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Calvin as to instability of free will, 139; views of,as:to free-
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of, that certain foreknowledge infers some necessity, con-
sidered, 309. !

ENTIRE SANCTIFICATION, not attainable in the present life,
422-427.

EVIL, Calvin's doctrine that God is the author of that of punish-
ment, not of that of guilt, 139.

FACULTIES, MENTAI, distribution of, discussed, 31; the dis-
tribution here proposed, 39.

FEDERAL REPRESENTATION, the scriptural explanation of
man'’s fall into sin, 55.

JFOREKNOWLEDGE OF GOD, wider than his efficient decree,
268 ; argument that there conld be no, without predetermin-
ation, discussed, 268 ; argument from infallible connection
between, and future events in favor of the predetermination
of sin, considered, 308 ; what sort of necessity inferred by,
308 ; the, that Adam’s sin was avoidable, but would not be
avoided, 316.

FORMULA CONSENSUS HELVETICA, testimony of, as to man’s
condition in innocence, 170; cited in favor of Sublapsarian-

‘ism, 203. :

FOREORDINATION, not all, is predetermination, 299,
FUNDAMENTAL I,AWS, at the root of ‘every mental faculty, 30.

GALLIC CONFESSION, doctrine of, touching the will, 166.

GENERAL CONCLUSION, 484.

GILL, DR., distinguished between efficient and permissive decrees,
189.

GLORIFIED ESTATE, THE, elements of, 479.

GRACE, distinction between Sufficient and Determining, empha-
sized, 454.

GUILT, theory of Edwards fails to ground the sense of, 46.

HAMILTON, SIR W., his distribution of the mental faculties dis-
cussed, 31; appealed to consciousness for proof of freedom
of the will, gr.

HILARY, views of, touching freedom of the will, as explained by
Calvin, 143.

HILL, PRIN. G., views of, as to relation of God’s knowledge to
future events, criticised, 357.

HODGE, DR. C., his misconception of Julius Miiller’s distinction
between Formal and Real Freedom, 23; his distinction be-
tween liberty of the will and liberty of the agent criticised,
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eses as to relation of the, to future events, considered, 319~
400; Socinian hypothesis, 320; Hypothesis that the, is willed
by him not to terminate on future contingent events, 325;
Hypothesis that the, and his power are identical, 327;
Hypothesis of Ideal Representations, 342; Hypothesis of
Scientia Media, 348 ; Hypothesis that permission necessi-
tates future events, 350; all these hypotheses as to the, re-
ducible to unity upon principle of representative knowledge,
355 ; three general suppositions possible as to the, as related
to future events, 356 ; mysteriousness of mode of the, as re-
lated to future events, 356; Principal Hill’s views as to the,
criticised, 357 ; Hypothesis that the, is an Infinite Intuition,
submitted and defended, 362; guards upon this hypothesis as
to the, 364 ; this hypothesis as to the, not identical with Dr.
Henry More's in his Divine Dialogues, 365 ; the, illimitable
and all-comprelrending, 373; the, unchangeable, 375; ob-
jections to unchangeableness of the, answered, 382 ; the, free

from time-limits, 387 ; removal of difficulties attending this
view of the, 393.

LAW OF GOD, THE, unrelaxed as the standard of sanctifica-
tion, 423 ; guards upon this position as to, 425; not a source
of sanctification, 426.

LIBERTY, term explained, 45; of Contrary Choice explained, 46;
of Indifference explained and rejected, 46; of Equilibrinm
explained and rejected, 46 ; Miiller’s Christian Doctrine of
Sin referred to in explanation of Liberty of Indifference and
of Equilibrium, 132 ; distinction between the, of spontaneity
and of deliberate election, 133, 401, 448.

MERIT, doctrine of, in man’s several earthly estates discussed,
467 ; in the estate of innocence, 467; in the estate of unre-
generacy, 468 ; in the estate of regeneracy, 469, ff,

MILLS, THE, doctrine of, as to cause, 338,

MORAL NECESSITY, theory of, and that of Certainty substan-
tially one, 48, 50.

MORE, DR. HENRY, view of, as to God’s knowledge of future
contingent events, 365.

MOTIVES, Determinist’s doctrine as to, incomplete, 105 ; to the
first sinful act not originated by the understanding, 110; to
the first sinful act originated in the Blind Impulses, 110;

Determinists confound directing, with determining, power
of, 114.
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used in this discussion, 30.
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THORNWELL, DR. J. H., Dis modification of his early Necessi-
tarian views, Preface; just distinction of, between self-ex-
pression and self-determination, 50} asto the rivative Char-
acter of sin, 61; judgment of, that the theory of Edwards
breaks down, 178; ot the distinction betweent efficient and
permissive decrees, 297 ; held that God isa free cause, 306;
views of, as to the intuitive character of God’s knowledge,
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no standards furnished by, 40; appropriative office of, 41;
not directive, 41 ; spontaneous Aabifus of, 42 ; chosen action
the end contemplated by, 42; two kinds of choice of, 42 ;
distinction between elections of, as sinless and as sinful, 43;
elements contained in, 43; definition of, 44; Edwards’s
theory of, fails to ground the sense of guilt, and to remove
from God the charge of being the author of sin, 46; of
Adam in innocence brought by a specific test into immediate
relation to God’s will, 87; the Blind Impulses as moving the,
to the commission of the first sin, 88 ; relation of, to the
Blind Impulses, 8g; Adam sinned by a self-determination of]
90 ; arguments against a self-determining power of, discussed,
92-120, 401 ; generic activity of, as related to specific deter-
minations of, 98, 114 ; not always controlled by the under-
standing, 103 ; distinction between spontaneity of, and de-
liberate election of, 133, 401, 448 ; mutability of, 402 ; what
freedom of, was lost by the Fall, 135, 154158 ; of man in his
unregenerate estate has no self-determining power as to
holiness and sin, of man in innocence was a contingent
cause, 30I ; summation of results as to, in man’s estates of
innocence and unregeneracy, 4ol ; what self-determining
power of, exists now in the merely natural sphere, 4o04;
in man’s Regenerate Estate, 410; effect of Regeneration
upon, 412 ; effect of Justification and Adoption upon, 415 ;
effect of Sanctification upon, 417; effect of the Spiritual
Conflict upon, 418 ; divided against itself, 433 ; in one aspect
immutably holy, in another immutably sinful, 434 ; spon-
taneity of, in the believer both as renewed and unrenewed
is fixed and determined, 444 ; relation of God’s efficiency to,
of the believer, 446; spontaneous freedom of, consistent
with determination, 449; some power of free deliberate
election between opposing alternatives in the, of the be-
liever, 450; some of the same power in, of the believer as to
the use of the Means of Grace, 451 ; this view of, of the be-
liever guarded against misapprehension, 453; relation to,
of Sufficient and Determining grace, 454 ; God sometimes
leaves believers to the undetermined elections of, as re-
newed, 455; proofs of this position asto, 455-465 ; objection
to this view of, of the believer that it favors Merit consid-
ered at length, 465 ; condition of, in man's Glorified Estate,
479 ; sin perfectly removed from, 479 ; complete destruction
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