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What did Mr. F, think it meant? ¢ Believe in Christ to
the salvation of your souls.” Then the matter will stand
thus, believe in Christ, lest he be angry ! Is this either law
or gospel ? The law says, God is angry ; the gospel says,
he is atoned. Pray what is this doctrine here held out
to us? It must be allowed that both the above assertions
are true, when due distinctions are made. * He that be-
lieveth not on the Son of God, hath not life; but the
wrath of God abideth on him.” This shows what is man’s
due by law, and that the wrath incurred by transgression,
remains unremoved from those who never receive Christ as
their life by faith. Their never being brought to believe on
the Son of God, is a sure evidence that their names are not
written in the Lamb’s book of life, and that he has not
made reconciliation for their iniquity. All who were recon-
ciled by his death, are sure to be saved by his life. < He
that spared not his own Son, but delivered him up for us all,
how shall he not with him also freely give us all things ?”
But if be will give all things, he will certainly give faith ;
not to possess this gift, therefore, is not to possess any evi-
dence that wrath is removed ; and if it be nol removed by
sacrifice, it abideth ever.

To say, Kiss the Sor, or believe on him, LEsT God be
angry, is implicitly denying his anger is incurred, as Law-
giver and judge, by man’s rebellion; or, it is intimating
that his anger may be appeased by faith. But, without
controversy, faith is no atonement, but the act by which
the atonement is received, Jesus hath saved his people
from wrath to come, and faith is given as an evidence of
the fact, and by faith is redemption known and enjoyed.
And to say, Kiss the Son, or believe in him lest nr be
angry, is, when understood of eternal things, a strange
gospel : for if the Son be angry, and, contrary (o the cove-
nant of redemption, should demand further satisfaction
than that which arose from that eternal settlement, then
that covenant cannot be al/ our salvation, nor can he be a
complete Saviour. No man can eternally perish for whom
Christ died. Mr. F. professed to believe this; why,
therefore, did he reason from the second Psalm, as though
he denied the sentiment of particular and certain redemp-
tion ? He must suppose his reader to be either saved from
wrath, or not. If he be redeemed from destruction, he can-
not possibly be left to perish. Where then 1 sthe propriety



