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tion, and what it fairly implies, I readily conclude that Mr.
I'.’s sentiment, under consideration, as stated in the fore-
going words is utterly fallacious.

3. The promise is not designed to encourage the carnal
man to perform spiritual duties, nor is thelifeit contains to be
withheld until spiritual obedience is performed ; 1f this were
the case, no soul ever would be saved ; nor could it properly
be a promise of life, but rather a promise of the continuance
of life already possessed ; which is supposing man to be his
owncreator or regenerator, and God the preserver of his life!
Such an idea is pleasing to proud professors of religion, but
however absurd such an idea may appear, it certainly is im-
plied in our author’s sentiment ot offered life.

4. It is altogether vain and useless for Mr. F. to think
that, because the scriptures aver that the elect are saved by
grace, through faith, and that not of themselves; but that
itis the gift of God; therefore, the rest of mankind may
also be carried to heaven by the same faith. It is naturally
impossible for themto get there: and suchdoctrine will never
be sanctioned by that God, who is of one mind and cannot be
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. 1 confess I do not
think so. I know it will not profit him that hath it in soul
matters, or in respect of supernatural enjoyment of God,
here, or hereafter. Nor does God desire all men to possess
a faith which is useless. It is said, “ Whatever be the
proper opposite of sin is holiness.” God forbid, that I
should ever contend for such a belief of the truth, as should
be found to be, in itself, a sin, and injurious to the cause of
God, and thus worse than no faith at all. I grant, that
saving faith is evangelically holy, being it its principle the
nature of Christ, and being through him, born of the Holy
Ghost, But, this does not suppose that patural and com-
mon faith, which is allowed to be incumbent on those who
read and hear the gospel, is sin, and reprehensible. It
does not appear to me to be the proper opposite of special
saving faith, nor is it a sin. I do not remember that a
rational belief of the truth of the gospel word is any
where complained of or reproved by the Lord in his word.
The blending of moral virtues required by the law, with
supernatural graces, or with saving faith and evangelical
holiness, which are revealed in the gospel, and by the



