contrary to all juft notions
of Chrift being the reprefentative of his people,
To conclude: How Chrift could be virtually
flain, in the common acceptation of the word,
which is taken to fignify the being, action, or
fuffering of a perfon in another, 1 can by no
means underftand : I know of none who could
reprefent Chrift, and in whom he might be
faid to do or fuffer any thing. It muft there-
fore be underftood as that which certainly
fhould be, according to the divine deeree;
and that his fufferings and fatisfaion was

F then
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then in the eye of God, as if he had already
fuffered, and atoned for our fins, as was before
obferved. But becaufe Chrift did not actually
fuffer from everlafting, it follows not that the
ele& were not juftified from everlafting ; be-
caufe the fame is not to be concluded of God’s
immanent, as is of his tranfient acts. Juftifi-
cation is an immanent a&, and is eternal ; the
punithing of Chrift was a tranfient a&, and
could not be eternal,

I fhall now obferve fome things concerning
the ufe of the word affual in Juftification, as
itis faid to be fo upon believing, and not before.
And if it is intended, when it is faid that the
ele were not actually juftified from everlaft-
ing, that God did not acquit them of their
fins in his mind, it is a miftake, as appears by
what has been already obferved ; or if it i1s
defigned that they are not declaratively dif-
charged from them before they believe, it is
not true, for that they are by the gofpel in
general, though that declaration cannot be
received till faith is wrought in their fouls.
But if the meaning is, that they have no evi-
dence of the remiffion of their fins, and the
Juftification of their perfons, till they believe,
that is readily granted : But it is denied that
this is Juftification it felf, for it is only the
manifeftation of Juftification. This feems to
be all which is intended by fome, who fay
that the ele¢t are actually juftified when they
believe, Dr, Twifle takes actual Juftification

in
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in no other fenfe ; for, fays he, © What isit
that the remiffion of fins, and our acceptation,
fignify, if not inward and immanent adts in
God ; adts of which kind do not arife in God
anew 2" A little after he fpeaks of actual
Juftification, and exprefles himfelf thus:
“ God erets his tribunal in our hearts; our
own confcience, according to the law of God,
accufes, terrifies, and wounds us: At length
the mercy of God thus fhewing it felf, the Spirit
of God, by the voice of the gofpel, raifes,
comforts, and refrethes us, and pronounces
that our fins are forgivenus, for Chrift's fake.”
This is what he intends, when he afterwards
fays aGual Juftification is not, unlefs to fuch
as believe; which, in his ftnfe, is certainly
true, for only believers have a fentence of Ju-
fification pronounced in their conftiences by
the Spirit of God.

Objeit. 10. © Attual pofleffion, be it of a
crown, takes place, according to the confti«
tution of the kingdom, and the methods of
government, which in all wife adminiftrations
are fettled, and not left uncertain and preca~
rious: Now is the order of civil governments

¢ Quid quod remiffio peccatorum, & acceptatio nofiri, non nif
aQus internos & immanentes in Deo notant ; cujus generis atio-
nes non {iboriuntur Deo de novo ¢ Erexit enim Deus tribunal
fuum in cordibus noftris; confcientia propria, juxra legem Dei, nos
reos peragit, confternit, & excruciat ; Tandem aliquando fic ferente
Dei mifericordia, Spiritus Dei, per vocem evangelii, erigi, fola-

tur, recreat, & peccata noftra nobis, propter Chriftum, dimilfa efle
pronunciat.  Pindic, Gratiae, Lib. 2. Crim. 4. § 4. P+ 79

F 2 great,
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great, and God’s government of the world of
nature yet greater ; and is there no fuch thing
as order in the gofpel 2"

1 anfwer, that without doubt there is a beau-
tiful order in the gofpel ; and that this gentle-
man has offered nothing, which in the leaft
degree proves that eternal Juftification breaks
in upon that order. I hope it will not be faid
that God’s immanent acs do follow upon, or
in order fucceed, his tranfient a&ts, but on the
contrary ; as for inftance, creation follows
God’s decree to create: Juftification is an im-
manent a¢t, and doth not follow any tranfient
alt; nor is there any tranfient act of God that
is our Juftification, or which is the execution
of his decree to juftify us, as creation is the
execution of his purpofe to create.  Again,
I can’t apprehend what the actual pofleffion
of Juftification is, unlefs it be the fenfe and
knowledge of it, which certainly follows faith,
for none of the eleGt can know they are jufti-
fied till they believe ; the confequence of which
may eafily be gathered from what has been
faid before.

Objeit. 11. < How exprefly are we told in
feripture, that in point of actual exiftence,
that is not firft which is fpiritual, but that
which is natural, and afterwards that which
is fpiritual 2”  And, if fo, the elect not only
actually exift, but are actually condemned by

d P, 16{-
the
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:ihfi law of God, before they are actually jufti-
eds.”

The anfwer is, that the inference drawn
from the words is not juft; for they intend
that we firft receive a depraved nature from
the firt Adam, and afterwards holinefs, or
fpiritual life, from Chritt the fecond Adam.
Befides, the exiftence of the ele& is no more
neceflary to their adual and perfonal Juftifica-
tion, than it is to their adtual and perfonal
eletion. Rutherford, fpeaking of eleion,
hath thefe words:  But this, Z.e. eleion, is
an immanent and eternal a&; for no a& of
God’s will is in time, or tranfient; what God
wills, he willed from eternity ®.” He obferves
the very {fame concerning Juitification, in thefe
words: “ Thefe a&s of imputing, and not
imputing, are immanent ads in God, and
therefore eternall.” Farther, we grant that
the ele are fententially condemned by the
law of God, but this is not inconfiftent with
their Juftification in Chrift, and freedom from
condemnation in him: For, as the author juft
now quoted obferves,  The elett always, yea,
before they believe, are free from condemna-
tion; for, and on the account of, the death

€ D, 163.

b Ar veSm haec eft altio immanens & acterna; nulla enim Dei
wolitio cft temporaria, aut tranfiens; quod Deus vult, ab aeterno
voluit.  Rbetorfortis Exercitat. Apolog. c. 2. p. 35, .

i Hi a&us imputandi, & non imputandi, funt afus in Deo
immanentes, adeoque acternis  Ibidem, P 41

of
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of Chriftx,” To conclude: That which is

called their actual Juflification, is no more
than the difcovery of it, as was before ob=-
ferved.

Objett. 12. « Though now we are glorified
in Chrift, we who believe, hope one day to
be glorified together with Chrift .

"The defign of our author, in thefe words, is to
fuggeft, that as our glorification in Chrift from
everlafting is not atual, fo the Juftification of
the elect in him from everlafting is not a&ual.
In anfwer to which it may be faid, that glo-
rification is a work of God upon us, and is
expreflive of a real change in us, and there-
fore requires our actual exiftence; but Jufti-
fication isnot fuch an a&, therefore our aétual
exiftence is not neceflary to it.

Objett. 13. < Chrift’s righteoufnefs is not
upon us, in the fenfe of the golpel, before
faith; for the gofpel is exprefs, that it is to,
or upon us, in a way of believing ; and thould
men or angels teli us the contrary, let us not
regard them™.”

Inorder to remove this objeion, I would ob-
ferve, that thisauthor himfelf allows, that the
imputation of Chrift’s righteoufnefs is our Jufti-
fication, and that this is God’s act; which he
itrongly exprefles in thefe words: ¢ None,
fave God the judge of all, could make Chrift

¥ Semper enim elefti, etiam antequam credant, funt in, &
propter Chrifti mortem, immunes a condemnations. Iid, p, §6,
PP 163, m P, 170,

to
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to be fin for us; and none, fave God the judge
of all, can make any of us the righteoufnefs of
God in him®” 1T apprehend him to mean,
that as Chrift was made fin, by God’s impu-
ting our {ins to him, fo we are made righteous,
by God’s imputing Chrift’s righteoufnefs tous:
Which, if he does, he is not confiftent with
himfelf ; for then it follows, that Chrift's righ-
teoufnefs is to, or upoen us, in a way of impu-
tation, and not in a way of believing. There-
fore, fhould it be granted that only believers
are the obje@s of Juftification (which cannot
be, becaufe God juftifies the ungodly) yet it
would not follow that Chrift’s righteoufnefs is
upon them in a way of believing, or that it
is by their faith imputed to them ; for if fo,
they make themfelves the righteoufnefs of God
in him; which our author juftly denies, and
grants, that Juftification is God’s act, and not
theirs. Farther, 1 admire that a perfon of
Mr. &’s humility fhould exprefs himfelf with
fo afluming an air as he does, in faying, fhould
men or angels tell us the contrary, let us not
regard them. Had an anathema been pro-
nounced againft fuch as aflert Juftification be-
fore faith, this fentence would have had the
fame force and degree of refentment in it, as
that of the Apoftle againft the perverters of
the gofpel :  If any man preach any other
gofpel unto you than that ye have received,

o P, 106, 107,
let
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let him be accurfed °©.” However, it muft be
allowed, that his delivering himfelf in as po-
fitive a mhanner as if he had the infallible gui-
dance of an infpired writer; is going far enough
in all reafon, without pronouncing any dread-
ful anathemas againft thofe who differ from
him. What is the reafon why thofe muft not
be regarded, who affirm that the ele@ of God
are juftified before faith? Is not Mr. B. as
likely to be miftaken as they are? Iam in-
deed tempted to think that he has not much
regarded what has been offered for Juftification
before faith, for if he had, certainly his re-
fentments could never have carried him thefe
lengths.

Objeit. 14.  Gifts, how freely foever they
may be defigned for us, and given to us, they
are not ours, before we receive them: There
muft be the receiving, as well as the giving
hand, before the poor are actually poflefled of
the rich man’s gift ».”

I anfwer to this, itis a miftake; that gifts are
not ours before received; for the donor’s a&
of giving makes them ours, and not our re=
ceiving act; and we receive them as what
we have a proper right to, becaufe given us
by him whofe they arc to beftow. Therefore
it is not the poor man’s receiving a gift that
makes it become his, but the act of the giver.,
Befides, legal pofieflion depends upon a prior

® Gali; 9. P D157,
right
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right to the thing poflefled, for otherwife eur
pofleition of it cannot be juftand lawful; becaufe
legal right is founded either upon parchafe or
free gift, and not on our receiving any thing
we enjoy. Apgain: This makes our right to,
and intereft m pardoning, juftifying, and fan-
&ifying grace, and glory it felf; to dcpend as
much upon our a& of receiving thefe benefits,
as on God’s a& of giving them to us; which
is abfurd. Moreover, it follows hence that
heaven is not the faints, or that they have no
right to it whilft here upon carth ; which is
apparently falfe, for they are now heirs of the
kmgdom. To conclude: That which is given
by any purfon’s friend into the hand of another
for him (he not being prefent) is as much his,
as it he had actualiy received it at the hand of
the donor. Thus ail grace and glory was
%iven to the ele& in Chnift before the world
egan; and both as much became theirs, by
virtue of God’s gift, asif they had been prefent,
and z&uaily received the one and the other at
God s hand. 1 hope it will be allowed that
the doGrine of eternal Juftification ftands
unthaken, notwithftanding this author’s attack ;
for all his objections have not weight enough
to bear it down. If many of the fimiles he
makes ufe of, in treating about the do&rine
of Juftification, fhould lie buried in fome dark
cavern of the earth, where he makes a fuppo-
fition of putting the fun, I imagine the danger

will not be much to the churches.
G 2d)y,
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2dly, 1 fhall now confider fome objetions
which are raifed by others againft this do-
étrine,  And it is objected :

Obfet?. 1. < To this purpofe; that as fandti-
fication, and all the fruits of the Spirit, perfe-
verance in grace, and eternal glory, were
granted to the ele&t in Chrift from everlafting,
no lefs than Juftification; fo they were not
then juftified, in any other or farther fenfe,
than they were fanétified, ¢hc. which they
could not aGtually be,”

I anfwer, that fanification, and glorifica-
tion, are tranfient ats of God, and do produce
areal change inus. 'To thefe aéts our perfo-
nal exiftence is neceflary ; we muft firft be,
before we can be made holy by God’s grace :
Therefore the gift of fanctifying grace, in
the eternal covenant, could be no other than
a reprefentative fanctification in Chrift, not
actual.  Juftification is an a& of God's free
grace towards us in Chrift, and is not pro-
ductive of any real or inherent change in us;
whence it follows, that our perfonal exiftence
is not neceflary to it. Now as Juftification is
not the implantation of grace in us, but isthe
imputation of Chrift’s righteoufnefs to us,
which is an act in God himfelf, the grant of
Juftification was not a lodging of grace in
Chrift’s hand for us, to be communicated to
us, by which we might become juftified, as
the gift of fanification was: Nor could it
be a promife to Chrift, that God at any certain

time
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time would begin to juftify us, becaufe Jufti-
fication is an immanent a&, and confequently
muft be eternal. As the nature of this gracs
greatly differs from fandtification, it ought not,
in the promife of it, to be confidered in the
fame light.

Objeit. 2. € If Adam’s fin, and our own
perfonal fins,were imputed tous in time, we were
not perfonally juftified from eternity, but do
need a true and real Juftification in time.
But the former is true, therefore the latter.
The reafon of the confequence is this ; where
the guilt and charge of fin is, and law-con~
demnation for it, there Juftification is not.”

Ianfwer, that 4dam’s fin was imputed to
the ele&, as well as to the non-eleét, before
they had a being ; and that the elect are under
a charge of fin by the law, and a fentence of
condemnation for it, as foon as they exift.
But all this is not inconfiftent with their fecret
Juftification before God, as he confidered
them in the righteoufhefs of Chrift ; that being
as really imputed to them for their Juftifica-
tion before him, as their fins were to their
guiltinefs in his fight. Therefore they need
no farther juftifying a& in time, than pafled
towards them from everlafting,

Objeit. 3. < God’s eternal will to juftify
or pardon, or non-impute fin, is not Juftifi-
cation.” For the fupport of which two rea-
fons are offered ; as, Firft, that a& or benefit,
which is not the fruit of Chrift's death and

G 2 blood-
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blond-thed, is not Jultification ; but God's
will not to impute fin, is not the fruit of
Chrift’s death and bloodihed, and therefore
it is not Juftification.”

I anfwer, God’s will to fave, and make his
elect happy, is not the fruir, but the caufe of
Chrift’s death. But though God's will not
to impute {in, and his will not to pardon it
without a fatisfaction from Chrift, to fecure
the honour of his law, and the glory of his
jultice, may be diftinguifhed, yet they ought
not ta be {eparated ; for his willnot to impute
fin to his ele@, includes his will to impute it
to Chrift, and to punifh it in him, without any
abatement, Therefore it cannot be faid that
God ever abfolutely willed not to charge fin
on his people, or without refpect to their
redemption from it by Chrift. Again: God
had in his eye, even from everiaiting, the
atonement made by Chrift; and, on the ac-
count of Chrift’s engagement to fuffer for the
{ins of the ele&t, he acquitted them as really
as though Chrift had actually fuffered the pe-
nalty demerited by their tranfgreffions.

'The fecond thing, which is offered, is this:
“ That a& of God, which is no difcharge or
frecdom from the law, or the charge thereof,
whercin God proceeds not by an external rule,
as a law-giver, is not Juitification ; but God’s
will not to impute fin to his elect, is no dif~
charge from the law, therefare it is not Jufti-
fication.”

In
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In anfwer to this, let it be obferved, that
the charge of fin upon men by the law, is no
other than a manifeftation that they were
under the fecret imputation of fin in God's
mind, before the open eharge of it: And fo
alfo the declaration which 1s in the gofpel of
believers freedom from a law-charge of fin,
is no other than a difcovery of their difcharge
from all fin in God's eternal mind. God does
not then begin to look upon, or confider them
as clear from guilt, when the gofpel declares
they are fo in his account. Beiides, as on the
fcore of God’s imputing fin to us, we are ac-
counted guilty in his view, and not by the
declaration of that a&; fo, on the {core of his
non-imputation of fin, and imputation of righ-
teoufnefs, we are accounted juftified in his
fight, and not by the difcovery of thofe aés.
If it is not thus, men before their perfonal
exiftence are neither accounted guilty, nor
righteous, in God’s view. Let it farther be
obferved, that the difcharge of the ele& from
fin, in God’s mind, wasacted by him as a law-
giver, or with a view to that fatisfaction which
the law was to receive from Chrift their furety.
Herein therefore, he proceeded according to
the external rule, which he has publifhed, that
is to fay his law, and not in the leaft contrary
to it.
Objett. 4. “ The covenant of redemption or
grace, as with Chrift, is not that whereby
in was charged, or laid upon Chrift by

«
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the Father, and therefore is nat our dif-
charge.”

To this it may be anfwered, that a furety’s
engagement to pay a debt. makes it become
his in the eye of the law, and in the account
of the creditor, and therefore he expects pay-
ment at his hand, Thus, when God was
reconciling the world to himfelf, or forming
the glorious plan and model of our reconci=
liation by Chrift, which was in eternity, he
did not then impute fin to his people ; for the
Apoftle fays exprefly,  not imputing their
trefpafles to them °:” Therefore he imputed
fin to Chrift their furety; or eife it was then
imputed to none, neither to the principal
debtor, nor the furcty, which I imagine none
will affert, 'The imputation of fin 1s an a&
in God’s mind, and fo it might be, and a&u-
ally was, imputed to Chrift upon his under-
taking for the elet ; for if God did net look
upon our fins as Chrift's, by virtue of his
furetyfhip engagements, and we were not dif
charged from fin in God’s fight upon that
account, how could the Old Teftament faints
have been acquitted of their fins¢ For if we
cannot be difcharged, unlefs our fins be im-
puted to Chrift, and they could not be placed
to his account, till he  was made of a wo-
man, and made under the law *,” as is fug-
gefted ; then not one foul was juftified before

2 2 Cof, Ve IS ¥ Galiv, 4, 4.
Chrift’s
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Chrift’s incarnation ; than which, there is no-
thing more falfe, As Chrift ftood fecretly
charged with fin from everlafting, as the elects
furety, fo the open charge of it upon him was
in time, when he was incarpate; and made
under the law: But what is colletted from
thence, in thefe words, is no juft inference ;
“ The charge of fin on Chrift was by the
law: And I think none fhould venture to
fay, that Chrift was made under the law from
eternity : I am fure the fcripture fpeaks other-
wife, Gal.iv. 5. Ifa.liii. 6. So that neither
was he charged, or under any imputation of
fin; neither were we difcharged from eternity.”
I anfwer, it doth not follow, that becaufe
Chrift was not openly charged with fin by the
law from eternity, which indeed he could not
be, that he was under no imputation of fin,
unlefs it be denied that there is any fuch thing
as a fecret, but real imputation of fin to Chrift,
or f{inners, in God’s breaft, which I am fure
ought not to be denied; for imputation is
properly an a& in God, and muft be eternal,
as was before obferved. Befides; Chrift’s
furetyfhip engagements were the proper foun-
dation of the imputation of our fins to him,
as they are of the imputation of his righte-
oufnefs to us, Therefore the charge of {in
on Chrift bears date from his covenant-tranf=
actions with the Father, and muft needs be
eternal.

Objeit.
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Olbjel. 5. « Suretyfhip of this fort bringing
the charge on Chrift from eternity, would
prevent our being under the law, and the
charge of fin on us thereby, and confequently
our redemption therefrom,”

This is an objection which has, of late,
been made ufe of againft the doérine of eter-
nal Juftification : But that it is a great miftake,
or that this confequence drawn from eternal
Juftification is not juft, will appear from hence.
It is many hundred years, fince all the fins of
the ele& were openly charged on Chrift by
the law, and he atoned for them, and alfo
was actually acquitted of them by God: Now
as all this doth not prevent thofe of the eleé,
who have lived fince his incarnation, coming
under the law, and a charge of fin by it, and
alfo a fentence of condemnation for their fins,
the fecret charge of fin on Chrift from eternity,
certainly cannot be attended with any of thefe
confequences. But farther: Redemption is ne-
ceflary, even where there is no charge of fin by
the law, if fin has been committed by fuch
who now ftand clear of all guilt. This is evi-
dent in the cafe of Old Teftament faints, who
were actually glorified when Chrilt futtered,
and confequently were under no imputation
of fin; yet their redemprion was no lefs need-
ful than the redemption of other elect perfons ;
and it was actually effe¢ted by Chrift, when
they were in glory, as is manifeft from thofe
words of the Apoftle ; © Whom God hati} feé

ort
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forth to be a propitiation through faith in his
blood, to declare his righteoufnefs for the
remiffion of fins that are paft, through the
forbearance of Godf” It may therefore be
firongly concluded, that Juftification from
eternity doth not fet afide redemption in time,
fince the aGtual glorification of Old Teftament
faints, did not make their redemption by Chrift
unneceffary. Befides, our redemption from the
law was what Chrift undertook in the cove-
nant of grace ; and our difcharge from fin in
God's mind, did not make it unneceflary for
him to fulfil his own engagements, but rather
laid him under obligation to perform what he
had promifed. Upon the whole, it is plain,
that this objeGtion has no weight or force
in it.

Objeit. 6. “ That is Juflification to which
the definition of it belongs; but the definition
of it belongs to fome declared ad, or fentence
of God.”

I anfwer : If the imputation of fin to us,and
a fentence of condemnation conceived in God’s
mind, is our guiltinefs and condemnation in his
account, which I hope will be granted; then
it ought to be allowed, that the non-imputa-
tion of fin, and imputation of righteoufnefs to
us, or a fentence of abfolution conceived in
God’s breaft, is our real Juftification in his
fight. Again: Ason the fcore of God’s im=

£ Rom, iii, 24,

H puting
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puting fin we are accounted finners, fo on the
fcore of his imputing righteoufnefs we are acs
counted righteous ; notby the declaration ofthat
act. Under this head of objetion it is faid,
“ That the inward thoughts of a judge con-
cerning a criminal, are neither his condemna-
tion nor Juftification, but his pafling fentence
according to law is fo.” As an anfwer to this
I would obferve, that a fentence of condem=
nation, conceived in the mind of a judge, is
the fecret condemnation of a ctiminal : For
when a fentence of condemnation is paffed by
a judge upon a malefattor, he doth not then
begin to look upon him as guilty ; but becaufe
he concluded him guilty, he formed a fentence
of condemnation againft him in his mind, and
therefore pronounces it according to law.
Now, as Dr. Ames obferves, « A fentence of
Juftification was, as it were, conceived in the
mind of God by the decree of juftifying ®:”
‘Which fentence of Juftification in God’s mind,
was as real a Juftification of the ele¢t before
God, as a fentence of condemnation, conceived
in the mind of a judge, is the fecret, though
not open condemnation of a malefaGor. As
Chrift was really made fin by God’s a¢t of
imputing our fins to him, and not by the de-
claration thereof in the gofpel ; fo we were
really made righteous, or juftified by God’s

¢ Sententia haec fuit in mente Dei, quafi concepta per decretum
Jultificandi, Medaul, Theol. lib, 1. ¢\ 27. p. 117,

impus-
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imputation of his righteoufnefs to us, and not
by the difcovery of that a¢ in the gofpel.
Mr. Egere thus anfwers an objettion, that
is much like what is here advanced:
“ Though the forgivenefs of magiftrates be by
fome publithed a& of oblivion, yet it doth
not follow, that God muft proceed in the fame
manner ; becaufe the promulgation of an a&
of grace, is for the dire@ion and limitation
of judges and minifters of ftate, that they do
not execute the fentence of the law. Now in
the Juftification of a finner, God hath no need
of fuch an aé, becaufe he is the fole judge
and juttifier himfelf; and therefore the pur-
pofe of his will fecures the perfon fufficiently,
though his fecurity be not declared, and makes
the law of condemnation (which depends
wholly on the will of God) to be of no force,
in regard of the real execution of it, whether
he plead it or no; as in infants, and doubting
Chriftians, whofe hearts do condemn them.”
He adds: “ A judge, that hath the legiflative
power in his own brealt, needs no publithed
edict to abfolve an offender. Now God is
fuch a judge, as doth not receive, but gives
laws unto all. The publifhing of aéts of grace
is for the comfort of the offender, rather than
for any need that the fupreme magiftrate hath
thereof, as to the compleating of his a&t; as
for inftance, the a& of oblivion was a reak
pardon when it paffed the houfe ; for though
delinquents had no knowledge of their immu-

2 nity
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nity, from the penalties which they had in-
curred before it was publifhed in print, yet
the vote or fanéion of the houfe did fecure
them from danger, and invalidate the ftatutes
that were in force againft them; otherwife
delinquents would be more beholden to the
printer that publifhed the a&, than to the
parliament that made it. So the publication
of the new covenant was for the comfort of
God’s elect, and not for their fecurity, 7n fore
Dei.” Wherefore, I cannot but conclude,
that it is a miftake, that Juftification before
God is the declaration of our being righteous
in his fight, and confequently that there is no
force in this objection,

Objetd. 7. * If there is fome juftifying ack
of God pafling upon a man when he believes,
then that is the true and very time of his Jufti-
fication ; but the former is true, and therefore
the latter.” Several things are offered for the
proof of this: As, (1.) “Our being in covenant
is the rule and meafure of our Juftification.
So far as men are under the covenant of grace,
fo far they are juftified: Now God makes
covenant with fouls at believing, in their own
perfons.”

I anfwer, that it is a miftake that God
actually makes covenant with his ele& when
they believe, or that at that time they are in
the covenant of grace in a farther fenfe than

Vv Free Juftification, &, p. 153, 154
they
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they were before; for the covenant is only
revealed to them at the time of their new birth,
and is not then made with them, as will ap-
pear from thefe following things, Thofé who
are not in the covenant of grace, cannot par-
take of any bleffings in that covenant; for their
right to the benefits of it, depends upon their
intereft therein, Again: If God aétually makes
covenant with his ele&, it is either before or
after they are regenerated. It cannot be before,
for they are full of enmity againft God, and
are not fubject to his law, neither can they be,
as the Apoftle declares : Therefore at that time
they are altogether uncapable of entring into
covenant with God. Dr. 4mes, in fhewing
the difference between the old and new cove-
nant, obferves that they differ in the efficient
caufe, His words are thefe: “ For in that,
é.e. the old covenant, there were two parties,
namely, it was the compa& of God and man;
but in this, 7. e. the new, God alone con~
tra&s; for man is now dead in fins, and hath
no power of entring into a fpiritual covenant
with God ™.” Dr. Chauncy aflerts, that the
cle&t are interefted in the covenant of grace
before they believe, in thefe words: «“ All
the clet have a real right and intereft in the
covenant, cven before believing ; fuch a right

¥ In eo enim duarum partium, Dei nempe, & hominis fuit
compa&un_n ; in ifto, vero folus Deus pacifcitur; homo enim jam
in peccatis mortuus, nullam facultatem habuit {pirituale foedus
cum Deo contrahendi. Med, Theolog. kb, 1, ¢, 24 P+ 1020
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as entitles them to believing : For Chrift hath
undertaken, that all that the Father hath given
him, fhall come to him; and it’s therefore
abfolutely neceffary they fhould, as promifed
in the covenant ; not as a condition, as a lead-
ing benefit, and no otherwife *.” Elfewhere
he exprefles himfelf thus: « It's mightily to
derogate from the covenant of grace, to make
the promift thereof to depend on a ftipulation
on our parts: PFor, if we ftipulate with God,
we alfo promife to him, as well as he to us,
before performance, and likewife that we do
our part before he doth his; for the ftipulating
is covenanting ; and for any man to talk of any
fuch thing, runs upon multitudes of rocks.
Our radical ftipulation was in Chrift; all other
ftipulations are effeGts of it *.” He adds,
* The covenant of grace is the a& of God;
in the perfon of the Father with us, in the
perfon of Chrift in him, we did reftipulate.
He was the great covenanter on our part, and
the condition of this covenant ; and when we
by virtue of the promife take hold of this cove-
nant, we ftand upon this condition with God,
and God difpenfeth all benefits upon this con-
dition to us: And it is a free and abfolute
covenant to us, a covenant of promife ; becaufe
not only the promife is beftowed, without foe-
deral conditions performed by our felves, and
the great foederal condition, the Lord Chrift,
is freely beftowed on us.”

* Neonomianifin Unmasked, p, 2. & 156. ¥ Bid, p. xér‘g,
(o]
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To thefe things I fubjoin, that all the po~
fterity of Adam were aGually in, or under,
the covenant of works, when that covenant
was made with him, becaufe he then repre-
fented them as their public head ; wherefore
their perfonal confent was not requiredto that
covenant. If this is not granted, it muft be
denied that we were guilty of Adam’s fin;
and alfo, that the corruption of our nature is
the confequence of his tranfgreffion. Now, if
all 4dam’s off-fpring were a&ually under the
covenant of works, immediately upon his con«
fenting to it, and from thence his fin became
as really theirs, as though they had been
actually prefent when he committed it, and
upon that account they reccive inherent fin
from him ; why may it not be allowed, that
the elect were actually interefted in the cove-
nant of grace, when Chrift, as their public
head, entred into that compact with the Fa-
ther? And alfo, that his righteoufnefs was
really imputed to them for their Juftification,
by virtue of their intereft in the covenant of
grace, tho’ they did not then exiflt, as Adam’s
fin was imputed to all his fced, before their
perfonal exiftence, by virtue of their intereft
in the covenant of works? Not after, or
upon believing, doth God make covenant with
them, for then they muft be fiuppofed to par-
take of one eminent bleffing of the covenant of
grace, before they are interefted in it; for
faith, yea, all regencrating grace, is contained

2 in,
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in, and promifed by that covenant ; as is evi-
dent from thofe words, “ A new fpirit will I
put within you; and I will take away the
ftony heart out of your flefh, and I will give
you an heart of fleth>” Therefore becaufe
they are interefted in the covenant of grace,
even when unregenerate, they are born
again in God’s appointed time. Now who
can imagine, that if the elect are interefted
in the covenant of grace before they believe}
and that it is from thence they do believe,
or receive faith, that that covenant is made
with them after, or upon, believing? ‘That
would be no lefs abfurd, than to fuppofe an
effet gives being to its caufe. Therefore
when we read of God’s making covenant with
his people, it only intends the manifeftation
of covenant promifes and bleflings to their fouls;
which is evident from thofe words, * The
fecret of the Lord is with them that fear him,
and he will thew unto them his covenant?,”
"This author obferves,

(2.) “Our JuRkification follows our union with
Chrift : Now as there is a legal and reprefen-
tative union of the elet in Chrift, which infers
their being juftified in him ; fo there is a vital
and influential union brought about at be-
lieving.”

As an anfwer, let thefe things be obferved.
Our vital union with Chrift is not the effe&,

* Ezek, xxxvh: 29v 2 Pl xxv. 14,
but
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but the caufe of our faith; as the union of
the fcion wish the ftock, is the caufe of its
bearing fruit. Again; Vital union with Chrifc
is not the foundation of our Juftification, but
that legal union which is between Chrilt and
us; thatis, as he is our furety, and we are
the principal debtors: For it was by virtue
hereof that our fins were imputed to him ; and
from hence it is that his righteoufnefs becomes
ours, or is imputed to us. 'This union is eter-
nal ; and fo is the imputation of Chrift's righ-
teoufnefs to us, which arifes from that union.
That which was not neceflary to the imputa-
tion of our fins to Chrift, is not neceflary to
the imputation of his righteoufnefs ; vital
union to Chrift was not required to the for-
mer, therefore it is not to the latter. He
farther adds,

.) ¢ Juftification goes with our poffeffion
of Chrift ; that is, all bleflings of the eove-
nant go with him.”

I anfwer, thattheele& are interefted in Chrift
before they believe, though till then they are
ignorant of their intereft in him. They are his
by choice and acceptation, and alfo by re-
demption and purchafe; and he is theirs by a
gracious donation of himf¢lf to them, in the
everlafting covenant.  Farther; Juftification
depends not upon our poffeffion of Chrift, or
an application of his grace and righteoufnefs to
our fouls, by the Spirit of God, though our
koowledge of it does; for that is an adt in

I God
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God towards, and not the infufion of grace
in us, and is therefore eternal; for no new
a&s do, or can, arife in God; he has the
fame view of us in Chrift before we believe, as
after believing. He fubjoins,

(4.) “That believers have a farther difcharge
from the law, and are not fo under the fentence
of condemnation therein, as unbelievers, tho’
ele.”

1 anfwer: The ele&t are under a fentence of
condemnation by the law, as was before grant-
ed; yet, this notwithftanding, they are jufti-
fied in their head Chrift, as was before ob-
ferved. The ele® who are not called, are
juftified in God's fight; the called elet are
juftified, not only fecretly, but openly: A de-
clared freedom from condemnation, is no more
than Juftification revealed. He adds,

(5.) « Believers are under the juftifying dif-
charge of the gofpel.”

It is true, they are fo; but this is no more
than the manifeftation of Juftification, and not
the thing it felf. Under this objeGion it is
farther faid, “ That when fouls are brought
under this, 7.¢. the covenant of grace (which
mode of expreffion I cannot but difapprove, as
improper, becaufe they are in the covenant
before they believe) then the filthy garments
are taken away, and they are clothed with
change of raiment.” Which, if true, it fol-
lows, that their fins are imputed to them, at
lcaft till after the firft adt of faith is put foxh d

n
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And alfo, that Chrift’s righteoufnefs is not
imputed till after the exercife of faith ; which
makes Juftification to follow both the habit
and a& of faith; and is dire&tly contrary to
the exprefs words of the Apoftle: “ but be-
lieveth on him that juftifieth the ungodly®;”
for no regenerate perfon is an ungodly
perfon.

Thefe obje@ions are to be met with in
Mr. Bears’s Vindication of the eternal Law
and Gofpel, fecond Part. I hope the anfwers
here given to them, will take off all that force
which they may feem to carry with them,
againft the do&rine of eternal Juftification.

There are fome other popular ob-
jeGtions, which have lately been advanced
againft this important truth, which I fhall en-
deavour to anfwer.

Obyjett. 1. ¢ There cannot be a Juftification
from fin, till there is a charge of fin; but
the one is in time, therefore the other.”

I anfwer, this objeétion is as much levelled
againft the imputation of fin before time, as
againft cternal Juftification. That God from
everlafting did impute fin to his elect, as in
themfelves confidered, is evident by the cave-
nant which God and Chrilt entred into.
Again: The charge of fin upon them by the
law, is no more than a difcovery of their
ftanding fecretly charged with fin in God’s

b Rom. iv, 4.

I2 fight
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fight long before, as has been already ob-
ferved ; neither is their open acquittance by
the gofpel, any more than a manifeftation of
their fecret Juitification in God's mind, as he
beheld them in Chrift from eternity. It is
granted thattheir open difcharge from finfollows
the declarative charge of it by the law, and
that the one and the other is in time ; but this
militates not with etcrnal Juftification in
Chrift,

Objett. 2. © If the ele&t are juftified with-
out faith, they may be faved without
faith.”

I anfwer: It is very bad logic to argue
from a part to the whole; that which is true
of the whole, is of a part, but not on the
contrary ; that which is true of a part, may
nat be fo of the whole. Again; It may joftly
be faid, that in fome fenfe the ele¢ are faved
before they believe, and confequently without
faith, as appears by thefe words: ¢ who hath
faved us, and called us with an holy calling ;
not according to our works, but according to
his own purpofe and grace, given us in Chriit
before the world began<”™ Salvation in a
fenfe precedes vocation ; for the elett are faved
with many temporal falvations, before, and in
order to, calling; or they are preferved by
God's kind providence from many dangers,
and recovered out of many afflictions, in order

¢ 2Tim. i 9.
to
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to be called; which I take to be included in
thofe words; “ preferved in Jefus Chrift, and
called ¢.”  Befides, they are faved in a fpi-
ritual fenfe, before calling; for Chrift hath
redeemed them from the curfe of the law, the
wrath of God; and alfo has conquered all
their enemies, fin, Satan, death, and hell.
This was the work which the Father gave
him to do, and he came into the world to
accomplith; for, “ he came to feek and to
fave that which was lofte.” The diftin&ion
of the impetration and application of falva-
tion, which is commonly made by divines,
perfetly agrees with this; the impetration of
falvation is before, the application of it begins,
when we believe.

If glorification, or the confummation of fal-
vation, is intended in this objection, as I fup-
pofe it is; it follows not, that becaufe we are
juftified without faith, that we may alfo
Le taken to heaven without faith: For
it is not only neceflary that we have a title
to glory, which is the juftifying righteoufhefs
of Chrift; but that alfo grace be implanted in
us, in order to fit us for the actual pofleffion of
everlafting life.

Objeit. 4. © Some have faid they will never
believe the do&rine of eternal Juftification,
unlefs it can be made appear, that we were
finners from everlafting.”

¢ Jude i. ¢ Luke xix, 10,

If
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If there is any thing of weight in this tri-
fling objeétion, it muft be this, That we can-
not be juftified from fin before we have com-
mitted it : I anfwer, were not the elet of God
confidered as finners in the a& of eletion? I
am fure the Sublapfarian doérine neceflarily
fuppofes it ; and I am inclined to believe that
the authors of this objeétion do not much
favour the Supralapfarian notion. Now how
the ele& of God could be confidered as finners,
in God's eternal counfels, and yet no fin be
imputed to them, I freely confefs that I am
not able to conceive: But if fin was imputed
from everlafting to the elet, as in themfelves
confidered; why may it not be allowed that
they might be difcharged from all fin, as God
viewed them in Chrift in eternity ? Again,
the actual commiflion of fin was not neceflary
to the imputation of it to Chrift; this is fo
manifeft, it needs no proof. Now let the au-
thors of this objettion make it appear, that
though our fins might be, and actually were,
imputed to Chrift before we had committed
them ; yet that we cannot be juftified from
our fins, before the a&ual commiffion of them,
I am tempted to think that this is a task they
will not undertake, becaufe they can’t hope
to fucceed in it. Farther, this objecion lies
as ftrong againft the complete Juftification of
believers ; for if we cannot be difcharged from
fin before it is aGually committed; we are not
perfectly juftified upon believing : But Juftifi-

cation
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cation is progreflive, asfan&ification is, which
does not fuit well with Proteftant do-
Cirine.

Objett. 5. © Some have farther faid, that
this doétrine is only fpeculative, and of no
great moment; and that they think it fafeft
to go in the common beaten path of Jufti-
fication by faith.”

I anfwer, the fame may be objeéted againft
other great truths of the gofpel. It may as
juftly be faid, what need we trouble our felves
about fuch fpeculations as the doétrines of
eleGtion, the ecternal covenant of grace ;
the imputation of our fins to Chrift; and his
righteoufnefs to us; and of God’s eternal love,
as the fpring and fource of thefe bleflings?
What reafon can be offered, why the doérine
of eternal Juftification thould be called fpecu-
lative, any more than thefe important truths?
Again: For any to flirt againft a doctrine as
fpeculative, without taking notice of thofe
arguments which are made ufe of to fupport
it, is, in my opinion, a tacit acknowledgment
that they are not able to anfwer them; or
at leaft that they are unwilling to be at any
pains that way, and therefore think to bear
down their weight with a magifterial air. This,
indeed, is taking the fhorteft method to end
a controverfy ; but is no inftance of a gene-
rous temper, or a mind open to conviction.
Yet fuch objetors thew us why it is fafeft to
go in the common beaten path of ]uﬁiﬁcatign

» Y
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by faith ; with fubmiffion it may be told them,
that fome divines, of no lefs penetration than
themfelves, could fee no danger in holding
the doétrine of Juftification before faith. Dr.
Owen fpeaks very honourably of fome that
did, though he differed from them, in thefe
words: * I am impofed on to lay the foun-
dation of all dutinomianifm (as Mr. Burge(s
is alfo) to maintain Faftification from eter-
nity, or at leaft in the crofs of Chrift, of all
that fhould believe, and Fuftification by faith
to be but the fenfe of st in our conftiences
(which /aff 1 know better and wifer men than
my felf that do, though I do not%” It is
very well known that thofe, who hold the
doctrine of eternal Juftification, are reproach-
fully called dutinomians, by fome who differ
from them in that point; and it may be equally
obferved, that many of their opponents are
very fond of being thought men of catholic
and charitable tempers; to maintain a due
refpect to fuch as are not altogether in the
fame way of thinking with them{elves, (which
is what they ought to do) but their loading
thofe who are for eternal Juftification, with
the heavy charge of Awtimomianifm on that
account, is no inftance of their juftice or cha-
rity : For, if [ am not greatly miftaken, thofe
who believe that doérine, are far more clear
of what is obje&ted againft them, than many

f Vindication from the Animadverfions of Mr, R. B. p. 4..
1 of
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of thofe charitable perfons who are forward to
afperfe, and labour to bring them under con-
tempt. It may be prefumed, that fome of
thefe perfons are of opinion that fuch as be
moderate Calvinifts, or are fomewhat inclined
to Arminianifm, and Pelagianifm, are not to
be treated asenemies, but friends; whilft thofe
that embrace the dodirine of eternal Juftifica-
tion, are to be efteemed dangerous adverfaries
to truth, although they profgefs to agree with
them in almoft all other refpeéts. How well
it becomes any men, profefling Calvi-
wifm, to difcover an unkind and rancorous
difpofition towards fuch as believe, and en-
deavolr to defend this doérine, let the unpre-
judiced and impartial reader determine. My
defign in this, is not to court the favour and
tefpec of fuch perfons, but to obferve to them
how agreeably they conform their conduét to
that moderation and charity, which they fome-
times earneftly recommend.

Objet. 6. « It is objected by fome, that
many who have embraced this doérine, have
been a reproach to religion by their difs
agreeable condu&, and therefore they cane
not judge favourably of the doérine it
felf.”

In anfiver to this I obferve, that we ought
not to determine in favour of, or againft, any
opinion by the converfations of thofe who
believe it; for a regular life is no proof of
a perfon’s principles being juft, mor is an

irre~
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irregular deportment always an evidence of
miftakes in the judgment. Befides, many
who never believed this docrine, have
brought an odium upon the gofpel by a
finful courfe and pratice; now are we to
objeét againft, and recede from, the truths
of Chrift on that account? furely we ought
not. Moreover, corrupt nature abufes the
law of God, as well as the gofpel of Chrift,
as appears from thofe words of the Apoftle :
“ But fin taking occafion by the command-
ment, wrought in me all manner of concu-
pifcence ; for without the law, fin was dead®.”
The ftri¢t prohibition of fin by the law, irri-
tates our depraved minds; and luft works
in us with the greater force and violence.
“ We ftrive for that which is forbid, and
always defire thofe things which are denied
us®,” as Pareus obferves., Therefore thould
this objection take place, we muft regard
neither law nor gofpel. Farther, I hope it
may be juftly allowed, that the far greater
number of thofe who believe this doérine,
do adorn their profeflion by a converfation
becoming the gofpel. Upon the whole, it
appears that neither candor, nor impartia~

lity to truth, is difcovered in this obje-
tion.

g Rom. vii, 8.

. P Nitimur in vetitwn, femper cupimufque negata, ¥id
Par, in loc,

Objelt
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Objeit. 7. < Say, fome fuppofe this do&rinz
is trye, what ufe or fervice is it of to
men 2"

I anfwer, it is our indifpenfible duty to
make diligent fearch after divine truth. We
cannot be excufed in {light enquirics into
what God has revealed in his word, by this
vain pretence, that we are unable to conceive
what advantage may arife to us from the
difcoverics we make of fome truths con-
tained therein. Again: This objection is
a very unbecoming refleGtion on the infinite
wifdom and goodnefs of God; for it fuppofes
that he has revealed fomething that is not
profitable to his people, which muft be
elteemed a foul imputation on the divine per-
fections: For it is not to be imagined that
God would, or can, reveal any doftrine to
men, which is not in it felf advantagious to
them, however they may abufe it; where-
fore this objeCtion deferves to be trcated with
contempt. Farther, this doctrine, in my opi-
nion, ftands and falls with the important
truths of God’s everlafting love to his people ;
their eternal eleétion in Chrift, and the eter-
nal covenant of grace. That Chrift loved
and delighted in his people from everlafting,
is evident from thefe words, “ my delights
were with the fons of men’.” When did
Chrift thus delight in his people? 'The

4 Pov, viid, 31.

X 2 an{wer
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anfwer is, “ before the mountains were fet-
tled, before the hills were brought forth ;
while as yet the earth was not made, nor
the fields, nor the higheft part of the duft
of the earth®: That js to fay, before the
world was formed And the Father then
took the fame delight in thefe perfons :
Now as they food charged with fin, and
nnder condemnation, or, asconfidered in them:
felves, they were not the objeits of the divine
Perfons pleafure, but as clear from guilt, and
juftified in the perfeét righteoufnefs of the
Mediator. 'That they were chofen in Chrift,
cannot be difputed; and, as viewed in him,
they were ncver obje&s of condemnation,
but always of Juftification. If there is an
eternal covenant of grace, in which Chrift
engaged to pay their debts, by virtue of fuch
his engagement they really became his, and
the perfons of the ele® were acquitted of
them by God and Chrift, and alfo were
juftified in their account : Whence it appears
that eternal Juflification is of the fame weight
and ufe as thefe doétrines are, for it is infe-
parably conneéted with them.

Object. 8. < Thofe who are objets of God’s
wrath, cannot be juftified at the time they are fo.
All the eleé are objects of God's difpleafure and
wrath, before converfion, is evident from thefe
words: * And were by nature children of wrath,

k Ve 2g,125, 26,
even
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even as others'.” Therefore theyare not jufti-
tied before they believe.

I anfwer, that they are children full of
wrath, or enmity againft God, whilft in un-
belief : And in that fenfe they may be called
children of wrath, as they are of difobedience.
It is therefore true of them in an adtive fenfe.
Farther, I grant that they are alfo children of
wrath in a paffive fenfe, or that they are under
a fentence of condemnation by the law before
regeneration. Zanchy has well obferved,
in his excellent book de natura ‘Dei, thatthe
wrath of God is to be taken in different fenfes :
« Firf?, it fignifies the certain and moft juft
will, and decrec of God, to avenge or punifh
the injuries done to himfelf and his church ;
thus with Fobn iii. 36. He that believeth not
on the Son, the wrath of God abideth on him :
That is, juft vengeance againﬂ him is confirmed
by the decree of God™” The elett are not
objetts of God’s wrath in this fenfe, but « are
veflels of mercy, which God has afore pre-
pared to glory "

“ Secondly, it intends the threatnings of
punithment.  Laffly, it imports the effeéts of
wrath, or penalties, and the avenging of

! Eph. i, 3.

™ Primum, Ggnificat certam eamque jultiflimam Dei voluntatem,
atque decretum ulcifcendi, feu puniendi injurias fibi, & fuae
ecclefiae faas; fic apud Fobziii. 36. Qui incredulus filio, ira
Dei manet fuper illum ¢ Hoc eft, jufta decreto Dei firmata vin-
dicta, " Rom, ix. 23.

I ifie
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injuries °.” Now the ele@t are fecured from
the punithment due to their fins, by God's de~
cree; for « they are not appointed to wrath,
but to obtain falvation by Jefus Chrift *:” And
alfo by Chrift's fatisfaction, « who has made
peace for them by the blood of his crofs.”
Therefore it is only in the fecond fenfe that
they are children of wrath; which is perfedtly
confiftent with their intereft in God's love and
delight, as they are in, and members of Chrift,
and with their complete Juftification in him,
their foederal head. The law doth not con-
fider men as cle@, or non-ele&, but as tranf-
greflors; and, as fuch, condemns them., But
as God put the ele& into Chrilt, or united
them to him in eternal eletion, he views and
confiders them in him, and fo juftiies them,
and takes infinite pleafure in their perfons as
members of the Mediator, in whom he always
had the fulleft fatisfaction and delight; tho’
they are under a fentence of condemnation by
tlheF law, as violaters of it, while in unbe-
ief,

Thus I have confidered all the objections
which I have met with, that fcem to have any
weight in them againft the dodtrine of eternal
Juftification ; and have, as I hope, fully an-
fwered them ; tho’ that I freely {ubmit to the

° Deinde, fignificat ipfas poenarum comminationes, Poftremo,
fignificat ipfa effe®a, feu poenas, & ultiones injuriarum. Léb. 4.
¢, 6. p. 407.

® 1 Thefl.v. 9. 1 Col, 1, 20,

judg-
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judgment of candid and impartial readers ; and
thall think my felf obliged to any fuch, if they
will take the pains to inform me of any mi-
ftakes I may have been guilty of: But I fhall
not, in the leaft, be concerned at the treatment
which this performance may meet with, from
a warm and cenforious adverfary ; having this
inward pleafure, that it was the caufe of
truth, and no lower view, which moved me
to this undertaking.

Erratum, Page 49 line 18. for was, read were:

FINIS




