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’ T IS hoped the Subferibers will readily
excufe the delay of this publication,

- and alfo its appearing on fo mean a paper ;
as tb}ﬁr]l has been occafioned only by re-
peated difappointments in procuring the
paper, arifing from its fcarcity ; andthe
laft could not be remedied, and a better
paper obtained, without further delay ;
and ’tis not doubted but thofe who are con-
cerned to find the truth more than to pleafe
the fancy, will make no difficulty in excu-
Jfing this defel?, which perbaps is the leaf?;,
= farlefs, I am fure, than many the author

75 confcious of in himfelf.
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P R EF A C E
TO THE SECOND EblTI?N

OF THE SERMON.:S

T H E following Sermons were preacked in England,
and publifbed at the defire of many who beard them.
Before they were put to the prefs, they were re'wﬁ:d
and correfied by two minifiers of note and tearning in Lon-
don. They were keft in the bands of one of them when I
came from thence, whom I defired 1o examine, and expunge
any thing be fbould think amifs in them, and then, if be
thought proper, put them to the prefs. It was above fix
months after my arrivalin America before I beard-any thing
” farther about them ;5 when only fifty copies were fent me
by the bookfeller, as a prefent for the original. Thefe I
difiributed to friends in New-Ferfey, New-York, Conneli-
cut and Maflacbufetts, and by fome means the Rev. William
Hart of Say-brook in Conneliicut came to the knowledge of
them. And only thefe fifty copies bas filled bim with fuch
Jear lefp the churches [bould be poifoned by them, as to ex-
cite bim to write bis dialogue,and warn < the churches and
covenant people to bear their tefiimony againft them >
In bis preface be tells us, * Tis error, burtful ervor, I
<« comtend againft, not men,” I don’t doubt bis thinking fo,
but am forry be bas broacbed, and done bis beft to fupport,
Jo many errors of a very dangerous nature, fome of which
are pointed out in the appendix. I do not blame Mr. H.
Jfor the concern be fbews at the prevalence of error : I bear-
tély wifb there were more of this, both gmong minifiers and
churches, who ought to aivake’ from their flumbers, when
the great reformation dofrives d?e oppofﬁd, and ﬁ«b a ﬂaod
of errors breaking inupon us, . p
o s
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As Mr. S. Hopkins’s enquiry wrote againft Dr. May-
bew of Bofton,is [pread thro’ the country,and muft be owned
on all fides to be a maferly performance, though very full
of what Mr. H. calls errvor, and wrote with a defign to
Juppors it 5 ome would bave thought Mr. H's zeal would
bave led bim to bave read and made that the chief object
of bis oppofition 5 and not twe poor Sermons which were
only in fifty bands.  But perbaps for this reafon be chofe
thefe : or it may be be bad beard that Hopkins, as be po-
Kitely and genteely calls bim once and again, is a veteran,
and bas conquered more. powerful antagonifis ; and therefore
chofe only to touch bim on bear-[ay as be paffed along witb-
out coming 16 & clofe engagement, or [0 muck as examining
bis piece, ‘ ' '

I beartily wifl My, H. bad managed 1he controverfy in
a tanner lefs flighty and fuperficial  When I beard be
was about 10 write, I boped from the acconnt 1bad beard
of bim be wonld bave caft fome light om the [fubjefls, of
which I bad treated in my [ermons.  Bat I was greatly
difappointed when I read bis book,which bas not difcovered
bim 10 be eirber a logician, metaph,fician, philojopber or
divine, The great advantage bis book bas againft my fer-
mons is, that it is wrote to [uit the talte, and faufier the
ptide and corruption of depraved mature, which readily
admits and extols thofe f.ntiments which enconrage felf-con-
ceit.  But for this, infead of antwering, I fbould only bate
re-printed my fermons with a few corveiions, and fo left
them 1o [peak for themfelves, which they could not do while-
smknown to the moft who may read bis dialogne. The whole
. comtroverfy between us may be brought to this fingle queftion,
viz. Is man- by natare totolly depraved 2 This I affirm,
ond be denies. [ efieem this a dofIrine of effential impor
tance in the thriftian fyfiem s and be thinks it as abfurd as
sbe doflrines of Rome. '

One thing in bis preface gives me furprize, viz. ““ The
" € following dialogue bas been foewn to moft of the gentle-
S men in the minifiry in my neighbourkood who bave grven
¢ it me as their opinion, that st is-neceflary to bear a p;&;

' S ac
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«s lick sefiimony againft the dangerous - ererovs which are
< fpreading among our churches, and that the following
<< taftimony is [0 calculated to ferve the intereft of truth,thar
<< 3¢ qwill be for the edification of the churches to publifb it.”
. My acquaintance with a number of thofe gensiemen led
me, on reading this, to fulped ihat fome grofs error bad
been difcovered in my [ermons that [ was mot aware of :
but when I read tbe dialogue, I could not but doubt 1be mtt;t
of this affertion 5 and the enquiry forced itfelf upom me, Is
this poffbie ? Are the Rev. Meffrs. Tbroop, Jewet, Fobnfon,
Beckwith and Huntington, with whom I am acquainted 3
aJl of whom, with fome otbers, are of bis affociation 5 are
all thefe who bave appeared Jound Calvinifts, turned quite
about, and become advocates for man's fufficiency #—It can-
not be. It is more charitable 10 believe Mr. H. bas com-
mitted an error in this, than to condemn fo many who bave
appeared friends of the dolirines of free grace.  Bat if tbis
indeed is the cafe that the moft of bis meighbouring minifiers
do approve bis fentiments, it ought, in my judgment, to be
a matter of lamentation to all the lovers of the ancient gof-
pel, and found an alarm to the churches in that nesgbbour-
kood, and roufe them up to make avigorous fland againft a
deluge of Arminian errors which are coming on them, and
muft foon overfpread them if they continme under the infiu-
ence and guidance of Arminian teackers. May the great
Head of the church mercifully interpcfe and difpel this dark
cloud which, if Mr. H’s account is true, is juft ready to
burft and fpread run and defirustionin New- “ngland, a3
¢fpecially in the weftern divifion of New-London in Con
nellicut. ) ~
I bave endeavoured to aveid perfonal reflesiions on my
- antagonif, and therefore bave let pafs fome things in bis dia~
logue which look as though be *“ contended againft men and
not burtful error,”as uwworthy of notice,and as tending to
bitternefs and forife : And tho’ I rank Myr. H. among /Ir-
minians.yet I fuppofe be cannot :all this a perfinal refection,
Jince be 5 fully bolds and openly deiends their moft funda-
wmental errors.  If I baye in any thing mifreprefented Mr.'
' H’s
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H's defign, yet 1 am perfiwcaded I bave juflly reprefented

what bis words convey in their mofi common acceptation,
and if vbisis befide bis meaning be muft thank bimfelf for it.
I bave made fome corrections in this edition of my jer-
mons : Xet bave not altered a word in the paflages Mr. H.
cenfures, except where I bave given notice of it by a note in .
the margin, or by inclofing what I bave added in crotchets.
There are many things in the dialogue worthy of remark, .
which for ihe fake of brevity, I bave not woticed 5 and
thofe errors Ibave pointed our are not fo much expofed nor
fully confuted as meght be.  Yet-enough, 1 bape, is [aid to
Jhew the perfet abfurdity of Mr. H's ftheme of orthodoxy,
and 1o bint at, if not open and clear tbe oppafite srushs.
~. Although Mr. H. calis on ibe churches to bear their .
tefiimony againft the do€irine inmy fermons, yet for their own
fakes, I beg they will not proceed to judgment, before they
bear and carefully weigh my defence 5 and when they bave.
done this, they may more warrantably proceed 1o determine
whetber be or I bave advanced the maft dangerous berifies.
If I bave advanced any thing inconfifient with the word
of trugh, be that foall posnt it out ina friendly manner qwill
be entitled to my gratitude and love, and the publick fhall
bave my acknowledgment when I am convinced. I bave
committed many blunders and ervors in my life. and it is
polfible there may be fume in this performance, which I may
even blufb at on further confideration, and therefore Idefire.
every reader carefully to examine every fentiment, new ar old,
and to treat the imperfections of the writer with candor —
Tbe following pages are dedicated to the Churcbes of Chrift
in New-England,. efpecially thofe in the county of New-
London in Conneflicut, and in the county of Effex in the
MafJachufetts-Bay, by ~

Their willing Servant,

in the Gofpel of the Lord Fefus,
Nath!, Whitaker..

‘
.-.

Salem, Fanuary 45 1770,
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S ERMON L
2. COR. w. 19.

T'o wit, that God was in Chrift reconciling the world unto
bimfelf, not imputing their trefpaffes unto them, and bath
committed unto us the word of reconciliation.

TH Eprincipal fubjec of which the gofpel treats,

is reconciliation between God and man.—

This is the centre to which all the counfels
and condutt of the Father, Son and Holy Spirit con-
-ftantly point, fo far as they relate to the falvation of
finners ;- as the end next in view to the divine glory.
And in this centers allthe felicity of thofe who are faved,
.as they hereby come to the love and enjoyment of
that God, whofe anger they had incurred, and under
whofe righteous curfe they were bound over to everlaft-
ing mifery.

The guilty coniciences of men, when in any meafure
-awakened,have always fuggefted to them, and on good
grqunds too, that God their Lord and Creator is of-
fended with them for fin, and that they are obnoxious
to his wrath. Thenatural conceptions which men in
all ages and nations have had of bis etermal power and
Godbead, and of their being accountable to him, have
filled them with a dread of falling into his hands ; and -
therefore no inquiry ever was more interefting or made
with greater folicitude by the awakened finner, than
that recorded by the prophet Micah, (chap. vi. 6, 7.)
Wherewith fball I come before the Lord, and bow myfelf
before the bigh God, &c. i. e. fo as to appeafe his anger,
and fird acceptance with him. A confcioufnefs of
their defert of his wrath hath caufed even the Lieathens

' ' to
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o offer thoufands of rams, and as it were ten thoufand
rivers of oil, to give their firR-born for their tranfgre/-
Jion, and the frust of their body for the fin of their foul, that
they mighr appeafe the Almighty, and lay fome foun-
dation of hope for pardon ard acceptance. Various,
and almoft numberlefs have been the methods con-
trived for this ends all of which manifeft a natural
conicioufn=fs of injury done to the Dzity, for which he
is juftly offended, and they expofed to his anger : and
all with equal clearnefs, difcover the good opinion men
have always entertained of their own friendly difpofi-
tion rowards God,and readinefs to return to him, and
-be his loving and faithful fubjects, fo fuon as he thould
be appealed, and difpofed to forgive and receive them
to favour. This is evident, becaufe there hath never
appeared among men fuch a concern to remove the
enmity of theiricnrts againft God, and reduce them-
felves to a conformity to him and his law,as te remove
God’s anger againft them. For as it is fhocking to
reafon, that a creature thould be an enemy to its Crea-
tor, and a rebelin heartto the great and glorious God 5
fo men have not eafily admitted the belief of this de-
pravity, bat readily conclude that it God would make
up the affair with them, they thould moft heartily re-
curn to their allegiance to him, and accept the recon-
ciliatien. \ , .
Although they have been grofly miftaken in this,
wet their conceptions of God as offended with them
for fin, ana the neceffity of an atonement in order to’
is being 1 econciled,were and fifl are according totruth;
and are corfirmed abundantly by divine revelation :
-for the gofpel fully anfwers the above inquiry #here-
<vith Aol 1 come defore she Lord, 8c. and thews us the
way to his faveur throagh the atoning facrifice of
Chrift. Yt fhews that God is the firft mover in this
~ affair; that he is more willing to be reconciled to fin-
ners through Chrift, than they are to be reconciled to
him. This the apoftiethews in my text,and in a few

. words,
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words,gives us a tull account of this glérious dotrine
of reconciliation between God and man.

. The apoftle having in the 17th verfe given the true
charatter of all that are in Chrift, viz. that 1bey are netw
. creatures ; -that old things are paffed away and all things
become newy he, in the r8th afferts, that &/l things are
of God, who hath not only provided a Saviour,but alfo
reconciled us to bimfelf by ‘efus Chrift, and given us to the
minifiry of recomciliation, fo that in the apottie’s view,God
‘begins and. finifhes or perfetts this whole work, and
therefore:the glory of it belongs, not to man as an
agent in it, but wholly ta God who alone is irs author,
And in my text, he informs-us what the fam of this
miniftry is'; 20 witf, That God was in briff reconciling
the wovld wnto HIMSELF, uof smpsiing 1heir trefpaffes
anto them, and buth committed to av the word of reconcili-
.ation. That which, in the 1 8th vetfe, the apoitie calls
the mindfry, he here calls she word of reconciliation 3 and
this teaches us, thac the miniftry of the word, orits
-being publicly presched lzz the minifters of Chritt, is
‘ordinarily neceflary,. by ’s inftitution, to bring
about this reconciliation - 3 and alfo that they who
have this miniftry committed to them, are, as ambafia-
dors for Chrift, to befeech finners in his ftead to be
reconciled to God.

Here then we have the ftate of the cafe quite altered.
“The eaquiry of the natural confcience under guilt is,
wherewith fhall I come before an offended God ? And
what {acrifice thall Ubring that will appeafe him and
turn his anger away from me?¢ But behold, through
Chrift—be aftonifhed © heavens, and hear O earth !
'God the offended Majelty comes down tofue and plead
-with offeriding man to be reconciled to him, to lay
dowa his arms of rebeliion, fubmit to, fove and reft in
him as his friend and all-fufficient portion ; with a
promife, fealed in the blood of his own dear Son, that
he will not impute his trefpaffes unto him, and that all
things{hall work nOgmb:rﬁfar his.good, fromthat mo-

. ment
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_ment he lays by his enmity,andis reconciled to his Gnd.
Now, as this is very wide of thofe notions which
men naturally form of the cale, and as it turns all the
blame-of continued enmity on man, and declares the,
Deity to be carrying on a defign of grace towards a
world of rebels, and as this leaves nothing for men to
do in order to appeafe his anger, or difpofe him to re-
ceive them to favour, and as it requires nothing of
them but to return, and laying by their enmity againft
God, to love and delight in him with all their hearts ;
I fay, as the cafe ftands thus, it is no wonder that fuch
a change of the affair which cafts all the blame on men,
fhould be generally difapproved and hated by thofe
who are defirous to recommend themfelves,and obtain
forgivenefs on the foot of their own works and well
defervings : and it may well become us to enquire into
the grounds and reafons of this amazing change,
which may be difcovered by carefully attending to the
words before us, in which we have, the parties at va-
riance defcribed ; the reconciliation itfelf aflerted ; the
author and alfo the purchafer of his favour mentioned ;
and the means of it ftated and appointed.
The parties at variance are, God the Creator, and
man the creature ; the fole author of this infinite pri-
« vilege and favour is the eternal Jehovah. The pur-
chafer is his own Son the Lord Jefus Chrift ; and the
means inftituted and appointed are the word and mi-
niftry of reconciliation. :
As thefe words were defigned by the apoftle as a
fummary of the whole gofpel or word of reconciliation,
fo it is impoffible, in thefe few pages, to lay open all
the glories contained in them, which indeed will never
be fully comprehended till we fhall fee as we are feen,
and know as weare known. But what I defign from
the words at prefent, may be included in this general
propofition, .
' DocTRINE.
That the eternal Jehovah is carrying on a defign of
, , grace,
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. grace, ‘or treaty of peace with a rebellious world,
which he accomplithes in reconciling rebels to his
.original effential properties and charalters as the ab-
Jolute Lord and governor of the world : and this he
doth on the only ground of the merits and mediation .
of Chrift, and by the means of the word and mi-
niftry of reconciliation. ' -

In ‘order to illuftrate this propofition I fhall confider,

1. The caufe an nature of the enmity or breach of
friendfhip there is between God and man.

I1. The meritorious caufe of God’s geconciliation to
finners.

III. Theefficient caufe of man’s reconciliation to God.

IV. ‘The obje& to which men are hereby reconciled,
together with the moral reafons or caufe of recon-
" ciliation to this objeét. And

V. The ordinary means by which God brings men to
- be reconciled to himfelf.

I. I thall confider the caufe and nature of the enmity, -
or breach of friendfhip there is between God and man.
That there is a woful breach of the friendfhip,which
once fubfitted between God and man, is fo evident,
that he who denies it "betrays the groffeft ignorance
and want of modefty. Not only divine revelation,
but daily and univerfal expericnce confirms this point.
Thenumberlefscalamitiesunder which mankind groan;
the curfe that lies on the earth which naturally produ-
ces a plenty of ufelefs and noxious things, but requires
much nuifing and care in order to bring forth ne-
ceffaries for the fupport of our lives ; the ficknefs,
difeafes, pains and miferies we {uffer, the wars, the
earthquakes, inuadations and vuicanos which often
lay whole cities and countries waite ; the loffes in name,
eftate and friends we meet with 3 and  efpecially the
“torments of an accufing confcience to which men are
’ fubjett

~
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~ fubje& ; all théfe but too plainly demonftrate, that
God is dngry, and engaged againft us. And on
the other hand, the daily and numberlefs tranfgreflions
of the divine law, and the ungratetu: requitals of God’s
love and kindnefs which are to be round every where
- among men, clearly demonftrate thar they are full of
enmity againft him. If fuch things do not dilcuver
enmity, what can ? Thar which is an expreffion of
hatred to our tellow m.n, will be fo when done toward..
God. Now we juftly judge that a perfon hates us,
when he will not hear us ; when, it we fpeak to him,
he is ever ready to pervert the meaning of what we
fay, and puta wrong fenfe uponit ; when he raifes evil
reports and fcandals concerning us ; when he hatesto
be in our company, and cannot hear our names men-
tioned without difguft, unlefs it be. in a manner difhe-
nourable to us ; when we fee him daily ating counter”
to what we defire, and fetting himfelf in oppofition to
what he knows will pleafe us ; when he is ready to
beat and abufe, bely and accufe our children when ever
it is in his power, and is glad of any pretence to vilify
or punith them ; when we fee him endeavouring to
abufe every thing that belongs to us, and ufing every
art to get fomething we have into his hands for this
very purpofe : When we fee thefe things in any man,.
does not common fenfe fhew that fuch an one hates:
us ? And do not fuch a charaer and conducét, as they
refpect God, belong to all men, in one view or ather,
till they are renewed by divine grace ? It is then too
evident that men naturally hate God, and therefore
there.is a fad and woful breach of friendfhip between:.
God and man ; and not the leaft hope of a reconci-.
liation appears in the original conftitution of things,
or in the covenant of works. A -

But where does the fault of this ewmity or breach of
friendfhip lie ? God and man once were friends;
whence then this dreadful breach ? but who will ven-

ture to charge the fault on God 2. Surely he is. clear,
quite
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quiite clear in this matter, He will e jufiified soben be.
Spesketh, and clear when be ;udgetb Yea, et God Awm:,
and goery man a kiar.

Where then does the fault lie? Snnely at.min sdooc‘
who. without any juft caufe and againft the moft facred.
obligations, reyolted from God his Creator and Lord,.
joined: with the grand enemy, and retufed obedience:!
to his maker. - This then is- the ftate of the cale,:man
is wholly and only to blame 3 I thall therefore praceed :
to thew the caufe which wxll difcover the natnneof thls
enmity. And

1, The caufe of this breach is man’s revoh from
and rebellion againft his Creator.and Lord.. God:
created man after his own image, _ in righteonfiefs andi
true bolinefs, (to which -he .is again reftored;.in. partjini -
his new creation, Epb. iv. 24.) and placed kim in.a:
ftate of happinefs, capable of knowing and enjoying.
him. as the fountain of all bleflednefs -and joy 5 fet:
him, as Lord, at the head of his lower creation, and:
put all things here under his feet, and gave him all
things richly to enjoy ; with the fingle prohitution: of:
ane tree as a telt of his obedience, to which was an-.
nexed the meft pofitive and plain threatning of death-
in cafe of difobedience. Bus man being placed in bonour
abode not, but foon became like the beafls that perifh. ——s!
Through the fubtilty of fatan he was perfuadvd to dif-.
believe the divine threatening,and foto admit the devil’s
declaration, that God is not juf 5 that his threatemngs'
were not to be regarded, nor his word relied on. This
was evidently the fnare the devil laid ; it confifted in
the denial ofy God's righteoufnefs 3 and he never could
have carried his point, hau he not prevailed with our
fir(t parents to join with him in this grand and capital
fin ; which as it was the firft ftep to the ruin of man,
fo it is the chiet engine by which men are burried on
in fin and prevented trom coming to Chrift for life,
to this very day. Did they know, approve and be-
heve the righteoulnefs of God, and that he is asjuft l?s

¢
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he hath declared in his word, they would not dare to
ramon bis neck, upon the thick boffes of bis buckler, a: they
do ; neither would they attempt to work out and
eftablifh their own- righteoufnefs ; but-look out for
tbat which will anfwe: the righteousilaw of a holy God,
which is to be found -no where but in Chrit. Man
being thus feduced -to deny God’s righteoufnefs, and
thereby lofing all reverenceand holy fear of him,broke
the bonds he was under to him as his Lord, Creator, -
and:Benefsdtor... - . - R -

This conduct rendered man juftly obnoxious to di- _
vine difpleafure ; and it was perfectly right that God
fbould be difpleafed:-with him ; and cherefore it was
infinitely juft to caft him off, and punith him accord-
ing to the nature and aggravation of his offence. Now
if.this was uft and »ight, then it could not be juf# and
right: to acquit and reftore.man o favour, as things
then ftoud : for it.is an-abfolute impoffibility,that two
diretly oppofite aéts.thould,. under the fame circum-
ftances, be confiftent with infinite perfeétion. And"
therefore God could not; o, if you chufe another man-
ner.of {peaking; it was inconfiftent with his attributes,
to-forgive and fave man, as things then 'were. - .

.. Man’s retellion then' is.the caufe why God became
his enemy, and this enmity * or anger of God is moft
reafonable and righteous. It is altogether becoming

. Lo ’ R ' the -
* Mr. H. blames me. for ¢¢ reprefenting the holy difpleafure

~ of God againft man—as the fame with enmity,* D. p. 9.

~ I think it a fufficient anfwer to all he has faid about this,

to obferve, that the fcripture keeps ‘me in .countenance

here, Ifai. Ixiii. 10. But they'rebelled again/i pim and vexed
his boly Spirit, therefore he was turned to be their enemy and

Sought againfi them > And all this “was confiftent with- his

purpofes of mercy toward them as appears by the, fequel.

All then that Mr, H. fays againft me here, he fays againft

the prophet And although a fofter word might have been
ufed, yet I think there was not fufficient reafon for Mr.

H’s fevere remaik:, fince, in the very place referred to, [

explain enmity, by anger and reafanable refentment,
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the infinitely holy and righteous God, to  fhew his
difpleafure againft a creature.who hath revolted from
him, and rifen'up in rebellion againft the majefty and
glory, right and dominion of his Creator, and who-had
joined with faran in denying his righteoufnefs.. God
never did the leaft injury to man to provoke him to
rebel ; for if he had, his refentment would not have
been altogether juft, and he muft have made ample
.amends tor fuch injury in order to a reafonable recon-
ciliation. But this was not the cafe ; for man revolted
without any -caufe or reafon whatever, and by his fin
loft the principle of divine love in which confifted his
original rightcoufnefs and purity ; the glorious image
of God was obliterated, and the image of fatan im-
prefled on his foul ; for by joining in league with him,
he contraéted the fame temper, and viewed the glori-
ous moral perfetions of God in the fame manner he
did ; and, having loft all raffe for moral beauty and
excellency, the perfetions of the Deity became hate-
ful in his view, the objeéts of his utter averfion ; fo
that it is faid with great truth, tbe carnal mind is enmity
againft God : And therefore it was and is infinitely juft
and reafonable for God to treat him asan enemy.. And
there was no ground or caufe to 'move God to feek a
reconciliation with man, but what arofe fromr the
eternal tountain of love which is, and "always was in
his own heart. Yea, fo far from this, that God could
not find, either in himfelf or in the creature, any res-
fonable ground-to juftify his condu@, or make it con-
fiftent with his perfeGtions, to make the, propofal of
reconciliation,till he had formed a reafon which hadno
exiltence before, by giving his fon to be a propitiation.
Whether this hatred of God or depravity arifes from
the withdrawing the aids of his fpirit 5 or from iome
pofitive wicioufwe/s [infufed,] I fhall.not fpend time to
determine,though I believe the tormer. . But, whateyer
is the fource of it, - it is a fact, that.man is at; ennyigy
with God, the greateft and beft of beings,in t%wllc@ow-
edge,
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‘Jedge, Tove, and enjoyment of whom confifts the ful-

~ nefs of etetnal happiaefs.

- Some have imagined (dnd indeed itie 2 mere imagi-
‘mationY that the principal caufe of man’s enmity o
'God was and @il is, the apprehention of his being. an
‘dvenger and engaged ¢o punith hirm for his fin 5 which,
‘beécaufe there was no hope of efcape, filled his heart
‘Wwith hatred againft his offended judge 5 and therefore
they fuppofe that the natural way to cure men of this
-enmity is, to perfuade them to believe that God thro’
‘Chrift, loves and will fave them. This well fuits the
“matural difpofition of carnal hearts 5 for even finners
love tbofe that love them, and from the fame principle,
-they hate thofe who punith them for their crimes,
however quftly. Nothing i® more eafy and natural
-than for a corrupt, wicked heart, to feel its enmity
“tife againft 4 governor and judge that puniflies him
‘for his ¢rimes, though it is done according to law and

" juftice.  The carnal heart, which prefers s own per-

“fonal happinefs and interelts above every other confi-
deration, will moft naturally, and without any force
on itfelf, iife in hatred againft any one who ftrikes at
s happinefs, however righteous and juf? he is in doing
fit.  Yea,it is impofiible for fuch a depraved foul, while
“dader the power of corruption, fo to. fubmit to the
punithment of his crimes, as heartily to approve the
'8sw and the judge that condemns him : but it would
e eafy for him to love the judge, if, contrary to the
4aw, Ne thould difcharge him from deferved punith-
‘thent 3 and his leve would be excited by thefe two mo-
“Yives, (1.) his own perfonal fafety, and (2.) a confot-
ity of the chara®er and temper of the judge to his
®wn heart, difcovered in his countenancing him in the
“olation of the law. It is in this fenfe only that an
Airtholy, guilty finner can love God, viz. as a friend
aiid benefaltor;, engaged to promote his happinefs
without régard tothe holinefs of the law : and when-
-Sier aty' an coiiceives of God under this character,

he
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he will, from natural principles of felf Jove, be cons
ftrained to love him. though whelly unrenewed, and
void of all holy difpofitions.  Therefore, there is not
the leaft need of regeneration or a mew creation 1o bring
men to love God on this plan.  All that is neceflary,
in this cafe, is to perfuade them to believe that Chrifé
died for them, that God loves them and defigns to
make them happy : if they can be brought to this,
{and their intereft will incline themn to believe it, as we
eafily believe what we with to be true) they will love
fuch a God without any change of heart, becaufe it is
natural tor finners to love thofe that love them :-and in
proportion to the fenfe of danger and mifery arifing
from the anger of God, will be their love and joy when
they come to believe thae God is their friend, and de-
termines to fave them. But this love is not genuine 5
© it fprings from felf,and it natarally returns to {elt again.
“The devil accufed F6b for having fuch a love as this 5
and if he had had no better, it would have all turned
to drofs i the furnace. (Jobi.g,10, v1.) Then Satan
anfwered the Lord,and faid, Doth §rb fear God for nought 2
Hap thou not made an bedge -about him ?>—Thou baft
bleffed the work of bis bands, and bis fubfiance is increafed
£ the earth. But put forth thine band now, and touch
all that be bath, and be will curfe thee to thy face. But
we find, in the fequel, that this accufation was falie ¢
Fob’s love continued when every other comfort was
gone. The Lord gave, an! the Lord hath taken away
and bleffed be the name of the Lovrd. ———His heart
flill glowed with love to God, who appeared juft the
fame, when his hand was heavy upon him, as in the
time of his greateft profperity ; and therefore his love
{prang from nobler motives than Iclf. Doubtlefs there
are many in the world of whom it may be faid with
truth, that they ferve God for /2/f; and when thefe are
- tried, they turn to drofs. They are like the ftony-
ground hearers, who though they receive the word
with joy, yet when perfecutions come becaufé «of thie
C - word,
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word, they are foon offended, and their feeming love
turns to hatred. )

Is it not very abfurd to fuppofe that our native en-
mity to God arifes only from the apprehenfion of his
anger againft us ? If this were true, it would follow,
that men would have no enmity againft God or his
law, till they come to believe he is angry with them.
But is there not a manifeft contrariety to God in the
hearts of men, apart from all confiderations of him as
an avenger ? Surely the carelefs and infenfible finner
difcovers much of this, while be runs on God’s neck,and
upon the thick boffes of bis bucklers : and yet he fays in
his heart, The Lord doth not feeneitber doth the Almighty
regard it 5 orat worft, he hopes that for fome prayers
and forfows at laft, God is fo merciful as to forgive
and fave him ; fo that he appears void of a fenfe of
God’s anger, and yet is full of enmity againft him,

But fuppofe a man conformed to God by regene-
ration, and the law written on his heart,and he moulded
into its fpirit and temper, fo as to delight ia it ; will
any one fay, that fuch an one cannot love God and his
law, even when through want of evidences of his in-

* tereft in Chrift, he views God as an avenger ?——

——The Lord Jefus Chrift in the days of his
fufferings, looked on God as an avenger ; and as
determined to lay the punifhment of our fins upon
him ; yet his love to God was not in the leaft
abated, but continued the fame through his moft bit-
ter fufferings. And whence was all this ? Why, he
had a right, a holy temper of foul ; fuch, as, in de-
gree, is given in regeneration ; and when the fame
mind is in us that was in Chrift, we fhall have the
fame views of and love to the law and righteoufnefs
of God, which he had. '

It is clear then, that this enmity arifes from the vi-
tiocity of our bearts 3 and that God’s true character
muft ever be the object of our hatred, till we are re-

newed in regeneration,let our perfuafion of his fric ﬂl:d-
2 ' ip
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fhip and love to usbe whatit will. Yea, thould God
himfelf (allow me the fuppofition) declare with his
own mouth to an unfan&ified perfon, that he will fave
him, and be his triend for ever, this would not, in the
leaft, remove his enmity, nor engage him to love one
tittle of God’s true chara&er.  The favours promifed,
if his fenfe of danger had brought him to efteem fal-
vation and the friendfhip of God a favour, he would
efteem and value ; but a promifing God he would hate
fill. This contrariety to God is innate, and inter-
woven with the very frame of our hearts ; * and this
is the effe® of .our fall from God, and our happi-
nefs in him (into felf and the creature ; which is the
caufe why we make our own happinefs our higheft ob-
Je&, to which God and every thing elfe muft bow ;
and therefore nothing appears worthy our love, any
further than it tends to this end. Thus we deify our-
felves, and debafe Jehovah, which entirely inverts
God’s order of things : we a& for one end, while he
alts for another. Butin regeneration the whole frame
is-altered. OId things are paffed away, and bekold all
sbings are become new 5 and when this change takes
place in any foul, the chara&ter of God, as a God

‘ : hating

*® Mr. H. D. p. 18. fays this isinconfiftent with S. p. 11,
where I fay, ¢ whether this hatred of God or depravity arifes |
from the withdrawing the aide of the fpirit, or from fcme -
pofitive vicioufnefs [infufed] I fhall not fpend time to deter-

" mine, tho’ I believe the former :* Which words he finds
no fault with, tho’ he is a great enemy to the notion of
enmity being innate arid interweve with the frame of the beart,
And yet if he admits the firft, he muft the laft. Mr. H.
will allow that felf-love is inmate ; but this fegs up our
own private intereftsin the place of God, and fo becemes

- enmity to him. Does it not deferve a fmile to fee Mr,
H. quoting Prefident Edward’s anfwer to Taylor in confu-

" tation of my Opinion ? For he is {o fully of my fenriments
on this head, that I am bold to fay, Mr. H. never read
him, or does not underftand him, or elfe injured h1 -onici-

- enceinquoting him.  Sce Edw, agai, T, p. 3.0.
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hating fin, who is determined to execute vengeance orny
finners, will appear amiable, and become the objest of
efteem, love, reverence, angd fear, as well as his love
- and mercy exercifed to finners through Jefus Chrift.
This is the nature of our enmity to God, it is moft
unreafonable and wicked : God hath done nothing te
offcnd man; neither is there any thing in his charaéter,
commands, or threatenings, which gives. the leaft juft
occafion for-it ; but man is wholly to blame; and he
cannot juftify his hatred of God by any reafons he can |
bring either from God’s nature, or from any other
quarter in heaven, earth, or hell ; but God is moft
righteous in his hatred 1+ and anger,& no reafon eould
be found to juftify him in fhewing tavour to man;
till infinite wifdom, love, and power united to form
and lay that glorious ground of peace, on which alone
God can ejuft, and the juflifier of him that believes in
efus. . :
7, Thus I have endeavoured to {hew the caufe and na-
ture of the enmity or breach of friendfhip between God
and man. The fight hath been thocking indeed ; very
unpleafant and painful ; yet nothing mere neceffary j .
as without it men will never feek a deliverance from
their borfdage to corruption, nor prize the blood and
facrifice of Chrift. QO that every unrenewed finner,
. who fhall read thefe pages, may ficken at the fight,
and being deeply fenfible of the plague and enmity
of his own heart, and the guilt of his™ ftate, may feel
his abfolute neceffity of the Lord Jefus Chrift asa
compleat and all-fufficient Saviour, in whom the two
contending parties, God and man, €an meet in ever-
lalting friendfhip. Till men are -fenfible of their
ruined and finful ftate, they will neither juflify God
: » n.

+ T hope Mr. H..will not obje& ta the word batred, finceit
is fo often applied to God with regard to the wicked in
the feripture. Job xvi. g. Pfal. v. 5. & many other places :
And yet hatred conveys full as bad an ideaas enemy or enmity.
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intheir condemnation, nor efteem and value the door
of mercy that is opened by the blood of Chrift.

I thail conclude this difcourfe on the firft general
head with fome remarks ; and in the next difcourfe
proceed to the confideration of the meritorious caufe
of God’s reconciliation to men. \

Rem. L. This difcourfe thews us that we muft be
bro’t to fubmit to and approve God’s righteoufnefs in
our condemnation. God js wholly clear in this mat-
ter. 2ea, let God be true, and every man a ligr. O Sirs, .
God hath faid, Thagt every mouth fboall be fiopped, and all
tbe world become guilty before bim. We muft own,fooner
or later, that we, and we only are, and have been to
blame, and that God deferves our love, fear, reverence,
and fervice 4s much as ever he did ; and will continue
for ever to deferve them, even tho’ he thould difplay
the glories of his righteoufnefs in our everlafting death;
I hope none will underftand me as afferting, that we
muft be willing to be damned, in order to be faved ; which:
I efteem a moft abfurd and inconfiftent notion, (Yet
I firmly believe, that no man ever was or will be re-
conciled to God, and love his charalter from the
heart, {without] he is brought to approve, and wil-
lingly fubmit to that righteoufnefs of God which is re-
wealed from beaven againft all ungodlinefs and unrighteou/-
uefs of men 5 and according to which be will rexder in-
dignation and wrath, tribulation and anguifb, 10 every ane
who obeys unrighteoufnefs, and doth evil. They who do
not approve of God’s condué herein, can never be
friends with him. It is therefore of the laft impor-
tance that we fhould fubmit 10 the righteoulnefs of God,
which implies more in it then a bare owning that God
is righteous, and will take ' vengeance on the wicked ;
th's is a truth which the worft of men, yea devils, wilk
acknowlege at laft ; but a true gofpel fubmiffion to
this righteoufnefs, implies an approbation of and love
to if, {o as to delight in God on this account, as well

as
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as for his infinite grace, love, and mercy to thofe who
are faved.) ¥
Without being brought to this, we thall never ap-
prove the death and fufferings of Chrift. For if the
righteoufnefs of God is not glorious and amiable in
the punifhment of the wicked, how can it befoin the
punmifhment infli®ed on his own dear fon ? The gof-
pel will be ftript of all its glory, if the righteoulnefs
of God is fullied ; becaufe its immediate defign is to
manifeft and honour this glorious perfection, and
thereby open a way for the honourable and moft glo-
rious exercife of God’s love and infinite mercy in the
falvation of helplefs guilty finners. But this mercy
will be defpifed and undervalued, till we have juft
views of his righteoufnefs, and fubmit to it. If then
we fail in this, all our religion is vain ; and how great
foever our feeming love to God may be, we fhall foon
find that the God we have loved, is not the true God.
Such a difappointment as this, when it will be too late
to remedy the miftake, will be inconceivably dreadful,
May the Lord bring us all to fubmit to his righteouf-
nefs, that we may duly prize and value his grace and
, ' B mercy
* Mr. H. D. p. 55, 56. reprefents me as aflerting in thefe
words, that fubmiffion to the righteoufnefs of God, pre-
ceeds regeneration, and fays I * carry the mattei too far.”
But I can affure the reader, I intended no fuch thing.—
The little word #ill is all he can found this affertion upon.
Had I ufed the word without inftead of it, he could have
found no room for his remark. I am here fpeaking not of
regeneration, but of aftual reconciliation, which can’t take
place while there is enmity in full exercife againft the
righteoufnefs of God in punifhing the wicked, or #//, or
sather witb.ut a love and approbation of this righteoufnefs.
This then is not, as he would reprefent, inconfiftent with
what I fav, p. 12. viz. ¢ It is imp:flible for a foul, while

under the power of corruption, {o to fubmit.to the punith- .

ment of his crimes, as heartily to approve the law and
judge that condemns him’: for in the fir/f cafe I fuppofe
the foul renewed and enmity fl:in; but in the /af? T (up-
pofe enmity to remzin inits full ftrength and _exercife.
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mercy which reigns through righteoufnefs unto eternal

life by Jefus Chrift ! 4
‘Rem. II. The enmity of men’s hearts againft God
is adeep-rooted principle. It does not arife from mif-
taken notions or conceptions of him ; nor barely or
chiefly from fear of punifhment ; but from an innate
vitiokty of heart, which is the confequence of the fall.
The nature of man, aad the nature of God, are not
only different, but oppofite to each other ; which is
the realon why they have different and oppofite ends
in view which neceffarily engage them in oppofite
condu&t. Jehovah aims at and purfues oneend ; but
man keeps his eye fixcd, and his heart engaged to
fomething dire@tly oppofite. The Moft High f-ts up
‘himfelf and his own glory as the higheft and laft end
of all his condu& ; for this he created all things, and
for this he upholds and preferves them 3 his own glory,
which is his felicity, is as dear to him as his exiftence ;
and as he is the beff and moft woriby of all beings, fo it
is perfectly right and fit he thould value his own glory,
bleflednefs, and felicity, in proportion to its worth *;
that is, above all his creatures put together, becaufe
he is more excellent than them all : and God aés ac-
cording to this rule of perfect righteoufnefs, and there-
fore fets himfelf at the head of all things, and claims
the homage and love of all his creatures as his juft
and unalienable due. But man has another end in
view, viz. bis happinefs and glory as his chief objeét.
All men love what they conceive to be bappinefs ;
but not one of the fallen race accounts the enjoyment
of God truefelicity till renewed by divine grace. Their
hearts are fo contrary to all his perfetions,that nothing
can give them greater pain, and render them more
miferable than a fight and apprehénfion of them as
they are found in him ; therefore they fay unto God de-
part from us, for we defire not the knowledge of thy ways:
Might they enjoy a fenflual beaven, a Mabometan para-
dife,they would he well enough pleafed ; but the heaven,
: where
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where God is the foul of beflednefs, and where his
perfetions fhine with dazzling glory and brightnefs,
* they perfe@ly abhor.  This would be a hell to them,
and render them very miferable. Any happinefs
without God would fuit them, but they cannot endure
his prefence, nor bear the fight of his holinefs, which
is his glory. This is the caufe of the hatred which
wicked men have to the truth and ways of God, and
to thofe who bear his image. The more refemblance
any perfons bear to the divine perfe&tions, the more '
they are conformed to Jefus Chrift, the more are they
treated like their glorious bead by thofe who hate God
and his way. * This

® To confute this fentiment Mr. H. D. p. 17, quotes 1 P,
dii. 13. WWbe is be that will harm you, if ye be followers of that
which is geod ? Hence heinfers ¢¢ that moral good is not
¢ hateful to men, but rather approved and countenanced
¢¢ ag good i their efteem.” But had Mr. H. given us the
words which immediately follow, viz. But ify:lﬁl er for

- vighteounefs fake, happy are ye, it would have fpoiled his in-
ference from the text.  The continuators of Mr. Pool on

* this textfay, “q.d. Ifye bediligent in doing good toothers,

none will have the heart to do you hurt.” And if by this the
Apoftle means the pratife of goodnefs and kindnefs toall
about them, as feems evident from the context, in which
he recommends focial duties, then the text is nothing to
Mr. H’s purpofe. For it is very pleafing to a carnal heart
to have others love and be kind to him ; and none ever
did or will hate benevolent Chriftians merely for this;
Qut for the teftimony they bear for God and againft the
wickednefs of mien.  So I have teflificd that the hearts and
lives of men are evil, and M. H. has called on the
churches to bear witnefs againft me : But I humbly re-
joice in the blefling of Chrift pronounced on thofe who
are perfecuted for righteoufnefs fake. But whae will Mr. H.

- do with thefe texts ?—2Yu do always refift the boly Ghoft 5
as your fathers did, fo do ye. Which of the prophets have not
your /a'tbm perfecuted  A&s vii. 571, 52. If yo were of the

* ‘werld. .the world would love its own, but &uat;/i y¢ are not z[
the world, but I bave chofen you out o{ the werld, therefore the
aworld bateth yox.  Joh, xv. 19. If they Rave called the mafler

of
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- This is troly a-deplorable ffate. Man is not onl
expofed to pariithment for his fin, but is averfe to, an
at enamity with bappimefs. He is in purfuit of 2 falfe
happinefs, bt fees nome inf God atall. ~  Renn

, o{ the bouje Beizebub, much mure will they thole of bis boufe
“bold. Ma. x. 35. The friendfbip of the world is inmity wit

- God. James iv. 4. fcame not to fend peace, but divifion ond
g/@wd. Luk. x#i. g1, Mat. x. 24. Not as Cain whe was

that wickid one, and Revs bis brother : and wherefore flews
e him 2 Becaufe ‘bis ovam works suare evil awd bis brother’s
- wighteous; .1 Job. ij- 12———I cowld fill pages with
‘ _q,{omions from fcuipture, in dire oppofition to Mr. H's
- :opfnlfop‘. However be fays, “© if this is the cafe, we ought
- % to'fec thig averfion co all that is—chriff-like univerfally
* *exprefled in: the Fife and aQions of all unregeneratemen.”
But shis doey not follow ;. for {1.) men are often under
- vefeaintsy and can’t sbways 2k out their enmicy.. So it
_was. with the Jews : They loriged to put Chrift to death s
- and why did they not ? Becaule at ong time they feared 1be
" people ; ‘at another, ' bis bour was net fully ome. (2.) Moft
men form their notions of what they call Chriff-like by the
_ veligion moft in fafltion ; and wher this fuits the corrupe
~ .tions of the carnal heast, (as it too eften does) no wonder
they do not oppote it. . This was the cafe of the Jews in
., Chrjft’s time : They had framed - a religion to fuit theis
_.pride, and thought they were ferving God, while they oply
" ‘fesved the Devil.  And while they were zealous for his
*.'woihip, ‘o whicll they gave the name of the true worfhip .
: O;Gvd; it was ay dificcult to perfoade thens ¢hat they hated
and: were the cliildren of Szezn; as it iv té perfuade
.M. H thse esonal mew natorally hate ooral good, and
. perhaps for the fame reafon.: And thierdfpre when Chsifd
~.%old thom. that they werg the children;of the Devil, they
in return told: hia that he had a Devil, Jobu viii. 44, 48.
pretty much as Mr. F. has ferved me for faying ¢ man has
* torfied’ Devlt,* . p.’4g. ‘But when Chrift’ firipped reli-
->gibit of thofe chinigs which fed their pride, and condemned
" shem’ i propostion to their:2ml for a’ falfe religion, they
. - bated; the true relighon.apd Chiift oo in earncft, . And
¢ Ahig . would Da.tbe. tale mow, did minifiets and. irafeflons
fhine as lights of truth and holinefs , in the warld,: which
_would. fo condemn the wicked ascither te fubduc them td-
*"the cruth By tife Blefling of God, or excite pérfccmi’c;: in
~-4he way or other. D
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Rem. III. Fhis difcourfe (hews us the abfolute ne-
cefficy of regeneration, in order to the enjoyment of
heaven. If men are at enmity with God, and if God
is the bleflednefs of heaven, then there can be no heaven
for them till they are confermed to him: --How vain
therefore, are the hopes of thofe who found their ex-
pectations ot heaven on their attendance upon the out-
ward ordinances of religion, or their civil and inoffen-
five behaviour, while they are deftitute of a new nature
conformed to the perfections of God ? K

There is reafon to fear that multitudes, who profefs
the religion of Chrift, go no farther than the mere
outward form, and reft in "the name, while they are
ftrangers to the New-Birth, and thofe divine influenees
which conform our hearts to God’s glory. Are there
not many who pleafe themfelves with the thoughts of
going to heaven when they die, who have never been
acquainted with the God of heaven in this life ? But
how can thofe enjoy him there, whofe glorious per-
fections arenow the objects of their abhorrence ? Alas !
Sirs, your hopes are as tbe fpider’s web ; you will find
in a very little time, that without bolinefs, and being |
born again, no man can fee the kingdom of beaven. Chrift
does not fay fuch fball not, but they camnot : their ftate

and temper of mind will render them as incapable of
enjoying God, as fire is of uniting in harmony with
water, Nothing can be more oppofite than the glories
of heaven and an unholy heart. You muft not then
thigk hard of God for fhutting you out of heaven;jfor
you exclude yourfelves ; you hate God, who is hea-
ven, now, and you will have no {¢fs hatred to him
when you come to fee him in the light of that world
to which you are haftening every moment, Be per-
fuaded therefore to confider the danger of your native
ftate, and the abfolute importance of being created af-
ter God in righteoufnefs and true holinefs in ordet to
the enjoyment of him. .~~~ - o e

“Rem. IV. From the wholc we fee, that, tl}'g'.mi:

: B T
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and tifery” of mien are wholly of themfelves. God
does not take pleafure in their deftruttion, but is long
fuffering, and waits to be gracious. Yet men will
not return to him. Their rooted averfion to God
keeps them at the greateft diftance, and renders them
quite incapable of enjoying him. To be carnally minded
(as all unrenewed finners are) is death ; death lies in
the very nature of the carpal mind ; and if we fhould.-
admit, that no pofitive punithment will be inflicted on
the wicked in hell, yet this carnal ftyte or temper of
mind, will be a bottomlefs pit of inexpreffible mifery
for ever and ever. Into this pit finners fall by their -
own weight. If God fhould let them alone, and only
take off his reftraining hand, they would immediately,
flide into this bottomlefs gulf : all their lufts and pai-
fions would feize on them, and be the very flames of
their eternal torment, But to all this will'be added
the difplays of his anger and wrath, who hath faid,
Vengeance is mine, and I will repay it. This will bethe -
cafe of every finner, in whatever rank he ftands among
men, wholives and dies a ftranger to the New-Birth,
however decent. and moral his outward conduét hath
been : for outwardreftraints may, and often do keep.
mankind from open fins, and lead them to a decent
behaviour, while their enmity to God and holinefs ftill
remains ; which, as foon as the covering is removed
from their faces, and they fee what.a God they have
to do with, will break out in all'its rage, and plunge
them deep in eternal woe. . And then,

- ¢ Not all their anguith and theirblood .
i *¢ For their old guilt atones ; Ca
* ¢ Nor the compaffionsofa God _

* Will hearken to their groans,”

SERMON
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5 Cor. V. 19. S

* % wit, that God was in “brift reconsiling the World unto
© bimfelf, mot impuling their trefpaffes unto them, and
bath committed unto us the word of reconciliation.

N thc’prccceding difcourfe T have fhewn the caufe

and nature of the enmity between God and man
and pointed out the wickednefs of man’s enmity to his.
maker, and the divine righteonfnefs in his condemna-
tion to eternal woe. Inow proceed t6 a more delight-
ful theme ; and fhall thew you the ground of hope,.

which the gofpel propofes, laid in the work of Chriff |

finithed on his croff, which is the ony reafon why God

can forgive fin ; and -this I fhall fpeak of under the |

fecond head, WhiCh is tovi:}'zrcw,‘, L

11, The meritorious caufe of God’s reconéiljation
to offending man.” L T
The ‘Infinite juftice and righteoufnefs of God ren-
dered it unfit and inconfiftent, and therefore impoffi-
ble for him to put up with' the affront and indignity

caft on him, and his moral go'vcfhrﬁ,éht;‘by the finof, |

rom God was jiflly con..

man ; who on his revolt from G
demned to everlafting deftruction. "This Tentence
could not be reverfed and man acquitted, as things
then fteod, without an implicit acknowledgment thae
. the fentence was unrighteous ; . which God could not
do confiftent with truth ; for the fentepice’ was. per-
feétly juft, and founded in the retitude of his own na-
ture which is 'tjncharig’eable'." “Therefore the cafe of
man was hopelefs and defperate ; and nothing which

exifted could furnith a plea, or be a juftifiable
. rc:afo'n,

e ———
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reafon for God to proceed. on.in: ;;amnlfgbyh”ﬁﬁ-;
- L e o nt

and receiving him. to favour with himfe
~ (But God fo loved the warld that he.gave his only
begotten fon, and fet him forth to be a propitiation fo
declare and affert bis righteoufnefs, which man had denied,
that be might be juft, and the jupifier of bim tbat belivves
in Fefus, fohq iii. 16. Rom. iii. 26, From this laft
- remarkable {cripture it plainly appears, that the {imme-
diate] end far which Chrift was {by God] made [ap-
pointed or fet forth as a propitiation or] facrifite for
fin was, to déclare, manifeft, vindicate, and bomour bis
rigbtesufnefs, which has from the beginning been de-
nied and contemned by man ; and not to declare his
kindnefs, [or indulgence] and perfuade men that. God
is merciful, and very ready: to forgive them.” Men
are too prone to believe this without any argumentsor
perfuafions,*) and none but the awakened finner who
' . kees

* This paffage and that in p. 26 included in parenthefis, Mr. -
. H. quotes D. p. 10, and fays, ** 1&. The Dr. hete inverts
" < the order of the gofpel, and {preads a very difhonouring
¢ cloud over the glory of this difpenfation. The.ferip-

" ¢ tureevery where reprefents the immediate grand defign
_ ¢ of Chrift’s appearing and fuffering in the flefh, as being
¢ to manife(t Cgod’: mercy, and to minifter to and ac-.

- ¢ complifh the defigns of his love to man,” Reply
. 1.Ia this Mr. H, grogy mifreprefents me. He would have

- his reader conceive of me as maintaining. that ¢ the im~
mediate great end of the fuffering of Chrift”- (which was
*itfelf the manifeftation of righteoufnsfs) ¢ was to manifeft’”
- righteoufnefs ; which would be the fame as to fay, the im-
mediate end of the manifeftation of righteoufnefs was the
manifeftation of righteoufnefs. Whereas in the paflages
be quotes, I fpeak, not of the aétual fuffering of Chrift

" which declared God’s righteoufnefs, but of his appeintment
by the Father to be a propitiation. Fhis was fufficiently
_ clear in the firft edition, but leaft any fhould again miftake
' me, | have added x few words in crotchets, to make it
more manifeft. I bave alfo left out the word great asim-

" proper, and put immediate in its place, becaufe I thick the
C gread
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thee feriftpefv of the law, and the heinoufnefs of}uié fins,
has any fcruple' about it : “And this is one reafon-of
men’s dumberiéls - open tranfgreflions of God’s'law ;-
vor.ot ifve o Tt potwithftanding
< great. end of all was the glory of God ; and for this reafon
" Mr. H. thould dath the word grand out of the quoted paflage.
“11.fpeak of God?s appointing Chrift to be a propitiation,and
-fay, that the: infmedid{e end for which be was appointed-
. Was:to marifet God’s rightéoulnefs ; but Mr. H: in the
- ’fa,lfovc paflage, fpeaks of : the atual : fufterings of Chrift,:
" which were themfelvesthe gropitiation or manifeftation of"
* tighteoufnefs, an¥ concerning thefe. he. aflerts, that their,
" “immediate end was the exercife of mercy,which is no ways
.- inconfiftent with the paffages he has quoted,even tho’ [ had.
& intended that nierey which adtually faves finners, which, by
...the way, [-do notyas will foon appear.’ For in thofe pafe-
. fages. 1 fpeak, not of the 2&ual fufferings, but of che:
appointment of Chrift tofuffer. 1 no where deny that the:

* immediate end of the manifeflation of righteoufnefs was
-the exercife of mercy : So far from this, that it is one
~~main drift 6f my fermons to thew,that the whole of Chrift’s,
- undeitaking and woik was defigned ‘to open the way for
-+ the exércife of mercy in confiftence with righteoufnefs and
“.to'the glory ‘of all the divine perfetions, This is evident
-«from a multitude of places in my fermons, particulaily p.
- 34, 35, &c. Butin order that mercy might be thus
.exercifed, it was neceflary that righteoufnefs thould be
. glorificd, which was done in its manifeftation on the crofs
*»of Chrift, which manifeftation ‘'was'riot the remote; but the
= .immediase, fir/t, or next thing in view in God’s dppointing

- him to be a'facrifice. J do.not' fay that his declaration o
- righteoufns[s was the moving caufe of God’s fetting forth his
" fon, but his Jove which could not be exercifed till juftice was
glonified 5 the immediate thing therefore to be done was, to
deciare and {0 to honour the divine righteoufnefs by making
Chriit a facrifice,that mercy might be honcurably exercifed.
"This is the view ' 1 give of the matter in* my fermons,
and the tex's which I there recited, and from one of which
1'made the above remark, fully prove this to-be true,” The
fi ftis Joh. iii. 16. God 2 loved the world that bé gave bis
only begoten Son—Here the love’ of (3.d is faid to be ‘the
m:ving caule ‘of the gift of Chrift.” The other is Rom,
i, 25, 26. Whom God bath fet forth to be o prap:'tiati:in-l—u
eclare
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notwithftanding. which, they hape, through the mercy
of Gad, who they thiok will' make all reafonable. allpw-
ances for their weaknefs,:&¢..to come off with,impys
. ' ' nity

[ declare—bis righteoufnefs that.he might $2uft and the fufiifier
. of him which believeth ,inﬂj‘cﬁq. - Here we have.(1.) Ihe
-appointment, of Chriftaflerted ; ##%em God both. fet fonth.
-{2.) The end of his appointmeat, or the thing for whjch
he was fet forth declared ; 20 be a propitiation. (73) The im-
port or meaning of the propitiation defcribed, To declare bis
(Gods) righteoufnefi. i(4.) The .ends of this.delaration
pointed out: (1) T'hat the honour.of God's jutice might
be fecured, That God might be jufi. (2.) And mercy glori-
- fied while he is the juflifier; of him. which belices in: Fefus.
No words can be chofen more expreflive of what is.the
. ebvious meaning of the quoted paﬂ'ages and the current of
" my fermons on this point, than thefe. In-a word, I af-
ferted that the immediate end of Chrift’s appointment. to be
" a propitiation wag to declare;God’s rightcoufnefs, and not
his. mercy : Mr. H. fays this is ot true, ard to: confute
it fays that  the fcripture every whege reprefents, the im-
“ mediate, grand defign of Chirilt’s.fufferrag,” (i e. of his
propitiation or of the declaration of righteoufuefs).¢ as be-
ing to manifeft God’s mercy.” . But thisdoes not confute
my inference from the text, becaufe I.do not fpeak of the .
_immediate end of the g&ual farifice. of Chrift ;- hut;of she
.immediate_end of his appointment to, he a faciifice 5 thus
having miftaken the point, he fays nothing to the purpafe,
What has been now abferved is helpful tg confute his
fecond charge againft me, which is this, 2dly. Thegood
, ¢ Dr. bas undogbtedly. mikaken the fenfe of the text.—
_ % By the righteaulnefls of God there he fuppofes- his pu- -
- nifhing juflice tabeintended, wheteas.theApoftleintends
. *¢ ‘his righteoufnefs in pardopingfin and juftifying the fin-
¢ ner ;. that righteoufnefs Qf,ag d by which fingers gre
© < juftified, which the Apoftle appofethito the righteoufnefs
" .¢¢ of obedience to the lqiv,\”j).' p. 1£. .. To this I anfwer,
3. 1 do indeed fuppole, that by, righteaufne/s in the text
- ds meant that perfeQion whereby God is difpofed to render
.. ta every one. theisguﬁ,éu% which I (uppafc jncludes pu-
 nifhing juffice to the. guilty,.as well as rewarding jufticato
... thofe who merjt feward (which by:the-way.is the cale;of
~none but Cheih,). and.pardyning inflics g tighteopfefs
; - te

.

e
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nity and obeatnr forgivenefs. - It is very evident, thae
men in all ages and nationd have eafily admitted the
belict of God’s readinefs to forgive and fave them.—
e The

~ 't& thofe who believe ; (for pardoning the believer is an a&t
- of tewarding juflice to Chrift, while it is an a& of free
" tnideferved mercy to the finner.) I foppofe that the fame
" pighteoufnefs which was difplayed inthe work and fufferings
of Chrift,juftifies the belicver on account of what Chrift has
" ‘done and fuffered. 1 have no netion of one kind of righte-
- cufnefs in God by which he pusifhes,and anathe: by which
be juftifics. ‘The facrifice or the blsed of Chrift by which
we are faid to be juftified, Rom. v. % is a righteoufpefs
- for juftification, only as it is fach a dilplay of God's righ-
teoufnefs as made it juft for God on account of it to juflify
¢ the believer, by reckoning or imputing to him that difplay
of righteoufnefs Chrift bas made, as tho” made by himfelf.
~ 2. Mr. H. fays * the Apoftle oppofeth the righteoul-
* nefs by which the finner is juftified, to the rightcou(nefs
*'iof obedience to the law.” But will he maintain thatfin-
piérs are juftified by a rightecufnefs which ftands éppofed
" to, and is different from that of obedience to the faw 2 Is
it not a legal rightéoufnefs, i. e. fuch an one as the faw
* tequires, by which finners are juftified ? If it is, then the
- ‘Apofile does not oppofe the rightecufnefs by which finners
¢ ‘are’juftified, to that of obedience to the law > Indeed he
‘-'oppofes it to that of our own cbedience to the law (which
*_ 5 unvighteoufnefs) but not of Chyjft’s which is-perfe&t.—
" Teis Mir. 1. then, snd not ¥, who *¢ has undoubtedly
- < miffaken the fenfe of the text.™ - ’
- 2. The fecond thing in which Mr. B milreprefents me
:Bere is this : When 1 fay that ¢ the immediate end of
-Chrif’s appointment to be'a fatrifive wass-nst to declare
‘God's kindnefs and perfwade mien that be is mercifal and
" ‘wery ready to forgive them”; hefuppofes that am, ?’an&u}ng
“"of thit grice and rmercy which- a@ually faved finners ;
+wylteress it will appear {0 #ny impartial reader thatl mean
*“fomething very different, vie. that kindnefs or ‘indulgence

- which finners aré apt to think is'in God} which really is’

- “fit), whereby, they itmgine, e is frielined to pafs by their
I fus on (e ealy terms of & few prayers, 8c. and will not' be
A fﬂ{iﬂ; torequire fatisfallion for themv. . It is' cliis fatfe do-
** tion ¢ of mercy which Efay Chrift did noet comic'to em%.e,

ut

\
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The Heathen have imagined that their facrifices were
fufficient to procure the compaffion of their gods, and \
a difcharge from guilt ; and Jews as well as Chriftians

' have

but rather to confute and overthrow. It is abundantly
manifeft that men are too prone to imagine that God is a
kind and good-naturedr being, and not difpofed to be fhrict
to mark iniquity and punifh finners ; and they are spt to
Jook on the gift of Chrift as expretlive of this, and hence
they turn the grace of God into wantennefs, and indulge them-
felves in fin ; whereas the facrifice of Chrift was defigned
to fhew the dire& contrary, viz. that fin is fuch an evil,
that rather than it fhould go unpuwnifhed, the Son of God
fhould die, which is fo far from difcovering fuch a kind of
mercy, that it furnithes the moft perfect reafons of defpair
. of the pardon, even of the leaft fin, without full fatis-
fation. And when any one is truly convinced and fees |
the holinefs and righteoufnefs of God as difplayed on the
“crofs of Chrift, his fond hopes of pardon, which he had
while fecure, inftantly die, and leave him a belplefs wretch
in the hands of a fovereign God ; and he would forever
defpair of God’s favour, were it not that he fees juftice
fatisfied in that propitiation which reveals it, and which
at the fame time difcovers his own guilt and wret¢hednefs
in the ftrongeft point of light, while it exhibits a {ufficient
+ ground of hope. This holy mercy is revealed in or by
the death of Chrift, and nio where elfe ; but not that falfe
mercy above defcribed, which is what [ fay the desth- of
Chrift was not defigned to reveal. Apd tho’ this is not
fo clearly and peremptorily exprefled in my fermons as
. might have been, yet the impartial reader can’t but fee, by
attending to the 34, 35 and 36 pages, that this is plainly
. my defign. . . T . L ,
What has been obferved ferves to fhew the abfurdity of
Mr. H’s third charge againft me under this head, which is
this : «¢ 3dly. The Dr. is greatly miftaken in fay-
¢ ing God’s mercy in freely pardoning and faving poor
¢ guilty finness, was not doubted; before Chri§.revealed
_ ¢ it, and that men are of themfelves tooiprene 1@ believs,”
. D.p.12. TothisI anfwer, -~ - . e
1. I never faid that “ God’s mercy. in free) én!dm’ng
« and_faving finners .was not doubted befare ‘Chrift ac-
¢¢ yealed it .. This never camp into my head,: por has it
- : E dropt

»
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have always been prone to think it an eafy matter to
atone for their fin, and obtain shé divine forgivenefs,
by a few prayers, alms, and external reformations !
(therefore Chrift did not come into the world to de-
clare or demonftrate that God is [thus] merciful [or
indulgent] for this was not doubted [but too readily
- believed] before ; but it-was to ‘manifeft the truth and
righteoufnefs of God difcovered in the law,) which is
a tranfeript of his perfections ; and to let all men, yea
all worlds fee, that God is as holy and righteous as his
Taw declares him to be, which men admit with great
: relutance,

dropt from my pen : tar otierwife. I fuppofe that natu-
ral mea have no notiens of free parden and falvation : That
- they imagine their fins to be little, and do not juftly de-
. ferve everlafling damnation ; and if at any time they are
convinced that their fins are great, and they expofed to
God's wrath, yet as they do not fee their fin to be infinite,
- and hope God wilf make fome abatements on their refor-
mations, which they purpofe by and by, they make a right-
- coufnefs of their purpofes or endeavours, and look for
pardon, not as free, but as the reward of thefe good things
ddne by them.  Bat & belief of fres pardin isever founded
- om a fenfe of tofal wretchiednefs and defert of hell, arifing
. from a view of the holinefs and righteoufnefs of God on
- the. one- hand, and of the atonement, or revelation of that
righteoufnefs in the perfon of Chrifty on the other.
2. Neither do [ fay ¢ poor guilty finners.” By this he
wouldinfinuate that I teach, that truly convinced awakened
finners are too prone to- believe God s ready to forgive
them. But e knew I was fpeaking.of fecure finners, for
the words next to thofe he has quoted are ¢ And none but
the awakened finner has any feruptes dboutit.” Ser. p. 29.
. T fay he knew this, for in p. 12 he fays ** What [ obferve
- -of carnal fecure finners: eafily believing the mercy of God,
" but pot his ;juftice, is to ne puspofe.” But why to no
; pofe:? Ifie is truey it is to good, if falfe, to bad pur-
pofe : burwhetlter to goed, bad, or ne purpofe, he oughtto
have thewn it, rather thari trumped up 2 fentiment, 2nd
- fatherdd it o0 me, which- he’knew ¥ did not hold, on pur-
- :p#fa to-find or make fomething to cenfure. However he
: offers- one evidence to fhew it'to be 10 m pcrp/v‘, ’;3:,_
‘ ) . ) ® ey))
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relu®ance, as it is contrary to their intereft and {elf-
love ; {and fo to open the way for the exercife and ma-
nifeftation .of that glorious grace which can reign only
thro’ or in a mnﬁ(%ency with the perfed righteoufnefs
of God now manifefted in the atonement of Chrift.)
Let it be here obferved, that though I affert, that
the death of Chrift was itfelf a declaration of, and de.
figned fully to eftablith the righteoufnefs of God, and
to leave fuch undeniable evidences of it, as are fuffi-
cient to flop every mouth, and .compel every rational
being, who hears the report of tiie gofpel, to confefs
that he is indeed infinitely righteous,and ftrict to punith
fin ; and though I affert that the immediate end of
this appointment was, not to fhew that God is
merciful [or indulgent,] which is believed by thofe
who defpife the facrifice of Chrift ; yet [ firmly believe,
that Chrift, by his a&ual obedience and death, which -
“have fully declared God’s righteoufnefs, hath opened
a way for the moft full and glorious difplay of infinite
- and amazing ‘mercy that ever was known, even of that
grace which reigus thro’ righteoyfnefsunto eternallife, Rom.,
o , V. 2r.

¢ They” (finners) “ only feem to believe it” (Gad’s
‘mercy) ¢ if they really believe any thing, it is that they
¢ have very little need of mercy.” But how come they to
believe this lie ! Is it not becaufe they do not believe God's
righteoufnefs, and becaufe they believe or rather imagine
that there is as much mercy in God, at leaft,as they nced,
efpecially if his juftice is much out of fight, or reprefented
- to them as afecond attribute, as a fervant ¢ to minifter to
and follow the lead of mercy,” D.p. 11. Butfince what
I (aid was nothing to the purpofe, he will make me fay
fomething te bad purpofe that he may condemn me. - For
he will bave it that [ hold that convinced finners are more
ready to believe God’s mercy than juflice, and fpendsnear
_ a page to prove this falfe, while he need not have faid one
word, as I had.not faid any fuch thing. Mr. H. might
with as much truth have charged me with faying that the
" Arminians are right—W e read of falfe accufers, 2 Tim.
: iii.lgihl pray that nose of us may be found amung them
. at Jaft. : )
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' 1]
v.21. Therewasloveenough inthe heart of Godto fave
finners without the death of Chrift,had it been confiftent
with his righteoufnefs ; for if righteoufnefs, i. ¢. pardon
- and juftification, could have been beftowed on finners
confiftent with God’s righteoufnefs any other way,
then Chrift died in vain : for God had love enough
to do this betore, or without Chrift’s death, butjuftice
ftood in the way ; and this love was, as it were, fhut
up in the heart of God, and could find no way to flow
out to man immediately ; and therefore it broke out
firft in this glorious a&t of giving Chrift, to open a
way for its honourable exercife in the falvation of fin-
ners. The gift of Chrift therefore was the effe&Z and not
the caufe of God’s love, John iii. 16. For God fo loved tbe
world, antecedent to the death of Chrift, that be gave
bis only begotten Son, &c. and having afferted and main-
tained the honour of his law, grace and mercy can
reign and triumph in the falvation of finners, to the
honour of that righteoufaefs which once they defpifed :
and this lays a fufficient ground of encouragement for
any poor fenfible finner, who fees himfelf juftly can-
demned by the law, and deftitute of every recommend-
ing qualification, and cries out, #hat fball I do 1o be ;
Javed ? To fuch we may fay, Believe on the Lord Fefus
Cbrift, and thou fbalt be faved; for bis blood [peaks bettcr
tbings than the blood of Abel, and cleanfes from all fin.—
‘But, alas | while thefe fweet accents of mercy found
in the ears, and cheer the broken heart of the convin-
ced, deftitute, weary, and heavy-laden finner, and
open to him the door of hope, the carelefs and impe-
" nitent turn them to poifon, and becaufe pardon is free,
and grace abounds to the chiet of finners, therefore
they go on in fin, and take encouragement from the
mercy of God, to trample his righteoufnefs under their
feet. But if once they are brought to fee and approve
his righteoufnefs, and their intire defert of his wrath,
then the news of mercy and pardon, inftead of enceu-
raging them in fin, will be cheerfully and thankfully
" ‘embraced,
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embraced, and the righteoufnefs of God, difcovered in
the atonement, will be admired, loved, and adored.~—
The gift of Chrift to die for us, is the brighteft dif-
play of the love and mercy of God, that ever was
made ; and the apoftle jobn {peaks of tbis as the great
inftance in which divine love is difcovered, 1 Fobniv. g.
In THis was the lsve of God manifefted towards us, be-
caufe that God fent bis only begotien Son into the world
that we might live through bim. What love ! what
amazing compaffion was there in-the heart of God !
which could move him to fend his Son to die for men,
rather than leave them to fuffer deferved punithment |
Men and angels will forever admire this love, and ce-
lebrate its praifes : and this is the moft reviving cor-
dial to the broken-hearted, fenfible finner, and he only
will make a due improvementof it. But, after all, it
is clear that, although the gift of Chrift to obey and
die for us, is the higheft expreflion of God’s love, yet
the obedience and death of Chrift were immediately de-
figned to be, and actually were, the higheft and moft
perfet difplay of the infinite righteoufnefs and juftice
of God that ever was made, and this difplay of righte-
oufnefs was made in order to the actual exercife of this

love to finful men.
The law was that by which God revealed and ma-
nifefted his glorious righteoufnefs under the Jewith
difpenfation, and all the facrifices of atonemént were
defigned for this very end ; and all taken together,
were the cleareft glafs in which to fee this adorable
~perfection.  But now, fays the apoftle, Rom.iii. 2r.
the righteoufnefs of God is manifefted witbout the law, i.'e.
in the obedience and fufferings of Chrit ; and this
revelation of it is witneffed by the law and propbets.
From hence it appears, that God fet forth his fon tor
this very purpofe ; 0 declare, and manifeft bis righte-
oufnefs 5 which being done,and its honour fully fecured,
obe can be juft, and the juftifier of any finner that believes
in Fefus, who bath borne our fins in bis own body on the
: : tree,
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tree, and fuffered the juft for the unjuft, that be might bring
#s to God. 'The fin of man isa practwal denial of the
" juftice of God. The plain meaning of every known
tran(greflion is, God is not righteous to take vengeance &
be dotb net fee, neitber doth the Almsghty regardit. And
there is nothing fo difficult for man to fubmit to, as
God’s righteoufnefs ; this he ftands moft oppofed to, _
and 0 is averfe to - any tho’ts of this fubject ; which
isone caufe of his ignorance of it, and of going about
to. eftablith his own. This was the cafe of the zea-
lous Jews, Rom. x. 3. who, Being ignorant of the right-
boufnefs of God, went about to efighlifh their ows right»
coafunefs, and cheretore did mot fubmit themfelves to the
righteonfuefs of God. "They did not think that God was
juft and righteous, and therefore fuppdfed their fer-
vices, though imperfet, fufficient to atone for their
fins, and render them acceptable in his fight. They
had fuch low ideas of his majefty and righteoufnefs,
that they tho’t what they could do was good enough
for him, and that his mercy would difpofe him to
anake all reafonable allowance, (as the phrafe now is)and
reward them for “their fervices. Hence they went
about to eftablith their own righteoufnefs:; which they
never would have done, had they been fenfible of the
perfed righteoufriefs of God 3 for.this would have
- xut off all hopes of ‘working out a righteoufnefs fuita-
ble to his nature ; and fo fhut them up to Chrift for
the righteoufnefs which is in him. -

- Al the judgments infhi&ed on finniers fince the fall,

and all the mifery which the damaed fuffer, give us
but afaint and imperfelt difcovery ofthe infinite right-
eoufnefs and juftice of God, compared with Chnift’s
obedience to the law, and fuffering the penalty of itin
our ftead : yea, more of God’s real Charater appears
in this tranfaction, than ia all his:other works.——
Therefore, the undertaking of Chrift.. hath fo fully
windicated God’s character, as the righteous governor,
~1 the world,and fecured the honour of his juftice which

~ man
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manhath defpifed & difbelieved,ab to makeivconfiftent
with all his glorious perfeétions,to pardon and fave any
& all finners whobelieve in Jefus,God’s righteous fervant,
whofe obedience and death have made the atonement.
Now all this' was undertaken and performed by
Chrift, in order to reconcile Géd to man ; i. e. not te
purchafe God’s love ; for that was the fountain from
which flowed the gift of Chrift itfelf ; butto render
it juft, or lay a realonable ground for Ged 16 be juf,and
the juflifier of bim that believes in Jefus. He did net
die to reconcile man to God ; 7. ¢. to make it fit or
reafonable for man to be-at friendthip with him, or
to bring into being any juftifiable ground to his réturn
to his maker, which did not exift before. For a¢
there never was any reafon to juftity man’s enmity
againft God, fo there a]wais were full and juftifiablé
reatons why he thould love him with all his heart ; and
thefe reafons would have exifted had Chrift never died
for it always was and for ever will be fi and right for
all God’s creatures to love him, and nothing can be a1
ood reafon for their doing otherwife, unlefs fome in-
Jury fhould be done them by God, which it is- herrible
to fuppofe. Therefore the death of Chrift reconciles
man 1o God in no other fenfe than this, v7z. that on ac=
eount of what he hath done and fuffered ; on the gk
and only ground of his merits and mediation, Ged:can
honourably propefe to be reconciled; and to-pardort
their fins ; and alfo give his fpiri¢'to work a new ma«
ture in them, deftroy their enmity, and by making thems
willing in tbe day of bis power; reconcile' them: ¢o him-
" felt ; and alfo as more of the glories of God’s nature
are therein manifefted than in any other work, fo he
appears more glorious to the renewed mind. This
brings me to confider, o I
. IlI. The efficient caufe of man’s reconciliation toGod.
. We have already taken a view of man’s enmity.to
God, and have found it without any reafonable or juf-
tifiable foundation, and yet inveterate, iunate, and ra-
' ' décate
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dicate in the heart, fo that no moral arguments are
fufficient to conquer it, or perfuade a finner to be re-
conciled to God. And I have fhewn the only ground
on which God ever was, or ever will be reconciled to
man, viz. the merits and mediation of Jefus Chrift ;
and that ¢kis is fufficient and all that God requires asa
reafon to juftify him, 7. e. to fecure the honour of his
juftice, while he pardons the believing finner. But
although God bath provided bimfelf alamb for facrifice,
and is now in Chrift, or on his account, ready:to par-
don any finner that returns to him by believing in his
fon, and takes much pains [if the expreflion may be
allowed] to perfuade finners to be reconciled to him,
yet, alas,the enmity remains ; man s ftill totally averfe
to a reconciliation ; and all the threatnings and pro-
mifes, all the intreaties and arguments which can be
propofed to him, are infufficient to overcome and bow
his will, and reconcile him to God. Well then may
it be faid o man, this breach be upon thee. God is
wholly clear in this matter, not only as he never gave
man the leaft reafon to fall out with him, but, after
man had rebelled, he provided a method in which he
can honourably pardon and receive finners to favour,
and adds to all this, his moft earneft entreaties that
man would make up the quarrel, and be at friendfhip
with his God. But all is in vain [or infufficient ; ]
for though he calls, yet finners refufe ; he ftretches
out his hand, but no man regards ; they laugh at his
counfels and defpife his reproof t+; and fo they will
do till the arm of God’s power is revealed to make
them

.1 This paflage Mr. H. D. p. 24. 2§. fays is inconfiftent with
S. p. §3. viz. ¢ No mdral arguments except the terrors

of the ﬁord are adapted to influence carnal finners to at-

tend to their falvation.” Having compared thefe two paf- -

fages, he thinks he has a fine occafion to triumph,and fays,

¢ So you fee the terrors of the Lord have no more influ-

¢ ence than his love. There is fome edification in‘f"eeitélg .

. : ‘men
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them willing [by creating them anew in Chrift Jefus.)
The efficient caufe of man’s reconciliation is, God
Limfelf. Man is renewed by the Holy Gbofi.  ‘The three
facred perfons in the Godhead, Father, Son and Spirit,
are all equally concerned in our redemption ; but in
the gofpel ceconomy the Holy Ghoft is the glorious
and blefled authorof ourreconciliation to God. There-
fore we are faid to be born of the [pirit ; to be renewed
and fanédifed by the Holy Ghoft 5 to be born, not of blood ;
nor of the will of the flefb 5 nor of the will of man ; but
of God. A divine and almighty power performs this
work ; for we elieve according to bis mighty power which
wrought.in Chrift wben it raifed bim from tbe dead ; and
nothing lefs can ever fochange our hearts, and deftroy
our enmity, as to difpofe us to turn to God, and to
. delight and take up our reft in him. All the terrors
and curfes of the law and fears of hell, all the pro-
mifes of the gofpel and glories of heaven therein re-
vealed are quite ineffeCtual, if not accompanied by the
Holy Spirit. The moft powerful preaching of the
word of life, though accompanied with the holy ex- -
ample and walk of its preachers, and the utmaft dili-
gence and zeal, will not perfuade men to friendfhip
with God.  Paul may plant and Apolles may water, but
God giveth the increafe. He is the author and finither
of faith, and of the whole work ot the reconciliation
of man to God : and the breach never will be made
up on our part, till we are made willing in the day, Ano;
- o

¢ men who contradict the truth, at the fame time incon-
¢ fiftent with themfclves.” Butwhere is the inconfiftency 2.
In both I fhew that no arguments of any kind are fuffici-
ent to renew and reconcile carnal finners to God.  Yet I

. fay, theterrors of the Lord are adapted to influence them
to feck deliverance from hell, by working on their princi-
ple of felf-love. Nothing but the power of God can r¢-
new and reconcile a carnal finner to him, yet the terrors
of the Lord may excite him to feek deliverance. from mi-
fery. Is this hard to bi‘ underftood ?
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of our own, but of Cbrifi’s power. There never was a
finner, who by his own power or will, turned himfelf
to God, and reconciled his heart to the divine per-
fections : the ftain is fo deep, that nothing can re-
move it, without the wa/bing of regeneration, and the re-

mewing of the Holy Ghoft, who is the bleffed author of '

this our reconciliation. This leads me to thew,

IV. The obje® to which men are hereby recon-
ciled ; together with the moral reafons, or caufe of his
reconciliation to this object.

The objes? to which God is reconciled is man ; and
the moral reafon of his reconciliation is only zbe work
of Cbrift finifbed on the crofs : the okjei? to which man
is reconciled is God, and the moral reafons of his re-
conciliation are the perfections of God, or the beauty,
glory, and worthinefs which by the renewing and en-
hightening influences of the fpirit, he is enabled to.fee
in him. Our text exprefsly points out the object ;
God was in Chrift reconciling the world to HIMSELF.—
The quarrel is againft God clothed with his true cha-
racter, which is fo contrary to fallen men, that the
more they know of him, the more does their enmity
ftir and exert itfelf againft him, till by #be rencwing of
the Holy Ghoft they are conformied to the divine image
by being created after God in righteoufnefs and true boli-
nefs. When this is accomplifhed, then God himfelf,
in his true charalter, as reprefented in the law, and ftill
more clearly in the death of Chrift, and in the methods
of grace and mercy through him, is the object of their
love, and to himr are they reconciled.

The Lord and Governor of the univerle, the al-
mighty Febovab, in his abfolute charatter *,<cloth.eﬁ

. wit
* By God’s abfelute charaéter, 1 mean, that chara&er which

God always did, and fill does poffefs ; which angels loved

before the method of faving men by Chrift was difcovered,

and which, though more fully difcovered by what Chrift

hath done and "fuffered, is ftill the fame,” and never did,

never can admit of any change.

e - i . —— e ——— e
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with all the bolinefs, purity, juftice, and righteopfnefs
- of his pature, and with - that infinite goadnefs, faith-
fulnefs, grace and mercy, exhibited in the gofpel, be-
comes t%ne objet of tg,e higheft delight, love, and
complacency to the reconciled finner.  All thefe tre-
mendous and glorious perfections, which fill heaven
with unfpeakable joy, and hell with amazing horror,
in'their majeftic fplendor fhine around him at that very
time, and in that very way in which he reconciles fin-
ners to himfelf ; and are fo difcovered to the mind as
. to fill it with the greateft felf-abafement, forrow, and
fhame for fin, and with a facred fear and reverence,
~ love and delight, truft and confidence in God, thrq’
Jefus Chrift, by whom the atonement is made.
 The facred three, the Father, Son, and Spirit, the
undivided Godbead, are all equally offended with fin
and finners, They all, with equal and undivided
glory, holinefs, juftice and vengeance, purfue the
guilty 3 and, in the full difplay and exercife of all
thefe perfections, they are equally engadged in fhewing
mercy and grace to thofe who are faved. The fecond
and third perfons in the Godhead,required fatisfaction
for fin as much as the Father, and were noe more dif-
fed to pity and forgive finners than he was ; and
when Chrift died it was to render the whole divine na-
ture propitious : 7. e. to make it juft for God (not the
Father only, but the Son and Spirit too) to be juft in
pardoning fin. They are all one God ; and are not,
in the leaft, altered or changed in their temper, views,
or difpofition towards fin or finners by the death of
Chrift. They are clothed with the fame vengeance
againft them as ever, and -are ftjll a confuming fire,
and not the leaft altered or changed in their charact:r
neither is one perfon more difpofed to fave finners than
the others. And unrenewed finners have no more
“enmity to the Father, than they have to the Son and -
Spirit ; no moreaverfion to the rightcoufnefs of the
faw, than to the righteoufaefs of God revealed in the
' . atonement ;3
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atonement ; for it is the effential chara&ter and per-
fections of God which they hate ; and thefe are alike
in each divine perfon. It is therefore the great God
bimfelf, in his moft abfolute, pertet charaéter, and as

" pofiefled of all the glorious and amiable properties, at-

tributes, and perfetions which compofe it, and with-
out the leaft alteration made therein by the death of
Chrift, or any other way whatever, which is the obje&
to which finners are reconciled. '

When the finner is bro’t to approve and love God
in fincerity, then he is reconciled to, and loves that
very character, which is reprefented in the law, and
moft clearly difplayed in the obedience and fuffering
of Jefus Chrift. Not only the kindnefs of the Father
in giving his Son, and the love of the Son in dying for
us, and the grace of the Spirit in calling and fanctify-

ing us, but alfo the perfe&t holinefs, juftice, and right-.

eoufnefs of God which were declared, and fet before
us in thofe dreadful inflictions of punithment on his
own dear Son, unite to compofe that glorious and ami-

. able charatter, which the renewed finner is broughtto

love, and heartily approve. When a finner is renewed
by the Holy Ghoft, and brought to fee' the infinite
and unchangeable glory and beauty of God’s nature

and perfeétions as difcovered in his works, but efpe- .

cially in the death of Chrift, where the glory of his
holinefs, juftice, mercy, and grace do moft eminently
appear, he then returns to his God,fubmits to his right-
eoufnefs and government as holy, juft, and good, and
chufes him for his portion, happinefs, and beaven ; and
is led to fay with the Plalmift ; whom bave Iin beaven
but thee, and there is nome on earth I defire befides thee
Jor thou art the firengih of my beart and my portion for
ever. Hence he is filled with wonder and confufion
that he fhould ever hate fuch an holy and amiable be-
ing. He admires that the whole world do not love
him above all other obje&s. He fees enough in him

- to fatisfy and fill his foul for ever, and finds by expe-

rience

'
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rience that in the knowledge of God and his Son con-
fifts eternal life, He now efteems falvation as the
greateft mercy, becaufe thereby he is come to know
and enjoy this foul-fatisfying God ; and all the heaven
-he defires is to be filled with all God’s fullnefs, and for
ever to behold his glory. - The grace and mercy of
God to him appear great and wonderful, not barely
becaufe he is thereby delivered from the deepeft de-
ferved mifery, but chiefly becaufe the being who be-
ftows them is fo great and fo glorious.- He looks on
‘fiis deliverance from hell as an infinite mercy, but he
prizes heaven becaufe God-is there. Heis filled with
thankfulnefs and praife for his falvation, becauie it
leads him to glorify and enjoy God in whom he fees
ravithing glory and excellency: He values the love
of God, but it is becaufe he fees God to be lovely :
and if he does not fee this, the very love of God will be
defpifed and undervalued, only fo far as he thinks it
tends to his own advantage ; and if this is net felf-
love, I do not know what is. »

It is pofiible, yea, Ifear too common, for perfons
~ to be filled withjoy, and to fpeak much of the love of
God to them, who view him only as a Jenefaior, and
fee no glory in him, but as one who defigns to fave
them 5 this being all the glory they fee in God, they
love him for this, becaufe they love themfelves. But
as foon as they fofe their confidence of God’s favour,
they feel no more love to God than others do ; and,
being deftitute of a knowledge of God’s glory  and
beauty, they fall in love with the creature and fink
into worldlinefs and fenfuality, and thereby bring a
fcandal on religion. But when the foul is really renewed
and enlightened by the fpirit to behold the glory and
beauty of God’s true character, fuch an excellency ap-
pears in him as engages it to love God for what he is
in bimfelf, and to be reconciled to God bimfelf. And
although the motive which firft excites the finner to
feek after falvation from hell, is the fear of wrath to

, come

.
B
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come and defire of his own happinefs ; (yet a realizing
view and perception of the moral beauty and glory of
God is that which is the motive that firft prevails with
the [renewed ] finner to return,& bereconcileu to him. )*
He never loves the true God till he fees this ; [and he
can never fee ¢bis till he is created an::w, ] nor know that
God loves and defigns to fave him ia particular, till
he has a true love to God. Ifthisis true (and I think
none can deny it) then it follows, that a zrue love to
God does not take its rife from a perfuafion of his
fpecial love to us, but from a view of his glory and
beauty difcovered in his word 3 for if I cannot love
God ’till T have a knowledge of his fpecial love to
me, and of his defign to fave me, then I muft be af-
fured, that 1 ix particular am the object of God’s fpecial -
electing love, antecedent to my reconciliation to God,
or elfe it will for ever be impofiible for me to love him,
becaufe.the knowledge ot his love to me is fuppofed
to lie in the foundation, and to be the moral caufe and
reafon of my love to him. This is fo evident that
nothing more need be faid to difcover the abfurdity of
this fuppofition, that 1 muft know my elefZion betore
1 know' my calling ; yea, before I.am called by divine
grace ; and this knowledge of my eleion or God’s
defign to fave me in particular becomes the ground,
caufe, or moral reafon, why 1 love (God, and is that
which bribes me to lay afide my enmity, and make up
the quarrel with him. v ~
Byt this is fo far from being true, that no man can
v , know

* The words in this parenthefis Mr. H. D. p. 44 forces into
his fervice, and would make them affert, that regeneration
is cffe@ed by light, which is contrary to my avowed opi-
nion, and {» would faften a contradi@ion on tme. [ afk
M:r. H’s pardon for leaving aut the word [renewed ] which
1 have nuw inferted. Yet he has no great caufe of of-

" fence, fince the wotds both before and after fufficiently

. fhew that I mean a renewed finner ; and not one full of

camity to God. His remark then is a mere cavil,
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know God loves him in particular, and defigns to fave
him before he is converted to Chrift, and fo reconci-
Ied to the divine charatter. God hath no where re-
vealed in his word that he will fave this or thae parti-
cular perfon by name. How then can a perfon ever
know that he will {fave him,but by knowing and mak-
ing his calling fure, which of courfe enfures his election,
I know that the love of God revealed in the gofpel is
a ground of encouragement to any and all who hear
of it, to one as much as another, becaufe none are
therein pointed out by name as the objeds of God’s
fpecial love, but its calls and invitations are general,
and whofvever will, let bim come and take of the water-of
life freely : and this is the /eave or encouragement God
hath given to the vileft of finners to return, which will
be cordially accepted by evéry weary, heavy-laden, re-
generate finner, but he does not know that this falva-
tion is hs, or that God will enable him to. come to,
or believe on Chrift till he actually does believe, be-
caufe it is no where revealed in the gofpel that this
fhall be the cafe of any particular finner.

It is true, that we love God becaufe be firft loved us.—
But how is his love to us the caufe of our love to him ?
The word caufe has different meanings, fometimes it is
the efficient caufe, and fometimes the moral canfe of a
thing ; now in which fenfe is the love of God to us,
the caufe of our love to him ? If it is the moral canfe of
our love, then all the afore-mentioned abfurdities muft
follow, but allow it to be the efficient caufe, as in truth
it is, then no difficulty remains ; for this love of God
to us is the fountain from which flowed the gift.of
Chrit, of the {pirit, and of every grace in our hearts ;
and therefore we love God becaufe he fo loved us as to
give his Son to die for us, and his fpirit to renew us,
and reconcile us to himfelf, and fo fill our hearts with
love to him. Therefore our love toGod isthe effect
of his love to us, And yet the love of God is the
nioral caufe alfo of love to him in the renewed heart,

as
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as it draws forth the love of gratitude for mercies re-
ceived, and his character as a God of love, is truly
glorious, and will appear fo, to the renewed foul.—
But then this love to mein particular is not the firft

motive of my love to him, becaufe J cannot know it till

I love him. -
The infinite perfe&tions and glorious excellencies
that are in God render it moft fit and reafonable for
man to return and fubmit to him, and if this confi-
deration is not a good reafon, no reafon can ever be
found, and ifit is a good reafon, then the finner, when
he is reduced to reafon in regeneration, will act agree-
ableto it.  The obedience and death of Chrift, as it made
an atonement for our fins, effeited or produced the only rea-
Jon or ground on which God could bonouradly forgive and
Jave finners : but to affert that this bas, inlike manner, cau-
Jed any fuch reafon to exift, for our reconcifiation 1o God i. .
to make it juft for us to return,would be to affert that there
was fome obftacle in the way, which juftly might, yea muft,
binder our return, *till it was removed by the atonement. *
But was there any reafonable bar to hinder man from
loving God ? Surely none ; and nothing could have
been a juft obftruction, but fome unrighteous and
wicked conduct toward man, whereby he might have
been juftly oﬂ"cnderith his God. Now if this dlaf-
, ' phemous
* The paffage above in italicks, is varied, in the manner of
di&ion, from what it was in the firft edition. ~As it then
flood it was liable to exception as the words might be
tiken. I have here endeavoured to exprefs my defign
more clearly ; and I think, had Mr. H. taken the ideaas

I intended it, and as he might eafily have done by compar-
ing the paflage with what follows, he would not have had

any juft caufe to condemn it. My defign was to fhew,

that as there was a bar in God’s way in fhewing favour

to finners, and no reafonable bar in their way of being re-

conciled to and loving God, fo the death of Chrift was

not defigned to remove any bar out of their way, but only

out of God’s, and lay a juftifiable ground for their pardon,
"~ which ground, had it exifted without the death of Chrift,
. he never would have fuffered. S
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pbemons fuppofition is admitted for truth; then own
that the death of Chrift might poflibly lay fome fuch
ground and make it thus fit and right for man to make
up the quarrel with God, [as it would have rendered
God more lovely by wiping a blot from his charaéter Pt

~ but then the facrifice of Chrift muft have been offeted
up, not to atone for man’s offence againft God, but to
atone for God’s—the blafphemy is too horrible——
O firs, man alone was to blame ; God had done him
no injury ; had not in the leaft fullied his glorious
character ftill remained the fame glorions and lovely
being ; was ftill loved by angels as much as ever, and
man would have done fo ftill, if he had not turned

" dewil, rebel, traitor to his God. It is certain that the
righteoufnefs, holinefs and juftice of God are the ob-
je& which the unholy and wicked hearts of men firft

and chiefly abhor, becaufe they fee thefe levelled di-

retly againft their felf-intereft and engaged to render
them miferable for their fin ; and therefore they en-
deavour to ftrip him of thefe perfeGtions, and look on
him as made up wholly of indulgence and Kkindnefs,
which well fuits, in their view of him, with their own
felf-interefts, and under this charatter they can love
him. Hence it is, that they whofe confciences are in
any meafure awakened, being defirous of deliverance
from wrath, and averfe to the rightecuinefs of God
. manifefted in the atonement, as much as in the law,
are endeavouring to form an idea of God as being all
mercy ; and if they can but come to a perfuafion that"
God will fave them, they will feel 2 love to him in
proportion to the fenfe they had of their danger, how-
ever groundlefs this perfuafion may be.  But if here-
after their eyes are opened to fee that God' is very
righteous, and will by no means clear the guilty, but

to the honour of his righteoufnefs, then they lofe all -

# thitir love, and can never again be well pleafed with

- Jim till they lofe fight of his juftice, and are perfuaded
of his favour towards them again. »

- G

Fhus
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..~ Thus men are endeavouring to change God, and

- fuit him to their wicked felfith hearts, inftead of feck-

ing after a change which will conform their hearts to -
his glorious perfetions. But how vain is this ! God
will never change nor come to our tafte ; he will ne-
ver lay #fide his perfe&tions to pleafe us, and conform
to our vicious tempers ; no, no ; he will for ever re-
main the fame, without the leaft thadow of change ;
and if we are not conformed to him, the enmity and
quarrel will never ceafe. Wot God, but man muft
change : for as man hath been converted to the devil
and moulded into his image, fo if ever he becomes the -
friend of.God, he muft be converted from fatan to
God,'and be conformed to his perfections.. This is
{o plain as to need no proof, every one muft affent to
it on the bare propofal. It is evident therefore that

- they who in their imaginations drefs up a deity with
all mercy and kindnefs, and diveft him of his juftice

and righteoufnefs, and then love and admire him, have
an object of love which is not the true God. And
will it not be an awful difappointment, when they
open their eyes in cternity, and find that the God,they
then have to do with, is of a different character from
the imaginary being they formerly loved 2. -‘Will they
not then find to their eternal coft, that the God who
fhall judge them is moft righteous ? And if they do
not lave him as fuch now, will they do it in the day of
the revelation of bis righteous judgmens ? Will thofe
hearts which are full of enmity to God and his right-
coufnefs in this life, be engaged to love him when his
righteoufnefs fhall be difplayed in all its glorious and
dreadful forms, in that day when he thall come #0 £.ke
Vengeance on all that know not God, andwho obey not the
8ofpel of Fefus Chrifp 2 Can we hope that this fight will
change them from enemies to friends ? if fo, then all
the wicked will be renewed in .the day of judgment.

+  But men are not regenerated by the cleareft manifefta~

tions of God’s perfe&ions, but by the powerful ope-
y L rations

L]
.
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rations of the Holy Ghoft, which will be given to none
who are found guilty in that day. When wicked men

[

open their eyes in the eternal world, and the veil. is-

quite taken off their faces, their rage, enmity, ‘and:

. balfphemy againft God, will not arife from any new: -

wickednefs then infufed into them, but from their old
enmity which will then be let loofe, and all reftraints:
taken off; and then this will exert idelf to the utmott,
becaufe God, whois the obje& of it, will then be clearly
_difcoveéred in all his glorious perfections to their minds.
Thefe glorious perfections of God are direétly op-

pofite to the zemper, tafie, and relifb of carnal hearts 5

and therefore there are only thefe two conceivable ways

in which it is peffible for a reconciliation to take place; -

(1.) For God to change and come down to man’s temw
per, and be like him 5 or (2.) for man to be changed
and conformed to God’s perfections, fo as to approve
-his true charaéter. Unfan@ified men are always en-
deavguring to accomplith the firft of thefe ; they do
all'they can to conceive of God, as altogether like
themfelves ; that he will be pleafed with what fuits
them, and fees no more evil in fin than they do ; and
if at any time they are filled with fears of his anger,
they will endeavour to quiet their minds by ftripping
him of his righteotfnefs, and cloathing him entirely
with mercy, as a being who will not be fo cruel, as

they call it, as to make them miferable forever in

hell, for a few fins and follies committed in time, but
rather will make allowances for their infirmities, and
very gracioufly pardon all ‘that has been amifs. *—
- o : - Such
# Dr. Young, in his Leve of Fame, Sat. 6, with great juftice,
and a true fpirit of fatire, reproaches and expofesthis very
common and prevailing difpofition of the hearts of men, in
the following pointed lines ; )

Atheifts are few ; moft nymphs a Godhead own,

And nothing but his attributes dethrone;

From Atheifts far, they ftedfaftly believe .

God is, and is Almighty—to forgive, His
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¢Such are the notions which natural men are endea-
vouring to form of Gad, in order to lay fome ground
of hope, and quict their troubling confciences ; and
fuch a God well fuits them,.for they haveformed him
after their own hearts : yet all this makes no change
in God ; he is not altered becaufe they fancy he is ;
and fuch will. find, one day, that he is clothed with
righteouinefs as with a garment, and will render ven-
geance unto all who do not know and fubmit to his
righteoufbefs revealed in the glorious gofpel.

- Now as God cannot change, the anly way left is for
man to be altered and conformed to God ; and this
is accomplithed in the work of regeneration, by whi;::

' y _ t

His other excellence they’ll not difpute 3

"But mercy, fure, is his chief attribute,

Shall pleafures of a fhort duration chain

A lady’s foul in everlafting pain 2

Will the great Author us poor worms deftroy, *
For now and then a fip of tranfient joy ?

No ; he’s forever in a fmiling mood ;

He’s like themfelver ; or how could he be good ?
And they blafpheme who blacker fchemes fuppofe.— -
Devoutly thus Jehovah they depofe, '

The pyre ! the jufl ! and fet up in his flead

A deity that’s perfe@ly well bred.

This muft ftrike every eye, as-a pi&ure of mankind drawn
to the life ; and from which none deviate till they are re-
newed by a divine power, and brought to approve God in
his true charatler, as holy, juft, and good : But,

Not thus our infidels the eternal draw,
. A God all o’er confummate, abfolute,

" Full orbd in his whole round of rays compleat,.

- They fet at odds heavens jarring attributes 3

" And with one excellence another wound ;
Maim heav'n’s perfe@ion, break its equal beams,
Bid merey triumph over God himfelf,
Undeified by their opprobrious praife :
A God g/l mercy is a God unjuft.

Night Thopghts-B. IV,

.

!
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the foul is difpofed and formed to Jove and delight in
the whole of God's character, being created after him
" in righteoufnefs and true holinefs. The abjeét then
of the finners reconciliation is the Lord Jehovah, the
fovereign governor of the world, in ‘the whole of his
moft glorions and amiable charatter, compofed of
thofe perte@ions which angels love, and devils hate.

~ I now pafs to the laft thing propofed, which is ta
confider, v .
V. The means by wixich Gad ordinarily brings
men to be reconciled to himfelf. N
. The mew birth, or regeneration, is the work of God,
which he effects by his awn almighty power ; yet he
makes ufe of means in order to the converfion and
reconciliation of finners to himfelf. He deals with
men as rational creatures, and propofes all thofe mo-
tives and arguments to their confideration, which .
would be fufficient to engage their love to him, were
it not for their hatred to his unchangeable, glorious
perfections ; and thefe motives have a powerful influ-
_ence on all thefe whofe hearts are conformed to God
“in regeneration.  Thefe are exhibited to usin the
glorivus gofpel, which s sbe wifdem of God, and the
power of God to every ome who believeth : this is the
means appointed of God for this end. [t pleafed God
By the foolifbnefs of preacking, to fave thofe that belirve.~—
Hence it appears, that the preaching of the gofpel is
an ordinance of God’s appointing, and hath all its effi-
cacy from the fovereign good pleafure of God ; and
according to the apoftle, Rom. x. 14, 15. this is ordi-
narily neceffary to faith in Clirift,and to theexercife of
‘every other divine temper given or wrought in rege-.
neration : How fball they call on bim in swhom they bave:
not believed? And bow fhall they believe in bim of whom
. tbey bave not beard ? And bow fhall they. bear witbout
_ - preacher ? And bow fball they preach unlefs they be fent
And although preaching the gofpel is, by th,c’wc;lrld
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called foolifbmefs, yet, according to the fcriptural ac-
count of it, it is the ordinary means which God makes
ufe of to reconcile [renewed] finners to himfelt ; and
it is as well calculated to work on the minds of [unre-
newed] finners, as any means can pollibly be ; butyet
all the motives which the gofpel contains fet before car-
nal men, will be ineffetual without the agency of di-
vine power to renew their hearts and conform them to
his gloriaus charater and likenefs. We fhall conclude
the fubjet with feveral remarks. '

Rem. I. Thisdifcourfe leads usto a clear diftin&ion
between God’s reconciliation to us, and our reconci-
liation to him. The grounds of the breach are very
different, and therefore thofe of reconciliation muft be
fo too. Man finned and then wickedly hated fis God ;
but God was righteoufly difpleafed and angry with
finners, And fince the infinite Jove and compaffion
of God hath provided a facrifice to atone for our fin,
by giving his Son to be & propitiation to declare bis righs-
eoufnefs, and a door is thereby opened for the free and
honourable exercife of mercy, grace can now reigm
sbrough righteoufne(s unto eterual life, and God can be fuft,
«and the juftifier of bim that believes in Jefus. . This isthe
JSimple and only ground on.which God proceeds in fend-
ing the proclamation of the goipel to finners, andin
calling them-to believe in. his fon ; this alone lays the
foundation of his promife of pardon to thofe who be-
Keve, and makes it confiftent with his perfetions to-
- fend his Holy Spirit to convince and convert, “renew,
-and reconcile finners unto dimfelf ; and therefore my
text fays, tbat God was in Chrift reconciling the world unto
kimfelf : he did not, he would not, and T venture to
fay, he could not do it apart from, or without Chrift’s
atonement. Here then we have the only reafon of
God’s reconciliation to finners. But this is not the
reafon why finners are reconciled to God. "Menare

ftill atenmity with him as much'as ever, and the,dwofni
.. :  derfu
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derful manifeftations of liis love and grace in the gof
pel, with all the moving and melting accents of mercy,
are not fufficient to prevail with one finner to make
up the quarrel with God. : , .
And as the facrifice of Chrift, and the love of God
manifefted therein, is not fufficient, by way of motive,
to prevail with finners to return to him; Jo it bas not, -
either by rendering God .more lovely in bimfelf, or by re-
poving any juft obflacle out of their way, * caufed any rea-
Jon to exift, for their return and reconciliation 10 God. +
~ All that renders God amiable now, exifted, though it
was not fo fully difcovered, before the death of Chrift,
and would have exifted if he had never died, and will
remain the fame for ever, whether men are happy or
miferable, even his eternal excellency and glory. - This
always was, and for ever will be, a good and 1ufficient
. reafon for all rational creatures to love him ; and this
will never be altered ; it is neither increafed by the
work of Chrift nor in the leaft {ullied by the punifh-
ment he inflis on the wicked, though in both it is
more clearly and glorioufly revealed. 4
This manifeftation of divine glory by Chrift, which
tranfeends every other method in which God hath re-
' . vealed
* If the death of Chrift was defigned to remove any bar out
of man’s way, then there was fome bar in the way, i. &
fome reafon to juftify man in bating God, till Chritt died ;
and then that text, Rom. iii. 26, thould be read thus, whem
 God hath [et forth to be a propitiatisn for his offence againft
man, to declare and publicly own and acknowledge man’s
righteoufnefs in being offended with God, that he might
be juft, and with honour forgive and receive God to fa~
- vour again. Does this piturefhock us ! and fo does the
blafphemous fentiment. )

~ t The paffage above in Iialicks is exprefled differently from -
what it was in the firft 'edition. The words as they then
ftood were capable of a fenfe which was exceptionable.~—
And though I have not altered my opinion on this head,
‘yet I think it neceflary to alter the manner of expréfling it,
leat fome thould be led into 2 miftake.

—
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vealed his perfection, and unfolds more of his nature
and attributes, than the works of creation and provi-
dence, and more fully afferts the honour and glory of
his righteoufnefs and juftice, than the awful threatning
of the law or the punifhment of the wicked, hath, as

" we have feen, 1aid a fufficient ground for God to pro-
ceed upon, in parconing and faving finners, fince his
righteoufnefs cannot now be-reafonably doubted, it
being fully difplayed by the work of Chrift ; but all
this ferves not to engage unrenewed man to love, but
more fenfibly to hate and abhor God, in proportion
_to theclearer manifeflation of his nature and perfection, -
For if there is enmity in our hearts to God, the clearer .
views we have of him, the more will it work and fhew
wfelf, till a change takes place in us which conforms
our minds to his glorious perfeftions ; and when this
is effeGed, then the more we fee and know him, the
higher will our love arife, till we come to know as we
are known, which will compleat the joy, love, and blef-
fednefs of heaven, and gives us the full poffeflion of
that eternal life which confifts in the knowledge of God
and hisSon Jefus Chrift, Fobn xvii. 3. ,

In a word ; the only reafon of God’s pardoning and
{aving finners, i. e. of his reconciliation to them, is the
obedience and fafferings, or propitiation of Chrift. This
is all he requires and all he will accept ; and no addi-
tion can be made to it by the works or fufferings of
men or angels, it beirg in itfelf compleat, and per-
fe&tly an{wering the demands of juftice and fecuring
the honours of hi§ righteoufnefs ; but the reafon of
man’s reconciliation to, and love of God, is the glaries
ef his own nature, which are not altered, though more
clearly revealed, by the death- of Chrift. God hath
taken different ways to reveal himfelf to his creatures ;
the works of creation clearly difcover his eternal power
and Godbead, and the works of providence fhew his
glorious moral perfeions ; and what way foever they
arc manifefted, they are divinely glorious, and.dematx}x‘d

€.
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the love of all beholders. It is not the method or
‘manner in which the glory of God is manifefted, but
‘the degree of manifeftation which proportionably en-
gages the beholders in love, admiration, and praife.—
The righteoufnefs of God difplayed in the atonement .
of Chrift, is no more glorious than in the damnation
of the wicked : his juftice in pardoning the finner that
believes in Jefus, is no more lovely, than in punithin
unbelievers : his mercy in faving the chief of finners
is no more excellent,than in faving an infant who never
-committed one actual fin : thefe are the fame perfeti-
-ons difcovered in one cafe as the other, and the differ-
~ rence lies only in the degree of manifeftation, which is
much greater in one method than the other. So the
death of Chrift hath exhibited the perfettions of God-
in a more full and perfect degree, than any other of
his works ; but it hath added no glory to them, nor
rendered him more worthy and deferving our love,
confidered as he is in himfelf. Yet this brighter dif-
play of God’s glory opens a fource of unfailing happi-
- nels to all_holy beings, as it emables them to know
more of God, the objeét of their love, than would ever
have been difcovered by them, had Chrift not under-
“taken and finifhed the work of redemption.

4

" Rem.II. From what we have now heard we learn,
that men are not regenerated by moral fwafion, i. e. by
any rational arguments or obje&ive light. * The
~ cleareft objetive light which can poffibly be prefented
to an unrenewed finner, will not be fufficient to re-
move his enmity, and beget love to God in his heart.
Should he be admitted to fee the angels and faints, who

. furround
" % Mr. H. takes my truc meaning in this paflage, fee D, p.
25, though the manner of exprefling it was, in the fieft
edition, as exceptionable as any paflage he has cenfured 5
but as he faults nothing but the idea which I intended ta
convey, I fhall alter the diQion and make the fenfe in-
tended more clear. B B

~
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furround the throne of God in glory, and hear their
fongs of praife, and fee the glorious Saviour of men
feated in the throne of his glory, he would not be
thereby in the leaft allured to love heaven and its em-
ployments, . but rather be filled with averfion and ab-
horrence. ‘The minds of unregenerate men are too full
of enmity to God, to be perfwaded to love and be re-
eonciled to him, by any, though the moft powerful
arguments addreffed to their underftandings or affecti-
ons ; Paul may plant, and Apollos may water in vain,
without the agency of a fuperior power. Therefore I
do not think that regeneration is effected by light, 7. e.
by prefenting the things of religion to their minds, nor
even by opening the e{’es of their underftandings to
e the cafe in the next world,
and yet thefe abjects will be no more agreeable than
in this life, but more fenfibly abhorrent. Butin order
- to this change, the power of God muft be exerted,and
by this alone men are created anew in Chrift Fefus, born
again, made new creatures ; and created after God inright-
eoufniefs and true bolinefs. It is the fame power which
commanded the light to [bine ont of darknefs at firft, which
Thines into our bearts, to give us the knowledge of the cLOR ¥
of God in the face of Chrif. We may fee much of God,
as the devils do,without this divine power, but we fhall
never fee the light of God’s GLor Y, Jeauty and excel-
" fency, till we are remewed by the power of the Holy
Ghoft, which gives to the foul a tafte and relith for the
things of God, which it once loathed and hated. No
moral arguments, except the terrors of the Lord, are
adapted to influence carnal finners to attend to their
falvation [from hell.] If the enjoyment. of God,
Chrift, and the fpirits of the juft made perfeét,in which
the whole of heaven confifts, is propofed to them asa
motive to engage them in religion, it can have no in-
‘fluence, becaufe the things defigned as inducements,
-are the obje&s of real averfion, and it is juft fo with
regard to every other glorious object of religion, and -
- : ' , : ng
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no motive can be found adapted to influence the 4n-
renewed foul, as fuch, but that which is purely felfifh,
which felfifmefs is the very thing the religion of Chrift is
calculated tofubdue,that tbe Lord aloxemay be exalted. But
when a foul is renewed by divine powersthe motives and
arguments of religion will have their effect,and fweetly

 draw it after Chrift ; becaufe the fpirit of bondage,
‘which can be influenced only by fear, is now tiakea
away, and the [pirit of adeption given whereby we ay,
Abba, Father. - :

_ Rem. I1I. Thisdifcourfe fhews us the prorrie;y and
oeceflity of preaching the law as a fchoolmafter w
bring finners to Chrift. The gofpel, which brings the
glad tidings of falvation, is calculated /o bind up the
BROKEN HEARTED, and declare liberty to the CAPTIVES,
and she opeming sbe prifon daors o thofe that are BOUND ;
0 give to thofe that MOURN in Zion beauty for asmEs,
#be oil of joy for MOURNING, ¢be garments of praife for
the SPIRIT OF BEAVINESS, Ifa. Ki. 1, 2, 3. bur ic will
‘have a very different effe@ on thofe wbo are at asg
in Zion, and never will draw them to Chuitt, or prevail
with them to be reconciled to God, till the law is fet
before them, and the righteoufnsfs and perfe@ions of .
God therein revealed, are fo difcovered to their minds,
as to convince them that they juflly deferve his wrath,
and are utterly unable to atone for their guilt. Care-
Jefs finners mutt be told of their danger, and the in-
fexible righteoulnefs of God fet before ¢hem ; and till
this is done and they affected accordingly, the mercy
and grace of the golpel will harden, rather than bow
them to the feepter of Chrift. -You may as well charm
the deaf adder, as allure a fecyre finner to Chrift by
the offers of pardon and promifés of eternal life, be-
gaufe he has no more ¢afe for thefe, than a blind man
has for colours. Till men are convinced of, and fub-
-mit to the righteoufnefs of God revealed in the law,
-and the death of Chrift, the grace of the gofpel will
.be defpifed, and all its falvation flighted, Rem, IV.
. - .
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Rem. IV. - Right apprehenfions of God are effen-
tially neceflary to true religion. B
All men have a religion fuited to the charater of
the God they worfhip. If they have falfe conceptions -
of God, and attribute that to him which is not in bim, -
or deny and ftrip him of any of his perfections which
he truly poffeffes, their fyftem of religion muft ne-
cefarily be fo far defective or monftrous. Al men will
« walk, cvery one in the name of u1s God, what kind of
being foever they fuppofe him to be. The heathen
fuppofed their gods were poffefled of like paffions as
themfelves ; one was a very revengeful, another a -
drunken, and another an amorous deity, and they
framed their religion to fuit their fuppofed different
tempers and difpofitions., Their Baccbanalia or drunken
Jeafis were celebrated in honour of Baccbus, the god of
wine; and modefty forbids to mention thofe fcenes of
impurity which were facred to Vemus the goddefs of
love. And as it was among the heathen, foitis
among thofe who enjoy revelation, fo far as they de-
viate in their conceptions from that chara&er of God
which he hath*revealed. To this one fource may be
traced all the grofs and deftructive errors which are to
be found among profefling Chrifttans. Thofe thatare
carelefs and at eafe in their fins, and hope for accep-
tance and pardon for their own works, are ignorant
of God’s righteoufnefs, and conceive of him as clothed
with nothing but mercy and power. . Thofe who be-
ing awakened to a fenfe of his righteoufnefs in their
condempation, and yet dare not truft in his almighty
grace and mercy, cloath him, in their imaginations,
with nothing but vengeance, and divelt him of that
mercy, grace, and compaffion, which, in the gofpel,
he hath revealed to be in him ; though there are very
few, comparatively, of this laft clafs, to which nose
belong but thofe whofe confciences are awakened to a
fenfe of their danger. Thus J could proceed to fhew
that the various errors in religion fpring from falfe
conceptions

!
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conceptions of God’s character ; and therefore when
the moft erroneous fhall fee Godin the light of eter-
nity, they will be fully convinced, by that fight, of all
the errors they held in this life, though they never will
love the truth; nor that Being who is the fountain and
pattern of it. There will be no atheifts, no deifts in
hell ; none there will believe that a finner can be jufti-
fied by his own obedience or fufferings ; none who
will deny the Godhead or fatisfaltion of Chritt ; for
then they will fee, that juft fuch a Saviour and facri-
fice was neceflary, in order to reconcile God to man,
and fubdue finners to the obedience of the gofpel.

- It is therefore neceflary, above all things, to have
right apprehenfions of God. 'We muft now bis name
in order f0 pust our truft in bim. The name of God is
shat by which he is known : his glorious perfe&tions
and attributes are the letters which compofe it ; it is
pot the word God or Lord, that we are to love and
worthip, any more than the wards Dews, Theos, or Do-
minus, but that Being, whom thefe words, by common
confent, denote ; and what he is, what are his proper-
ties and chara&ers, muft be learn’d from his works and
word ; for wé know nothing of God, but what he
hath revealed of himfelf. Tbe beavens declare the glory
of the Lord, and the firmament fbews forth bis bandy work
and, by 1be things that are made are clearly feen bis eter-
wal power and Godbead. But he hath magnified his
-~ word above all his name ; therein he hath given us
the cleareft difplay of his nature by telling us what are
his attributes and perfections ; and in this blefled book
we mult read his name, or never, in thislife, come to

know what.it means. , :
Men are very prone to leave the fcriptures, and
“follow their own reafon, or rather, vain imaginations, .
which exalt themfelves againft God, when they form
their conceptions of him ; and having drefled up a
god according to their own fancy, they torture the
fcriptures to make them agree with the image 'ﬁhey
- ave
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have fet up, and.with Nebuchadnezzer,make them fall
down and worfhipit,or condemn them as inconfiftent,
and caft them into the fiery furnace of ridicule, bur-
Jefque, and blafphemy. But thofe who would know
what God is, muft take his character from his word,
which was defigned by him to reveal his name to us,
and muft lay afide their own vain fancies and falfe
reafonings, and make them all bow to the facred ora-

", cles which alone can inform us of the nature and per-

tections of Jehovah. ‘
Rem. V. The ground of hope laid in the gofpel

for fenfible, guilty finners, is the moft folid and glo-

rious that it is poffible to conceive. It is calculated
to relieve and bind up the broken hearted, to deliver
the captives, and comfort thofe that mourn. It pre-
fents them with a facrifice wherewith they can come
before a once angry God, and find acceptance, It
opens the ftores of God’s fulnefs, and afks nothing of
the perithing finper, but to open his hand, his mouth
and heart to receive them. It thews gracé reigning
throug righteoufne(s, God glorified and the finner {aved,
Blefled be God for the gofpel ; and above all for 2
hope through grace of an intereft in its glorious
gternal blefings. To obtain this let us give all dili-
ence, that we may honour and enjoy God here, and
e prepared for the full enjoyment of himjp bis king-
dom of glory ! Amen. P

veiar

AN




;::z*:::: m@g m-m |

APPENDIX

To the prececdmg SERMON S, by
way of 3nfwer to a Dialogue lately
publithed,written by the Rev.Z#7/liam
Hart of Saybrook, in Connedicut,.
intitled, Brief remarks on a number
of falle propofitions and a’cmgerom er-

. rors which are [preading in the coun-
try, collefted out of f[undry difcourfes
lately publifbed,wrote by Dr. Whltaker

and Mr. Hopkms.

SecT. L

S I'have already, in the notes at bottom of the

- A precceding pages, endeavoured a defence of
my Sermons againft fome of the injurious
mifreprefentations of them, and contradi&tions charged
on them by Mr. H. : All that remains is to ftate and

. confute his leading fentunent, together with the feve-

ral falfe opinions built thereon ; and to filence his
unjuft and falfe cry of new divinity, Sandemaman berefy,
&ec. &c.

Mr. H’s leading fentiment, ar foundauon error, I
take to be this,viz. That &/ beings endowed with natural
confcience bave NECESSARILY a Zafie for maral excellency :
i. e, they approve and love that which appears to the

underftanding
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underftanding or confcience to be morally good, and
hate what appears morally evil. *

That this is his opinion is too evident from the dia-
logue, and is of fuch importance in * his fcheme of
orthodoxy,” that almoft every fentiment in his book
is either built on it, or fome way modelled by it, fo far
as he is confiftent with himfelf.. But that the reader
may fee I do not injure Mr. H. in this, I defire he
would carefully examine the following quotations with
the remarks on them.

Mr. H. having diftinguifhed good into natural and
moral, fays, ** There is in man a natural faculty where-
“ by he is rendered capable of difcerning and diftin-
¢« guifhing between moral good and evil, as well as
- % natural, and readily perceives the one to be right,
¢ amiable and worthy of efieem and bowour, the other
“ wrong, bateful and blame-worthy, immediately, as
¢¢ foon as thefe objets are feen in a true light, or as
¢ being what they really are, without any furtber rea-
" < foming about them. This faculty is innate, an ef-
. ¢ fential part of the natural conftitution of all intelli-
¢ gent and moral beings, as fygch ; and is found in
o gxperience, attually cxifting%oth,in righteous and
¢« wicked men. On 7bis” (i. e. on this * ready percep-
tion of the besuty of morally good, and batefulnefs of
morally evil objeéts,” i. e. on a love for holinefs and
hatred of fin)  is foynded the principle and power of

¢ natural confcience. +” + This }

* N. B. The whole controverfy very much depends on the
right ftating of Mr. H’s leading fentiment ; but after the
- moft careful enquiry I am capable of, it appears undenia-

- bly clear to me, that I have ftated it right. If Mr. H. -

will not allow this to be his opinion, I have to fay, I am
forry be could find no better words to communicate what
he intended, and that through want of language he has
chofen words and phrafes which fully convey what is be-
fide his defign. I beg the reader carefully to attend to the
" following quotations, by which he may fee, that if I bave
miftaken what he intended, I have not what he has fd.

t D.p. 52. : -




( 65 )

This {ufficiently fhews Mr. H’s opinion to be this,
viz. that natural confcience is founded on a 74/?¢ for mo-
ral excellency or beauty ; fo that the want of this g/l
implies the want of confcience. Here he makes the
foundation of confcience to be a ¢ difcernment of the
S¢ amiablenefs of objeéts morally good, and of the date-
“ fulnefs of objects morally evil, on the firft fight of
¢ them, as they are in themfelves, or as being what
<< they really are, immediately, witbout any furtber rea-

" ¢¢ foning about them.” This I take to be a juft defi-
nition of fpiritusl tafle. Let us hear Prefident Eds
wards on this head. He fays * ¢ There is fuch a

_ %¢ thing as gaod tafic for natural beauty (which learned
¢¢ men often fpeak of) that is exercifed about sempo-
¢¢ ral things, in judging of them ; as about the juft-
¢ nefs of a fpeech, the goodnefs of ftyle, the beauty
¢ of a poem, the gracefulnefs of deportment,” &c. A
late great phiiofopher of our natiop writes thus up-
onit; T ¢ To have 4 tafle, . is to gjve things their -
<« real value,to be touched with the good, to be fhock’d

¢ with the ill ; not be dazzled with falfe luftres, but
¢ in fpite of all colours, and every thing that might
£ deceive and amufe, to judge foundly. Tafe and
¢ judgment then, thould be the fame thing ; and yet
¢ ’tis eafy to difcern a difference. The judgment forms
¢ its opinioss from refletion : the reafon on this
¢ occafion fetches a kind of circuit, to arrive at its
¢ end, it fuppofes principles, it draws confequences,
% and it judges ; but not without a knowledge of the
*¢ cale ; {o that after it has pronounced, it is ready to
s¢ render areafon for itsdecrees. Goad tafte obferves

** none of thefe formalities ; e’er it has time to con-

s fult, it has taken its fide ; as foon as ever the ob-

 je&t is prefented, the impreffion is made, the fenti-
¢ ment formed, aflk no more of . Astheear is
s¢ wounded with a harfh found, as the fmell is foothed -

R __“ with
* Relig. AF. p. 173, + Chamb, Didi. undes the word

TASTE,
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"¢ with an agreeable odour, before ever. the rezfon
-%¢ have meddled with thofe objeéts to judge of them,
¢ o the tafle opens itfelf at once, and prevents all re-
“ fle€tions. They may come afterwards to confirm
< ft, and difcover the feeret reafons of its conduct ;

* % but it was not in its power to wait for them. Fre--

quently it happens not to know them at all, and
what pains foever it ules, cannot d¥fcover what it
was determined it to think as itdid. This conduét
is very different from that the judgment obferves in
its decifions : Unlefs we chufe to fay, that good 7affe

22222

- % right reafon, which hurries on with rapidity, and
“ condufls more furely, than all the reaforings the
‘¢ could make: *Tis a firft glance of the eye, which
t¢ difcovers to us the nature and relations of things
* in 2 moment.” _
" % Now as there is fuch a kind of taffe of the mind
¥ —whereby perfons are guided in their judgment of
“ patural beauty—fo there is likewife fuch a thing as
 a divine taffe, given and maintained by the fpirit of
¢ God, in the hearts of the faints, whereby they are
“ in like manner led and guided in difcerring and
< diftinguifhing the true fpiritual and holy beauty of
¢ a&ions” or objets ; i. e. whereby ¢ they readily
¢ perceive the amiablenefs of objets morally good,and
¢ the batefulne[s of thofe that are morally evil.” If
the above may be accounted a good definition of na-

tural zaffe, Mr. ’s muft be efteemed a goed, tho’-

fhort, definition of fpéritual tafle, as it perceives the
beauty and amiablenefs of divine objects, on the firlt
~ fight, * without any further reafoning about them,”
and alfo the batefulnefs of objects morally evil. Now
obferve ; if this tafte is effential to the exiftemee of
natural confcience which is foundin all moral beings,
. &s fuch ; then all moral beings, *¢: both righteous and

wicked,” do fee the amiablene/s of objets morally good,

~ as foon as their underftandings perceive them ; sndif

they

is as it were a firft motion, or a kind of inftiné® of .

|
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they can fee their loveling(s ar beauty, they muft necel-
farily Jove, be pleafed with, and delight intheui s and
if fo, then their happinefs and heaven confifts in them,
And on the other hand, if they dilcern the basefulns/s
of morally evil objecs, they muft hate them. Butthis
love and hatred is the very thing which in fripture
is called holinefs. Te fear of theLordis To nATE EVIL*
This tafte is that wnion from the boly one whereby
believers kxow all things. + It is called fpiritual under-
Randing L, o diftinguith it from what natural men have,
It is by this only that any perceive the favour of Chrifi’s
. knowledge § and tbe favewr of bis goed cimtments. € All
thofe who have the fenfe to difcern. thefe things, are
gracious, and have the promife of life made . them in
the gofpel.  But according to Mr, H. the worit of
: men have this, yea and devils tao, : oo
- . - Perhaps Mr. H. will object, that he don’t fay tha¢
* all aCtually talte this beauty and deformity 3 but that
he has reftrited. it to fuch only as < fee thefe objects
¢ in their true light, or as being what they really are.”
Anfwer, hedoes fo indeed ; but then he aflerts that
al! moral beings, both men and devils, can fee them
thus, - But this is to beg the queftion in debate., And
if I grant him this, the difpute isat an eod : for the
main queftion in debate between us is, whetber man ss
#otally corrupt ; which he certainly is nat, if he candif-
- gern the true beauty and deformity of moral objeéts;
and therefore when Mr. H. takes this for granted, he
begs the main queftion in difpute. This method
he frequently takes, by which he blinds the eyes of his ~
readers, and gives 4 falfe colour to his affertiops. But
he ought to-have known that this would not be granted
without proof, which he has not attempted to give us.
For I maintain, that no unholy heart can fee meral
objes in their true, moral beauty or deformity : to
fee which implies fuch a tafte for them, as to approve
' or

# Prov. viit. 13. 1 1 Joh. ii. 20, Col. i. g.

§ 2 Cor, ii.314. q C{nt. I 3 : ’
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or difapprove, love or hate them, in our hearts, agree-
. able coptl:e";r nature, which is no more nor lefs than
true holinefs, and which is never found in unrenowed
men: - However, his begging the queftion ferves to
confirm what 1'would prove, viz. that Mr. H. really
holds, that natural confcience neceffarily implies a
tafte for moral excellency.  For if wicked men can
fee moral obje@s in their true light, as he takes for
granted, then they have a difpofition of heart to love
the good and hate theevil ; which is the fame thing
as [pritualtafte and is peculiar to the rightecus.

I have been the more large in thewing what /piri-
sual tafle is, that the reader may underftand the phra-
fes Mr. H. makes ufe of in the following quotations,
fuch as feeing moral objefls in a true light, amiable, wor-
sby of eficem and bonour 5 bateful and blame-worthy, dil-
approved by the mind,&c. All which imply a fpiritual tafte
o moral ubjects ; thefe phrafes he applies, thro’ his dia-
logue,to natural confcience which is inall moral beings.

From the paffage that has now been remarked on,
Mr. H. fays *¢ it neceflarily follows, that a&ions and
¢¢ characters morally gpod, when viewed by the mind
¢ in a true light, or as being what they really are, can’t
““ but appear good, amiable and worthy of efeems and
¢ bomour, confidered abfolutely in themfelves ; and
< they are in fa&t fo regarded by 4// men in this view
¢t of them, and can’t be hated for their own fakes,
¢ & e contra. *—To fuppofe the contrary is incon-

: ¢ fiftent

* In this paflige Mr. H. fuppofes that wicked men can and
do fee moral obje&s in a true light, i. e. perceive their true
beauty and deformity ; and confequently, that they love
and hate them agreeable to their nature, or for what they
are in themfelves. But this is to love and hate as God
does, and is no other than trueholinefs. But it is certain
that wicked men do hate God ; for the carnal mind is n-
mity againfl:God. And it is alfo certain that it is not a
falfe God, or a falfe charaler of him which they hate ;

for this would not be God, but fomething which God hates
2

’
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¢ fiftent with the exiftence and exercife of the—faculty
¢ of difcerning—between moral good and evil.”®—
Here having begged the queftion again, he afferts the
fame thing as betore. e -

Mr. R. erdeavouring to reduce my notion of man’s
enmity, to an abfurdity, fays, ¢ Is the prefent frame
¢ of human nature fuch, fo totally inverted, that God

¢ is hated as being !thus - excellent and morally per-~
. . fect 27

- as well as they. It follows then, that -it is the true God
or a true charaer of him which they fee and hate,

If it fhould be obje&ed, that the true chara&ter of God,
or *“ God as he is in himfelf is infinitely amiable, and
¢ therefore can’t be the obje& of hatred to any moral be-

_ ¢ ing confidered fimply in himfelf,” D. p. 56, 57, or
viewed in a true light ; I anfwer, ’

1. If by this is meant a_fight of God’s beauty or excellency,
Ifay that onregenerate men can’¢ fee him in this light,
They do not perceive the beauty-and excellency of God’s

feQions. Did they fec this, they would neceflarily

" love him fo far as they have a fight and knowledge of it,
For beauty or excellency perceived by the mind, is love ;
or at leaft neceflarily engages it. Therefore unrenewed

+ men never can fee this. Yet, -

2. They may and often do, in fa&, feethofe perfe@ions”
that compofe that charaler, which is beautiful in itfelf;
fuch as his power, righteoufnefs, &c. The damned fee
this as well as the faints : They fee the true chara&er of
God, but they fee no beauty in him ; for that which ren-
ders him beaatiful to all holy beings, sven that is the object

- of their hatred. And if fo, then the beauty of God’s cha-

. ra&er is the thing they hate ; not yiewed a5 beauty, for
fo they muft love it ; but it appears hateful to them, be-
caufe they have no taffe for it ; and in this lies the vice

~ or wickednefs of their matures. ‘But if they can and do
fee God’s beauty, as Mr. H. takes for granted they do,
then they love him, their hearts are conformed to him, and
they are holy, The fum then of the above paflage is,that
all men both righteous and wicked are holy—which looks .
like a contradi®ion. Let Mr, H. clear his do&rine of
this abfurdity if he can. . :

* D. p. 52, 53.
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felt 2" (Here he begy the queftion sgain) < Are right-
<.eoufnefs, equity, goodnefs, kindnefs, &c. hateful
% in odr view of them till we 4re new made ?—1If fo;
¢ doubtlefs we naturally approve the contrary vices ; .
¢¢ they are beautiful, excellent and amiable characters
$ in our view and tafte of them.” +

Anfwer.  Doubdefs this is true. What abfurdity
then in this ? Do not unregenerate men view and saffe
a beauty, amiablenefs and fweetnefs in thefe contrary vi-
ces ? Do they-not roll iniquity as a fweet morfel un-
der their tongue ? Do they not take pleafure in un-
righteoufnefs ? And is not-the judgment of God
concerning all men true, There is none righteous, o not
one ? If wicked. men do not love ¢ thefe contrary vi-
ces” why do they practice them with'fuch greedinefs ?
And on the contrary, Do God and fpiritual objeéts,
fuch as righteoufnefs, equity, goodnels, holinefs, &c.
appear excellent and amiable to men before they are
renewed ? If fo, as he ftrongly infinuates, they do ;-
what becomes ot the ‘apoftle’s affertion ? For the na-
tural. man difcerneth not the things of the fpirit'of
Ev_q'd, for they are foolifhnefs to him, neither can he
now them, becaufe they are fpiritually difcerned,
*However, ‘it 'is ¢lear from "this pafiage; that Mr. H:
- believes, that unrencwed men fee and love virtue in its own
highe. Full to this purpofe are the following words :
¢ God is in himfelf abfolutely and infinitely amiable.
¢ He can’t then be the objet of hatred to any moral

- ¢ being confidered fimply in himfelf.”§ So that all
moral beings in heaven, earth and hell, by a neceffary
SR -+ conftitution

& Aof. No. Excellency viewed as fuch, never was or can be
hated ; but then I affirm human nature is ** fo totallv in-
verted” that it can difcern no moral excellency in God,

" no beauty which engages love, till it is renewed ; and if
ever the unrenewed finner fees any beauty in 2 God, it is in
‘one formed to fuit his own depraved tafte, and not in the
true God. : ’ ‘

t+ D.p.1o, 1 1Corii14. §D.p 56, 57
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conttitution of nature, muft love God, and can’t hate
him,unlefs they fix a falfe and hateful charater o hirm,
by which he appears to them, not like God, but like
the devil. Full to this point are thefe words of his':
¢ This univerfally holds true in fact, viz. Men who
% hate God. his ways and righteous fervants, always
¢ mifreprefent their charalters to themfelves, paint
< them in falfe and odious colours, and place them in
¢ fuch a wrong view, as to make them appear eicher
<. contemptible or morally evil.” * And again, “N¢é_
“ maa-ever did {peak evil of God’s ways,viewing theat
“¢ as they truly are,as equitable andgood, but as placing
< them in a wrong light to themfelves.” + So that if
we believe Mr. H. it is a truly hateful, a ¢ morally evil
and contemptible charatter” unhappily affixed to God
and holy things, which is the object of wicked men’s
- hatred, and not God himfelf. . But who does not fee
that this is the effe& of a divine and fpiritual tafte; -
and {0 all the enmity of wicked men turns out,- on
trial, t6 be true holinefs or love.—Strange dorine !

As a clearer proof of this, if clearer there can be,
he fays, ¢ Many very honeft and good fort of people,
¢ have often complained of a fecret enmity and hard
¢ thoughts of God—which does net, /ike 1bat we bave
¢ been difcourfing upsm, arife out of the wickednels of
¢ the heart ; butis wholly occafioned by mifrepres
¢ fentations of the charafer and ways of Goc to the

+ ¢ mind,and falfe and wrong views of him, which have

s unhappily gotten poffeflion of the mind, and are
<« fuppoled,through ignorance and wrong infira&ior,
« to be the ‘true and uine. views of. his. cha.
¢ radter and works. ‘In the light wherem they view
¢ them, they appear morally evil, and wrong and
¢ obje@s of jut hatred. The-enmity which the mind
“ conceives again(t them, viewed in this waong light,,
< is, in a proper fenfe, a nataral enmity ; tharig, it
¢ agifes from the moral frame of the:mind; and .the
' e , J¢ innate
- *D.p 64, ~ 4 D.p 66. S
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¢ innate fenfe of the hatefulnefs of altions and cha-
¢« racters morally evil and wron%. And if the heart
¢ is gracious, this fenfe is greatly heightened.” * I
think I may retort, and fay, “ Now %\dr. H. feems
¢« quite perfect in his way.”—But if this is true,there
is noenmity ; there is nothing but love in the hearts

of men to God. They hate nothing but a falfe, a°

morally evil character, falfely afcribed to him ; and
this is nothing more nor lefs than true holinefs, for
God hates this as truly as they. But how is this con-
fiftent with his faying, * Doubtlefs thereis a fpirit of
¢ enmity againft Goc¢ working in the finner’s carnal
¢ heart.” + But Mr. H. may obje&, that he diftin-
guifhes this enmity from that ¢ which arifes out of the
wickednefs of the heart.” Anfwer. I know he does
fo: But yet itis evident from the paffages before
quoted, that he will allow of no worfe ‘enmity than
this in the worft of men, or even in devils ; and in
this paffage he fpoils his very good fort of people, by
afcribing this virtuous enmity to thofe who have no
grace, as well as to thofe that have, only in a lefs de-
gree ; for he fays, ¢ And if'the heartis gracious, this
¢ fenfe” (i. e. enmity to a falfe god) *is greatly
¢ heightened.” By this he plainly intimates that this
‘bolyenmity is in umgracious hearts, though in a lefs de-
gree than in thofe that ar=gracious, and thatit ¢ arifes
¢ from the moral frame of the mind and the innate
< fenfe of the hatefulnefs of actions and charalters
¢ morally evil, which is effential to all moral beings
< as fuch, both righteous and wicked,” both men and
“devils. Therefore all this paflage relates to very bad,

~ as well as ¢ very good fort of people,” i. e. it is to be

tound in the wicked as well as in the righteous : for
he afferts that ¢ it univerfally holds true in fa&, that
« men who hate God,his ways and righteous fervants,
s always mifreprefent their charaters to themfelves,
& paint them in falfe and odious colours, and plli:cc
T ] . ¢ them
* D.p.68,6g.  + D.p. AL,
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<« them in fuch a wrong view, as to make them ap-
¢ pear either contemptible or morally evil.” * :

- From thefe two paffages compared together it ap-
pears according to Mr. H.. that the only difference
between the hatred 8f God which is in the righteous.
and wicked lies in thi¢, viz. the wicked mifreprefent”
God’s chara@er to themfelves, and fo are the caufe of
the mifreprefentation (though on his principles, they -
do it without any hatred of God,) while the righteaus
- or “very good fort of people” have him mifreprefented
to them *¢ by wrong inftractions”, and fo they are not
the active caufe of affixing this falfe character to God
but yet, after the falle repreientation of God is made,
they bath have the fame enmity to it, only the graci-
ous heart will hate it in a higher degree. And that
it may appear quite evident, that this enmity, which
is all and the worf which cay be found in any man,
 is in no true conftruction, a hatred of God’s true
¢ chara&ter,—but of a really bad charatter falfely
“ afcribed to him,” he gives us a fimile, and fays,
“¢ This may be illuftrated by the cafe of a child edu-
%€ cated abroad, who has inftilled into his mind, per-
“* haps by the foolifh tattle of his nurfe or fchool-maf-
“¢ ter,very wrong and injurious notiors of his father’s
 charafer, and temper, and defigns towards him ;
#¢ reprefenting of him as very unreafonable, arbitrary
* and cruel, or falfe and hypocritical toward him ;
- whereas, in truth, he is quite the reverfe, This
“ wrong view raifes in the child difaffection, and hard
# and blaming thoughts. His father whaknows the
s¢ cafe, pities him, confidering it as ignorance and er-
¢ ror, and not malice againft histrue father.—~—The
« true and effe@ual cure of thiskind of enmity, is ac-
¢ complifhed by carreting thefe unhappy mifappre-
* henfions, and giving the mind a juft view of the
¢ true charafter of God, and fetting his ations and -
# difpenfations in that true light wherein be himfelf
's¢ has placed them.” - - K - By

* D, p. 64. “ z D. p. 69.
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By this illuftration he fufficiently fhews his opinion
to be this, that all men, efpecially thofe whofe hearts
are gracious, really love God’s true charatter and ne-
xer hate him, but when, - by one means or other, he
- is reprefented to, and viewed by them ¢ in falfe and
< odious colours, either.as contemptible or morally
. “ evil,” * and therefore that their heargs are right,
- holy 4nd good, and that there needs nothigs to bring

them to love God, but only to reprefent God in a juft
. light, and retify the errors of their judgments. "His
ngtion may be illuftrated By two friends who are fe-
perated by a tale-bearer, mifreprefenting théem to each .
other as fecretly defigning each other’s ruin—While
they believethis, their. hearts are alicnated from each
.other ; but when they find that all is falfe which
has been told them, they fly to each other’s'arms with
unfeigned affetion. Thus when men find that God
has been falfely reprefented to them, their friendly,
holy hearts will abhor the deception, and triumph in
God as the portion of their fouls, without any change
wrought in them. -

I will trouble the reader with but one paffage more,
out of many, to prove the above to be' Mr. H’s fenti-
ment, viz. ** Natural confcience neceffarily implies a
- ¢ faculty by which we difcern the difference between
¢ moral good or excellence, and its contrary, and that
¢ the mind feeing this difference, approves the good,
4 as excellent, and worthy of efteem and honour,and
¢¢ difapproves the evil as wrong, bateful and blame-
¢ worthy. This is abfolutely inconfiftent with fuch
. % akind of enmity, and total want of tafte for.moral

- ¢ excellency,. and utter abhorrence of God’s whole
¢¢ charaer, interwoven with the very frame of the
¢« heart, as Dr. Whitaker and others dream of.”’+—
Here in plain terms he afferts, thata 'l?k for moral
excellency is effential to the exiftence of natural con-
fcience 5 and that to' deny this to any being, is to deny
that he is a moral agent. '

* D.p. 64 1+ D. p.62. Note.
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I now leave it to the reader to judge, whether Mr.-
¢ H. does not moft fully maintain that a// beings endowed
- with natural confcience bave necefarily a tafie for moral -
excellency. And whether this is not juft the fame thing: -
~ as to affert, that all moral beings are neceflarily holy
and love God’s true character fo far as they know it.

, Seer. II. ' i
Wherein fome arguments are propofed in cohfuta-
tion of Mr. H’s leading fentiment, and in proof
of total moral depravity.

MR. H.and Tagreeinthis, That thereisinallmeral

beings, as fuch, a faculty of difcerning between
moral good & evil,which takes place'by a law of nature,
or divine conftitution,in virtue of which manis capable
of knowing.fome truths, by fimple perception or in-

_tuition without any reafoning about® them, and this

. appears to me to be the principle of natural confcience
‘which is effential to moral agency ; and the truths
thus known are the rule or law according to which
reafon forms a conclufion or judgment of any action ;
which reafoning or comparing and judging of the
‘agreéement or difagreement of any a&ion with the
known rule, is the exercife of confcience. Thus far,
for aught I know, Mr. H. and I agree. But he in-
filts that this decifion or judgment by which moral
good and evil are diftinguithed from each other, in-.

*  volves, or necefarily impliesin it a saffe for moral ex-
cellency, or a. love to thole actions which agree to the
given rule, and a hatred to thofe which difagree. But

- ifn this I muft differ from him for the following reas
ons. . ST
1.. Confcience or knowledge however great or clear,
is no moral virtue ; and the want of it is no moral
evil or vice, unlefs we take into it_the inclination or
difpofition of the heart. The knowledge of a Solo- -
mon, a Newton or an Edwards, thus confidered, has
. v , no .
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110 more virtue in it, than the knowledge a child may
have of the colours and fh:pe of the rain-bow ; the
convictions of a Spira, than thofe of devils. And on
the other hand, 'the ignorance and incoafcioufnefs of
an idiot is no vice. Knowledge or confcience capaci-
" tates a being to e virtuous or vicions, according as the
_being approves or hates that which he knows' to be
right or wrong, and the clearer the knowledge or con-
fcience is, the higher is the degree of virtue or vice in
complying with or oppofing its diGtates. But in it-
felf it is no more vicious or virtuous than a candle
whofe light difcovers objects to men.  Underftanding
or Confcience confidered as diftin& from the ws¥ is not
a fubje& of commands or law. The will only, ispro-
perly and immediately the fubje@® of thefe 5 and the
underftanding or confcience only holds up thelaw for
- the approbation of the will, which obeys or not, ac-
cording as its prefent ftate or tafte agrees or difagrees
to the law.  So that confcience feems rather an occa-
fion, than a principle of acion, which ever takes its
fife from the agreement on difagreement of the heart
or will to the object prefented : and therefore there is
no virtue or vice in the confcience : for when there is
no law there can be no tranfgreflion, o
- 2. 1 -firmly believe, there are many beings in the
Univeérfe, endowed with natural confcience, who are
rot virtuous in any degree. Few men will deny this
to be the cafe of devils, though many will notadmit
it to be thecafe of all unregenerate men. But if only
one mordl being ¢an be found, who has not the leaft de-

gree ot love toGod’s true charaéter ; then it will follow,

¢hat natural confcience does not imply a saffe for mo-
ral excellency, becaufe this one being has a confcience,
and yet is deftitute of this, Butinftead of one, are
there not many, who ‘are allowed by all, except Mr.
_H., to be tetally deftituteof true virtue or lovetoGod,
éven all the devils ?* Mr. H. indeed ‘fuppofes’ that
they do not, cannot hate God confidered in himfelf,

. : : but
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but only a falfe charaGer of him which is not Ged,
while all his perfeCtions, as they are in him, are and
muft be efteemed as amiable and lovely, fo far as they
are known ; and therefore, when thefe thall beclearly
manifefted in the day of judgment, all their murmur-
ings, which now arife from wrong views-of him, wil]
forever ceafe. * But whatever high opinion Mr. H.
may have of the piety of devils, I believe few who
read the bible, will be of his opinien in this. 1 fhall
therefore take it for granted,that devils arevery wicked .

“beings ; and 1 believe that men by natureare as

deftitute of holinefs as they. This I think may be
fully proved ; at leaft their being endowed with con-
fcience does not prove the contrary ; and it fo, then
Mr. H’s. whole foundation comes to nothing.
Befides, if confcience is that which conftitutes a
fubje of moral government, as all allow, and if a
tafefor moral excellency is effential to its exiftence, as, -
Mr. H. affirms, then no being can be a fubject of mo-

* ral government any further than heis poffefled of this

taffe. And if total moral depravity, or want of this
tafle utterly deftroys conicience, as Mr, H. fays, +
then the lefs of this 2affe any being has, the lefs hashe
of confcience, and fo a total lofs of this tafle, totally
deftroys moral agency ; and confequently the more
wicked any being is, the lefs is he capable of punith-
‘ment 5 and fo, if witked men and devils fhall never
be 0 happy as to be totally deftitute of this.z4fe and
lofe all love to God for what he is in himfelf, they will
then ceafe to befubjeétsiof moral government, and be
as incapable of punifhment as the fith of the fea, or
{tones of the ftreet ; as in this cafe natural confcience,
or the principle by which we reafon and judge,entirely
ceafes. This is a darling, yea a.foundation principle
of Mr. H’s. He fays ¢ They” (i.e. I'and thofe 'with
me who hold the total moral depravity ef human na-
ture)—<*give fuch a defcription of the natural enmity-
& of the heart to God’s whole:gharacter, and all mo-
*D.p6r. +D.p 63 ral
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s ral excellency, as, if true, neceffarily implies the de-
¢ ftruction of natural confcience.” * But if this is the
cafe, then confcience owes its exiftencesto this tafte,
which being loft, confcience is loft too ; and fo men’or-
devils are fubje@ts of moral rule, only in proportion as
they love God’s true charaéter ; and confequently no
being is capable of punifhment any farther than he is
truly boly or has a tafte for, and love to God.—

And as he allows that devils are fubje&ts of
_moral government, fo he fuppofes they have this 1af?e,
and affirms again and again, that it is impoffible for
them to hate,or not to love God confidered in himf=If : 1+
Therefore holinefs, according to him, is effential to the
very exiftence of moral agents,whether men or devils.
If Mr. H. does not like thefe abfurd confequences, let
him withdraw the principle from whence they natu-
rally and neceffarily flow. But again, .

3. Upon Mr. H’s principle there is.no need of
regeneration. The tHottrine of the mew birtbis a mere
chimera. There is no need of being created anew, cre- -
‘ated after God in righteoufne(s and true bolines—made
gew ¢reatures.  There is no need Yor God to be at the

~ pains (if T may fo fpeak) to reconcile finners to bimfelfy
fince they are already reconciled. If thisis true, then,
all things are not of God, mneither bath be reconciled us
to bimfelf, for we naturally love him of oyrfelves. If
this is true,men are nat dead in fin,are not gone wholly
out of the way and altogether becoms filthy, fince they can’t
but approve God confidered in himfelf. ‘

4. Another reafon why I can’t admit, that con-
{cience neceffarily involves in it a zafte for God’s true
charaéer, and hatred of what is oppofite to it, is, be-
caufe on this principle, the higher and clearer the exer-
cifes of confcience are, the higher and clearer will this
tafte be, fince it is the foundation on which confcience
is built and fupported, and therefore muft be lively as
the fpring of, and in proportion to the vigour of con- -

. . K ' fcience.

* D. p. 62, 'Not'c. + D.p 54, 57




( 79 )

{cience. Hence it follows, that there can be no re-
-morfe of confcience for fin, but in proportion to this
2afle or love to God’s true charaéter 3 and fo holinefs
alone can render moral beings capable of convi¢tion or
remorfe of confcience. This is a fair confequence
from Mr. H’s principles. But this is not all : for if
this is true, then the damned will have their 74/f¢ and -
-Jdove to the divine charalter greatly increafed and made
perfedt, when they fhall have the cleareft and moft
perfeé difcovery of it, which will be at and after the
day of judgment. Mr. H. can’t modeftly deny this
confequence, {ince he has exprefsly afferted it. He fays,
¢¢ If a fenfe of God’s righteoufnefs, in oppofing and
¢ condemning the finner in his evil way, is weak—
¢ and the fenfe of his own faultinefs low and dull, .
¢¢ this enmity may flame out dreadfully, and work up
¢ to blafphemy and curfing®.  This is the prefent

' " ftate

* According to this, the vigor or ftrength of enmity to Ged
increafes in proportion .to the weaknefs of convi&ion of
fin and of God’s righteoufnefs in punifhing it. But this
is fo contrary to common fenfe, that it feems ftrapge how
Mr. H. thould commit fuch a grofs blunder. I therefore
would underftand him to intend, that if a finner hasacon- '
vi€ion that God will punith him, while he has little or
no corivition of his defert of punifhment, his natural love
of righteoufnefs and hatred of injuftice may fo operate as
to fill him with rage, ¢ blafphemy ané curfing,” becaufe
he fees no ground or reafon for fuch punithment, and
therefore has juft caufe of refentment. And from what
follows in the quotation, this in ‘reality feems to be his
meaning. But the abfurdity of this is alfo glaring ; for
'(x ) “Eurfmg and blafphemy” is wholly inconfiftent with

uch a righteous holy temper, as this fuppofes the finner

- tobe influenced by. (2.) A fenfe or convi@ion which

. any fionet may have that God will punifh him, always

. arifes from a convi&ion of the righteous defert of punifh-
ment ; as no man is afraid of divine punifhment
any farther than he is perfwaded of his violation of °
fome divine law. (3.) Sinners have not fuch a love to
righteoufnels and hacred of tyranny as this would {"‘,’l‘ld‘"

bey




()
[
(13
(1}
1}
«
a8
&
8¢
(1]
(]

( 8 )

ftate of devils, and in a fad degree the cafe of fome
men.1 But it is a great miftake to fuppofe and
teach, that things will remain in this horrid confu-
fion in wicked minds forever, as too many do.—
When God comes near to judgment, he will reveal
his righteoufnefls from heaven, and imprefs upon
all wicked fouls, both of men and devils, fuch a
clear, convincing, ftrong fenfe of'the equity, fair-
nefs and real kindnefs of his difpenfations towards
;\hem in their former ftate of trial, of the heinouf-
nefs of their offences, and of the juftice and moral

- ¢ neceflity

”

N

t

They don't hate God becaufe they fee him determined to
punith them withous jufl caufe ; for they never conceive
this, when under convition ; but on the contrary, that
God has abundant reafon to punith them ; and the clearer
the reafon appears, the higher will arife the fenfe of danger,
till the atonement is difcovered, thro’ which God can be
juft and the juftifier of the penitentyfinner.

Befides ; Mr. H’s account of this matter is inconfiftent with

the account 5t. Paul gives us of it, Rom. vii. 8, 9. But fin
taking occafion by the commandment, wrought in me all manner
of comcupifcence 5 for without_the law fin was-dead. For I
was alive witheut the law ence 3 byt when the commandmant
aams, fin revived and I disd, ‘This text needs o comment
¢o fhew, that while finners have no conviQion of fin by the
faw, or of evil defert, they are at eafe, fecl alive, and bave
ne fenfibls enmity to God or his law : they care little about
them, and go on in fin without fear. And as thisis con-
teary to St. Paul, fo it is to the account Chrift has given
'us. Joh. iif, 20. Every one that desth evil hateth the light, 8tc.
and it is céntrary to Mr. H’s own fenfe of thefc words,
fee D. p. 65, and with what he fays D. p. 62. ¢“ But if”
(finners) ¢ perfift in their fin againft light, the light be-
¢¢ comes offenfive, and they hate it as reproving them.”

Strange ! Are devils then {o ignorant ? have they fuch a
low fenfe of their own deferts, and of God’s righteoulnefs !
How came Mr. H. to know this 2 I am fure he did not
iearn it from the bible, which repiefents them as fkilled in
the fctig:ure, and declares that they believe and tremble.—
Their believing according to truth, is the caufe of their
trembling,asd not their ignorante as he reprefents the cafe.
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<< neceflity of his prefent fentence of condemnation—
< as will fo far overbalance their natural felf:love, as
+¢ to oblige them to juftify God’s charatter, condué,
¢ and judgment in word and mind ; and.forever
¢¢ filence all murmurings, injurious refletions, and bard
s« fpeeches againft him, and all dlafpbemy and curfings
¢« of their maker : Their rage will then turn inward
¢ againft themfelves—This is the view which he who
¢ knew gives us of the final condition of loft fouls :
¢ There [ball be weeping and wailing and gnafbing of teeth,
¢¢ he tells us ; but not a word of blafphemous rage
¢« againft God. No: hell will at laft, in this refpe&,
¢ be as filent as the grave,” * '

I have quoted this long paffage, becaufe it appears
to me an extraordinary one, and the thoughts quite

. new, for which,however, I do not fault them, but be-
caufe they are very abfurd, which muft fufficiently ap-
pear from the paflage itfelf and the notes upon it,—
Yet I muft remark on thofe words, ¢ Butitis a great
¢ miftake to fuppofe and teach that things will re-
¢¢ main in this horrid confufion in" wicked minds for-
¢ ever, as too many do.” On this I obferve,

1. That the damned, if we believe Mr. H. will
not be in fo great and fuch “ horrid confufion” al-
ways as they noware. No! The happy timeis com-
ing when their confufion fhall not be fo borrible and
dreadful ; but if minds fhall be calmed,and every mur-
mur filenced, their minds fhall be fuited to their ftate,
and *< hell will ac lat* with refpect to any blafphemy
againft God, * be as filent as -the grave”—Happy
aera '—But it will never come '—The fcripture re-
prefents the damned as referved to greater confufion
after the judgment of the great day ; and this is the
current opinion of divines, -

2. I believe no one, befides Mr. H. ever taught
that ¢ a weak fenfe of God’s righteoufnefs in oppofing
¢ the finner in his evil way ; and a low andfdu‘{{l

. < fenfe

2 J)- po 60; 6‘0
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¢ fenfe of the finner’s own faultinefs” or ill defert,was,
is, or can be the caufe of their rage, blafphemy or
curfing God ; or that the devil and the damned are
thus infenfible of thefe things in their prefent ftate.—
I believe Mr. H. is alone in this opinion, and devils
are and ever have been incapable of contfufion from
this quarter ; yea, that their confufion arifes from a
clear and ftrong fenfe of God’s righteoufnefs and of
their jult defert of his wrath, tho’ thefe will doubtlefs
be more fully manifefted at and after the day of judg-
ment, which manifeftation will compleat their confu-
fion, and their wicked hearts will lame out more ma-
licioufly in blafphemy and curfing, in proportion
. to their clearer view of God and themfelves—May
fovereign' mercy refcue us all from this direful and
eternal confufion ! :

I thall only obferve farther, that the fcripture he
brings in this cafe, is nothing to his purpofe. The
text he cites certainly proves that they are full of rage ;
gnafbing of teethimplies this ; butthen he fays i is nos
againft God : but how does thig appear ? Why, be-
caufe the text does not fay that it is againft him; true,
neither does it fay, it is not againft him, or that it is
againft themfelves. This text therefore only proves
that the damned will be filled with rage : but it fays
nothing about the objeét againft whom it will be ex-
erted ; and fo is nothing to his purpofe. What may
we not prove from fcripture if we play with it thus ?

This extraordinary paffage affords further proofthac
Mr. H- believes that natural confcience includes in it
a tafle for God's true charafier, fince the damned, on a
full difcovery of it at the day of judgment, will fo ap<
prove and love i, as to ¢ filence all murmurings and
injurious thoughts of their Maker.” "And if it be,
as he fays, that it ¢ holds univerfally true in fa&, viz.
¢ Men who hate God, his ways, &c.—always mifre-
‘¢ prefent their characters to themfelves—as either

* morally
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“ morally evil or contemptible” ;* and if it be true
that ¢ God cannot be the objet of hatred to any mo-
“ ral being confidered fimply in himfelf ”q; yea “can’t
“ but be approved by the mind of man and by all
 moral beings™t. I fay if thefe things are fo, then
the devils and damned, when they fhall fee God’s true
character, } (as they will at the day of judgment,when
-not afalfe, but a true chara&er ot God will be difco-
- vered to them, as he acknowledges) will neceffarily
love, and cannot hate him. But is not this too grofs
to need any confutation ? Yea is not the abfurdity
fo glaring as to baffle every attempt to make it more
ftriking !

5. If this do&rine is true, there never was, never
will be any fin in the univerfe. Let us attend 2 mo-
ment to Mr. H’s affertion ; ¢ God cannot be the ob-
Ject of hatred ' to any moral being, can’t but be ap-
proved by the mind of man, and by all moral beings
confidered fimply in himfelf.”§ Here he fully aflerts
this abfurd confequence. No, Mr: H. may reply,
¢ [ allow that men and devils too hate God relatively
‘¢ confidered, and from interefied views.”  Very true.
Butit muft remain an unalterable truth, that if they
hate him at all, it muft be cither for what he isin
himfelf, or for ‘what he is not in himflf, i. e. for
fomething that is not in him, does not belong to
him, .and therefore fomething that is not God.

-Mr. H. has told us what this fometbing is, viz. a cha-
raéter morally evil and contemptible falfely afcrited to
him. Thisand this only can be hated, if we believe
him. But to hate this implies love to the true God ;
and fo there is nothing but holinefs; and can be no fin
in the univerfe. - 6. Another

*D.p 64. 4 D.p.s7. +D.p 54

1 Wicked beings can feze God’s true charaller, and the only
reafon why they do not fee the beauty of it, ic, they have
no tafte for the charaéter which they fee, and in this want
of tafle lies their wickednefs, - § D. p. 54, 57-
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6. Another reafon why I deny this do&rine is, that
if it be true, all moral beings, men and devils, as well
- asangels,muft neceffarily be happy. (It may be, this
is the reafon why Mr. H. maintains it.) For if they
all neceffarily love God’s true character, God is fo
neceffarily good and true that he cannot punith them.
But if he thould admit that devils may be miferable,
(which however he can’t allow on his principles,) yet
it is certain that none of mankind can perith. For tho’
he fhould allow that men have finned, and have fome
fort of wicked enmity to God, (which however is not
confiftent with his fcheme) yet the gofpel provides and
promifes eternal life to all who have the leaft degree
" of love to God’s true charalter, even though there are

many remains of enmity and corruption in the heart.
Now ac¢cording to the principle under cenfure, all men
have fome love to God confidered fimply in himfelf,
i. e. truly confidered, and therefore they all have the
promife of eternal life thro’ Chrift. There is then as
great a necefity ‘of the final falvation of all men, on
Mr, H’s principles, as there is that Ged fhould fulfil
the promifes of the gofpel.
7. This principle of Mr. H’s appears to me en~
tirely repugnant to holy fcripture.
The Apoftle Paul tells us, Tbe carna) mind is enmity
_againft God 5 for it is not fubjedd to the law of God, mesiber
ivdeed can be. 8o theu they that are in the fiefb cannot
Dleaje Ged.* - g
A little attention to this, and fome other paffages
of {cripture, will be fufficient to prove, beyond any
reafonable doubr, the total moral depravity of human
nature in its lapfed ftate. The force of the argument
from this text, to prove this point, lies very much in
the phrafe, Tbe carnal mind. For if by it the Apoftle
‘means corrupt, degenerate natare, or the nature of man
as unregenerate, and as being the fpring or principle of
all wicked exercifes of the heart and life, - then this
amounts

" * Rom. viii. 7, 8.
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amounts to a pofitive affertion, that buman nature is to-
tally depraved ; and the words may with propriety run
" thus : The nature of unregenerate men 1s enmity
againft God, &c. becaufe in this cale 1b¢ carnal mind
and the degenerate nature of man,mean the famething.
But that this is the meaning of the phrafe, The carnal
mind, is evident from the paflage taken in conne&ion
with the context, which runs thus : For they that are
after the flello do mind tbe things of the flefb y but they that
are afler the fpirit, tbe things of the [pirit. For to be car-
nally minded is dealb 5 but 1o be [piritually minded is life
and peace : Becaufe the carnal mind is enmity againft God ;
Sor it is not fubjeit to the law of God, neither indeed can
be. So them, they that are in the flefb cannot pleafe God.
But ye are not in the flefb, bus in the [pirit, if Jo be the
Jpirit of God dwell inyou. Now if any man bave nat the

Jpirit of Chrift beis nome of bis. *
It is evident from this paflage,that tqmind the 1Lings
“of the fpirit ; to be fpirituslly minded ; to be in the [pi-
rit 5 to have the fpirit of God dwell in us, and to bave
the fpirit of Chrift, all mean the fame thing, viz. a hav-
ing the prénciple and exercife of holinefs. This is here
fuppofed not to be in men by nature, but only as they
have the ipirit of Chrift, witbout which they are nane of
bis.. And it is equally evident that to Ze after theflefb 5
to havea carnal mind 3 o be in the flefb,, and‘ not to bave
tbe [pirit of Chrift, mean the fame thing, viz.to be in
ar unregenerate ftate. A being after the flefb, is aflign-
ed, v. 5. as the caufe why men mind the 1hings of the
Sefb, and their minding the things of the flefb is a clear
evidence of their being after the flefb,i. e. carnal, This-
. is the fruit by which the tree; the man, is knownto bein
the flefh or carnal, and his carnal or corrupt natureis
the caufe and fpring of his carnal defires and purfuits;
and this nature is fo powerful,that, while he continues
in the flefb, be cannot pleafe God, i. e. he is {o governed
by this principle as.invariably to a& in a manner of-
: fenfive

* Rom, vil, 5—9.
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fenfive to God ; and the reafon is very plain, which
is given by the apottle in v. 7. Becaufe tbe carnal mind
is enmity againft God : for it is not fubjeit to the law of
God, nesther indeed can be, Well might he draw this
conclufion hence, /o then, they that are in the flefb cannot
pleafe God,becaufe of the carnal mind which is in them.

It it thould be faid, that by the carnal mind is meant
wicked exercifes (which all allow to be enmity to God
and his law) but not the unregenerate nature of man,
which is not enmity : I anfwer, that by tbe carnal mind,
and being after the flefb, the apoltle evidently defigns a
nature or principle of wicked exercifes, fuch as minding
the things of the flef/b, and of being unable to aét fo as
to pleafe God. Thefe are but the effects of a carnal
mind, and are as ditin&t from it, as the effet is from
the caufe, as the ftream is from the fountain.

Befides, if by the carnal mind is meant only the ex-
ercife of ¢ wropg affeCtions indulged in oppofition to
¢¢ the law and will of God,” * then the paffage fhould
run thus : “ For they that indulge wrong affe&ions,
¢ mind the thingsof the flefh,i.e. indulge wrongaffcét-
¢ -ions,andthey thatindulge or exercifefpiritual affecti-
« -ons,exercifefpiritual affections :” & v.yth would run
thus : ¢ Wrong affections indulged are enmity to God,
¢ for they are not fubjet to the law of God,” &c.
But is not this to make the apoflle ipeak abfurdly ? .
and yet thus he does {peak, unlefs by carnal mind he
intends the principle of corrupt nature which is in all
unrenewed men.  For if nothing is meant by tbe car-
nal mind, but wicked exercifes or wrong affections in-
dulged,as diftinguithed from the principle from which
they flow ; then the apoftle fpeaks of them, not as
actions of moral agents, but as being themfelves mo-
ral agents :- for he fays, this carnal mind (i. e. accord-
ing to the above opinion, wrong affeétions indulged,)
is not fubjeét to the law of God, which is the fame as ro
fay, that wicked altions. are not fubje& to the ]gw.

ut

¥ D, p. 6o,
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But how abfurd is this 2 Whoever conceived of aii-
ons, good or bad, as being fubjeéts of law or com-
mand ! All men know, that agents, and not their
-altions when done, are the fubjelts-of this.. Now for
the apoftle to fay that wicked actions are not fubjeét to
the law of God, is to fay nothing, becaufe, as all know
that moral agentsonly are fubjeéts of law. or command,
fo none ever imagined that ations were moral agents,
which they muft be in order to be fubjeét to the mo-
ral law. I: is therefore clear to a demonftration, that
by tbe carnal mind, the apoftle does not mean wicked
exercifes or wrong affections indulged ; but the cor-
rupt nature of fallen man. His mind confidered,not
as an a&t, but an agent capable of attion, is enmity 1o
God while carnal or unrenewed, and is not fubject to the
law of God, neither indeed can bey and therefore be can-
not pleafe God, becaufe his nature is enmity againft
him. Befides Mr. H. acknowledges that by the car-
nal mindis intended  a carnal temper,” and fays ¢ this
muft be mortified, and a better and holy temper in-
troduced into the mind or heart.” * \

This fenfe is confirmed by many fcriptures. They
tbat are Chrift’s,bave crucified the flefb with the affeGions
and lufis. + Here flefb is diftinguithed from zbe affeizi-
ons and lufls, as the caufe from the effe ; the flefb or
corrupt nature being the principle or fpring of the af-
fetions and lufts which Chrift’s people crucify toge-
ther with it.  Chrift fpeaking of the new birth, fays,
That which is born of the flefb is flefb, and that which is
dorn of the fpirit is {pirit. £ Here flefb is evidently taken
for the corrupt nature, and fpirit for the new nature.—
Fleth is fo often taken in this fenfe, that I fhall not re-
cite the paffages, but only refer to a few in the margin.§

I think then, it is beyond difpute, that flefrrand the
carnal mind is put for unregenerate nature in the paf-
fage under confideration ; and if this is fo, the text is

, a2

*D.p. 47" 1+Gakv.24. T Joh.dii. 6,
§ Gen, vi. 3. Rom. vii. §, 25, and 13, 14
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a full proof of my point ; for it afferts rhat the nature of
snregencrate men is enmily to God and cannot be fubjel to
bis law 3 and is therefore tofally corrupt, and void of
all love to God, or holinefs. :

- A parrallel text we have 1 Cor. ii. 14, 15. But the
nataral maxn difcerneth not the things of the [pirit of God,
Jor they are foolifbnefs to bim, neither can be knows them,
becaufe they are [piritually difcerned.  But be that is [pi-
ritual judgeth all things. Asin the former text the :ar-
nal mind fo here the natural man, is oppofed to the fpi-
ritual. But by natural man is evidently meant the un-
regenerate man. Now it is here affirmed of this nz-
tural man that he difcerneth not the things of the fpirit
of God : Whatever knowledge he may have, he dif-
cerns nothing of the fpiritual glory and beauty of di-
vine objects, i. e. he has no tafte for moral excellency :
and the reafon is given,.viz. for or becaufe they are
foalifhnefs to him, i. e. in his view of them ; and if
{o, they muft be abhorred : for what appears foolifb,
yea foolifbwefs in the abflra@, mult be hateful in this
* wiew of it. Here then is a full proof that the natural
man fees no beauty in, but really loths the things of
God, and therefore has no tafte.for moral excellency,

.ep. B '

e I cguld mention mény other reafons why I reje
Mr. H’s notion, that confcience “implies a tafte for
God's true charater, and further to demontftrate the
doétrine of the total depravity of fallen nature, but-the
above I fuppofe fufficient to convince. any impartial
reader. If Mr. H. does not like the confequences I
have ebferved as flowing from his fcheme of doétrine,
he is at liberty to renounce it, or by fair reafoning, to
eonfute my arguments, and fhew if he can that thefe

eonfequences do not follow from it. o
Thhis principle which 1 have confuted above, is the
grand hinge on which the whole controverfy between
Mr. H. and me turns, and on which he has founded his
whole dialogue, and which being dilproved, he gives:
. . up
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aip the point about regeneration’s being effeted by
light, 8c. T have therefore been the lar%er in confu-
ting it, and I hope [ have proved, to the fatisfaCtion of
every intelligent reader, that moral beings, as fuch,bave
rot a tafte for moral excellency, or which is the fame
thing, for Gad’s true charader ; buton the contrary,
that all mankind, while unrenewed,are totally deftitute
«of this tafte, and have no holy tempers, nor any love
o the true God.. 1 fhall next proceed to ftate and
«onfiite. Mr. H'’s nogion of enmity againft God, -

0 Seer. I < :
Jn which Mr. H’s notiop of enmity is confidered, -
and confuted. _ v
. N A R. H.tellsus, * this is a fubject of great impor-

1¥ 1 “ tance; for onthe wrong definition of this
¢ eumity, has been founded a whole fyftem of errors,
“: and by a right ftatirg and explaining it, they fall
% tothe ground.*” - Now{et us attend to his definition
of enmity toGod. - The enmity of carnalmen to God’s
¢ charatter,” hefays;* is an interefted partial affection,
% contrary to-their own inward fenfe of what is right
*¢ and morally -good and-excellent.” + And again,—
4 A&ions and charalters may be confidered in a two-
% fold view, either firft, imply~—as they are in them-
- felves 3 -in which view of them I have faid, and 1
#¢ believe proved, that they cannot be hated, can’t but
“ be approved as right and gaed by the mind of man,
¢ and by all moral beings. ‘Or fecondly, they may
“ _be confidered relatively, er as they refpe& us. In
¢ this view .of them, they may. pafiély be hated, andin
“ falkthey too often are, becaufe they militate againft
“ fome particular luft of ours, or are inconfiftent with
. fome private intereft we have much at heart.,” §
‘He fays.the fame thing in many other places, |
*D.p.48,67.  +D.p.18.  1D.p 5455
. iDopsggbr. . .
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Here it is evident that he has kept his main poiot .
‘in view, and has modelled his definition of enmity by
it, viz. That confcience involves a tafe and love Rr the di-
vine charatler. [le dare not utterly deny that men hate
God ; yet he approaches to the acknowledgement of
it with great caution. He firft infifts on it, that it is

not, cannot be exercifed againft God’s true charaRer, .
or as confidered fimply in bimfelf : No, all moral beings
are utterly incapable of fuch grofs wickednefs ; even
devils are too good for this. Hence it would feem
that he defigned to blot the very exiftence of fin from
the univerfe. But hard neceflity urges, and pofitive
declarations of fcripture ftare him in the face, and
" fqueeze from him an acknowlecgement of its PossiBLE
exiftence. But before he will admit even this, he
fuppofes the divine charater to be feen through a falfe
optic or glafs, by which it is reprefented, not as iz is in
itfelf, but quite altered, and greatly deformed 5 becaufe
he ¢ militates againft fome particular luft of ours,”
which, according to him, is ¢ to view God’s cha-
¢ racer either as contemptible or morally evil,” and
fo he is confidered relatively or as he refpe@s our in-
- terefts. Mr. H. has left us no room to doubt what
he means by the phrafe, * God relatively confidered,”
for he telis us, it univerfally holds true in fa, thdt
* men who hate God—always mifreprefent his cha-
¢ racter to themfelves, paint it in falfe and odious co-

‘“ ours—as conteroptible or morally evil.}”* And that
“ no man ever did fpeak evil of God’s ways, viewing
¢ them as they truly are, as equitable and good,  but
4¢ as placing them in a wrong light to themfelves.”§
Having fuppofed the divine chara&er drawn in fuch
. *¢ talfe and odious colours,” he ventures fo far towards
this fhocking and deteftable doétrine, as to acknow-
ledge that God may, when ¢ viewed in this con-
¢ temptible and wicked light as oppofing our lufts,”
~poffiblybe hated. And having come thus far, he gains
courage

1 D. p 64§ D. p. 66,
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courage, and owns, that in this falfe view of God, or
view of a talle God who oppofes our lufts, which it
feems, the true God can’t do, finners ¢ in fa& too often
do hate him.” - But astho’ confcious he had gone too
far, and oftered too great * an"affront to human na-
ture” in allowing that men can hate even this fa/fe God
who hates fin and oppofes their lufts, he amply atones
for this inadvertence, by palliating the crime ;- and
would have the finner know, that as this enmity is
. not natural to him, fo he is not chargeable with any
great fault on account of it. He calls it by way of
- extenuation * an snterefled, partial affeCtion, an annatu-

¢ ral paffion * that does violence to the moral fente,”” .

r . e.

* I heastily agree with Mr. H. in calling this ¢ an unnatu-
¢ ral paflion”, . For I believe that men do not naturally

" hate a falfe God ; and thofe who do, *¢ cffer violence to
. *¢ their natural tafte.” But then I think he greatly injures
- the divine chara&er in faying, that God’s oppofition to

" our lufts is moral evil. ' But fhould he fay, that this oppo-
- fition to luft is not a meral cvil,but is only viewed as fuch
- -by finners, and that this is the caufe why they hate it,and

that * when men hate God, they always view himas

_ ¢ morally evil,” D. p. 64, and can hate hiib in no other

view, p. §4 ;.fhould he fay thus, I would afk, Isitpefli- -

ble that finners ¢ who have a difcernment of the amiable-
nefs of moral good cn the firft fight of it, and alfo.an in-
nate fenfe of the hatefulnefs and odioufnefs of ations and
chara&ers morally evil,” p. 52. 68—1I fay, is it peflible
for fuch to hate God’s holinefs which.ds manifefted ia
oppofing their lufts ? Is not-this a truly amiable thing in
(god ? If it is, then the moft'depraved moral agent can’t
view this as morally evik, till fuch times as he views his
lufts as mirally good ; and when he can do either of thefe,
he has, on Mr. H’s own principles, no natural confcience,
which he fays ¢ is founded in a capacity. to difcern bgtween
moral goad and evil,” p. 52, for in this cafe all difcernment
_is loft, or rather dasknefs is put for light and light for dark-

nefs.- I readily own that God’s oppofing our lufts appears -

hateful to finners, juft as his holinefs does ; but can never
* appear a moral evil, till confcience can fthew that God
’ herein

~



( 92 )

i. e. to the tafte for moral excellency - ¢ implanted in
- ¢ the mind by the creator;” that finners, in theex-<
ercife of this enmity  are contrary to themfelves ss
well as to God ;3 * and {o they are on Ged’s fide in
this affair, and hatc'this « #mnataral fecondary paffion”
. asreally as God does.  But ifthey hate only 3 morally
evil charafter, they are not herein - contrary. to God,
l:;wovcr they are to themfelves ; for God alfo hates
is. :

Now, is it poffible any finner, whe believes this ac-
count of his real virtue, can ever be brought to fee
that he is quite poor, and wretched, and miferable, and
blind, and naked 2 Will he ever feel himfelf as clay in
Zbe band of the potter 2 or own God’s righteoufnels in
condemning himto hell, efpecially as he finds the pro-
mifes of the gofpel directed to all thofe who love God
in fincerity, 1. e. love his true charatter without any
mixture ? + Muft not fuch a foul conclude he is bora
of God, fince every one that lovetb is born of bim, tho®
much corruption remains ? And will not this lead the
tinner to conclude that he is fafe, or at lealt has fome:
: ‘ thing

" herein ats contrary to moral law. It is Mr. H's fcheme
then, and not niine, that deftroys natural confcience : for
he fuppofes that finners view God’s oppofition te fin, or
his bolinefs, as a moral evil : and if this is nct to deftroy

. confcience, what can be ? - o

* D.p. 57, 58. ' .,

+ Although in she above and many other places Mr. H. af-
ferts < that finners can’t hate, but muflt love God’s true

. charaéler, or God viewed as he is in himfelf”’; which cer-

" tainly is to love him difintereftedly for his own fake :—=
Yet elfewhere he fully acknowledges, < thatfinners can’t

aét but on the (ubordinate principle of felf-love, 'til God -

gives them a higher and better principle,” D. p. 37. and
affects that ¢ the finner can’t be engaged to love God
aright by a difcovery of his charaller as amiable in itfelf,
till he alfo can fee his own intcrefts fecured and his happi-

- nefs advanced by it,”” D p. §8. and therefore that he can’t
love God for what he is in himfelf, but only from felfith
motives., Is not this a contradi&ion ?
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thing in him with which God is well pleafed ? And
iffo, then, when the fpirit of God comes to convince
of fin, and ftay the finner’s hopes, in order to prepare
the way for, and lead the foul te geceive Chrift, he
muft counterat and utterly overthrow Mr. H’s fcheme
of do&rine, and bring the finner to beli¢ve in direé
oppofition thereto and perfetly hate and deteft this
motion in bis heart : Is this to be workers togetber with
Ged? I could fill pages with quotations to fhew,thatMr.
H. conliders this enmity to God as a very trifling evil,
But I think the above are fufficient : and fthall there-
fore only refer the reader to the dialogue, where he
may. fee this to be his fentiment from the 14th page
to the end. ‘ o
My adcount of the enmify of natural men to God,
has touched Mr. H. in a tender part ; and while he
perufes it,his zeal is ftirred,and he volunsarily becomes
an advocate for the-accufed, and employs his beft
fkill to clear therh of the charge I had laid againft
.them. And I fear, many who read his book, not
from the cogency of the arguments, but from their
patural ftrong defiré to be acquitted, will be lead to
conclude they are not guilty, and fo will reft fhore of
Chrift, and go on quietly, till they drop into hell. But
Mr. H. is not contented to clear the guilty ; but calls’
_me to the bar for accufing them, and in effe& charges
me with blafpheming both God and man, (for ftill he
ranks them together as equal enemies to this enmity}
becaufe I had faid that ¢ the hearts of all unregenerate
men are fo oppolite to God and all moral good, that
all the motives of the gofpel fet before them, will be
ineffectual to reconcile them to God, withqut the
agency of divine power to conform them to his glori-
ous character.” On this he fays ¢ He that imputes
¢« folly and fuch abfurd condu& to his Maker, let
“ himanfwer it.” And then adds, * I don’tknow
¢ how he'can otherwife th#h on his knees, with Job’s
¢ confeflion in his mouth, Bebold Iam vile, what fball
e I
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¢ [ anifwer, &c.”** Having thus brovght me to a’ |

confeffion' on my - knees, for accufing unregenerate
men with the horrid crime of hating the true God 3
heleaves me for a while to take my reft; and attacks
Mr. Hopkins’s book againft Dr. Mayhew, which he
had never feen ; and alfo condemns Dr.Bellamy’s fer-
mon preached at New-Haven, which was never print-
ed, and which he did not hear.; and then proceeds to
demolifh Mr. Allen’s fermons, not by either reafon or
fcripure, but by an unkind tgiumph in the misfor-
tunesof a man who has been ufeful in the church of
Chrift, and is charged with no other crime, that I
know of, but of mifcarrying in fome ill-concerted

- worldly proje&s, by which he is reduced to poverty.

I fay having fpent feveral pages in fuch -uncommon
work, he calls me again to the bar, and fpends 'the
reft of his book to fhew the wickednefs of my doctrine

"of man’s enmity to God ; and in extenuating and foften-

ing the crime, &c. And to lead others to difregard,
as much as poflible, what I had faid of the guilt and
danger of finners, he raifes againft me the cry of new
divinity, * new apoftles, + new divines, I new teachers, §
new [theme of orthodoxy, orthodox berefy, || Sandemanian
berefy, € and the like.” This he muft know tends ra-
ther to frighten than convince people ; and to keep
them from examining the fubje&; and therefore is a
very criminal piece of condu in one who profeffes to
be a feribe infiruéled 1o the kingdom of God, who out of
bis treafure fhould bring things ntw gnd old. Bur this
has been the ancient pra&ice of the Papifts, and others,
who would keep men ignorant of every thing but

what they were pleaféd to palm on them for ortho-

doxy. Butiitis high-time for people to confider, that

they are to anfwer to God for their own faith and’

praice ; and therefore that it becomes them to fee

for themfclves, and not be frighted from a caretul

. - fearch

D.p. 42.
.7

#5 D.p. 28, * Dv.yp. 48. . + D.p.17.
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fearch after truth, by-any fcarfut cry of new or old )\ei-
“refy, which fome in our day raife againft thetruth.<
For my part, I think it of very little importance whe-
‘ther. my divinity be #ew or o/d, or whether. it agrees
with Sandeman or not. - If the fcrlp;ure is on. my fide-
it will be fufficient to keep me in countenance. Tho’
it: will appear; before I have-dene which of us agree
-moft fully. with Mr. Sandeman in thofe pomts whxch
-he cenfures in my fermons.

The dottrine of innate enmity to God, and i 1ts ex~
ercife and malignity increafing in. proportion .to “a

sﬁght of God’s true charater, is fo terrible to My. FE. -

that in a near view of it, he is filled with zeal almoft to
. .diftrattion, and cries out, * What have we done that
¢ God @gould let loofe the fpirit of error among usin
¢ {o awful a manner ?” I hope Mt. H. would .not
exprefs himfelf thus in his cool, . fedate moments.—
‘What have we not-done to provoke a Jealous God ;
jealous of the glory-of his-free and fovereign grace and
.power, to leave a people to every error,. who afcribe
to vile mar the glory of that work, which God claims
the entire glory of ?—But this do&rine bears fo.hard
0 him, that inftead of reafoning, he exclaims loydly
agam(% it. He calls ita « New Sy(tem, or rather chaos
¢ of divinity, a hard-hearted, cruel tyrant, a tormen-~
<. tor.of fouls ;" and fays, * It fcandaloufly mifrepre-
s¢ fents the character and condu¢t of God, and impli-
“¢ citly blafphemes the difpenfation of his grace to a
£ finful world. It offers as great an affront to rea-
¢ fon, common fene, and experience, as the dorines .
¢ of Rome, aad the higheft pofiible abufe and infule

L]

#¢ to human nature. Dr. Whitaker fays, man is turn-
* -%¢ed devil, and before he gets out of his hands- he

s¢ makes him look worfe than a devil” ;* i. e; worfe
than one of Mr. H’s. devils, and fo Ireguy believe

him to be..
Now, who would not be frwhted at fucha mon-
ftrous

#* D, p. 49.
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ftrous fyftem of doctrine like to fpread among the
<hurches, which tends {0 much to put men outof
conceit with themfelves, efpecially when efpoufed
men who have « feathers in their caps,”¥ which mu
doublefs add great weight to their opiniors ¢ Mr. H.
is fo affe@ed with shis horrid fyftem, that to the above
quotation he adds, «Itis greatly to be withed that
#¢ all—teachers of religion~—would learn of Jefus
¢ Chrift to give an honouring reprefentation of the
« Father’s more than paternal kindnefs and love to man,
“¢ and breathe Jefu’s compaflionate tendernefs to.poor,
- Ktiﬂﬁhg finners in their do&rine.”——A very good
-with | Bot why is it poiated at me ? Why, becaufe
{ reprefent man as an enemy to God, as having turned
devil, i..e. to be likke him in his temper and conduét
s4oward God. -But if this is contrary to the .compaffi-
- on of Jefus, the oppofite. doftrine doubtlefs muft
breathe it. According to et we muft tell men that
they can’t hate God unlefs he is « painted in falfe and
odious colours™ That fin and enmity to God is
#¢ unnatural® .tothem, and what they are averfe to.m-
“Fhis would indeed be a  compaffionate” doétrine,
wwere our title to the divine favour to arife in propor-
sion o felf-conceit, pride and felf-tufficiency, or a per-
dwafion of our own goodnefs. But did Jefus breathe
shis compaffion to finners in fuch language as this ?—
Did he not rather tell them, Ye will not come to me that
e might bave life P Does te not fay that the tares are
« the children of 1he wicked ome, i. -e. the devil ? Does not
this beloved difciple John call all unholy perfons s
cbildron of the devil ?* And while Jefus fet their ruined
ftate-before finners, did he not breathe his compaflion
dn telling them, that he was come 0 foek and fave juft
duch’ helplels /%8 creatures ?——O that men who
teach others, would not lull finners afleep with a con-
«ceit of their own goodnefs, and o lead them to defpife
S . . . . . . N o ch

4+ D.p.3  *1jobmiito, .
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the compaffion which Jefus breathed, only to fuch as
come to him without any recommending qualification {

Thus I have given a general, and I believe, a juft ac-
count of Mr.H’s notion of enmity toGod,which may be
thus fummed up ! Although ¢ there is, beyond doubt,
fuch a thing as a fpirit of enmity againft God work-
ing in the carnal heart”—¢ which muft be mortified,
and a better temper introduced into the heart :”* Yea,
altho’ there is a prevailing contrariety to God and his
law in the hearts of men, fo.far as lufts of fin rulein

them : Yet when they fin, they a¢t contrary to them- /

felves as well as to God ; and fo far as they have light
in their underftandings, they difapprove their own
condu&, and approve the law as juft and good ; and
blame and condemn themfelves in a&ing contrary to
it, which demonftrates that this enmity is an ummasural

paffion, and does not belong to them, but, like 4 ty.

rant, does violence to the native moral frame of the
heart, 1 which is fuch that God cannot be the obje&
of hatred to them, nor to any moral being confidered
fimply in himfelf, or for his own fake : Yea can’t but
be approved, or loved by the mind of man, and by
all mora) beings : £ For it univerfally holds -true in
fa& that men who-hate God, always mifreprefent him

to their minds, and paint him in falfe and odious co- .

lours as contemptible and morally evil. | So that it
is not the true, but a falfe God, a morally evil or fin-
ful being that they, always, univerfally, hate, and that
becaufe he appears to them wicked, and as a&ing con-
trary to the moral law which they naturally approve ;

and therefore it is impoffible for them to hate the true .

" God, becaufe he is infinitely amiable, which amiable-

»

nefs-or beauty they can’t but difcern,. when his cha-

rater is properly fet betore them, fince a faculy to

. difcern this is gffential to the conftitution of all moral

. agents as fuch. § And Ishcretorc all that is neceflary
' , ' . to

*D. p. 47. t+ D.p 57,58, §D.pses7

§D.p.6g §D. P 52,57
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to cure this enmity is, to correct thefe unhappy mif-
apprehenfions, and give the mind a juft view of the
true charaéter of God.”* Thus, by Mr. H’s own ac-
count, there is no ¢ need that the fpirit of enmity thould
be mortified, and a better and holy temper introdu-
ced into the heart,” becaufe the temper is already holy
and needs nothing to remove its enmity to God but
Juft, fpeculative notions of his character. This is Mr.
H'’s notion of enmity to God, in a fhort view. And
tho’ in this account of enmity he moft evidently con-
tradicts himfelf, (as is clear to every obferver) and fois
Jubverted being condemned of bimfelf ; + yet the feale in
which he puts the do&rine of enmity to God,evidently
(to ufe his own words) ¢ kicks the beam”, being en-
tirely out-weighed by the oppofite doétrine. If Mr,
H. will farely reconcile the above quotations, and
‘make them confiftent, he will as richly deferve *¢ 3
feather in his cap” as many who have had that honour.

Now let the reader judge whether this notion of
enmity is confiftent with fcripture, or with itfelf.—

However let us attend more particulasly to his account -

of this matter. . .

He fays, “ God confidered fimply in himfclf can-
not be hated,” yet ¢ relatively confidered he poflibly
may.” Here I obferve that Mr. H. puts the change
on his readers by the words ¢ relatively confidered.”
Juft as tho’ to confider God as related to us, as our
creator, lord and governor, were different from con-
fidering him as be is in bimfelf. s not God, in himfelf,
our fovereign creator and governor ? i. e. Does it not
effentially belong to him to create and govern his
creatures ? And is it not effential to the divine nature,
to  oppofe our particular lufts and private interefts,”
which are contrary to his glorious nature ? Is not
God effentially, as be is in bimfelf, neceffarily oppo-
fite to every fin, and is not this a moral glory and
beauty in his chara&er ?—If it is,then to confider him

(13 as
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< as oppofing fome particular Jufts of ours,or fome of
¢ our private intcre(g,»” is to confider him s he is in
himfelf. Dots not Mr. H. then make a diftin&ion
- where there is no difference ? Would not that fon talk
very wildly and abfurdly, who fhould tell us, that his
father’s charaé&er,confidered in itfelf,” is truly amiable
_ and lovely ; but yet confidered relatively as a father,
he could not but hate him, becaufe he would not fuffer
him to take his fwing in difobedience to him, and
frowned on and punithed him for it # Surely common
fenfe would teach any one, the abfurdity of this.

- Again he calls this enmity * an interefled, partial af-
fection.” But can any thing be more evident than
that private affeCtion, and partial regard to our ** pri-
vate interefts,” is enmity to God, not only in its ef-
fects, or actions, which proceed from it ; but is itfelf,
in its own nature, detached from its confequences, an
inftance of great oppofition t> God, and aéts the part
of an enemy to him.* Enmity then is not the lefs
wicked and hateful, becaufe it is interefied and partial 5
for its wickednefs lies in its being fo. I can conceive
of no wicked enmity, but fuch asis interefied.  Such
was the enmity of Cain to Abel : of Efau to Jacob:
of Saul to David : And for this reafon it was very
wicked ; and becaufe felfithmefs is innate, therefore
this enmity is fo too. Mr. H. calls it interefied, in a
pretended oppofition to me, as though I thought it
ungnterefted.  But I intimate no fuch thing : Yet I
don’t fee what he gains, or I lofe by this epithet, fince
its hatefulnefs wholly lies in its being fo as it fets up
itfelf in the place of God. A difinterefied enmity, is a
virtuous enmity. David declares he had this, and
mentions it as an evidence of his fincerity. Do I not
batz them that bate thee ? - I bate them with a perfei? ba-
tred, I count them for my enemies+ He hated them,
not becaufe they oppofed his own private intere&sh,

whic

* Edw. on mor. virt. n. r2r1. + Plal. cxxxix, 21, 22.
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which would not have been an interefled wicked en-
mity, but becaufe they hated and oppofed God.

Mr. H. thinks he has fully proved that the worft
of men love the truth confidered imtfelf, becaufe the
pharifees condemned the conduét of the hufbandmen
who flew their Lord’s fervants.and fon, * till they faw
their own face in the glafs” which made them ¢ cry

- ¢ out, God forbid | and fought to lay hold on him”

to flay him. On this he fays, “ One fuch witnefs is
¢ of more weight than ten thoufand pofitive affer-
¢ tions of fpeculative menin contradiétion thereto.”+
I readily agree with Mr. H. that affertions prove no-
thing ; yetthofe ¢ of fpeculative men” i. ¢. men who
caretully ftudy and fearch for the truth, prove as much
at leaft, as thofe of men who content themfelves with
an implicit faith, and chufe to go on eafily in the old
beaten path,without the pains of feeing for themfelves,
or fo much as reading thofe authors againft whom
they write.  But let us fee what his witnefs proves.
Why, it very plainly proves, (1.) That the worft of

men have a confcience capable of perceiving the truth.

(2.) That when they fee.themfelves concerned in it,
they love or hate it, according as it agrees or difagrees
with what is in their view, their own intercft, and will
treat it accordingly. {3.) Therefore that mere felfith-
nefs will lead the worft of men to /ove or bate the
fame truth as it appears to favour or oppofe them.—
Self-love naturally prompts the worft men to condemn
the cruelty defcribed in the parable, becaufe they fud-
denly, and often infenfibly put themfelves in the place
of the injured, and then judge how they fhould feel to-
ward the injurer. Thus did the pharifees, and fo dif-
covered the hatred they had of fuch treatment toward
themfelves, which was fo far from being a hatred of
‘¢ this moral badnefs of their own character”$ that it
was nothing but felf-love expreflfed in their natural
and wicked refentment of an injury. I fay wicked re-

' ‘ Jentment,

* Mat. 21, 40. + D.p. 63, 64. 1 Ibid.

|
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Jentment, becaufe it was fuch as wicked men frequently
difcover on like occafions, and which they atually
exercifed at that very time in a perfect confiftency
with a full love of the fame charafter ; for when
. Chrift told them that they were the injurers, they were
fo enraged at the truth, and fo in love with that very
charaéter which they condemned juft before, that they
went about to do the very thing, which they con-
demned, and would have done it, had not felf-love
‘prevented ; for they feared the people left they fhould
be torn in pieces by them. His decifive evidence
then is full to my purpofe, and proves, that as men
are governed by mere felfithnefs, {o they muft always
hate the truth when viewed in a true light (as the
pharifees viewed it in this inftance) becaufe the truth
2bus viewed always militates againft their felfifhnefs.
Befides, I think it is fufficiently clear, that know-
ledge or confcience, however great or vigorous, is no ~
virtue, and that the want of it is no vice. Doubtlefs
Mr. H. is philofopher enough to know, that fo far
as the heart or will approves or difapproves of any
ations pronounced morally good or evi/ by the judg- -
ment or confcience, fo far and no farther is the perfon
cither virtuous or vicious, i. e. that a perfon 1s not
virtuous becaufe he knows much, nor vicious becaufe
he knows little, but only becaufe he approves what
he knows to be right, and hates what he knows to
be wrong, and vice verfa, This is fo plain a truth,
" that Mr. H. can’t deny it ; his confcience, whatever
his heart does, muft approve it. And if his heart
approves it too, he will readily own, that through
want of attention to this diftinction, he has run into
many grofs abfurdities, Wilful, known fin lies
wholly in a&ting counter to confcience ; to the dictates
of which, when truly enlightened, the heafts of car-
nal men are always oppofite ; and when thefe two~
enemies in man are perfectly reconciled, he then be-.
comes perfeitly holy.” Even Mr. H. allows that
' ) confcience
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- confcience often approves what the heart abhors, for
he quotes the heathen fage, “ I fee and approve thofe
tbings wbich are good, but pradife thofe that are evil.” *
Itis not the knowledge, but the Jove of thole things
which are good, that proves a virtuous difpofition of
heart : Yea, the clearer the knowledge, the greater is
the guilt of oppofition to it. '

Again, Mr. H. fays, that enmity to God arifes from

a view of him as “ oppofing fome particular lufts,”
(i. e. as being holy and hating fin) and thereforeit“is a
*¢ fecondary paffion only, || a confequence and refult of
' particular

* D. p. 53 o
I ¢ A fecondary paffion.” This he explains thus: ¢« A
¢ confequence and refult of wrong affetions indulged in
¢ oppofition to the law and will of God.” But are not
wrong affetions, efpecially when ¢ indulged in oppofition
to the law and will of God,” themfelves enmity to God
in the fcripture fenfe ? Mr. H. in the next breath, an-
fwers Yes, for ¢ any particular finful affe€tion—<thus in-
« % dulged, is—enmity—to the law of (God.” D. p. 60.
How then is enmity ¢“ a confequence and refult of thcfe
. % wrong affeCtions indulged” ? Are they not enmity it-
felf, by his own account ? The apoftle fays, the cormal
mind is enmity againfl God. Rom. viii. 7. And the friend-
Jbip of this world is enmity with Ged. Jam. iv. 4. This is
true, tho’ men, who are under the government of thofe
tempers, do not (as is often: the cafe%
anger and rage immediately againft him ; and the reafon
- why- they do- not, is becaufe they are not (enfible of the
. purity and holinefs of his nature, ‘which is in direét op-
pofition to their carnal, woildly hearts, whether they
know and confider it or not, Their inattention to the
nature of God, which is the caufe why they feel no en-
mity to him, does not make their carnal, worldly temipers
the lefs enmity to-him, yea their averfion to fuitable tho’ts
cf God is enmity. itfelf to him-;. they hate to think of or
be acquainted -with. God, for no other reafon but becaufe
they hate him. If they delighied in the knowledge of
God, they would eatily know bhim ; for the promife is
fure, Hof, vi.'3 Then fhall we know, if we follow ;’n 1
: new

feel any thing like -



(4]
€<

( 103 )

particular wrong affeftions indulged in oppofition to
the law and will of God.”f Again, *¢ This hatred
of wicked men againft Gud, is then arff umnartural, -
interefied, partial affeion, § taken up in aid of fome

“ carnal lufts and interefts they are devoted to.” +

~ And again, ¢ The wiLruL mifreprefentations which

[ 19
¢
(14
[

wicked men make to themfelves of God’s chara&er
and works—are a full evidence that their enmiy is
interefied, and not fuch as Dr. Whitaker and fome
others reprefent it.” || The abfurdity of thefe paf-

fages is fo glaring, that they need no further confu-
tation. I fhall only afk, Are not wrong affettions and
carnal lufts fomething like enmity to God ?—And
does not « the wiLruL mifreprefentation” of the cha-

ralter

b:
§

know the Lord. But as they defire not the knawlidge of God,
they hate to think of him ; which furely thews a rooted
averfion or enmity of heart againft him, though they may
not, yea often do not think they hate him : But this is fo

‘far from being an evidence for them, that thofe who have

never been convinted that, not only a&ual fins, but
even the very tempers of their hearts, in their beft framesy
while unregenerate, are nothing but oppofition and enmity
to God’s true charalter, have never had a juft and fcriptu-
ral view of God’s charaler, but ate ftill ignorant of the
true God, and of themfelves. If this is true it thould
greatly alarm all who deny the do&rine of enmity to God,
as well as thofe who believe it, and yet have not had s
fight of its workings in their own heargs.

D. p. 59, 6o. -

¢ Unnatural, dnterefted, partial affe@ion.” Was shere
ever a greater jumble of words ¢ Had he called enmity to
God a holy, wicked, diabolical affe@ion, or a natural un-
natural affe@ion,the abfurdity would not have been greater =
For an imerefled, partial affeQion certainly is not uanatu-
ral, unlefs partiality in our own favour, and. loye to our
private interefts are fo. Mr. H. calls felf-love a natural

- paffion, D: p. 61. and yet in the 6oth. p. he fays that an

.t

interefted affe@ion (which is the fame as felf-love) is un-
natural | What can’t fuch a confifent writer prove, if
affertions and jargon are admitted for arguments |
D. p. 64, 65. i D.p. 66, .
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ra&er and ;:ondu& of a neighbour, difcover muchha-

tred and ill-will toward him ? And does it not equally
argue enmity to God, when men, with defign, repre-
fent him in afalfe light ¢ Where were Mr. H’s tho’ts
when he wrote thefe paffages ! May I not then pro-

perly retort this charge againft my notion of enmity, -
and afk, Does not his fcheme ¢ offer as great an affront .

- % to reafon, common fenfe and experience, as the
“ doltrines of Rome ?” But of this let the reader

" judge.

Sect. IV.

Wherein Mr. H’s notions that faith in Chrift and fub-
miffion to the righteoufnefs of God preceed rege-
neration, and that regeneration is effected by moral
fwafion, are confidered. ’

. MR. H. fufficiently difcovers it to be his opinion,
that faith and fubmiffion to God’s righteouf-

nefs preceed regeneration, * And I readily grant
that if men have naturally a s4ffe for moral beauty or
bolinefs, faith and fubmiffion muft neceffarily preceed
~ regeneration, if there is any fuch thing ; (of which
bowever there is no need on his principles.) For if
men have naturally a zaffe or love for holinefs, the ne-

ceflity of regeneration is thereby fuperceeded, and only -

the reftraining of corrupt or vicious .appetites, fo as
to give the natural holy tempers opportunity to a
freely and without reftraint or incumbrance, is all that
is needful in order to true holinefs. But the regenerate
only have thefe two oppolite principles in them, flefb
and fpirit, fo that whoever has thefe, is born again,
“tho’ corruption or tbe law of fin and death in the mem-
bers may be fo ftrong, at times, as to bring the chriftian

into:

® D. p. 55 and 45 and 38,
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anto captivity. + Therefore if this principle s naturally
in men there is no need of regeneration, as has been
before obferved. But if men are totally depraved, as
1 have éndeavoured to prove in Section 2d. then Mr.
H’s whole {cheme falls to the ground. For if there
is no tafte or love for holinefs in the unregenerate, as
I think I have proved, ‘and if faith and fubmiffion

“implies fuch a tafte, then it is impoffible that thefe

fhould exift before regeneration, which is the giving
of fuch a tafte ; as this would be to affert, that there
is a tafte for holinefs before there is any tafte for i,
which is a contradiction. If thenit has been proved,
that human nature, fince the fall, is totally corrupt,
and deftitute of all zaffe or love for holinefs, this no-
ttion of Mr. H’s muft of courfe fall; but if there is a
tafte-or love for holinefs, tho’ in the leaft degree, it
Aunregenerate men, then my fcheme falls of courfe. 1
expect therefore that the reader will with me believe
that regeneration preceeds both fubmiffion to the
righteoufnefs of God and faith in Chrift,only fo far as
‘e believes the total moral depravity of human nature.

That regeneration is effected by /light.or moral fwa-

Jon, is alfo another of Mr. H’s opinions.. In this he

is not alone ;. fome, who have been efteemed found
-calvinifts, ‘have been of the fame fentiment : But I
muft be allowed to differ from thewm,in this, for the
fame reafon for which they differ from ¢hemfelves, as

+they certainly do while they, with. shis epinion, hold

-alfo the total depravity of human-pature, which two -

~-opinions mutually deftroy each other, .o that one
" .can’t be eltablifhed without the deftruétion and.over-

throw of the other ; therefare thofe who hold. both
are inconfiftent with.themfelves. But as Mr. H: de-
.nies total depravity, he is confiftent with himfelf in
‘maintaining that regeneration is effeted by light or
mooral fwafion, And he readily owns, if men are {o
totally corrupt as I have reprefented, that regeneration

o O cannot

i~

+ Rom, vii. 23.. -
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cannot be effected by light. ' I had faid ¢ The minds
of men are too full of enmity to God, to be perfwaded
to love and be reconciled to him, by any, though the
moft powerful arguments, addreffed to their under-
ftandings or affections ; therefore I do not think that
regeneration is effeted by light, i. e. by prefenting
v !;he things of religion to their minds, or even by open-

ing their eyes’ (i. e. of the underftanding or confcience)

“to fec them ; but in order to’ this the power of
-God muft be exerted, and by this alone men are cre-

ated anew’. * On this Mr. H. fays, *If the premi-

“ fes are true the inference is undoubrtedly juft. If

““ a man has woven into his frame and conftitution,
‘¢ a fixed, incurable averfion to all fweets, itis in vain
““ to go about to cure his conftitutional averfion by
¢ feeding him with fugar and honey : His conftitu-
- ¢ tion muft be mechanically changed before he can
“ be reconciled to them, So if it be with man, asthe
¢ Dr. fays it is, the very frame of his nature mult be
¢ altered before he can be brought to loveGod : A
“ view of his moral perfe@ions, and gofpel truths,
¢ can do nothing toward working this change, but

¢ this muft firft be wro’t by abfolute power, before

“¢ thefe truths can takeany hold of the heart.” + -

~_ Inhis paffage Mr: H. puts the whole controverfy
about r;gmeration being effected by kight on the fingle
Eoint of man’s total depravity : If this is eftablithed,
e yields his opinien as abfurd and to be rejeéted ; and

I heartily join iffue here, and yield my opinion as fuch,

if this can’t be eftablithed. I have already offered

fome arguments for the proof of this, enough I think
to fatisfy any impartial enquirer, and many more

- might be offered. Let Mr. H. then fairly confute

thofe arguments, and offer clear proof of a raffe for
moral excellency remaining in all unrenewed men, and
I will readily embrace his opinion of regeneration’s be-

ing cffelted by light. But let it be obferved, that

when -

*5.p. 53 t D. p. 25, 26.
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when I acknowledge regeneration is effeted by light,
allowing Mr. H’s principles to be true, I do not mean
by regeneration the implanting a new principle, but only
aZive converfion, or the exercife of thofe holy princi-
ples which are, on his fcheme, naturally in all men,
and which, if they exift, may and naturally will be
drawn forth into holy exercife by objeétive light or
the truths of the gofpel when fet before the mind.—
For tbe feed is, on this foppofition, fown in good and
boneft bearts, and fo will become fruitful. * For if
men are naturally holy, or have a tafte for the divine
charaéter, they have no need of regeneration in my no- .
tion of it, but only of a&ive converfion, which is not
the ‘implanting, but only the exercife of a holy prin-
ciple, in aéts of repentance, faith, love, &c. +

-

SecT. V.

A view of the confequences drawn by Mr. H. from
my dorine in order to confute it, and eftablifh his

notion of natural virtue and regeneration being ef-
tected by light.’

R. H. fays, if man’s enmity to God be fuch as
I have defcribed, “¢it is no moral difeafe, but
. . LLIPY

* Luk. viii. 15. ° .

+ Before the printer had got thus far, I received Mr. H’s
letter to Mr. Hopkins, in which he denies this flate of the
controver{y, and declares that he holds to total depravity,
and that he never taught, nor thought that men naturally
have {ome degree of true virtue, but fuppofes them per-
fe@ly void of all virtue, and blames Mr. Hopkins far put-
ting the controverfy on this foot. And fince I deferve as
much blame in this, as Mr. Hopkins, I defire the reader
to examine carefully the laft preceeding quotation,and the
firft feCtion of this appendix, together with the poftfcript

- at the end ; and if be really thinksI have injured Mr. H.
in thus. ftating the difpute, that he will in a friendly way
endeavour to convince me of it, that I may have the ho-
nour of retra&ting my error if I have committed one.
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¢ a conftitutional, mental, mechanical madnefs.”” *
Strange ! Can’t that be moral which is innate and
interwove with the very frame of the heart ? Are not
the holy tempers of thé angels fuch, and are they
therefore no moral virtues ? If there is any truth in:
this argument, it equally proves that the love and ho-
linefs of angels is no moral virtue, but a conftitutional,.
mental, mechanical love and lolinefs. Yea, that the
holinefs of God, which is meft perfectly natural, andk
in the higheft degree neceffary, and conftitutional, is
a conftitutional, mental, mechanical holinefs ; and fo,.
not a moral virtue. The abfurdity of this need not
be further expofed. Surely Mr. H. never carefully- -
perufed the beft writers on Ethicks. I beg leave to-
recommend Edwards on the will. SR :

“ Another confequence” hg draws from my do&rine-
(and he muft draw hard to fetch it) * is, that natural
* men are not reafonable creatures nor moral agents.”}t
-As ftrange ftill ! Is the total want of innate principles
of love and averfion, neceflary to conftitute rational
beings and moral agents ? Is not Mr. H’s *“ tafte for
 moral excellency, innate and'effential to the confti-
~¢¢ tutiom of all moral beings as fuch ?”” And does this
deftroy their moral agency and make them irrational &
Mr. H’s moral agent muft have no prineiple, either
of love or hatred, will or choice ; till he makes or pro--
duces it by a, I know net what, felf-determining,
power or act of the will which,as yet, has no exiftence.
This is the o/d arminian doé&rine of free-will. His
rational, moral agent, muft be in a ftate of perfe® in-
difference to both virtue and vice, and without any:
inward principle or external motive.to cither, in order
to alt either virtuoufly or vicioufly ; which is
the fame as to fay, be muft aét without any princi-
Pple, aim, end, or reaforn of his altions, in order to his
being virtuous or vicious, i. e. in'order to be a reafon=
able moral agent, he muft act without any reafon at

all,

“Dp.39- I Dopiag, 39.

3 -

I I
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all.  So that on his principles,neither God nor angels
are reafonable moral agents, becaufe they have innate
principles of holinefs, and cannot fin ; yea men and
devils are not rational moral agents, becaufe, as Mr.

- H. afferts, they have a tafie for moral excellence innate

and effential to their conflitution :* And yet affirms, that
this innate  faculty is eflential to conflitute them mo-
% ral beings.”t On his principles thén, there can be
no moral agent in the univerfe ; becaufe innate prin-
ciples deftroy moral agency ; which yet, he fays, are
effential to conftitute moral agency. His principles,
therefore, to a demonftration, contradict and deftroy
each other, and can be no more reconciled together -
than the doctrine of tranfubftantiation can be recon-

‘ .ciled to the di¢ates of common fenfe.

Another confequence he draws from this do&rine
is, ¢ That itis to no purpofe to urge gofpel truths and
“ motives on unconverted men to perfwade them to
% bereconciled to Ged,than to reafon with amad man
% to cure him of his madnefs.”{ If by this he means
that on my principles, gofpel truths and metives,
which finners hate, will not engage their love while
they hate them, but that they will refift them as cer-
tainly, as a mad man will difregard arguments pro-
pofed to him, I grant it : but then they do it in op-
pofition to their reafon or confeience, as Mr. H. al-
lows, « 1 approve that which is good, but follow that

., which is evil.” ||| But the mad man has no reafony

"or confcierce to act againft ; and therefore the cafes
are not parallel, but infinitely diverfe. But does Mr.
H. think arguments and motives are to no purpofe,
becaufe, of themfelves, they can’t prevail ; or becaufe
they will certainly be refifted, unlefs God change the
hearts of men ¥ He certainly knows that neither he,
nor the apoftle Paul, joined by the eloquent apoftles,
ever could, or can prevail with one finner to turn to
.Y God,
* D. p. 52, comp. with p, 62. note. 1 Ibid.
1 D.p. 39, 40. I D.p. 53
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God, till he gives the blefling ; will he therefore fay
that their preaching was to no purpofe ?

Befides, this and many other like confequences, are
not peculiar to my do&rine ; they follow with equal
force from his own. I hold that no motives can pre-
vail with unrenewed men to be reconciled to God :
This I infer from the total moral depravity of fallen
human nature, and its innate enmity to God ; and
Mr. H. owns « the inference to be juft if the premites
are true.”® This doftrine of total depravity, &c.
Mr. H. bends his whole ftrength to-overthrow -3 and
ifhe has doneit, I own my inference to be falfe. In
oppofition to it he largely infifts thac ¢ all moral be-
ings do naturally approve the divine character ; that
only a wrong and wicked charaer can be hated by
any moral beings, either men or devils.”+ This, if
any thing, is what he maintains, and he may as well
deny that he wrote the dialogue, as deny this, or elfe
words have loft their meaning.  Now from this prin-
ciple he infers that < the motives of the gofpel, pre-
fented to the mind of the unrenewed linner,by the fpi-
rit, will engage him to love God.J This is the grand
point in controverfy betweenus : On the above prin-
ciple of natural virtue, he founds all his oppofition to
me, and it is the leading fentimentin his book, as has
been thewn. . :

But yet in other places, he flatly contradiéts this,
and acknowledges that ¢ the weaknefs and corruption
¢ of human nature fince the fall, is fuch, that men
¢ neither will nor can fo believe and realize gofpel
¢ truth as to be renewed by its influence”§—¢* That

< there is a prevailing contrariety to God and his -

« lawsin the hearts of men, fo far as lufts of fin rule-
¢« in them”|| (and is not this true of the beft faint on
earth ?) ¢ that regeneration is effected by the energy

) -~ of

*D.p.2s.  +D.p 52 53 54—57, 62—69.
-§ D.p. 23—27,58. § Dopoasc J D.p 47
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of the fpirit” § Here he comes over to my opinion,
and in perfeét contradition to his premifes and -con-
fequence too, owns, that gofpel truth and motives are
utterly infufficient to prevail with corrupt men to’be-
lieve favingly, till the energy of the fpirit is exerted.
Hence it follows on his principles, as well as on mine,
that “ it is to na more purpofe to urge gofpel truths -
and motives.on unconverted men to perfwade them to
be reconciled to God, than to reafon with a madman
to cure him of his madnefs.”+ ¢¢ Thefe means have no
more tendency to draw fuch hearts than” (to ufe his
own elegant expreflion) ¢ they have to draw a cart.”}
If « men neither will nor caz be influenced to believe
favingly by the moft powerful gofpel motives, with-
out the powerful energy of the fpirit, as he owns, then
does it not follow, that ¢ God mocks men when he
ufes arguments with them to turn and be reconciled,
while he knows they peither will nor can do i, till he -
exerts his power ? and are not his expreffions of com-
paffion and pity toward them, as deceitful as Judas’s
kifles ?— And is not the gofpel the vaineft, foolitheft,
abfurdeft thing in the world ? What would you think
of a king, who out of pity to the poor mad men in
Bedlam, thould fend his bifhops to perfwade them to
lay afide their wrong imaginations, and become fober,
fince, he knows they are {o crazed « that #bey nesther
¢ will mor can” obey till he exerts another kind of
means even fome immediate energy ? || What high
thoughts would this give us of his Majefty’s fkill in
curing madnefs, and of his fincerity” ? Thefeand fuch
like are the fiightful confequences he draws from the. .

doctrine of the abfolute phyfical § influences of the fpi-
rit

q D. p. 45, 46. + D. p. 39, 40. 1 D.p. 21,
I D.p. 23, 24, 27, 39, 40. -
§ I bave frequently ufed the word phyfical as deflcriptive of

<+ the nature of the power of the holy fpirit in regenen%n.
is
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rit in regeneration, founded on total depravity and im~

nate, natural enmity to God ; but it is eafy for the

reacer to fee that they all follow with equal ftrength
from his own conceflion, and fo he, as much as I,
¢ has robbed the gofpel of all its moral power.” *

If Mr. H, thould here objett and fay, that though
he agrees with me, that the means are and muft bein-
«effectual, and that ¢ men neither will nor .can fo be-
*¢ lieve and realize gofpel truth as to be renewed § by

“its

This Mr. H. feems to think is ‘quite indefenfible ; for in
‘his letter to Mr. Hopkins p. 5, he fays ¢ I oblewve you
“¢ carefully avoid ufing the word pbyfical in your writings
¢ on this fubjeét.”—But Mr. H. might bhave obferved
that Mr. Hopkins is not afraid to ufe this word fince he
«quotes Van Maftrick with approbation, who ufes it boldly,
and fuggefts that none but grofs Pelagians and Socinians
-oppofe a phyfical operation of the {pirit on the will in re-
.generation, Animad. p. 10. This word is very frequently

afed in this fenfe by found calvinifts, and the Weftmin- -

fter affembly hold the thing, tho’ they do not, that I re-
smember, ufe the word; for they apply Eph. i. 19, 20.
10 regeneration, and fuppofe the fame power exerted in it,
- wwhich raifed Chrift fiom the dead—which M. H. allows
o be a phyfical power. See confef. of faith, chap. x. and
larger catech. on effe@ual calling, and D. p. 45. For
amy part T freely own 1 can fee no reafon to rejet the
word, if by it is underftood the fame power by which
‘Chrift was raifed from the dead, or by which ‘God com-
manded the light to fbine out of darknefs. This has been fo
-commonly, and fo anciently ufed by found calvinifts, that
Mr. H. can’t with any face call it new. The learned
Charnock largely proves that regeneration is effeCted by
a phyfical power, and is a phyfical change. Vol. 2. p. 220.

* D. p. 22. . .

1 Regeneration is a new creation, not effeQ@ed by objeQive
light or truth, but by power ; and in this fenfe it is tru
that truth, however realized and believed, can’t rene
the heart, unlefs with Mr. Sandeman we believe that
¢ the merciful truth is alfufficient to fave, v. 2, p. 19,”
-without any other power but its own ; for in order to

Jbelieve
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% its influence”—<¢ without the powerful energy of
s¢ the fpirit ;” yet he widely differs from me as to the

~ nmature or kind of energy exerted by the ipirits that
I hold that the motives are made effectual by 3 pre-
ceeding phyfical energy new-creating the heart or re-
newing the will in order that the motives may have a
proper influence *”, whereas he holds the energy to be
moral, and only ¢ perfwades men to be reconciled to
God by the motives of the gofpel as an inftrument in -
his hand.+  To this I anfwer,

1. Itis true we differ about this ; but then we
agree that the motives have no power till the fpirit
exerts fome kind of energy, fo that their efficacy is only
with, and never without it. Now fince we agree in

" this, our differing about the kind of this energy, will
net help Mr. H. nor free his doctrine of thefe confe-
quences, becaufe neither the pbyfical, nor the moral
energy of the fpirit is in the power of any man; and
therefore, according to him ¢ it is to no purpofe to
prayand befeech men to be reconciled to God,” for
thiscan have no effet till ¢ the fpirit exerts his ener-

2§ It matters not what kind ot power is neceffary ;
for if all the efficacy of the motives depends on the
fpirit’s energy, whether pbvfical or moral, then all his
dreadful confequences follow 5 and he mutt either
affert with Mr. Sandeman that ¢ the agency of the

“holy fpirit.is infeparable from a ¢ fpeculative” know-
ledge of the truth;” i. e. that there is fomething
inherent in the truth that_regenerates ; or which is
nearly the fame thing, deny the neceflity of beth the

phyfical and moral energy of the fpirit in regenera- .
- P " tion 3

believe gofpel truth aright. men wuft be already renewed :
But the above phrafe, of Mr. H’s naturally leads the rea-
der to think, that if men had a * will or difpofition to
realize and believe gofpel truth” 5 yet they have not power,
but men have fufficient power, if they had a will. .
2 D, p. 21,26. + D.p. 23, 24, 25, 26, 27—45, 46.
i} D.p. 21, 45.
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tion ; or clear his own doétrine of the above abfurdi-
ties, which he may find done to his band perhaps
above a thoufand times over, by calviniftic divines in
anfwer to Pelagians and Arminians, who have ever
been loading the do&rines of total depravity, natuial
enmity to God, and the heceflity of the immediate
phyfical energy of the fpirit in regeneration, with the
fame and many other hideous confequences.  But

2. Mr. H. by moral power or energy of the fpi-
rit, muft mean either (1.) his ufing arguments and
motives drawn from the gofpel, &c. in order to per-
fwade unrenewed men to believe and love God, with-
out any phyfical energy on the mind or heart in order
to prepare or difpofe it to beinfluenced by them : Or
(2.) That he exerts a phyfical or natural power in
order to prepare the heart to receive and be influen-
ced by thefe motives. If he means the firft, then no
energy is exerted, nothing but fkill is employed in
ufing the beft arguments in the beft manner, and fo
all power, but that of ¢ the merciful truth” is denied.
If he means the fecond, then he is fully of my opi-
nion, and contends only about words, while we mean
the fame thing. It is however abundantly evident that
fometimes he means the firft 3 * and yetin other pla-

ces he evidently intends the laft, if his words convey-

his meaning ; yea in almoft the fame breath he afleres
both. * Hefays ¢ The carnal temper muft be morti-
‘¢ fied, and a better temper introdyced into the hegrt.
. % The apoftle does not fay this happy change of the
¢ mind or heart can’t be effeted by. the influence
* and power of gofpel truth and_love, but the con-
¢ trary.” Here he holds that “moral {wafion does
the work ; but he immediately adds ¢ God gracioufly
¢ fubdues the enmity and reconciles the foul by let-
« ting in the light, and a fweet attrative fenfe of his

¢ holy truth and leve.”} Here he afferts the laft,

viz.

* D. p. 19, 20, 21, 22, 26, 29, 41, 46, 59. *t D. P 47.
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viz. that pbyfcal power is exerted ; for if « God le
in the light,” he does fomething before the light gets
in ; he don’t only thine, but he opens the windows to
let in the light ; andfo fhines into our hearts to give
, us the light of his glorious knowledge. } Now I as -
readily own as he, that when this light is let in by
. God fo as to give « afweet attractive fenle of his holy
truth and love,” it is enough, it reconciles the foul to
God, to whom it tarns or converts with its warmeft
affections ; and I have no where faid any thing to the
contrary, that I know of. Yet Mr. H. immediately
#dds, ¢ The new divines indeed are fo bold asto fay
<« all this is not fufficient to convert and reconcile one
foul.”} But where have I or any one elfe faid this ?
Mr. H. fhould have pointed to the place where this
new divinity is to be found : I am fure itis not in my
fermons, but the contrary do&rine. 1 call on Mr;
H. to fhew where I or any one elfe fays this. Per-
haps he will tell me, it is to be found in my fermons
P- 52. Rem. IL. I freely own to him, and the world
that I ufed the word converted there very improperly
for regenerated,and immediately explained it fo clearly,
that Mr. H. ¢afily took my true meaning to be ¢ that
men-are not regenerated by moral {wafion,’ || and this
I hold @ill. But I no where fay, that * when God
gives or lets into the foul 2 fweer attractive fenfe of °
his holy truth and love, it is not fufficient to convert
or reconcile it to God,” as he afferts Ido. I fay that
God regenerates the foul by his own immediate
power, in which he gives this fweef fenfe, and this is
always attended with reconciliation and active conver-
fionto God. Mr. H. can with as good a grace, and
as much truth affert that I wrote his dialogue. He
is therefore bound in juftice to retract this falfe afferti-
on; and acknowledge the injury he has done to me
and others thereby ; though I hope it was done thro’
ignorance.

t 2 Cor. iv, 6. + D. p. 47. § Se=D. p. 25.
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ignorance. It is very difficult to filence one who
holds fuch oppofite principles as Mr. H. does,becaufe
when one fide fails him, he may confidently affert he
holds the other.
Again he fays, if my doctrine is true * there is no
.¢¢ preparatory work of the fpirit ; no influences of
¢ common grace which do at all prepare or predif-
¢ pofe + men to reccive the kingdom of God.—"{
And fays that Sandeman avows this confequence 3
and that I mutft, if I would be confiftent.
It is of little importance who avows or difavows it.
Ifit is true, it ought to be received ; if not, it ought
to be rejected, let who will hold it. But faying that
Mr. Sandeman holds it,neither proves it true or falfe.
I freely own, that I have no idea of fuch a work pre-
paratory to regeneration as ‘ predi/pofes men to re-
% ceive the kingdom of God and makes finners bet-
¢ ter, and difpofes them to receive Chrift,” as Mr.
H. intimates ; for I can’t help thinking that a difpo-
Jition 0 this, is the effect of that power which regene-
rates the foul, and fo does not go before, but is im-
plied in regeneration. But if by it he means, convin-
cing the finner that he is an entire wretch like the pro-
digal, and infinitely vile and wholly indifpofed to re-
ceive the kingdom of God : there is need of this.—
I will however venture to affirm, tho’ Meflrs. Sande-
man and H. fhould both be againft me, {as they really
are,) yea tho’ I fhould have nothing left to keep mein
countenance but the bible, that when a foul is bro’s
to fee and own the truth of his cafe, he both fees and
owns that he is totally dead in fin, has no good or
haly
+ This thews Mr. H’s upinion to bey that the preparatory
work of the fpirit which preceeds regeneration ordinarily
in adults, gives a difpofition to receive Chrift. Now let
a finner believe he has this, and he will at once think
bimfelf fafe, as being well difpofed, and as loving God,
nd fo will lofe all his convi@ions : And indeed, as foon
has this, he is fafe and does love him. : '

T D.p. 41
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holy difpofitions, no fpreparedncﬁ or difpofition to re-
ceive the kingdom of God, butenmity toit ; that he
has no more to recommend him to God than the moft
abandoned profligate, and that if ever he is faved it
will be of pure mercy withiout any thing to recom- -
mend him ; and while he fees and owns this, he fees
and owns nothing but the truth : and if it is the truth
there is no evil in telling the finner that this is- and
will be his cafe atter all hisendeavours. But Mr. H.
is afraid of difcouraging his ¢ low fpirited finner,” if
he fhould tell him he grows no better, but rather
worfe. And indeed it will, by the bleffing of God,
tend to difcourage him from looking to thefe firivings
for relief. And fhould he not be difcouraged from

- depending on thefe pbyficians of no value ? Should bhe

not be led to fee that they can’t heal his wound 2
That he muft go to Chrift after all, for whole falve-
tion-? 1f Mr. H. .encourages the finner to ftrive, by
telling him that he grows better,he will countera& the

" defiga of the fpirit, which is to ftrip him naked of

every good thing in himfelf, yea, and of all hope in

- the means of grace too, that he may come out of them

all empty to Chrift. Such a way of flattering finners
ay engage their affeCtions to the minifter, but.does:
ot tend to lead them to a fenfe of their entire wretchs
ednefs without J=fus Chrift. : -
It is- perhaps impoffible to invent a fcheme of
do&@rine more perfeétly calculated tolead an awaken-
ed unrenewed gncr_ to reft thort of Chrift, and make
a rightecufnefs of his reformations, than this of Mr.
H’s. He that carefully readsand attends t6 what he
has faid in his dialogue, efpecially in p. 36—36, muft
fee that he has no conception of falvation by free grace
alone, but makes works, and the finners endeavours
and amendments the moral ground or reifon why
Geod beftows on him < renewing and pardoning mer-

cy.” I will juft point out a few things. -
Mr. H, fuppofes that the awakened umer‘x‘cw»:d
mnner
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finner ¢ takes pains to become better * — That
he is influenced by #rue gofpel motives in his prayers,
endeavours and reformarions—does as he is required,
though not wholly—and a&s right in part. +——That
he truly .repents and afks God’s forgivenefs——
afts as he oughton the fubordinate principle of felf-
Jove—acls right as far as he goes, and as God wills
him w do, though he does not go fo far as he ought. §
~—That he acts right as tar as he can—and fo isin a
fair way to attain the grace of God to help him to
a& on the bett princlples $—That he applies himfelf
to do his duty as he is able, and ftruggles againft his
lufts and cries for deliverance—that his repentance is
proportionable to his light §—that fuch feeking as
he is capable of, is a likely means of obtaining what
he feeks {—that he grows better under conviction,
and therefore is more likely to obtain mercy, and
_that chere is no’encouragement at all for finnefs to
frive or hope if this is not ‘the cafe”—** Thus ac-
cording 1o him, the finners growing better is the only
gofpel ground of his hope 11! Thrice admirable !
No comment can itlufteate theabfurdity of this.
kk meerly fubverts the whole work of' Chrift, and
opens. the door fot infiddlity and-deifm, by adopting
the fame ground "of acceptance which they efpoufe,
and rejecting that which chiefly diftinguifhes the gof-
pel from every other fyftem.- It ftrikes blank defpair
tnto- the heart of every real penitent who fees and
«.complains that he grows werfe.” ++ ‘But if this
is ohly. ¢ ishagination” as Mr. H. affirms, then it'is
notxhe e of convittion-as he fuppofes, but of ig:
norance.and miftake. © : T
--1 have no defign to make a defence of Mr; Hop-
kins’s:opinion azain{t which the above are pointed.—
Thofe who are difpofed to fee what that author has
TR s T o faid

*.D.p.30o. +Dp3r. §D.p
9 D.p.34- | D.p.35. **D.p.
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faid in defence of it may read his reply t0 Mr. Mills,
lately publifhed in New-Haven ; which piece, with.
out adopting or rejecting his fentiments, I will ven-
ture to fay, deferves the careful ftudy of all who
would fix their fentiments relative to the pointin eon-
troverfy. This was ready for the prefs and publickly
advertifed long before Mr. H. wrote his dialogue,
therefore had he waited and feen what he was juft
going to fay in defence of his Enquiry, it would
have looked better and been more to Mr. H’s hanous
than his writing againft it while he never had feen it,
nor his defence of it. How natural is it to apply the
old proverb ? He that anfweretb a matter before be bear-
eth it, it is folly and fbame unto bim. 1 fay, thoughldo
not defign a defence of his Book, yet Mr. H’s rea-
foning againft him and me efpecially in dialogue p.
30—36 amounts to this, viz. that awakened finners
fhould be taught that they really grow better, really
pleafe God in their conduét, are lefs guilty than when
fecure, and that this is a ground and reafon why they
fhould partake of thedivine favour rather than others:
‘When they are convinced that they grow worfe, they
are to be encouraged, and their low ipirits kept up by

* telling them that ¢ this is a2 mere imagination and a

fuggeftion of the devil, tending to difcourage them
from the ufe of means”— or in plain Englith, from
trufting to their own acquired goodnefs for acceptance
with God. Mr. H. oppofing Mr. Hopkins’s opinion
that finners grow worfe under conviction becaufe they:
fin againft greater light, fays ¢ if you urge a poor,
¢ guilty, convinced, low-fpirited finner to- carneft,
¢« perfevering diligence in feeking God’s. mercy and
¢« grace in the ufe of means on’ thefe principles—he
¢ will readily reply, that he has become much warfe
<« already by the pains he has taken in feeking God
¢¢ —and you fhall never perfwade him that this is-a
¢¢ likely way to obtain his mercy,” 1+ i.e’ it will dif-

courage
t D. p. 36. '

L)
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courage his hopes of obtaining mercy fer his own
endeavours and goodnefs, and bring him to defpair
- of help m himfelf, and 1o fec his nced of Chrift. But
this, it feems, is 2 « fuggeftion of the devil.” §

And the only way to keep finners from difcou-
rdgement, and prompt them to ftriving, and conftan-
cy in fecking after falvation is, to perfwade them that
they really grow better, and may hope, by their
further increafe in goodnefs, to obtain the favour they
meed. His words are very remarkable ; for oppofing
the aforefaid fentiment of Mr. Hopkins, he fays,
% This do&rine is a perfe&t fnare of the fowler to poor,
¢ ignorant, perplexed fouls—Such thoughts and
 reafonings, ufed formerly, fometimes to be fug-
s¢ gefted fecretly, and urged upon the minds of

¢ awakened, concerned finners, by the devil, witha

“ view to difcourage them from fecking : and it has
¢ ever been the care of fkilful and tender guides of
¢ fouls to dete& the fophiftry of the deceiver, and de-
« liver poor finners out of thefe fnares, craftily laid
¢ for them :”*i. ¢. to tell poor finners that they are on
the mending hand, aad are not lefs, but more pleafing
to God than they were, and that if they continue to
reform, they will by and by obtain. ’

Mr. H. fuppofes that *¢ it is ufual for enlightened,
convinced finners to complain they grow worfe,”
and fuppofes this to be the effe& of convilion ; and
yet fays that < this is imagination and a fuggeftion of
the devil, 4 and therefore that it is not true but the
artifice of the old deceiver ; from which all fkilful
guides of fouls have ever taken care to deliver poor
concerned finners.”§ Now if this is the cafe, then this
, opinion which the finner has that he grows worfe,

can't be the effect of conviction, as Mr. H. fuppofes,

but a delufion of the devil, as he affirms. Is not this
a contradi&tion ?

Befides, I don’t believe what he affirms, that ‘l: it

. N . » as

§D. p.36. * Ibid, 1D.p.29,30. t . p.30,36. § D. p-36«
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- has.ever been the care of fkilful guides, to dete@ this
fophiftry, and te!l finners that they grow, not worfe,
but better by their ftrivings and fo keep up their cou-
rage to continue ftriving.” I believe that this has
been the practice of unfkilful guides, and that herein
they have alted jult as the devil would have them ; -
for he knows that if the awakened convinced finner is
brought to believe that he is lets wicked and vile than
he was while fecure, has a better temper and pleafes
God more on the whole, he will lofe his convittion,
and begin to hope that God will accept him, not folely
on the foot.of Chrift’s merits, but, in part at leaft, on
account of his own amendments. This perfwafion is
moft evidently a fuggeftion of the devil gy which he
blinds the eyes of many, ftifles their convitions, and
caufes them to reft in their-own attainments and.fo
fall thort of Chrift, and perith. If the merits of
Chrift only are the ground of hope, and are alfuffi-
cient for the chief of finners, then the heinoufnefs of his
fins need not difcourage the finner,tho’ the devil often
make an argument of it, for this end ; and the in-
creafe of the finner’s goodnefs is no ground of encou-
ragement, though fatan would have him think itis ;
and whoever fays it, joins with fatan in oppefing fal-
vation by Chrift alone. ) :

- Befides, it is an inconteftible fcripture truth, that
thofe who hear the gofpel, and yet rejelt it, are more
. wicked and vile than thofe who never heard it ; and
< if they continue to reje¢t Chrift offered in it, they will
fare much werfe at laft than it they bad never heard
it, as fully appears fsom the texts referred to in the
-margin.* But I hope Mr. H. will not fay, that this
is a fuggeftion of the devil tending to difcourage men
from attending on the gofpel ; yet he may fay this
with juft as good reafon as the former. For every
thing, it feems, muft be efteemed a vile fuggeftion,
Q which
* Matt.11, 21—24. Luke x. 12—14. Joh. ii. 19 and xvi. g.

2 Cor, ii. 15, 16, and clfewhere.

~
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which tends to lead the finner to defpair of helping

“himfelf, and by his reformations to be ¢ predifpofed

to receive Chrift.”—Such is Mr. H’s religion ; fuch
bis views of the way of falvation by Chrift !~=No
words that I know of can fufficiently defcribe the
wickednefs, impiety and abfurdity of this opinion ex-
cept thofe of St. Paul, Gal.i. 8, 9. But theugh
we, or an angel from heaven, &c.—If we may-ever

. difcover zeal, furely it may be fhewn on an occafion

like this, when the precious truths of the goi;Pel are
rejected, and all hope cut off from the moft fenfible

e

and wretched of finners, and thole only are allowedto

hope who can fay, Loxd I thank thee I am noi as other
men, &c. ' '
- Mr. H’s laft confequence is, that it my fcheme is
true, that regeneration is effected only ¢* by the abfo~
lute power of the fpirit,” and not by moral fwafion,
then ¢ the fpirit of Chrift, a&ting—as theenlightener
% and drawer of fouls, can do'no more toward con-
¢ verting finners, than you or I can.”, The tables
can be fairly turned on him thus. :

If objective light or moral fwafion, regenerates the
foul,then the fpirit of God can do nothing to affet this
change but what you or I can do ; for you or I can

prefent truth and gofpel motives to the mind, which .

is afl the {pirit can do, on Mr. H' fcheme, and fo can

do nathing but what you and I can, tho’ he may doit -
in a better manner, and ufe arguments with more

dexterity.

SecT. VL

Several texts brought by Mr. H. to prove that rege-
neration is effected by light, confidered. :

HOSE texts which difcover God’s kindnefs and
readinefs to forgive finners, Mr.H. thinks mutft,

if any thing can, renew their hearts and engage them -

to love him. . The
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The firft text he mentions is, [ am she Lord God

, Zracious and mercifal, flow to awger, abundant in goodnefs

and truth, forgiving iniquity tranfgreffion and fin, and by
o means clearing theguslty.:® He juftly fuppofes God’s
charaéter is truly drawn in thefe words ; which he
thinks muft captivate the finner’s heart in love to him:
And fo it will, if he has a ¢affz for his true chara&er,
and not otherwife. For this charater,
rightly viewed, requires the rebel to come down and
own his fault, and to lay by his own felfifh interefts

| _in which he now places all his happinefs, make God

his chief end, and fubmit to and accept a pardon as a
free gift, from the hand of a Sovereign, who bath
mercy on whom be will bave mercy.  But does this fuit

_ the heart of the finner who is daily growing better by

his endeavours and hopes fhortly to be able *to lay
claim to pardon 5 and not to lie at the fovereign dif-
pofal of an offended God ? ’
Another text which he thinks proves that the ex-
prefions of mercy and grace muft attrad finners to
Chrift, is that of Chrift’s preaching in the Synagogue
of Nazareth y And their eyes were faftened on bim—and
#bey wondered at the gracious words which proceeded ont
of bis mowtb. + But how unhappy is he in the choice
of his evidence ! The very perfons who were fo
pleafed with their town’s man’s fame and the declar-
ation he had juft made of his being the great prophet
of God foretold by Ifaiah, and whe wondered at his
racious words 3 no fooner heard his account of the
overeign grace of God to the poor widow of Sarepsa,
a city of Zidon, and to an heathen Syrian, Naaman,
to the negle¢t of the covenant pesple, who thought they
had a better claim to it, and by which he intimated,
his own fovereignty in beftowing favours on the moft
wretched, than their hearts were filled with rage, and -
they thruft him out of the Synagogue and endeavour-
ed to kill him. ¢ The covenant people bore their
: - . ¢ teftimony
* Exod. xxxiv. 6, 7. =+ Luk. iv. 20, 22, ’
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¢ teftimony againft fuch abominable do&rine I” or
who knows but ¢ the ftones of the ftreet” would have
cried out ! * e

In fupport of his notion he quotes thefe words,
We love bim becaufe be firft loved us.4 This he thinks
proves, that when the finner fees ¢ God’s charatter,
 not only as amiable in itfelf”. (which alone can’t
engage his love) ¢ but how it bears a benign afpect
on his happinefs,” then he will love God to good pur-
pofe. —Sandeman’s fcheme to perfection, who fays,
¢ The gofpel reconciles men to the yust God by
¢ fhewing him to be the Saviour.” | In my
fermon I give my fenfe of thefe words thus; ¢ God’s
love to us is not the mo:al caufe of our love to God,
but the efficient caufe of it.” This he confutes by
this Herculean argument : I think it much fafer,” fays
he, ¢ for men to remove their own wrong notions out
< of the way of the holy Apoftles,than to compel them
¢ to give way to their upftart errors.”§ This won-
derful argument I leave for more able pens to anfwer.

In my fermon I fay, ¢ no motives are fufficient to
renew one foul ; that the clearer the light fhines, -the
more fenfibly will the unrenewed finners enmity exert
itfelf.’q  On this Mr. H. fays, * Now I think the
 Dr. is quite perfect in his way ;” and then adds,
¢ If this is the cafe, Jefus Chrift exprefled himfelf
¢ very improperly when he faid, If I be lifted up, I
 will draw all men unto me—No man can come to me

. except the Fatber draw bim. It iswritten in the pro-

< phets, and they fhall all be taught of God. Ewvery ome
¢ therefore that bath beard and learned of the Fatber
¢ cometh to me.” ** -

But can Mr. H. imagine that nothing is meant by

thefe texts, but the moral influence of the truth as a

motive alone, without ¢ the abfolute power of the fpi-
rit 2"

* D p 43 + 1 Joh. iv. 19. 't D. p. 58,
| Let. to Afp. v. 1. p. 113. § D.p. 59.
q S. p. 50, 51. ** D.p. 21,
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fit ?* This he muft prove, or the texts are nothing to .

“his purpole. And if any thing more is meant by

them, then they are not * improper” but full to my
purpofe, i :

~ But he adds, If this isthe cafe « it is to no purpofe
¢ toaddrefs men in the Apottles words, 2V¢ befeech and
<< pray you in Chrif’s fiead be yereconciled to God.”” But
why to no purpofe ? Is every thing tono purpofe, that

_can’t regenerate the foul ? To what purpofe were Ifaiah,

Chrift and his apoftles fent to tell the people, Hear ye
indeed but underfland not, [ee ye indeed, but perceive not,
8zc. ?* This paflige is quoted fix times in the New
"Teftament, and every time to fhew that the gofpel
anfwers a glorious and dreadful purpofe,even to them
who do not believe ; which the apoftle expreffeth in

- thefe words, We are unto God a fweet [avour of Chrift

in them that are faved and in them that perifh. To the
“one we are a. favour of death unto death, and to the other
a favour of life umo life. + :

- _Again he fuppofes that becaufe the word is called
1be fword of the [pirit, it has power to regenerate.
But has' a fword any power at all ? If it be replied
that tbe word of God is quick and powerful ;| I.an{wer,
this refpets the effential word, even Chrift. . But if
it refpec the written word, it has-no power but what
arifes from the energy of the fpirit, or the teftimony
of confcience.  Sce Henry, Burkett, Doddridge,
Guyfe on the place. C -

He next cites three texts asjoint evidences to prove
his point. The firft .is, * e all with open face be-
s bolding as in a glafs the glory of the Lord, are changed
< into the fame image.”§ He fhould have added, from
glory to glory, even as by the [pirit of the Lord 3 which
would have fhewn (1.) that the change is from one
degree of grace’ to another, and therefore, that the
foul was gracious before 3 and (2.) that even this new

R . degree
* Ifai. vi. g, 10,  + 2 Cor 1 15, 10. .
1 D.p.42. | Heb.iv. 12. § D.p. 44.
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degree of glory or grace is effected by the {pirit of the
Lord. T%is then 1'gs nothing to his purpo?c. ~

His fecond evidence he introduceth thus ; « Jefus
< fays to the wnconverted Jews, If ye continue in my
< word ye [ball know the truth and the trusth fhall make
 you free”* N.B. Mr. H. fays thefe Jews were
unconverted : But let us hear the text ; Then faid Fe-
Jus 10.thofe Fews which believed om bim, if ye continue in
my word, &c. + § - . :
- His third evidence is, ¢ of bis own will begat be us
with the word of trath.” ||

But in order to make this text ferve his turn, he
muft prove that the word degat means regeneration
properly taken from the implanting or creating a
new and divine principle in the heart, as diftinguithed

from a&ive converfion or the exercife of the new and -

holy principle when given ; till this is proved, the
text can’t help his caufe. Itdoes not appear from the
text itfelf, that regeneration as above diftinguithed,
isintended. The Greek word (apekuefe) rendered, be-

gat, may with great propriety be rendered, impregs

nated 3 and fothe Jearned Dr. Doddridge renders it,
¢ of his own will he hath impregnated us with the
¢ word of truth.” And this is the moft natural
meaning of the word in the 15th v. #nd fin when it
is finifbed or perpetrated brimgeth forth, or rather is
IMPREBGNATED with death, Now if this conftruion
of the word is admitted, and I believe it can’t be difap-
proved, then the text reprefents real chriftians under
the metaphor of a fruitful wemb capable of impreg-
niation, and free from. the prevalence of thofe difcafes

which caufe barrenpefs. The real chriftian’s heart, .

being cured or made good by regeneration, is in like
: o : fnanner,

% Tbid. + Joh, viii. 31, 32. " § Jam. i. 18.

q Whether thefe Jews were really converts or not I will
-not determine ; However this is cestain that Chuift (pesks
to them as belicuers on him, and therefore thefe words are
nothing to Mr. H’s purpofe. ' '
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manner, capable of receiving and cherifhing the g
feed of the word, and of bcging thereby il;gpregga?&

. _and rendered fruitful in holy exercifes.

As the barren womb or ground are not made
fruitful bythe beft feed fTown therein, till they are
healed, fo unlefs our hearts are healed by regeneration,
the feed of the word will’ be unfruitful, though fowa
on them. To this agrees our Lord’s reprefentation
of this matter in the parable of the fower, Luke viii,

. “The caufe of barrennefs in the ftony ground, was not
the want of good feed, but the evil qualities of the
ground itfelf : . The one bad no depth of earth,the other
was hardened by the treading of the feet of paflengers
by the way fide ; and another piece was chogked with
thorns, and therefore the feed though good could not-

l "~ grow.- And the reafon Chrift affigns why the feed

\ was fruitful on the good ground, is the goodnefs of

! the foil.  But that on the good ground are they, which in

"« anHONEST and coov beart, baving beard the word, keep

‘ it, and bring forth fruit with patience, v. 15. = Here the

heart is faid to be good, i. e. regenerate, and therefore

" it receives the feed, is impregnated by-it, apd becomes

fruitful. And to this agree the following feriptures.
The gofpel is the power of God unto [alvation to every one

" that BELIEVETH.*  The preaching of the crofs is to them

that perifh foolifbne(s 5 but umto us which were SavED,
it is the power of God—1It pleafed God by tbe foolifbnefs
of preaching to [ave them that BELIEVE +—2¢ received
theword of God—whbich effesiually worketh alfoin you thas
BELIEVE T—From a child thou baft known the foriptuxe
- awbich is able to make thee wife to falvation, THROUGH
FAITH which isin Chriff Fefu:. | . S
Thus it appears that this text which Mr. H. brings
is'nothing to his purpofe ; and fo all his evidence has
Aitherto failed him. But as he fays there are **'in-
numerable” more to prove his point, we may expe
. ’ to

DAt PURp
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# Rom. 1, 16. —t 1 Cor: i, 18, 2I.
3 1 Theff, ii. 13, § 2 Tim. iii, 15.



( 128.)

to fee in his next fome of them, which will likely be
as much to his purpofe as thofe we have been confi-
dering : but till further, clearer, and more con-
clufive evidence is exhibited, I can’t believe that Mr.
‘H’s opinioh, that regeneration is effefed by objeiive light
can be maintained. Yea, he has given up the point,
on condition' that men by nature are fotally corrupt. *.
And I as readily give up my opinion on condition
Mr. H. will prove, that all men, by’ pature, are holy,
or have a principle of love to God and divine objects
connatural to them in their lapfed ftate, for thisis the
wvery thing which I fuppofe is reftored ip regeneration ;
of which there is no need, if men have it by nature.
1t has been generally the drift of Arminians, Pela-
gians, &c. to eftablifh the do&rine of free will, or fuch
-a power in the will as enables it to determine itfelf in-
dependent of, or even againft the @trongeft motives,
and of the influences of the fpirit of God. They
have generally denied an inherent, connatural habit
or biafs of the will to either fin or holinefs ; becaufe
to admit this, would overthrow their notion of moral
agency, of virtue and vice, as it would deprive the will
of a ftate of perfe&t indifference, and fo deftroy its
{iberty, in their notion of it. Hence fome of the moft
noted of them affert, that when God created Adam, .
he made him without any bias to holinefs or fin, i.e,
in a perfect indifference to both, which, in their view,
is effential to render any aétion free, or give it the na- .
ture of virtue or vice ; and confequently, that the
holinefs Adam had before he fell, arofe from the
exertion of virtuous acts out of a ftate of perfe¢t in-
difference. But this notion utterly deftroys itfelf.—
For if Adam exifted at firft in a ftate of perfett in-
difference to God and holinefs, then his firft. exiftence -
was-very finful, becaulfe fuch indifference though but
for the leaft moment, is a great fin, as it is a want of
conformity to the law, which requires a conftant love

- » D' Po 25’ 260
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to God with all the heart. Therefore on Arminian
principles, Adam was a very wicked perfon, before he
exerted or could exert any virtuous attions—Yea fo
were angels ; yea more, fo mut God himfelf have
been if their principles are true.

Now it is evident that Mr. H. holds this Arminian
principle, as may be gathered from his dialogue,*
and is clearly implied in his not allowing any bias or
principle to be wro’t in the heart by the immediate
energy of the fpirit of God inclining it to love him,
and in his attributing this whole work to moral fwa-
fion or argument, in which he agrees with Arminians,
and both he and they herein contradi& themfelves, as
might be eafily demonftrated. ' '

ut here ] would have it carefully obferved, that I
do not mean to infinuate that the word, either law or
gofpel, is of no ufe to the unregenerate, or that they
are as likely to be regenerated in the negle&, as in
the diligent ufe of means. Far, very far from this,
1 maintain the neceffity of a conftant, diligent, care-
ful attendance on all the means of knowledge, or of
grace which God hath appointed ; and thart the neg-
Ject of them is a grievous fin, highly provoking to
God, hazardous to the foul, and lays a ground of
bitter felf-condemning reflections. But tho’ 1 hold
this, and therefore prefs people to the diligent ufe of
them ; yet I do it, not with a view to their being re-
generated by them, or to their having a better right
to, or any moral or virtuous fitnefs for, the great
mercy of regeneration ; but becaufe this is the way
in which Ged is pleafed to work ; and out of which
there is no reafon to expet he ever will work this
blefled change. And I delire that this may be kept
in mind byét%i: reader, and that he would not put a
fenfe on any thing I have faid, contrary to this ; for
I defire, by no means, to difcourage perfons from the
ufe of the means God hath appointed ; but only t(}1 cut

- ' R N : ., them

. ¥ Efpecially p.39—g3. - ,
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thém off from all depénderice on thern, though ufed
with the greateft diligence and earneftnefs, and lead
them to fee that they lie at the difpofal of a fovereignt
God who “bath mercy on whom be will bave mercy, and
whom be will be bardeneth ; and who caanot be brot
ynder the leaft sbligation by'any, tho*the moft earneft,
ftrivings of his creatures; either to reneéw or'pardon
them ; and who has as good a right and is“ander as
much obligation to fave a Mary Magdalen,’ of publi=
¢ans and harlots,as any ‘of thé devour pharifees: "
~ Thus I have confidered the principle téxts Mr. FI,
brings to prove his point. How much “they 4ié 'to
his purpofe, fer the reader judge. = Butthereare fome
texts which he faw. ftanding in his way, the evidence
of which he "has endeavoured to weaken. -~ The firft
is, ® < If I bad not dome among them the works whick no
 otber man did, they-bad riot bad fin, but now they have
““ o cloak for sheir fin. Now they bave both fetn and
“ bated, both me and my father ™t ‘This he looks on
as the effe of incorrigible malice in the ' pharifees,

and not the cafe of common finners ; and fo would

evade its evidence. . But it is certain that Jefus exhi-
bited his own and his‘Father’s #rue_character ; they
faw it; and feciog they hated it. It was not a ““cha-
¢ rater pairited in falfe and odious colours, moralty
t¢ evil and contemptible,”} which they faw and:%a-
¢ed’; but the glorious and divinely amiable charalter
of the Father and the Son. It was that very charaéter
which angels love and adore, and which the apoftles

and true believers faw to be full of grace end rrush.) "~

If it Thould be faid, That though the charatter of
Chrift and the Father, were infinitely amidble in them=

Telves, . and was fet betore them in its erue light by -

Chrift, yet * they painted it to themfetves in falfe and
“* odious cot;pgs, ‘as_miorally evil or contemptible,”)
which 'Mr. H. faps diways is the café wHen meft ‘hate
Goc, and that they ¢an’t hate himn without this’: '1 fay,
. i#fany-fhould obje& thus, I adfwer, . _. . _ . r.If

*D. p. 33- t Joh. xv. 22,24. 1D.p. 64. I D. p. 64.

.
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. 1.-'1f this was -the cafe, then the Jews were not to
blame for hating: it : for certajnly, they ought to hase
& character which appeared to them morally evil
contemptible. There was no fin inthis ; andC hrig '
inftead of condemning, would have commended them,
and joined with them in hating fuch a wicked cha-
rafter. Their.-fault lay. ouly. in reprefenting it tQ
‘themfelves in a wrong light, as a wicked charater,;
their fin I fay lay in this, and not in hating it when
thus reprefented.  But the difficulty fill returns, viz,
How came they to reprefent his amiable charaéter in
fuch an hateful light ?.Lec Mr. H. if heis able, anfwer
this queftion in confiftency with his fcheme. 1 believe
it impoffible to conceive how they could do this, un--
lefs it be allowed that they hated it before, and that
:thelr hatred was the caufe why they mifreprefented it
.This may be demonftrated thus ; This character, pre-
vious to any falfe colouring, appeared to them either
-beastiful, bateful, -or indifferent.  If _indifferent, there
-wag-nothing to influence them to put a falfe colour
on it. If bateful, then they hated it before they put
-any- falfe colouring on it, yea its firft appearance . was
odious, and it needed no galouring to caufe them to
hate it.. :Butif Mr. H, owns this he gives up the
_main point-in_controverfy, and.fully owns that men
.did_ and may hate God’s true.charatter. But if this
‘chara@er appeared beautiful before they altered it hy
-4¢" falfe and-odious colours™; then . contrary to. their
‘Jove, they exerted an aét of hatred toward that, which
was at that very time the object of heir lave : byt
1this is to fay, that they hated what they.loved in pre-
-cifaly the fame inflance, i. e. that their love was ha-
tred ; which looks like a contradiction.——There is
- then no way lefty byt-to conclude, that this character,
.in the light in which they naturally viewed it, appeared
to them hateful ¢ on firft fight without any reafoning
¢ about it,or painting it in any odious colours. q.e.d.
Co e , But

b ‘-f"'
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But Mr. H. fays, “ No man ever did fpeak evil
“ of God’s ways, viewing them as they truly are, as
#® equitable and good.™® " If by this he means, feeing
their deauty, I readily own it: Fera percg)tion of
beauty is love, or neceflarily engages it. But the
queftion is not, Whether beauty perceived by the mind
can be hated. - No man ever fuppofed this : But
whether the Jews did, in fal, fe¢ and hate that,
which, not in their own efteem, but in the efteem of
God and all holy beings, is beautiful, yea beanty itfelf.
- Now' the text fully decides this in the affirmative ;
- tor Chrift fays, 2% bave both feen and bated both me and
my Father : but Chrift and the Father were infinitely
beautiful, yea deauty #tfelf 3 therefore the Jews both-
faw and hated that which is beanty i¢felf ; they faw and
‘hated that very thing which God and all holy beings
Jove 5 and in this confifted their unholinefs, which is
nothing but a difrelith or averfion to nioral beaury,i. e.
" to God : And the moment they prrceive this as beau-
ty, they have the exercife of love to it ; and the capa-
city of perceiving this, is a principle of holinefs.
2. If the Jews hated only a falle chara&er of the
“Father and Son, as Mr. H. affirms, + then Chrift ac-
~ cufed them falfly ; for it was not God they hated, but
acharaéter morally evil, which is very like the devil’s ;
and then it was very wicked to charge them with ha-
ting Chrift and his Father, when it was only the devil
whom they hated.. The truth then is, the Jews faw
that very character of God which he & all holy beings
fee to be very beaatitul, and which they love fu-
premely ; but they did not fee the beauty of it, and
the reafon was, they had no tafte for the moral excel-
lency of that chara@ler 5 but on the other hand, they
had a ftrong averfion to it, fo-as to hate it. They
faw Chrift and the Father, and hated what they faw.
This can’t be denied.
: Hence

* D. p. 66. & D p. 64.
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Hence it follows, That all Mr. H's affercions tbas
it is impoffible for men to fee God awd not love bims : Thit
God cannot be the objels of hatred to amy moral being com

Sedered fimply in bimfelf, &c. are contrary to fa&, and
flatly contradiét this declaration of our Lord’s, For
the Jews did both fce and hate God’s true chara&er;
and if the Jews did, why may not others ? Surely
they had confciences and a tafte for moral excellence,
as much as other unrenewed men : and it concerns
Mr. H. to thew, why men can’t now do, as the Jews
did, feventeen hundred years ago. [ am now willing
the reader fhould decide, which of the two ought to
have the moft weight, Mr. H's opinion, or 2 plaia
faét teftified by Jefus Chrift. One or the other muft.
fall to the ground. oo C :

The fecond is, *  That ye may know the exceeding
<< greatnefs of bis power to us ward who believe (which
s §5) according to the working of bis mighty power which
¢ worowght in Chrift when be raifed bim from the desd.” +

-~ Here having taken the hberty to alter the fcripture
alittle to make it fuit his purpofe, and having recited
the 18th, 1gth and 20th verfes, he comments on them
thus, It is, I think, very manifeft, that the apoftle
s« js not fpeaking of that power which God exerted
¢ in quickening them from the moral death of fin,
¢ but a power which he will hereafter exert in favour
‘¢¢ to them, thus quickened already, a power like to
¢ that by which he raifed Chrift from the dead”—
And then adds, ¢ The moral change in the mind is
¢ of an effentially different kind from the literal or
¢ mechanical change of the body, and is effeCted by
¢ the exertion of a different kind of power”—¢¢ each
s« effe& requires a power fuited to its nature, and the
< power proper to one effe® can never produce the
« other.”—** The fpirit of God is poffeffed of thefe
¢ two different kinds of power, and exerts the one
. . [ and

rd

- # D, p. 45, note. # Eph. i. 19, 20,
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stand:she-othet] as He wills; t6 produce:a change of
ti.ithe:motalsdr:phyficab kind. 2 § ¥ <2 70 - \
~:Nowgifswoede-bane any. meammx, ft is mcon&e{tm
bly. nvaaifeft #rom this, :that Mr. H. does. not:aliow
that the power -exerted in:.raifing the ‘déad; is at all
poncerned in pegenération;, but another kind of power,
which Be->calls moral;power or exertion; and which
done; -be:fappofes; tafi effe® -a change of a moral
kindyi,e.sif:I: underftand himy, a'change in .a motal
agedt;giving him a different difpofition, or-any difpo-
fitton-or inclination of heart at all,. which, according
10 the above philafophy, can becffeited only by moral -
glateers; 1by, which d -fuppofe. he ' means the power of
Df matives ;if they: can..be foppofed. to.have any
power at all, on a heart utterly avenk to: chc: ob|£'05
yopofu}iaonbyd\em(*:u BT

‘X Y en s d . . PRI
'§Dp-4§,46Nm T SRR
s‘iJﬂ;ra sH. bften. raifey agxldfbmnha cry ofnatv- dmwty,
;::0,. bue I believe hiy (enfecof this: dext is/as- mew aff at;)lz
atim & mhlc.hh lls by that game. .
“ teader?v‘;l cqn ult Pool,. Heg F;, (?&y"fcf Bgd’dndge and
© Burket’ on‘the text, he will e€, that tho” fome fuppofe
~ - this retatés to the refurre@ion of the faints 2t the laft day,
" “yei thet they: fuppofc-that ‘ibe working of bis. mgbty ‘powit,
'u"nlmemxxﬂz’worhﬂg falth i theie hearts,”. ;And-in
Q; sb;s* theyagrep with abe: affembly: of diviges, ay Weftmin-
fier in their copfeflion ,off«d} and Jarges ca;;chn[x;\ on the
anu;}c of ?ﬁﬂuq i ling,. wnhaic Ahey fay, tba,t in this
phange on the heart * man is altogether pamve,” it belr}g
) the eff;& of the fame z!mvg}uy {not moral, but-phyfical)
* power whithtilfed Chrift’ from the dead, and adduce this
1text-to provenit. «-It woild be eadlefs to. guate alb tire
Jcahmrﬁu:,dlmnsmlm explain-it.in hefame -manner, and
.~1f0 direQlly qppo{; Me. H.-i How,qppafite ta 233 gh,enas
- lua;aﬂémon,, ¢, This, ig ;hc da;:h do&rme of the md;-
© ¢ mapian dmées, the qulntemncc rol" lrepe& ortho-
% doxy* DL p. 25 R
3+-When Mr, H. publifhas his reply, I wifh he would tell
us.what he mzans by the moral powcr r of th fplm,T&‘c
et g PRI his




¢ 133 )

~ But &id ever ady one bifides M. Fl. nideanvefuck
phﬂoibphy as ‘this;. or even imagine: that the fameals
ty power could: not produce “effects. of endrcly
dxﬂgereﬂ natures ? - Did nov the>fathe power prodiice
fire and— water, ‘the foipls and bodies of mamdg-eni
Did 'noe thc -powrer which trem&xbe Joal loHAdamg
endow it With thof ‘mataral: ‘princrpley byp: which?
was conltituted a moral agent; and atforwirtothble\diz
nnc prmcxp&s by which-he was ‘conftirmndH Indl§
t Actording to t M. +33% « philofoptey
m-an ‘muft be Hrft fmmednm the -imoral:imuge ~of
God- which Gonfifts 'in fighteonets andtrye’ dalsmgen,
after 'thiy mahaer. . Fiol; God >ereadedhinds vinelal
agent; without any principldiofi. trolinefsat-ally. d.0a
without any bias in:his ‘mind tos:hujinefs;, -a; moie
raft tabula, or like'sclean.fheec pf. spe\- withouta
lines of moral beauty, or holinefs- drdvm?uhan ; «:z
then he exerted ¢ the moral power of the {pirit
< which is the power of—truthp and Tove applie
< the fpirit of truthiiadhd-dave to the foul, with hns
“-own pecuhar energy,”t in order to produce this
moral i image: . This meft hive-begtf the.'safe i the
moral image could not be effected ar.:farmeckin the
foul of Adam, by what he calls  the abfolute power
of the {pirit;”. but byZmode/; 4 m_ly,ﬂv p -
hapsis what he means by. A¢ n:ambad
fpirit.”. But not *tofpead time iivthisrc Wor
without ideas, I freely psen That regeneration appsare
w0 yneto b effeGed by the fame powenmbdehareated
the foul of Adam a 1@ s-and By bdan 86 ekithe
fame macure. withithat:divine: psinsiple, by witich ke
was bouﬂ'muc& d.n ‘holy agent. "'E&aﬁmm 8§
Cvoeew b ot oz vse ed) Dabsl o
T Th hhfe'o me wppeass quits unimedligible; ang wosbk
- i apndsi ighout ideds.i . [Thirmethod <ifis 2 Wik defore
mﬂbeyhergfnh; spaders, anghfciyes to excite a reverence
. the profound wifdom -of the wmcr, whotmu be 'fug-
. po ed, fully to underftand what he' wricet, tough  if'in-

ﬁmtely furpafles their comprehenfion. .
% Eph, iv. 24. + Note, D. p. 46. 8 7.C
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fiy, creates in the foul a principle of divine love, ora
tefte for moral excellency, which is loft by fin ; and
this I call regeneration or being created ancw.

- Toeonclude ; Since Mr. H. has failed in proofof -

his paint, -that segeneration is effeited by objective light 5

sad fince 1 have proved that men are naturally dead

in:fin and totally averfe to God’s true charatter, I fup-

‘pofe the controverfy is brought toan iffue, For fince
Mr. H. owns that regeneration cannot be effeited by
light, if men have no tafe for moral excellency, and
are utterly averfe to holinefs ; he muft, if he will be
confilteat, come over to my fide of the queftion ; un-
" Jefs he thinks I have not proved, this to be the true
charafter of all natural men. And if he thinks fo,
then the only point he has to prove is, that all men by
saiure are in djbm degree boly ; and when he does this
1 will be hisdifciple.,

" S$ECT. Vlt. g

* In which is fhewn Mr. Fi’s agreement with Mr.

: R. H. Tpeaking of Mr. Sandeman’s ‘theme of
’ do&trine fays, * As to Sandeman, his boeks
* «——are-=in my opinion, the worft and moft perni-
“ cious of any that ever I read, which were pretended
¢ to fetve the caufe of chriftianity—The tendency of
¢ hiw fchome ot doQrine—is to pervert and turn the
" % gofpelinto ridicule, and in the iffue to ferve the in-
f¢. terefls of deifm.”* Thisis a high charge, and how
true it is I fhall not now enquire ; but I venture to
fay, that this high charge muft devoive on Mr. H.
himfelf, if a full agreement with Mr. 8. in his notion
of total depravity, and of the nature and caufe of re-
generation can deferve jt.  But high as itis, he repre-

ents
* D p 8. .
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fents me as holding the fame fcheme of do&rine, and
{o deferving the fame cenfure. For fpeaking of re-
generation he fays," ¢ This change according to Dr,.
“ Whitaker is wroughtonly by the exertion of a power
“ of the holy fpirit upon the heart of man, altogether
* of a different &ind from the power of divine truth
“ and love; a power which produces its effefts, not
***by moral exertions and means, but by a phyfical,
“ forcible exertion of firength. - THIs IS THE DAR~
LING DOCTRINE OF THE SANDEMANIAN DIVINES,
¢ the quinteflfence of the new orthodoxy.”* :
But I can' with confidence inform the world, who
have not read Mr. Sandeman, (for thofe who have
read and underftand-him have no need of informa«.
tion) that this is as far from fa&, as it Mr. H. had
. afferted that this is the darling doftrine of the Jews,
Mahometans, Chinefe, or even of Arminians ; for
Mr. H. is exactly with Mr. S. in this, viz. that men
are regenerated by the power of divine truth ard love;;
this, and not the dotrine of immediarte, phyfical in-
fluences, in order to regeneration, which Mr. H. cen-
fures, ¢ is the darling do&trine of the Sandemanian
*¢ divines, the quinteflence of the new” or rather Ar-
minian, Sandemanian ¢ orthodoxy :” and they both
found this notion’ on the do&rine  of a partial, and
not total, depravity ; or that there is yet in fallen
men {fome principle of a&ion by which they can ap-
prehend the divine righteoufnefs, or, which is all one,
believe in Chrift, before they are regenerated. I fhall
point out a few particulars in which chey agree, and
thall begin with the do&rine of total depravity or innate
enmity 3 and if they are found to agree in this, they
muft harmonize in their notions of regeneration’s be-
ing effe@ed by truth or moral fwafion ; of faith before
regeneration and the caufe of it &c. &c.
1. Altho’ Mr. S. fometimes feems, and only feems
to admit the total corruption of human nature ; yet
: S im

nm

* D. p. 26.
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in oppofition thereto, he findsin the unrenewed heart
a fource of relief, as Mr. H. does, and can’t bear to
leave man quite helplefs, and at the difpofal of fove-
“reign mercy 3 but fuppofes him to be naturally
pofiefled of a principle which will readily ‘lead him,
while he has no rightor holy temper, to embrace the
divine righteouﬁuegs when held up to view in the word
of the gofpel. He fays, * Of ail corruptions of the
¢ gofpel that is the ‘moft dangerous, which brings
*¢ the divine gift of righteoufnefs feemingly very near
‘ to men, yet in effet fets it ashigh above thereach
¢ of one whofe confcience is awake, as the perfe&ion
¢ required by the divine law itfelf—What advantage
¢ have we by the gofpel,” if ¢ in order to come with-
“ in reach of its” ritheoufncﬁ « we muft have all
“ thofe good difpofitions that are neceflary for the
« fulfilling the divine law.”* Here is no need of
any new or holy principle in. order to faith or receiv-
ing Chrift’s righteoufnefs.+ And it is one main defign
of Mr. H’s book to prove, that there is a principle in
natural men, difpofing them to turn to and love God,
and to believe or accept Chrift’s righteoufnefs without
~ : any

* Let. to Afpafio, v. 1. p. 123. ,

+ Whoever reads Mr, S’s letters muft be very inattentive
not to fee that his notions of total depravity and innate
enaiity to God’s true chara&er perfeQly agrees with Mr.
H’s, and that, though he feems fometimes to admit thern
in the calviniftick fenfe, vet his whole fcheme of regeme-
ration, repentance, [elf-demial, and comverfim, are 1epugnant
thereto, and Jead us to undeiftand all he fays of toral de-
pravity (if we fuppofe bhim confiftent with himfcif) to
mean no more than Mr. H. does, even that unrenewed
men are not averfe to gofpel truth, but fo well affe@ted
toward it as to veceive it and become poflefled of it for

. juttification, and that this receiving or belief of the truth
or the gofpel is the efficient of segeneration, repentance,
&c. Whoever attends to his letters, v. 1. p.284—291,
and v. 2. p. 28—34, 155—and other places, muft fee
this to be hip fcheme 3 and bo that seads Ms.H’s dialogue
will as eafily fee if\to be the foul and fpirit of his,
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any new creation by the abfolute power of the fpirit.
Mr. S. and Mr. H. exaly agreein this, that regene-
ration is effeCted by light or the power of the truth :
And the doérine which I hold, tbat regeneration is
sffefed, not by light, but by the immediate abfolute influ-
ences of the fpivit ; and that faitb implies a boly principle,
avd is a boly exercife, utterly deftroys- Mr. S’s whole
fcheme, and thwarts Mr. H’s notion of regeneration,
faith, holinefs, and free juftification, as any one may
fee who attends to what he has wrote in his 6th letter_
and elfewhere. . ’

2. Mr. S. makes the merciful truth, the efficient
caufe of regeneration. * The go/pe! reconciles men to
- ¢¢ the yusT God by thewing him to be theSaviour.”|
¢¢ The merciful trath is fufficient to fave. It needs
¢ no requifite, no preparative from maa, to produce
¢ arelith for it. It creates a relifh for itfelf, it an-
¢ fwers the majefty of him whofe voice it is, and who
¢ framed the confcience of man for hearing his voice,
¢ It wqunds and heals, it kills and’ makes it alive.”*
~ Here Mr. S. afcribes conviction; regeneration, recon.
ciliation and the whole work to ¢* the merciful truth”
operating - on the confcience, affifted by a defire of
fafety or felf-love. Mr. H. agrees with him in all
this, and afcribes the work to the gofpel, natural con-
fcience and felf-love uniting their joint influence.—
His fcheme is this. The gofpel gives the finner a
view of two things (1.) of < God’s charalter as
¢ amiable in itfelf, which alone is not fufficient to
¢ engage his love.” {2.) ¢ How this bears a be-
$¢ nign afpect on his happinefs.”{ Natural cgnfcience
approves the firft, and felf-love the laft, and all toge-
ther bring the heart to love God fupremely, make
“ him a new creature and flay his enmity,” while no
new principle is cceated in him by any power but that
of *“ moral exertions and means.”{ Butis not this
0 adapt the gofpel to the tafte of carnal hearts ? Ic

g . - is
" {Letito Afp.v.r.p.153. *Vi2.p.19. 7+ D.p.s8. §D.p.26.

.
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is then, Mr. H. and not I, that fully agrees with Mr.
S. in this point. The doctrine 1 hold #bat regeneration
is effecled, not by light or the power,or as Mr. S. calls
it, *¢ the fpirit of the truth,” (v. 1, p. 295) dat by the
immediate energy of the [pirit, fubverts both Mr. H’s
and Mr. S’s whole fcheme ; for as they are both the
fame, fo they both fall together, if this is admitted.
It is plain to any intelligent reader, that this is utterly
repugnant to Mr. S’s notion of faith, regeneration,
and jultification by free grace alone (lee v. 2, p. 28,
. 34» 155.) Nothing theretore can be further - from
matter of fa¢t than Mr. H’s affertion, that ¢ this is
¢ the darling doctrine of the Sandemanian divines,”
for this can with great propriety be faid of his notion,

that regeneration is effected by the power of the truth..

3. Mr. S. makes faith to preceed regeneration.
He tells us “ When fuch a fenfe of worth” (i. e. of
the atonement) ¢ takes place, it gives birth to a new

¢ principle or difpofition toward it.”* Mr. H. alfo ,

makes faith to preceed regeneration, and an efficient
caufe of it ; or at leaft he fuppofes that it makes men
fit fubjeéts of it + -

4. As to the fpirit’s influence Mr. H. and Mr. S.
fully agree. Mr. S. fays, ¢ The fpirit bears witnefs
< to the truth when he perfwades men 1o believe it ;”f
i. e. his teftimony conquers their objections, convin-
ces confcience, and fo perfwades their hearts ; and
thus produces faith by moral fwafion or objeitive light.

It is notorious that he ridicules the do&rine of the new -

creating influences of the 1pirit on the heart. || - And
his brother H. joins him in this, and campares rege-
* neration to ‘“ a mechanical change.”§ :

Mr. S. maintains that the gofpel being ap-

plied to the confcience, works its way into the heart;
and produces all holy exercifts. His words are;

¢« When
- *Let.v.1.p 251: + D p38, 46.. 1 Lct; v‘. 2 p.157..
II See W_il(on*s Palemon’s Creed, Arz, 17. § D. p. 26.
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¢ When once the faving truth is admitted into the
¢ confcience” (not the heart) ¢ of any man, it be-
¢ comes, as it were, a new inflinf? in him, encou-
¢ raging him to draw near to God.”* Mr. H. fays,
¢« ‘When the holy fpirit gives this double view™ (i. e.
of God’s chara&cr, and of his kindnefs) ¢ to the mind
< of the poor” unregenerate ** finner, by the word
¢ of the gofpel, and ftrongly imprefies this fenfe on’
¢¢ the heart, there needs no more ; . bis enmity dies,
¢¢_flain by the moral power”,+ not ot the fpiric, bud
¢ of this glorious light, truch and lovc of God—hcu
¢ a npew creature.]

6. Mr. Sandeman’s whole fcheme of reconcrlxauon
to.God proceeds on this principle, viz. that felf-love
is the ipring of all our love to God, i. e. an expeta~
tion or hope of his own fafety will reconcile the finner
to God. Let us hear his own words. Speaking of
finners having a fight of the atonement, he fays,
<« Now and not till now do they begin to love God
¢¢ and hatcevil. | The gofpel reconciles men to the
¢ yust God, by fhewing him to be the Saviour.” §
To the fame purpofc fee his letters to Afpafiov. 1, p.
1c2, 128, 251, & ahbl, in which he fully maintains

that

* Lec v. 2, p. 164. :

1+ What does Mr. H. mean by ¢¢ the fpmu ﬁrongly im-~
preﬂing this fenfe on the heart ?” Doubtlefs by ¢ this
fen(:” he means ¢ a feafe of God’s holy truth and love.”
But is this ever lmpreffed on the unregenerate heart ?
Mr: H. fuppofes it is, and fo begs the queftion in difpute

. agam But if it is fo, then he has ¢ this fenfe” before
‘e is regenerated, and this is the caufe of his regeneration.
But is not *¢ this fenfe” a holy exercife of heart ? If it is,
then the heart is already™regenerated ; or elfe it is boly

 while unrenewed, and its holy exercifes is the efficient
caufe of its regeneration, or of its firt holy exercifes——
Nothing furely can be more abfurd than this. Befides, if
the holy fpirit imprefles this fenfe on the heart, then he
exerts fome power befides that of the ¢ light, truth and
love of God ; even a phyfical power.”

1D.p.58. | Let to Afp.v.1, p. 75 3d edit. §Eodemp uz

-
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that a fenfc of fafety or /elf-lrve gives being to taith, 2 -
new principle, and every grace. Now letus hear Mr.
H. on this head. ¢ From what has been obferved it
¢« follows, that it is not enough-to engage a finner to .
¢ love God with a fupreme, practical regard, to fhew
% him the chara@er of God as amiable in itfelf 3 he
“ mutft alfo be thewn how it is confiftent with his
¢ happineis.”’§ | ‘ ,

. In thefe and many more errors do Mr. S. and Mr,
H.agree.. But I do not hlame Mr. H. for agreeing
withi M. S. but-for difagreeing with the fcripture in
feveral things as Mr. S. does, and with the do&rines
beld by found calvinifts 'in oppofition to Arminius
ever fince he broached his deteftable and deftrutive
esfors. . - .. . . .

¢
ts H

s ..  Sper. VIL .
In which is fhewn the falthood of Mr. Fs cry of

. new divinity; &c.

HE total moral depravity of fallen nature, or
_&.__arooted, innate enmity in the heart to God’s
true chara&ter ; and the neceffity of the. abfolute or
phyfical, immediate energy of the fpirit in regénera-
tion, are the principal do&trines in my fermons Mr.
H. contends againft. And as though confcious of
the infufficiency of arguments from {cripture and rea-
fon to difcredic them, he raifes and keeps up a cry

o : againft

$1D.p.s8 ’ . S .

| The Heathen idolatry fat up the devil inthe place of
God 125 the object for men to worfhip : but this impidus
principle {ets up man as the obje& of God’s higheft re-
gards, and allows him to be worthy of our love only fo
far as he appzars to ferve our interefts, and advance éur
glory and happinefs—Thofe wha will cleave ‘to this vile
fentiment muft abide the fatal ifluc of ie. -~ . - - -
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~ againft them as New, and dengerows. And as it was
much eafier t declaim againft them, than to find
: good and folid evidence from fcripture and reafon to
ifprove them ; and as in this way of raifing an odi:
um on the authors, and the dotrines they teach, was
much more likely to make the greateft number of
- profelites, as moft .people are more eafily influénced
by an addrefs to their paffions than to their reafon, I
fhould not fp much wonder at Mr. H’s taking this
method, were it not for two things : (1.) That this
is not a true affertion. - (2.) That he gives us to un-
derftand, in the beginning;of his dialogue, that he'is
remarkably ¢ modeft, and has no quarrel againft any
of the gentlemen he oppofes, and that it is error,
hurtful error, he contends againft, not men” * ; from
~all which ene would think h¢ defigned to make his
appeal to the reafon, and not the paffions of men ;
and that he would have expofed thofe errors, withont
giving any frightful and reproachful names to the
authors of them, or even to the doftrines themfelves.
However, Mr. H. ought o confider, that I and others
really believe thele dotrines to be, not only feriptural,
but of vaft importance in the Chriftian fcheme, with-
out which itis impoflible to make the g?el confift-
ent with itfelf, or with the pertettions of Jehovah
and that we are not therefore to be frighted from be-
lieving and teaching them by any popular clamour
raifed againft them or us, as being * new and upheard
of opinions, and new apoftlés and Sandemanian di-
vines.” Nothing, I hope, is like to prévail in this
cafe, but clear and conclufive evidence from feripture
and reafon ; and when Mr. H. fhall give us this, I
hope we fhall be ready to- attend to it, and on cpn-
viction to renounce our errors. ' B
I defire the reader to bear in mind, that the above
doétrines are the chief things which Mr. H. ® often
reproaches as N¥w, and calls them **new divinity"~—

¢ new

v
*D.p. 7, ptef. p. 3. -
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“ new doltrines”~* new orthodoxy”—new fcheme”
—%¢ rfew notiops”—*¢ new fyftem, or rather chaos of
divinity,” 8&c. And thofe who teach them he calls
; new teachers”—<< new ‘divines”—* new apoftles,”
But muft it not furprize the reader to find that all
this loud cry of mew, upflart divinity, is without any
foundation in fat; and that he might, as confiftently
with truth, have faid that the doétrine of original fin,
and of unconditional decrees, or any other doétrine,
is new ! and to find that thefe have been the fentiments
of multitudes of calviniftick divines for near two
centuries, and have been received and approved by
the orthodox churches ever fince the reformation !

I would not intimate that the teftimonies 1 fhall
bring are defigned to ftand for the leaft degree of
proof of the truth of thefe doétrines ; no ; to the
Iaw and teftimony ; that only is the rule by which to
Judge of doctrines ; but I bring them only to prove,
that thefe are not new notions 5 and fo that there is
no truth in Mr. H’s loud cry of new divinity, 8c.

The firft I mention is Mr. William Perkins, an
approved divine, who wrote near 200 years ago.—
Speaking of moral depravity or enmity to God, he
fays, regeneration is that “ whereby a man, ofalimb
¢ of the devil is made a member of Chrift ; and of a
- #¢ child of the devil (whom every one of us refemble,
¢ as any man doth his own parents) is made a child
¢ of God.”* Having quoted Rom. viii. 7. The carnal
mind is enmity againft God, he fays “¢ this fignifies that
¢ the beft tho’ts, defires, affections and endeavours
¢ of natural men, even thofe that come neareft to true
*¢-holinefs, are not only contrary to God, but even
“ enmity itfelf. And hence I infer, thatthe very
¢ heart itfelf, that is, the will and mind—are enmity
“ to God.+ Mentioning Eph.ii. 1. 2ou bath be
quickewed who were dead in trefpaffes and fins, he fays,
oo ‘ not

“#FP. 27t offolv. 1. - T P. 550 .
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* 16t as the papifts fay, weak, fick or balf dead.” *—
This is his, and my view of the corruption of nature.
Now let us hear what he fays of regenération being
effeted by light.

¢“——But here we rhuft rémembet, * fays he,” that
s« however if refpet of time the working of gtace by
“ God's fpirit, and the willing of it in man, go toge-
¢ ther; yetin refpect of order, gracé is firft wrought,
“¢ and-man’s will muft be firtt of all ated and moved
¢ by grate, and then it alfo acteth and willeth.+ In
¢ the renovation or converfion of a finnér, I confider
¢« two things, (1.) The beginning or ground theteof,
¢ and that is the fetting or imprinting of the new
* Qualities dnd inclinations in the mind, will and
¢ affections of the heart. And this is the intire and
*¢ mere work of God in us, and upon us ; and we in
¢ it are mereh paffive, not active. The (2d) is the
¢ evidence of the formeér in new and fpiritual a&i-
¢ ons.”f=<< There i$ a two-fold converfion, paffive
* and affsve. Paffve is an ation of God whereby
“¢ Ee converteth man, being ds yet unconverted.—
“ Afive isan a&ion wheteby man being once turned
¢ to God, turn$ himfelf—For the firft—it is called
¢ yegeneration, and repentance is the frait thereof. ||—
¢ Now the work of regeneration inn man is 4 proper
“ and smmedidte work of thé God-head—Nothing
¢ therefore can altively regenerate but God. Sacra-
¢ ments ¢an’t do it.==It they can, théy are not orly
“ moral, but they ate more than pbyfical inftruments ;
“ nay they are as God himfelf in this regard.” §

To this I add the opinion of that noted and ap-
proved divine, Framcis Turretine, who wrote about
100 years ago. In his body of divinity, fifteenth
place, concerning vocation and faith, queftion iv.
§ 13. hefays, < Converfion is habitual, or attual—
' Habitual or paffive converfion is effected by the in-
* fufion of fupernatural habits by the holy fpirit.—

X T ¢ Aftual,

*P.s6o. tP. 558 $P.636. fr.oou3  §u. 680,
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“ Afual, or rather affive, by the exercife of thofe
¢ good habits, in which, the a&ts of faith and repen-
‘¢ tance, as they are given by God, fo they are exerted

¢ by man. By the firf man is rénewed and con-

« Yerted by God. - By the /af man being renewed
¢ and converted by God, converts himfelf to God,

"$¢ and being acted upon, he alts. The fr# is more

¢ properly called regeneration, becaufe it is like or
<« agreeable to a new birth, in which man is con-
¢ formed to the image of his Creator. But the laft
¢ is properly called converfion, becaufe it includes
¢ man’sown a&t. However they can fcarcely be dif

< tinguithed with refpect to time in adults, in whom,

“ God’s a converting the man, is never without
¢ the aét of the man converting himfelf to God.” *
Again, having put the queftion, Whether man in
the firft moment of his converfion (i. e. in regenera-
tion which he calls the firft converfion) is merely
paflive ? Or whether his will ever co-operates with

-the grace of God in it ? The firft he affirms, and de-

nies the laft, in oppofition to the Papifts, Socinians
and Arminians, and alfo againft the Pelagians, and
Semipelagians ; fo that it is eafy to fee with whom
Mr. H. has taken his place. This- Author having
premifed feveral things in order to clear the queftion
from ambiguity, 15th place, queft. v. § 4. fays, ¢« The
v ¢ quéftion
* Converfio—IfpeQari poteft vel ut habitualis, vel ut a&ualis
~—Convetfio babitualis feu paffiva, fit per habituum fuper-
naturalium infufionem a fpiritu fancto. Afualis verofeu
a&liva per bonorum iftorum habituum exercitium, quo
a&us fidei & penitentiz, & dantur a Deo, & ab homine
eliciuntur., Per illam homo renovatur, & convertitur a ~
Deo. E:r iftam homo a Deo renovatus & converfus, con-
vertit fe ad Deum, & aftus agit. Illa melius regeneratio
dicitur, quia fc habet ad modum novz nativitatis, qua
homo reformatur ad imaginem Creatoris fui ; ifta vero
converfio, quia includit hominis ipfius operationem. Licet
vero ordine temporis vex diftingui poflint in adultis, in
. quibus a&io Dei convertentis hominem, nunquam eft fine
allione hominis fe convertentis ad deum, ' '
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‘¢ queftion is, Whether in that” (the firft) ¢ moment
“ of converfion” (i. e. regeneration) * and as to the
‘“ beginning of it, man has any thing of himfelf by
*¢ which he co-operates with efficacious grace, fo that -
the work may not be wholly attributed to grace,
but al{o to free-will excited by grace, which the
Papifts and other Pelagianizers affirm ; but we de-
*“ ny with the orthodox, who acknowledge no effi-
*“ cient caufe, properly fo called, befides God himfelf
regenerating, or the fpirit of regeneration. They”
(i. e. the orthodox) * make the man who is about to
*“ be truly regenerated, the mere paffive fubject of the
regenerating {pirit, and of thofe new qualities
¢ which by him are infufed. Altho’ after thefe new
¢¢ qualities are infuled, he poficfles himfelf as an
¢ altive, free inftrument of his own actions.”* ,
Van Matftrich, another noted and approved calvi-
niftick divine, maintains that regeneration is wrought
not by moral, but immediate, phyfical power and in-
fluence on the will ; and fays that the Synod of Dort
held this, and the reformed in general, againft grofs
Pelagians and Socinians. I'will give the reader his
- own words. ‘
_ Having put the queftion, * Does the phyfical ope-
‘¢ ration in regeneration immediately touch (or eﬁ‘e.&)
“¢ the will ?” he anfwers * The grofs Pelagians with
¢¢ the Socinians do by no means admit of any phyfical
¢ operation

* Queritur.  An in ipfo converfionis momenta, & quoad
gradus rei, homo habeat aliquid ex fe quo cooperetur gra-
tiz efficaci, ita ut opus non gratiz tantum, fed & libero
arbitflo a gracia excitato tribui poflit, quod affirmant

* Pontifici, & Czeteri Pelagianizantes, Nos negamus cum
orthodoxis, qui nullam caufam efficientem proprie fic
di®am agnofcunt, quam Deum iplum regenerantem, five
fpiritum regenerationis. Hominem vero regenerandum
facient (ubje@tum mere paflivum. fpiritus regenerationis, &
novarum qualitatum, qua ab ipfo infunduntur. Quam-

* vis poftea infufis jam novis qualitatibus, fe habeat ut in-
ftrumentum alivum liberum fuarum a&ionum.”
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« operation of God in regeneration ; but that which
< is moral only, and extrinfic to the man. The Se-
¢ mipelagians, with the Jefuits and Arminians,
< allow of fome kind of phylicil operation in regene~
¢ ration ; but fuch only as daes not touch (ar c%c&)
“ the will, or the freedom of a felt-determining
¢ power ; bur only grber faculties of the foul.”

* Some of the reforme?, v, g. John Camera, and
“ many others, do indced hold 3 phyfical operation
¢ that has refpe@ to +he wid ; byt then ’tis only me-
‘¢ diate by the underftanding, which God, in regene-
¢ ratian, does fo pewerfully illuminate and convinee,
¢ thar the will eannot but tollaw (or abey) its laft -
¢ pradtical judgment,

-¢ The Synod ot Dort, with moft of the reformed,
¢t extend a phyfical operation to the will in regenera-
¢* tion, and that immediately, which confers (or begets)
¢ in it a new propenfity toward fpiritual good ; which
¢ in my judgment is exatly agreeable ta truth.”*«
T heartily with that Mr,H. and all who can read Latin,

’ would

® Queritur; an regenerationis operatia phyfica etiam volun-

- tatem attingat immediate ? Pelagiani craflj, cum Socinignis,
nullam ' ompino regenerationis admittunt operationem
Dei pbyficam ; fed merakem tantum, homini extrinficam.—
Semipelagiani, cum Jefuitis 8 Arminianis alignam admit-
tunt regenerationis operationem phificam ; vesum qua
ad voluntatem, feu liberum arbitrium non pertingat ; fed
ad glias tantum animz facullates.

Reformati nopnulli, v. g. Joh. Camero & complures alii,
operationem phificam admittunt quidem, occupari circa
voluntatem ; fed mediate tantuni intelle@u, quem Deus in
regeneratione, adeo potenter illufirat & convincat, ut vo-
luntas non p. fit non fequi ultimum cjus judicium pradli-
cum.

Synodus Dordracena, cum plerifque reformatis, phificam
regenerationis operationem, ad voluntatem, ¢t quidem
immediate, extendit, quippe cui novam propenfionem, verfus
bonum fpirituale, conferat : quae meo judicio, veritati

~ maxime et confentanca.”  Theoretico, Practica Theo-
logia P. 765, 766. ’



( 149 )

would carefully confult thefe authors on this fubject,
who are fo fully of my fentiments, that it is difficult
for me to fay any thing further than they have done
before me. * '

The Rev’d Mr. John Cottan of Bofton in his ex-
pefition of the x111th chap. of the Revelation, wrote
above j0o years ago, page 198 fays, ¢ Takethe beft
 fpirit” (i. e. among unrenewed men) *¢ there is
¢ unconceivable enmity in the beft natured man
 againft Chrift ; there is an imbred enmity againft
¢ -him ever fince the world began, .as is impoffible to
‘¢ be healed but by the blood of Chrift—and unlefs
‘¢ he heal them, verily children of a fpan long cannot.
¢ be faved.” 4
. Mr. Henry on Ifai. -v. 7, 3. addrefling finners,
fays, * You have it woven into your nature to back-
¢ flide from God and deal treacheroufly with him.”

Mr, John MtLaurin, a late eminent minifter in
Glafgow in Scotland, fpeaking of the power of God
difcuvered in the crofs of Chrift, fays, * The motive _
¢ of his enduring the crofs was powerful, divine love,
- ¢ ftronger than'death ; the fruits of it powerful, di-
“ vine grace, the power of God to falvation, (Rom.
* i. 16) making new creatures, raifing fouls from the
- ¢ dead ; thefe are effe@®s of ommipotemce. We are
¢ ready to admire chiefly the power of God in the
¢ vifible worlc, but the foul of man is a far more
““ noble creature that it : We juftly admire the
¢« power of the creator in the motion of the heavenly
- ¢¢ bodies, but the motian of fouls towards God as their
““ center, is tar more glorious ; the effects of the fame
~ B . . [13 paw”

* What Van Maftrich has wrote in his body of divinity on
regeneration is lately tranflated into Englith, and will
foon be printed. Thofe who have a defire ta fee what
that celebrated divine has faid on this moft important
fubje®, may procure one of thefe little books from the
author of this appendix as foon as he fhall receive them,
which *tis likely will be in a fhort time. Price 8d. L. M.
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¢ power far more eminent, and far more lafting.”t+
Again, “ Holinefs itfelf, in the true notion of it, is
“¢ the object of a prevalent rooted averfion in their™
(finners) ¢ heaits.”f Again, * Since attention to
““ motiwes is not fufficient to re@ify the heart, it is
 an argument of our need of the grace of God”
(i. e. his immediate energy) ¢ for that end.” ||
Again, “ When men continue in their wickednefs,
¢« notwithftanding their ftrong attention to the mo-

“ tives to holinefs ; their meditation, their attention,

s their affeftions aggravate their guilt.”§ ‘

I could multiply quotations from a variety of ap-
proved calviniftick divines to fhew that my doétrine
of total moral depravity, &c. is not new. ButIthall
trauble the reader with but one more, which fhall be
from our excellent confeffion of faith compofed by
the affembly of divines at Weftmifter, who on effe€t-
ual calling fay,that God ¢ by his almighty power de-
¢ termines them” i. e. finners, ¢ to that which is good,

- . ¢ and effectually draws them to Jefus Chrift.” Yet fo,

as they come moft freely, being made willing by
« his grace. This effectual calling is of God’s free
and {pecial grace alone ; not forany thing forefeen
in man, who is altogether paffive therein, untill,
¢ being quickened and renewed by the holy {pirir,
 he is thereby enabled to anfwer this call, and to
¢ embrace the grace offcred and conveyed by it.”—
This needs no comment to fhew that it is plainly on
my fide of the queftion ; ‘and though it is but a hu-

man teftimony, yet it proves what [ bring it for, viz,

That my doétrine is not #ew, nor built on Sandema-
nian principles, but truly calviniftick. - o
Here let it be obferved that Mr. H. in order to
perfwade the vulgar that he is a calvinift,aflerts, < All
¢ judicious calvinift divines, who underftand them-
¢ felves, conftantly aflert that converfion or regenera-
“¢ tion
¥ M Tl 5er. and LA p- 75 1 P. 301
b b3, - § Py,
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\ . -
¢¢ tion is wrought by light, by the moral power of

s¢ divine truth and love, as believed and realized.”*
If this is true, then it follows either (1.) that the
Weflminfter aflembly of divines and others 1 have
quoted, were not calvinifts, or (2.) that they did not
underftand themfelves. I think that Mr. H. greatly
mifreprefents and injures the calvinifts in the above
affertion as is fufficiently evident from the above qua-
tations. Though I acknowledge that many who are
found in other points generally called calvinifiick, have
run into this opinion, particularly the Rev’d Jonathan
Dickinfon on the five points, where he treats ofscon-
verfion and the grace of God in it. By reading of
this in my younger years I was led to follow the fame
opinion, tho’ I confefs it always appeared fomethipg
confufed to me, yet was unable to difcover where the
inconfiftency lay, and by this view I was led to pub-
lith the following fentences in a fermon on the trial
of the fpirits, viz. *“ God begins with the underftand-
ing, and having gained this, the will and affetions,
and all the powers of the foul fubmit of confequence,”+
And ¢ The true fpirit brings light and truch -to the
underftanding, by which means the will is bowed and
the afflictions gained over to holinefs.”f This Iown
agrees with Mr. H’s opinion on this head; but for
reafons already given, I have altered this fentiment,
and can’t but think thofe reafons are conchufive and
fufficient to juftify the change ; and hope I fhall be as
ready to alter any other opinion when 1 fee as
reafon for it. Now in diret oppofition to thefe di-
vines and the current opinion of the firft reformers
and of thofe who with them down to this day, have
embraced the great doétrines of free grace, Mr. H.

" has the affurance to call the do&rines of total buman

depravity, or innate enmity to God ; and of the ne-
ceffity of the immediate phyfical energy or power of
the {pirit in regeneration,  ngw divinity,” &c.

However
¥ D. p. 44> 45. 1 Scr. on trial of Spirits, p. 18, { P, 29.
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However it is fufficiently clear from the above quota-
tions, that thefe reproaches are as far from truth as
any thing Mr. H. could have invented, and, toufe his
own phrafe, ¢ are as contrary to fat as to affert that
¢ all men walk on their heads with their feet ftretch«
¢ ed up into the air.”* Perhaps the apology for him
is, that he is as little acquainted with old calviniftic
divines, as he was with Mr. Hopkins’s enquiry, and
Dr. Bellamy’s fermon, out of which he has attempted-
to extra& fome dangerous errors, tho’ he never faw
the one, nor heard the other. This I am fure will re-
flect lefs on his moral chara@er than to fuppofe the
contrary.

From the above quotations it is alfo evident with
whom Mr. H. ought to rank, and what company we
find him among. Perhaps he did not imagine he had
advanced fo near to Rome, nor fo fully efpoufed the
dottrines of Pelagius and the Arminians : yet we fee
he atually takes the fide of the papifts and thofe

- other errorifts in oppofition to me.

CONCLUSION.

HE dotrines maintained in the préceeding
: fermons and appendix, I exped will be very
difagrecable to perfons who have drank in the feif-
righteous principles, which fo awfully prevail at gr’ea
fent.in the world, and even in New-England. Such
- a5 hold the following opinions will fikely condemn the -
book and its author too. '
- I Thofe who believe that promifes of faving
grace are, in feripture, made to the endeavours of un-
rate finners. '
IL.  Such as make indifference neceflary to morat
agency, virtue and vice. ' -
L. Such as hate the do&rines of God’s fovereign-
ty, and abfolute, unconditional decrees. 1V,
' *D.p. 17. :
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TV, Such as think that previous good difpofitions
are the moral ground and reafon of God’s beftowing
divine gtace and favour ; and that God is more ready
to regenerate, gardon and fave little,than great finners
con_ account of the littlenefs of their fin, or of thcnr
predteét comparative goodnefs.

V. Such as believe that the grouind which any
finner has to hope that God will regenerate and fave
hima,is that he reforms and grows better by his prayer§
and ftrivings.

VI - Such as deny the do&rine of original fin and
total depravity, an& maintain that men have naturally
a love to the divine charater, and fo are holy before
regcneratlon '

VIL Such as fuppofe that true Jove to Ged fprings
primarily and chiefly from a perfwafion of his love
and good will to us, and that he deferves our régards
only fo far as he will ferve our turn.

VHI: Thofe who imagine they can bring Ged i in
debt tothem by their duties.

IX. Such as with Mr. Sandéman believe that
faith and repentance do not imply a right temper and
holy exercifes of heart, but are frunts produced by un-
renéwed nature.

X. Such as think it unfafe to tru{t God with thé
whole work of regeneration, and imagine themfelves
more fecure while they keep the ftaff in their own
‘hands.

XI. Such as confound regeneration and conver«
fion rogether and will allow of no difference. '

Perfons of fuch fentiments will, no doubt, exclaim
againft this book, and that whether they read it, or
only hear of it, as tending to difcourage finners from
ftriving ; to mifreprefent the character of man ; yea
and of God too, and to put men out of conceit with
themfelves, and to drive finners to defpair, &c. &c.
But T earneftly intreat every reader calmly and can-
didly to weigh the things which have been offered,

A and
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and compare them with the word of God and the ex-
perience of the godly ; and if they are found words, to
receive them, not for the author’s fake, who is of little
worth, but for the truth’s fake, for God’s fake, and
for the fake of the eternal happinefs of their own fouls,
which is greatly endangered by error, efpecially in the
things which refpect regeneration and converfion,
which, next to the glory of God, is the great end of
the death and fufferings of Jefus Chrift, who herein
fees of the travel of his foul, and then is fatisfied :
Thefe truths will do you no hurt, tho’ they tend to -
take the crown from the head of the creature, and
place it on his head who is exalted to Be a prince and
Saviour,to give repentance and remiffion of fins : For tho'
they difcover to you your mifery, yet they alfo point
out that deliverer who  came 20 feck and to fave that
which is loft. - -

Finally, That the fame God who brought again oyr
Lord Fefus Chrift from the dead, may by the fame power
renew and maintain a principle of divine life in Mr,
H. and me, and all whoread thefe pages, and enable
us all to live and aét to the glory of God, and for the
good of mankind here,and bring us to that ftate where
we fhall daily fee #new wonders of grace and glory in
the enjoyment of himfelf, is the prayer of one of the
moft unworthy of his-fervants in the Gofpel.

e

TRy
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"POSTSCRIPT.

THE preceeding appendix had been fome months
ready for the prefs, and only waited for paper
to print it, when two pamphlets were put into my
hands, one entitled, Animadverfions on Mr. H’s dialogue,
by the Rev’d Samuel Hopkins ; the other entitled,
Aletter 10 the Rev'd Samuel Hopkins, &c. by the author
of that dialogue.

Mr. Hopkins in his animadverfions, profeffedly
avoids entering into any argument with Mr. H.* but
animadverts with great juftice and keenoefs on the
grofs abfurdity of Mr. H’s condu& in writing againft
a number of falfe propofitions and dangerous errors,
fpreading in the country ; colleted out of fundry
difcourfes lately publithed, while he had never feen
any of them, except two fermons ot mine which were
fcarce known, as there were but a few {only 50) of
them in the country. He alfo with great juflice
points out feveral manifeft inconfiftences and contra-
di¢tions in the dialogue, and mentions fome falfe
affertions or propofitions he finds there.

Mr. H. in his letter replies with much greater
fmartnefs than appears in his dialogue, but difcovers
a more angry frame of mind. His letter fhews that
he is . much galled by the animadverfions as it is pretty
full of reflections and bitter farcafms which tend much
to hurt his caufe. Mr. H. can’t defend his conduét in
writing againft Mr. Hopkins’s Enguiry, &c. while he
had never read them, and therefore he ought to have
confeffed his error and fubmitted to the reproof, juftly
dueto fuch condu@. *Tis a pity controverfial writers
do not ftudy to avoid expreffions which difcover an-
ger, which certainly tend only to blow up the fame
unhallowed flame in others : Would they do tl}:is,

their

* An'rmad.rp. 3.
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their indulging a little keen pleafantry in the eourfe
of their debates, might be. winked at, as it tends when
well placed, to enliven the thoughts of the readers,and
make the perufal more pleafant.

Mr. Hopkins in the courfe of his animadverfions
mentions the ftate of the controver{y hetween us,which
Mr. H. quotes with fome remarks interiperfed, viz.
“ You fay, Sir, ¢ The difpute hetween us does, by
my own acknowledgement, turn.upoh the dottring
of man’s total depravity’ (a very unwarrantable afler-
tion, Sir,) ¢ The doftrine of man’s total corruption ip
his natural unrenewed eftate, which has been held by
all found calvinifts from the reformation down to this
day, and is exprefly afferted by the affembly of divines
at Weftminfter in their confeffion of faith and cate-
chifms : This do&rine, you fay, is as falfe and dan-
gerous an error as any of thofe I have oppofed in Dr,
Whitaker or you. And more fo if poffible, as the
former is the foundation of the latter.” This, Sir, is
a very extraordinary paffage.—I fuppofe found calvi-
nifts hold the general doéirine of man’s tetal torrupt;’og,*‘;

i ut

* ¢ The general do&rine-of man’s total depravity.” This
is a very uncouth expreflion, and I think quite unintelli-
gible. The word general, in common fpeech, means the
fame as the greater part, but not the whole, toal or univer-
Jal. So a rain is general which falls on the greateft part
of a country¢tho’ fome parts aredry : But how a do&rine
can in this fenfe, be termed general, I know not, unle(g
to intimate that it is gemerally, tho' not univerfally held,
or gemerally, but not univerfally true. Perhaps Mr. H.
means that found calvinifts hold this do&rine in a gemeral,
lax manner, without any fixed, determinate ideas ahout
it ; which I fuppofe is the meaning of the paffags ; bug
then, not the do&rine, but the manner of holding it is ge-
neral. If Mr. H. will find a better meaning, he muft
fearch for it, notin the above expreffion,but in the mean-
ing of his heart which he has kept to bimfelf. He has a
better meaning for aught I know, - than his words con-
vey ; and what makes this the more probable is, that he

: fometimesy
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but their modes of explaining it circumflantially dif-
fer 34 and in many places he utterly denies this ftate
of the controverly, and infinuates that Mr. Hopkins -
has artfully and defignedly put it on 8 wrong foot.
It is not my defign to write an anfwer to Mr, H’s
letter in defence of Mr. Hopkins’s animadverfions,
(1.) becaufe his dialogue is a fufficient coptutation of
his letter, fo that it deferves no anfwer, and (2,) if it
did, it would belong to Mr. Hopkins to give it.—
The reafon why I fer down to remark on it is, be-
caufe Mr. H. has therein denied the main point in
debate, and afferted many things in dire& oppofition
to what I have fuppofed he has taught in his dialogpe.
Therefore as | have flated the controverfy in the
ame manner as Mr. Hopkins has done, it is neceflary
at leaft to recall to the readers mind what 1 have faid
in the firft fection of the appendix relative to the point
in difpute, For it | have ftated the queftion wrong,
I have been arguing to no purpofe ; at lealt I have
not confuted Mr, H. but only a doftrine I have
palmed on him, and which he has not faught. I
“heartily with, for Mr. H’s {ake, that as I have ftated
the controverfy it may be different from, yea oppo-
fite to what he defigned ; but I fear pot to appeal to
the judgment of the reader, whether there is not the
gleareft evidence from his dialogue, that the do&rine
of tatal depravity is there oppofed, not in a fingle ex-
preflion, butin the tenor of his book. That the rea.
der may be fatisfied that this is the meaning of his
dialogue, whatever was the intention of his heart, I
defire he would review the firft fection of the preceed-
ing appendix, where I have quoted feveral paffages

~ from it to this purpofe. But leaft fome fhould think

this too much trouble, I will here quote a few paffa-
, ges
fometimes writes one thing, while he means the direét
contrary, if we believe what he fays, Let. p. 11, 12, and
compare it with his dialogue, p. 52, 53, 56,58."
’ t Let. p. 5. t Let. p. 7.
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ges from it again, which ferve to fhew that it is fo far
from teaching the dotriné of total corruprion, that
the dialogue (whatever he does) maintains, that all
“moral beings, both righteous and wicked, hate fin,
and love God’s true chara@er. He fays, ¢ Thereis
“ in man a natural faculty whereby he is rendered
¢ capable of dilcerning and diftinguithing between
¢ moral good and evil, as well as natural, and rea-
¢ dily perceives the one to be right, amiable, and wor-
% thy of efteem and bonour,and the other wrong, bateful
“ and blameworthy, immediately, as foon as the ob-
¢ je@ts are feen by the mind in a true light—without
¢ any turth r reafoning about them.” « Altions
¢ and characters morally good when viewed by the
“ mind in a true light, or as being what they really
¢« are, can’t but appear good, amiable, and worthy-of
s ¢fteem and bonwur, confidered abfolutely in them-
¢ felvés, and are in fa {o regarded by all men in
< this view of them, and cannot be hated for their
«« own fakes, & vice verfa.”{ - Again, '
¢« God cannot be the object of hatred to any moral
« being confidered fimply in himfelf.”* ¢ There i8
¢ a pievailing contrariety to God and his laws in the
¢ hearts of men, fo far as the lults of fin rule in them.
¢ But then, in this they are contrary to themfelves as
well as to God”~—*¢ and Flame and condemn them<
felves for acting wrong.”+-—Now is this confiftent
with total corruption ? Rather, is it not a plain affer-
- tion that all men are truly virtuous, fince they are
contrary to and oppofe their finful lufts, as truly as
thofe luits are oppofite to God. I believe Mr. H. will

[19
<<

find it no eafy talk t» per(wade people of common

fenfe, that this is reconcilable with the doétrine of to-
tal corruption, how general foever he makes it. 1
could fill pages with quectations of this kind ; but
fhall mention only one more where he exprefly puts

the
1 D. p. 52, 53. Se¢ my remaiks on thefe paffages, Ap. p.

" 64— €. * 1) p. 56, 57, t D.p. 57, 58.
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the controverfy on the foot of total depravity. Hav.
ing quoted from my fermons the following words,
viz. ¢ The minds of men are too full of enmity to
God, to be perfwaded to love or be reconciled tohim
by any, though the moft powerful arguments; there-
fore 1 do not think that regeneration is effected by
light—but in order to thisthe power of God muft be
exerted and by this alone men are created anew,’*
he adds, * If the premiles are true, the inference is
undoubtedly jult, &c.”+ Now obferve, that total
corruption or enmity to God’s whole tiue chara&er,
is what he calls the premifes ; and the confequence is,
therefore regeneration is not effected by objettive
light, but by the immediate phyfical energy ot God.
T his inference, which he fays, <is the darling doctrine
of the Sandemanian divines, and the quinteflence of
the new orthodoxy, and the worlt he has ever read,”f
is at once by his conceflion undeniably eftablithed, if
the premifes are proved. Now if ¢ this is the quin-
teffence,” i. e. the very life and foul ¢ of the new or-
¢ thodoxy,” which he fays I teach, and if this juftly
follows from the premifes as he allows ; then he de-
nies the premifes, viz. that man by nature is totally
corrupt ; but that if this can be eftablifhed the quin-
teflence, the fum and fubftance of my doétrine is true,
Can words be more expreffive of the ftate of a cons
troverfy than thefe ? And yet in the face of all thig
and a great deal more, hetells Mr. Hopkins that
€¢’it is a very unwarrantable affcrtion to fay, that the
controverfy does by his (Mr. H’s) own acknowledg-
ment turn upon the dottrine of man’s total corrup-
tion.”] What fhall we think of this ? Surely more
need not be faid to thew that Mr. H. has no right to
deny this ftate of the queftion, unlefs he has a right -
to deny he wrote the dialogue. He muft either deny
total depravity, and fo admit this ftate of the contro-
verly, or embrace what he calls ¢ the darling doftrine
o “of
*5.p. 58 1t D/p.25,26. T D.p.8 26, | Let.p.s.
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of the Sandemanian divines, the quinteflefice of the
riew Srthodoxy ; the worft {cheme heevet read.”

Mr. H. thinks he has found 4 way to eéxtricate
himfelf fromy this difficulty, and put the controverfy
gpon arother foot, whichisby coining a new double-
refined diftin&ion, as unintelligible as any of thofe in
Thomas Aquinas or any of the fchoolmen, viz. That
total corruption is to be diftinguithed from nataral
enmity to God's true chara®er,fo that one may be af-
firmed, and the other denied. Hefays, *“ Butisit really
¢ as you fay, that a man ¢an’t difbelieve and oppofe
¢ this do&rine concerning the énmity, but he muft
¢ difbelieve and confequently deny the doctrine of a
¢ tétal corruption ?”’—« Men who admit thisdorine
4¢ do, and may very confiftently deny your doctrine
¢ concerning the nature of the enmty.” —There is
s¢ an effential difference between your dorine con-
¢ cerning the enmity, and their doCtrine of the ¢or-
*¢ ruption.”® But it feems that hie expetts us to be-
Tieve this upon his naked affertion ; for he has béen
wery careful not to thew wherein the diftin@tion lies,
inlefs we mady gather it from chefe words, *¢ They*”

. {i. e. alf found calvinifts) ¢ believe the ¢ortuption is
of the moral kind.”+ But this fhews no difference,
becaufe they and we too, believe the enmity we hold
€0 be alfo of the moral kind, i. e. it is d prin¢ipleand
temper inherent in, and exercifed by moral agents who
are thierein {ubje® to moral law. But [ believe few

- will be able to telt what Mr. H. mieans by the word

moral in this place ; and ¥ will not venturé o con-
jectute : for if he can deny the ftate of the controverfy
which is {0 clearly expreffed by himfelf, he may with
more colour derty any fenfe I c¢an put on fuch dark
£xpreflions, however right they may happeén to be.

I rather eall on Mr. H. to give the world a clear ac-

count of what he means by corruption being of the
moral kind 4 and by the moral power of the fpirit by
' which

’ ﬁe‘" p. "b, 7' ’ 1.“ Let‘ p" 7(“ 4
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which he fays the foul is regenerated 3 and to paint
out clearly the reafon of the above marvellous dif-
tinion, and: fhew how total corruption, and innate
enmity to God’s whole, grue character differ, {o that
we may confiftently liold the one and deny the other.
~The word fotal, -in common fpeech, is the fame as
whole, entire, compleat, perfeét : So total corruption or-
depravity means,' that- there is -nothing in men
morally good ;. that they are perfectly - deftitute of
all holinefs ; dand that every thought and a&ion
is therefore evil, only and- wholly evil continually,* as
bemg deftitute of that which is required by the law.
This is the mcanmg of total corruption in confmon
~ fpeech. It is then moft evident that a being thus to- .
tally corrupt, ating under the law, muft att i in op- "
pofition to the law and the law-giver ; and therefore -
1s at perfect enmity to God. However if Mr. H.
will fhew the difference between total moral depravity,
and innate enmity Yo God's true charafier, and make it
appear that one may confiftently be affirmed and the *
other denied, it will be very entertaining and improv-
ing to me and many others, for it is what ] never
have yet met with, as I remember. -
Befides, Mr. H. in his letter tells Mr Hopkms.
¢ If I underftand your meaning you lead your reader
- * to think that I faid and endeavoured o prove that
% men have naturally fome kind of true viriue, and
* that their natural corruption is partial, as limited
“ and reftrited by fome remaining degree of true
¢ virtue in the heart naturally, ang that I' reprefent.
“ the approbation whicR natural #nfcience, or the .
¢ natural moral tafte gives to virtue, or moral googh
“¢,fimply confidered as fuch, as a tryly virtuous.ap~
L probation,or anexercife of fome degree of true vis-
« tue,natural 1o the heart of man. Inall this you im-
“ pofe on your reader,and abuie his conﬁdenCc in you.
“ I have faid nothmg -of all thls, and what is more,
- - “' I

o

Pl

W (nn. vi. 5.
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¢ I have riot thought ofit. You have given hiere as
“ wrong an idéa of what I faid and of what I believe,
“ a8 could well be given. If you thouglt yourfelf
* warranted to fay - this of ne by what I faid in the
«. fecond dialogue, you muft have read it with very
% [ixtle attention ot gredt partiality.® :

Here you fee Mr. H. utterly denies, whzc I have
~ reprefented in the appendix to be the main thing that
* animates and governs the chief of his "dialogue, and
‘without which it would be as a body without life.—
And I am gladto find his intentions were better than
his expreflions. ~Yet to juftify -myfelt againft the
fame charge which he can wnh the fame juftice bring
againft me as againft Mr. Hopkins, I beg leave, be-
fides referring the reader to the firft fection in-the ap+
~ pendix, to mention a few things in the dialogue, and
leave the reader to judge whether he has not taughe,
whatever' he thought, that men have naturally fome
degree of true virtue.
* 1. He afcribes faith to the uniregenerite. Hefays, .
« Regenerition is wrought by the light, by the moral
« power of divine truth -and-love as befieved and rea-
¢ lized,”t and repeatedly mentions it 4s lns oplmon,
that faith preceeds regeneration. £
2. Heafferts that finners are rought to fubmit o
God before they are regenerated. His words are,
74 All convinced finners are bro’t to aferibe righte- -
“ oufnefs to the great God and fubmiit at his foot
% before they receive his’ renewing and pardomng ‘
- §¢ mercy. ol N .
‘3. He holds that urirenewed meh hate fin, and
dwenifeives on account of it. He fays that ** men
who are oppofite to God are thetein as contrary to
themfelves as they are to him”=-¢¢ and ‘blame and
«condemn- themfebves as a&mg wrong in a&mg cén-

trary to the law ”§
beoo L He

¥Tet. p. 11, 12. __ -~tD-.‘p..4§._. ..,.111..9.;8,“
¥ D.p. 55 -§ D.p-stys7.
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- 4. He largely infifts that all moral beings neceffa-
. 1ily love God, and obje@ts morally good or holy; as
foon as. they fee them, and takes it for granted again
a.nd;ia'm that they can fee them in a true light as
amable and excelemt, wortby of eficem and bonour, and
are affeted accordingly ; that they:cannot hate God
but when they view him as a morally evil or con-
- temptible being.~—It would be tedious to quote at
large all the paflages where he maintains this 3 I will
therefore only refer to fome of them.* - =
. I need meation no more particulars, The only
queltion which now remains to be anfwered in this
cafe is this, viz. Are faith, fubmiffion to God, hatred
of fin, and of ourfelves on account of it, and love to
God and morally good objetts, o/ which he fays are
to be found in unrenewed men, and fome of which he
afferts are cffential to the very exiftence of moral
agents : Are thefe -things, 1 fay, truly virtuous or
_ not ? If they are, then Mr. H, has taught, whatever- -
he defigned, that +¢ men have naturally fome degree-
of true virtue 3” and thole ought not to be charged
with “inattention or partiality in reading his dialogue,”
who think he has taught shis'in it.. But if thefe things
are not. * truly virtuous,” we muft be beholden, not
to our bibles, nor to- the natural di¢tates of reafon,
but to'Mr. H. to tell us what true virtueis.- = -
. 'In order to reconcile Mr, H. with himfelf, or his
dialogue with itfelf or with his letter, we muft con-
clude that by #etal deprawity he means faith, batred of
Jfin, love and fubmiffion to-God ; for in his dialogue
- he ftrongly maintains that unrenewed men may have
all, and neceflarily have fome of thefe, and yet in his
Jetter he fays they are all totally corrupt : He muft
therefore fuppofe that total corruption and love to God,
8c. are convertable terms, and mean the fame thing;
or at leaft that they are not inconfiftent with cach
other 3 or elfe he contradi@s himfelf. The abfurdity
' "~ of

D p. 53—s9, 61, 62, 64, 66, 68, 6o,
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of thefe things muft ftrike every reader. I fcruple -

whether much greater inconfiftences and contradicti-
ons can eafily be found in any two books wrote, not
to fay by one man, but by thofe who oppofe - each
other, than are to be found in Mr. H’s dialogue and
letter. Truth is uniform :and -félf-confiftent § and
" tho’ men, and wife men too, who hold the truth, may,
and often do run into fome inconfiftences in fmaller

matters, thro’ inattention, yet it is not ufual for them’

Jirenuoufly to oppofe themielves in the great and lead-
ing fentiments of the icheme they hold. -
One thing more deferves notice here.. “Mr. H. in
" his dialogue fays, ¢ Doubtlefs there is-a prevailing
¢¢ contrariety to God and his law in the hearts of
“ men, fo far as the lufts of fin rulc in them.”* And
" in his letter he fays that the hearts of men are totally
corrupt, and that there is no true virtie naturally in
them.+ Now: if both thefe aflertions-ate true (as I
believe they are) then it follows, that enmity or con-
trariety to God is fotal or perfef? : For it contrariety
~ or enmity prevails fo far as lufts of fin rule ; and if
corruption is fotal, and there is no virfue, nothing but
lufts of fin which rule in men naturally, then enmity
tuft be total or perfet “againft God’s whole, true
charalter. Yet this fame author fays, « The new
‘¢ dotrines which are propagating among us, are
. built ENTIRELY on this fa/fe notion of man’s innate,
~ ¢ implacable enmity, againft the truc and whole cha-
< racter of God,and arefupported if this is admitted.”}
As this is another inftance of the moft glaring in-
canfiftency, foit fhews that he has put the whole con-
troverfy on the fingle point of man’s total depravity.
From what has been faid I think it is pretty evi-
- dent that Mr. Hopkins and I have ftated the contro-
verfy right; and that Mr. H. may as well charge
im and me with any thing elfe, as with putting it on
a wrong foot. However the reader will judge ot this.
: It

* D p. 57 .1- Ler. P-56,7, 11, 12, t D.p.67, 68,
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It is in vain for either Mr. H. or mte to deny what we
have publickly taught and. printed 3 tho’ after his ex-
ample, [ claim the right of explaining: my - meaning,

~.and of telling the world that I have.not fo:much.as
" thought of zkat, which, in the moft plain language, I

have both taught and prinsed, when ic<fhall happen
to be true. ' : Lo

- Befides, as Mr. H. declares, *-he has'n¢ither raugbt
nor ¢bo’t that men have naturally any true virtue,” he
has at lealt made them as vile and as much like the
devil as I bave done : for he allows them to be moral

agents. totally deftitute of all true virtue ; between which

- and a perfectly wicked being there is no: medivm.— -

Had Mr. H. tript them of moral agency as.he has of
all true virtue, he might have denied their perfect en-
mity or oppofition to God ; but this he can’t do con-
fitently, while he allows them to be moral agents,and
yet pertectly-deftitute of allconformity to God and his
law. Why then has Mr. H. made fuch a great oute
cry at my faying:that men are perfect enemies to God’s
whole true character ? Since he holds the fame thing
tho’ exprefs’d in other words. . - ,
If Mr. H. will be confitent with the principles ke
lays down in his letter, he will, at leaft he may:in hig
next, maintain, That men are naturally- oppofite to
God’s whole true charaéter.—That the more fuch de-
praved creatures fee of God’s true charater, the more .
their enmity or oppofition to it will exert itfelf.—
That the cleareft objective light cannot regenerate the
foul ; but in order to it God muft exert the fame
power which created Adam, and which raifed Chrift
from the dead,* and commanded the light to fhiné
out of darknefs ;+ and thus acknowledge the truth ot
what he has oppofed in my-fermons. But if he ftill
chufes to oppofe thefe doctrines, while he holds rota/
corruption, it is but reafonable he fhould thew in his
reply, (1.) How a moral agent, totally corrupt, may
ack

" Eph. 1. 19. . 1 2 Cor. iv. 6.
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a& without a perfe® oppofition. to-God and . his law.

(2.) How tbe truth and that chara8er which he hasno

tafte for, and:to which his heart is wholly oppofite,

 can, by.being. fet - before his mind in his unrenewed
ftate, engagenhis lave to it. - (3.) Why men who'hate
God:and . His truth will not feel their oppofition or

enmity to them, exert itfelf in proportion to their -

greaser acquamtanccwmh them, fince this holds true,
'm fact and experience, in all other cafes. -
:Mr. H. aHo.cenfures the diftin&ion. which fome
kiwmcsamke between aZive and. paffive converfion,
&..as obfcure and improper, and - fays, ¢ To fpeak
“_more jnteligibly, there is a:diftin@ion. to be made

t¢ betwecn the aGion of the fpirit of God on the mind,

“in. which the mind is paffive as ated upon, and.the
¢ attion of the mind.anfwering thereto,”* and owns
that the Wétminfter aflembly. ipeak - to this. purpofe.
indheis confeffion of faith, Chap: X.aft. 2, wherethey
fayy ¢ He (man) is-altogether paffive theré uhtill bee
ing quickened and renewed by the'holy fpirit, he is
~ thereby-enabled to anfwer this call, and embrace the
grace offered.” Now what is the rmghty difference
between Mr. H’s diftinction and ¢hat-which he cen-
fures ~——Mr. H. feems greatly concerned to be
efteemed a calvinifk, and tho%e who read only his letter
may be tempted to-hope he is one.; but then his dias
logue proves him an arminian, or at leaft the dotrines
which that contains, are moft ewdcntly fuch as have,
all along, been charged on'the armimians by found
calvinits, and thlchthey have difputed for. .~ - .,
*. After what has been. obferved, ‘the reader will not .
be furprifed-to.hear Mr.H. fay, < I neither denied nor.-
¢ reatoned again(t the immediate operation of the fpi-
¢¢ rit—but only againft an operation without the word
“ of truzh.” The {pirit’s operations may be inmediate,
¢ and yet be with the truth.”}. The abfurdity of this
is fo glaring, as w bafﬂe.every“atcempt o illuftrate it.
C . HOWever

*Let.pg. . it Letpg




L (167._ ) PR _— e

‘However he is conftrained to admit the chicf things

contended for, fo that the truth is in no great danger of
fuffering by his former oppofition toit. : And it will: b?
needlefs for me to difpute with him any more onthe

points, whatever he” may reply, fince he has yielded

what T difpute for. And indeed he can” write no

thore againft me, unlefs he turns dbout again, andin
the face of the conceffions in his letter, refumes the
docrine he has taught in his didlogue, whxch hc des
clares he did not think of when he wroteit.

Mr. Hopkiris in his animadvetfiohs points ou‘t fbmc

~ inconfilténces he finds' in° Mr. FPs dxalogue, and
fhews that ¢ he contradicts himfelf in fundry impor-

tant particulars, and really owns the duétrines-he con<
demns,” 1o which he anfwers, ¢ I don’cthink it peed-
< ful to anfwer you particularly as to this. Thein-
¢ confiftences you complain of are:bf yéur awn
« making, The appearance of contradi&tion$ is the
<¢ refult of your mifconftru&tions, mxfreprefentauonsg
< and falfe colourings.™ "

This is a very-eafy:way of anfwenng the: chzrge of

inconfiftence. The evidence of which is glaring,and

1 believe this was the. reafon he did not_ thi

- toanfwer the charge.  For my part; I really believe

he never can clear himfelf fromit. = . - e
There are many other things to be found in hrs
letter that equally deferve remark and cenfure with
thefe already mentioned ; but I clofe thxspoﬁfcﬂ pt,
earneftly praying that the God of all grace tiiay give
his bleffing to thefe feeble atfemnpts tb.defénd histruth,
and enlighten our eyes tafee thetruth and glory oﬁhe
ancient gofpel of Chrift,and that we may al? fo hap~
y as to arrive to that. b]cﬁ'cdfcate where we fhall Jee
e and every error both of judgment and heart
ified, and God and-the Ltmb‘ be oul' ct;rﬂal-
hghft Even fo. Amm. : ,‘ NN -
ﬁ% ' RN
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,DESIRE the reader to corre& the following errors with
-1 his-pen, before he reads the book ; as thefe are the chief
~whli,chr,bau-o¢l:cugeg to notice. . : '

. Pref. p. 4, 116, from bottom, for faufler, r. fofler.—Ap- .
pend, p. 76, 1. 21, for o, r. or. .P. 77, 1. 12, from boitom,
for newer, r. ewsr. P.81,1. 11, from bottom, for if, r. sheirs

~ “P. 82, 1. 1ah, for their, 1. his." P. g1, note, . 8,.9, for and

'y » Moty r, fince. . P. 100, 1. 1, blot out not. + P..104,1. 8, for

o this, t. bis. P, yo09, 1. 17, after no, r. more. P. 115,1. 21,

- for g2, r. §7. P. 12, note q, r. §6. " P..126,}4 6, from

-~ bottom, fordiﬁpgamd,'r. difproved., 'P. 139, 1. 8, for

MMy, H'y, v. bis.  P. 140, 1. 3,after or, put comma, P.146,

). 3, from bottom, in the note, for vex, r. vix. P.156,L 1,

_in tl:e.;.ote, for depravity, . corruptien. P. 159, ), 16, blot
wt ’ ' ’ ‘
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