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be found to encouragesloth on the one hand,nor presump
tion in our wishes and expectationson the other. To say
that the determinatewill of God hasnothing to do with the
conductof the creature; and that the performanceof our
duty, in doing what we are commanded,is not any declara
tion of what is God’s purposeto do, or his decreethat it
should be done; is speaking freely, but not scripturally.

2. HasGod absolutely determined,that the greatestpart
of Adam’s raceshall not obtain a temporalsubsistenceat
all? I believenot.

Has he declared in his word, that the good things of
this life are erjoyed by none but the elect in Christ? Is
everlastingand sovereignlove the first causewhy men ob
tain a temporal subsistence?Is it as much impossiblefor
the greaterpart of mankind to obtain a temporalsubsist
ence,and to preservelife, as it is for the non-elect to
obtain salvation?Or, canfallen man do as much toward
his own resurrectionto a spiritual life of faith on the Son
of God,as lie can towardthe obtainingof a temporalsub
sistence,and the preservationof his natural life? Are re
generationand conversion,as much of the will and in the
power of man,as the building of a house,or the cultivation
of a garden? Has God done as much for the everlasting
salvation of the non-elect,as he has done for the temporal
subsistenceand preservationof those personswhom lie has
allotted to be poor in the thingsof this life? Is it as easy
for those who are dead in trespassesand sins, and are
appointed to wrath, to obtain new and heavenlylife, as it
is for the poorestof them to obtain a temporalsubsistence?

Until thesequestionsare answeredin the affirmative, by
scriptureproof, I mustconsiderthis mannerof arguingfrom
the deadto the living, and from things temporal to things
that are eternal,to be vithout any fijundation, and as being
suited to perplex many, but to instruct nobody. The
PUFPOSC of God may consistwith the agencyof man in pre
sentconcernsno doubt. But who, that thinks soberly,can
suppose,that any man ever did, or ever will obtain that,
which was never appointed by God for him? Nor canit
be proved, that any man is bound to live beyond the time
appointedfor him by his Maker. Were all men to return
to God, and be savedthrough Christ, the ancientdecrees
of God, in election and non-election,must be set entirely
aside,which cannot be without a changeof will in God;

but, no such consequencecan possibly follow the use of
means, in order to obtain a temporal subsistenceand to
preservenatural life. As, theretbre,thereis no parity in
the subjectsdiscussedand compared, I concludethe ar
gumentsadduced,to be without validity.

Quot. "If the days of man are determined,and his
boundsappointedthat lie cannot pass them,it must have
been leterminedthat thatgenerationof Israeliteswho went
out of Egyptshould lie in the wilderness;yet it was their
duty to havebelievedGod, and to havegone up to possess
the land; and their sin to disbelievehim, and turn backin
their heartsto Egypt. And it deservesparticular notice,
that this, their sin, is held up both by David and Paul, as
an example for others to shun, and that in spiritual
concerns.’‘‘

Ans. This will not all prove that, they oughtto have
lived longer than the time appointedfor them,nor that they
were reprehensiblefor not living longer, or that they should
suffer for not going up to possessthe land. Their not
believing the word of God,and theirlustingafterevil things;
their idolatry, fbrnication, tempting of Christ, and mur
inuring in their tents,weretheir sins, for which they were
destroyed, and kept out of the promised land. And it
appears,that Paul held up their conductas an example,to
the intent that his professing brethren at Corinth should
not act as they did-" Whereforesaid he, let him that
thinketh he standethtake heed, lest he fall." But, what
will this do towardsansweringthe objection? Can any man
possibly preserve his life beyond the tinie appointedfor
him? Is he bound so to do? And is he liable to suffer for
ever becausehe cannot?Or, is his inability in this matter
criminal? If it is grantedthat no manis bound thus to act,
or thus to suffer, thenof whatrealservicecouldthe circum
stancescited and argued upon by Mr. F. be to his cause.

Quot. "It was the duty of Pharaoh to have followed
the counselof Moses,and to have let the peoplego; and
his sin to pursuethem into the sea:yet, it was the purpose
of God,by this means, to destroy him. Mosessent mes
sengersto Sihon, king of Heshbon, with words of peace,
saying,Let me passthrough thy land; and it was doubt
less, the duty of Sihon to havecomplied with the request:
yet it appearsby the issue, that the Lord haddetermined
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