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is set asideby himself, and leaves room for the followingabsurdnotion: that many are bound to believe in him ofwhom they havenot heard.
2. Anotherposition arisesout of Mr. F.’s words,whichis certainlyfalse, it is this : God requires nothing of anyman as a duty, but what has the promise of eternal lifeannexedto it. Thus God cannot requireany duty of sinners, but he must be tinder a necessityof promising themsalvation,if they will do what lie requires. But, that it isa false position, I think the following reasonsdemonstrate:1. It supposesthat to be a due by creation law, and therelation subsisting betweenGod the Creator,and man hisinnocent upright creature;which, before the world wasmade, was a sovereign gift, springing out of electing love inthe heartof the God of all grace. Now, as Mr. F. affirmedthat, the law of creation required the same holy nature,spirit, and temper of mind, which is given and enjoyedthrough Christ Jesus, the Head and Mediator of the everlasting covenantofgrace: he was bound to allow, that itrequired the same of Adam in Eden; and as man,at thefirst, had, no more thanwhat was a nature-due,from God,as his wise and holy Creator,it will follow, that therewasno such thing as sovereigngrace, above and before tileentrance of sin, and that sovereigngracecanonly beshewnto sinners; or else that the above position is false. Theformer cannotbe proved,therefore,the lattermustbetrue.s. It supposesthatGod’s promiseof life in Christour electHead,is of equalextent,as to persons,with the preceptsofthe law. But this cannot be establishedwithout proving,1. That Christ was madesin for all to whom the law speak..eth,’ that they might all, oneas well as another,be macicthe righteousnessof God in him. 2. That God hasa sovereign good will towards all men in Christ, without anyreal distinction. 3. Or, that he promiseth eternal lifewithout any such good-will. 4. Or, that he may haveagood-will toward them now, who will t last be damned.s. That lie promisesthat which lie nevermeansto perform,and which, in his word, he declaresshall never come topass. Now as I do most firmly believethat it is impossible,to provethesethings to be true, by the word of God; andas such proofis essentialto the establishmentof the posi
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tion, and what it fairly implies, I readily concludetiat Mr.
F.’s sentiment,under consideration,as stated in the fore
going words is utterly fallacious.

3. The promiseis not designed to encouragethe carnal
mantopertbrmspiritualduties,nor is thelifeitcontainsto be
withheld untilspiritual obedienceis performed; if this were
the case,no soul ever would be saved; nor could it properly
be a promiseof life, butrather a promiseof the continuance
of life alreadypossessed;which is supposingman to be his
owncreatoror regenerator,andGodthe preserverof his life!
Such an ideais pleasingto proudprofessorsof religion, but
howeverabsurdsuchan idea may appear,it certainlyis mi
plied in our author’ssentimentof offered life.

4. It is altogethervain and useless for Mr. F. to think
that, becausethe scripturesaver that theelect are savedby
grace, through faith, and that not of themselies;but that
it is the gift of God; therefore, the restof mankind may
also be carriedto heavenby the samefaith. It is naturally
impossiblefor themto get there:andsuchdoctrinewill never
besanctionedby thatGod, who is of onemind amid cannotbe
turned. Mr. F. thinks, that whatever faith any man may
have, if it is not genuine,or such as will carry him to hea
ven,it is utterly fruitless and useless. I confessI do not
think so. I know it will not profit him that bath it in soul
matters,or in respectof supernaturalenjoymentof God,
here,or hereafter. Nor doesGod desireall men to possess
a faith which is useless. It is said, "Whatever be the
proper oppositeof sin is holiness." God forbid, that I
shouldever contendfor sucha beliefof the truth, as should
be found to be, in itself, a sin, and injurious to the causeof
God,and thus worse than no faith at all. I grant, that
saving faith is evangelicallyholy, being it its principle the
natureof Christ,and being through him, born of the Holy
Ghost. But, this doesnot suppose that naturalandcom
mon faith, which is allowed to be incumbent on thosewho
read and hear the gospel, is sin, and reprehensible. It
doesnot appearto me t9 be the proper oppositeof special
saving faith, nor is it a sin. I do not rememberthat a
rational belief of the truth of the gospel word is any
wherecomplainedof or reproved by the Lord in his word.
Time blending of moral virtues required by the law, with
supernaturalgraces,or with saving faith andevangelical
holiness, which are revealed in the gospel, and by the
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