CHAPTER IL

IT is necessary that some considerations be added to
those already presented.
I. It must be observed that although the holy
spontaneity of the will as renewed, and the sinful
spontaneity of the will as belonging to the old nature
still resident in the believer, are both fixed and de-
termined, the former by the grace of God in Christ
Jesus, the latter by the original free decision in favor
of sin against holiness and the judicial consequences
resulting from it, yet it does not follow that both of
these spontaneous inclinations are always, at one and
the same time, in full exercise. 'The manifestation
of each varies in strength. At certain times, when
the Spirit is poured out copiously upon the believer,
and his experience of grace is correspondingly deep-
ened and enlarged, or when the awful providence of
God thrusts upon him the imminence of death, judg-
ment and eternity, the renewed will is in a high de-
gree of exercise. It becomes for the time, consciously
to the believer, the ascendent and reigning power of
the soul, and the will of the carnal nature is propot-
tionately depressed, sluggish and dormant. Es-
pec:allly is this the case when it pleases God to impart
the witness of the Holy Spirit in an unusual manner,
S0 as to remove all shadow of doubt touching one’s
cqnv.ersion and interest in Christ. ‘I'he well of watef
Wl‘EhIIl him gushes up and refreshes the soul, the wineé
of joy exhilarates it, and the hope of glory burns like
(444)
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a brilliant lamp that projects its rays into the valley
of death and into the eternal world, fl‘he (:}Od. of
hope fills the soul with all joy and peace in believing,
and causes it to abound in hope through t'he poweé
of the Holy Ghost, Assurance of salvation 15 full ai
unclouded. The temptations of the Devil aéel sx‘;
lenced, the blandishments of an uugodl).r wc;rihe gfd
their power to charm, and the inward evils 0

3 ik in the
natiire sink beneath consclousness like lead in

mighty waters, ~ We have no doubt that t_his exalted
5 s

condition of experience is sometillnes mtstakenroff;
entire sanctification. ~And there might be some on-
for the sweet illusion were it shadowed.bgu;loecthe
tingency of change. Alas! they who mtl %efect-
fon?l belief are the very persous who a{?ﬁrfm1 llt; S
ibility of the saints and the possibility of the et
and finally falling from grace and the hopilo il
life. How strangely do e.xt.re':mes mfetz et i
sanctification with the possibility i euo? sa,llvation
corruption; the well-grounded assur-antioﬂ' g
with a possible experience of dafnna(.jhris,t into the
sible merging of a sincere hope 12' to this view,
darkness of eternal despair! Accordm'i consequence
those who are justified and a‘_iopte. i erit of Christ
of the perfect obedience and infinite n;raldise gained
the Second Adam, may fall ﬁm?l aﬁgst Adam stood
for them by him; just a had ! ed happiness, the
and been confirmed it higline ke f him in Eden,
children who would have been Efr:: %e conceived to
may, although represented by l‘d,into sin and hell!
have fallen from that garden i h a careless ab-

On the other hand, when, thl:ugle prevalence of
tention to the means of grace
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temptation, the inclinations of the sinful will are in
full exercise and vigorously assert themselves, those
of the holy will are proportionately iuoperativ’e. At
suc.h seasons the evidences of conversion and sanctifi-
cation are necessarily dimmed, if not entirely dark-
ened, and_it becomes doubtful whether there ever was
any genuiue experience of grace. Thus at one time
Israel prevails and at another Amalek: the conflict
pljoceeds with varying results, but the destiny of final
triumph belongs to the will which "is energized by
grace. It introduces the strength of Christ into the
con.test. It is he who fichts upon the arena of the
believer’s soul, he the conqueror of sin and the Devil,
and therefore the principle of holiness must finally
succeed. 'The seat of authority in the soul is held by
the new nature. The old nature is ever in a state of
mutiny, but, like the Pope, it has lost supremacy and
will never recover it. “The supremacy of the new
nature, though bitterly disputed, will never be abdi-
cated. It will be maintained by determining grace
on earth, and illustrated by the crown of glory in
heaven.

2 $omewhat behooves to be said concerning the
question of the relation of the divine efficiency to the
?ngncy ?f the beli'ever’s renewed will. ‘I'he question
dispcire?iotunti]'y difficult one. We have always been
troductiono flll.k that, with the exception of the in-
g 0r S 1nto the universe, the subject of
o Offhac;& 1s the most mysterious within the
i i‘n b ZO ogy. What .11ttIe may now be adven-
ey th:ar' to.the re.latlon of that grace to the
eyl dSamt mm Christ Jesus will be spoken, We

) ue caution and humility. No difficulty

——— e
S ——— -
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would exist, if it were a fact that the creature, as
such, and consequently the renewed creature, posses-
ses 1o real efficiency. But, without now re-opening
the metaphysics of the question, it is sufficient to
know that the Scriptures certainly ascribe efficiency
to the will of the believer. We are enjoined to work
out our salvation with fear and trembling, at the
same time that it is added, For it is God which worl.c-
eth in you to will and to do. The divine working 1n
us does not exclude our working. It is obvious,
moreover, that there are acts performf‘:d by the be-
liever which cannot be referred immediately -to God.
It is not God who needs to believe in Christ in order
to be saved, nor can he be said witl}out equal ab-
surdity and blasphemy to repent of si. Thf:‘SE a}r;.
acts immediately performed by the believer 1}1:115& ;
It is clear that there is a real, though relative and

limited, efficiency which it is proper to attribute to
Here, then, we have, in some

the believer’s will. d the human

sense, a co-efficiency of the divine an
wills.

This, howevef, does not present the formidable dif-

: ie in
ficulty with which we are coping. It doets‘l»3 nsillll il
the codperation of the two factors, even thotg

iitle. It is not the
of them does much and the other htﬂef the believer.

efficiency of God plus the e (f)'ﬁ iency of God
The difficulty is in the fact that the o But how
determines the efficiency of the behelvelf'- ee and yet
that of the latter can be spontaneously T

s this is the
determined, so as to operaﬁte necessarlzly_ttg:‘;nl:t i
perplexing problem.  While, il g’ 1eof thought,
satisfactorily resolved in the. presel}t sp era fredi
something may be accomphshed in the way

ing unnecessary elements from i
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The distinction, upon which so strong an emphasis
has been placed in the preceding discussion, must be
noted between the freedom of spontaneity and the
freedom of deliberate election between conflicting al-
ternatives. Were the latter of these sorts of freedom
that between which and the efficacious and determin-
ing grace of God a reconciliation were sought, we
confess that the task would be utterly hopeless, Iu-
deed, it strikes us that it would be an attempt to
reconcile contradictories. But let it be remembered
that the will with which the question is concerned is
not the will of the man, as a whole, but that of the
believer which has been renewed by regeneration.
The man has in him, as has been shown, two spon-
taneities, a holy and a sinful, As a man, therefore,
he has the liberty of choosing between the opposing
alternatives of holiness and sin, But he has not that
liberty as a renewed man. ‘The very question before
us is, How can his fixed, holy spontaneity which,
whenever it acts, must act holily, consist with the de-
termining efficiency of God? “The supposition is
that in being Spoutaneous he is free, and the diffi-
culty is to adjust freedom with the necessity of actiont
induced by determining grace. T'he Scriptural posi-
tion is not that the man is determined whether he

acts in a holy or a sinful manner, but that man, as
renewed, as a believer, is determined by grace when
he acts in ga holy manner, When he acts faith in
Christ, or Teépentance, he is determined by grace to
the act ; but when, with his unrenewed will, the will
of the old carnal nature within him, he acts sinfully,

the Scriptures certainly do not teach that he is de
termined to that act by grace,
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Having thus limited the scope of Fhf ?;mcﬁtbﬁi
pointing out the kind of fre?dom which 1ei np;uo 9%
requires us to harmonize with the dﬁ?;ire atrJe ad- -
ciency of God, we take a step further: f. 1mlt.:;lneous.
mitted cases in which the ‘freedom of &;Eion i
holy action is conmsistent with (ilete-rmm Sesséd i
himself—with reverence we say 11;——151112;0:“&;’ he acts
holy spontaneity of will. Whenever of elec’tiou be-
freely: sometimes with the f::eedo{lfl i wouPd o
tween holy acts, either of }Vh1°_11) L ji f:’as o
holy, but ouly one of which 13 ;(yjzsaan’Sin'xxers, he
ample, when be chose fo SaVe o5 oo gicted
might have abstained from saving tl i In the choice
oubthem the doom of the fallen allge:. hoiY- Had he
actually made he was both free ,anbeen equally free
chosen to abstain, he would have

e 1s neces-

and holy. But in whatever aCt-hZ; oI:JS’h}olliu-e:ss. It
: . s determin

ghrily tioly B8R H fiin is from his own nature.

e s determlﬂ:_ h a determining influence
8 he
But the source from wil : ference to t
springs can make no difference watl:i ;; is consistent
question whether spontaneous g 4 is, that if God
with determination. The Condusfo 1 olilless and yet
: " ]
himself is spontaueously free in his

wlye be_
ontradiction
is determined to if, ther® Ci:nzztilso ?reedom in the
i 's spon il race to
tween the believer's SPt ation by &
choice of holiness and his determinatl

that choice.

ol :ance on earth,
The instances of Christ in his obedien

eed no now be d
a.lld Of tl]e Ol(ililied Saints, n t
ted

i d i regafd
1y said 11
upon, as enough has been previousty
b

doln Of Will in
: ontaneous free. b
o theun, 40 AhoH o S?s consistent with a necessity

the choice of holiness I
29
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det.ermining that choice. But they are here adverted
E)l in orc.ler to meet a similar difficulty in regard to
.digiczilev'er’s ;vill i.n his earthly condition. The
stancesy :lfosu stant1:e111y‘the same in all these in-
but it is, in nsmumon. it may still' be'a ditficuity;
Scriptures re]easlum’ relieved by the facts which the
Hia SPODtaneo‘:lZaf- (;We may no.t comprehend how
determining or reedom of the saint is adjusted to the
Beliovitiz v?rhgataci()f C%Ofi, but there is no hardship in
fact. ‘A?e are the divine testimony delivers as a
Finally ’WE:S:i1 re that no contradiction is involved.
the belie\;er 050 not deny that the renewed will of
g actioi ::)esses, not.only the liberty of spon-
free, deliberat : 1 e also, in some respects, that of
it };e e efe ection -between opposing alternatives
St st ilct)h Othlerwn;e fietermining. It has been
ner is determine(ziu% 1 the will of the unregenerate sin-
freedom of electi yba general necessity to sin, he has
of two particul a:n : et“’een_ the contrary alternatives
PiTkeed Jat iRy 51115,. which cannot both be com-
either, but in ?ame time. He may choose to do
taneit;; it either case he sins. His sinful spon-
but cannot beuase acc,ounfmg for the sin he commits,
tion of the art's Pe]ma] ek determining the selec-
allowance belzna]cu 5 ?Ommitted, So likewise,
is it with the t;-em ade for his different circumstances,
determined b generate man. He is, as renewed,
has the freed)crna genem]‘ necessity to be holy, but he
contlictts it n Of. deliberate election between the
which cannot f:;‘natzves of two holy acts, both of
holy spontaneit ¢ performed at the same time. His
S AR y will account for the holiness of the
» but not for the election of that act rathet

~ that he cannot pray, €xcep
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than the other. If, for example, one were desirous
of attending public worship on the Sabbath, but
should at the same time wish fo nurse a sick member
of his family, if he do either he would perform a holy
act, but he has the liberty of deliberate election be-
tween them. The Necessitarian would say that in
either case he acts from necessity, but even he would
hardly maintain that in the particular choice he
makes between acts equally holy he is determined by
grace.

There is another respect in which it seems to us
that the believer has the liberty of electing -between
opposing alternatives, and the fact largely grounds
the urgent exhortations to him to be faithful in the
discharge of duty and the censures passed upon him
for its neglect. We allude to the believer's use or dis-
use of the Means of Grace. He may say, in extenna-
tion of a cold and indifferent religious condition, that
God must give him grace to determine him.to niore
faith, love, hope and zeal, or he cannot exercise tl}es:e
graces, ‘This is true; but he is reminded that 1t 18

his duty to pray for increase of grace. He may reply
t God impart grace de-

Where, then, is the
o do what grace does
ing him for failing to
he cannot do? This
bt, has pressed upon
holds the Calvinistic

termining him to do that duty.
legitimacy of exhorting him t
1ot move him to do, o of blam
do what without that grace
difficulty, we have little dou
every sincere Christiat, who I _
doctrine, and pressed upot him heavily 11 certaill
seasons of his experience. We do m?t 1ow essay tg
treat the apparent anomaly in all 1ts aspects ant
bearings ; but venture to suggest that, at the 100%



452  The Will in its Theological Relations. [Pr. 1L

iﬁzniseexs;auat{on is to be found in the fact that, as to
il Ifll;jllyder r—imd tllff other meaus of grace, God
ployment of 1} P behev.er responsible for the em-
il 118 uudetern%m.ed liberty of deliberate
ity and negli een the conflicting alternatives of fidel-
B ‘Sa}té:el;]ce. Even the unconverted man, as
sphere, a me ot to- Sh.ow” has, in the natural
“;'hi'Ch’God ;sure of th1s. liberty in regard to meaus
i aSi Placsed in l}is power : liberty to ex-
religion, to Zle evidence in favor of the Christian
not upm’1 di:,‘fs i !_uot the Word of God, to attend or
gl s Lk e]ordmauces, to hear or not the preach+
ety Hin if ;_Ped, and to call or not call upou God to
it me:} esperate condition. If he neglect to
conditioned exc?, Fhe employment of which is not
ency of God, he v:jl,SII]de upon the determining effici-
for his owu’ dest e last be justly held accountable
it estruction. ‘The same is, not wholly,
the use or I;e:'lui% of the converted man in relation to
spounsible iub Sc.t of the means of grace. He is re-
without t,he deg:s r-eg-afd_a because, to some extent,
gt o r;;zm.mg 1:1ﬂ}1e11ce of the Spirit, and
ey M of his _elec.tlve freedom, he may ad
i a conscientious and faithful employ®
Thie ik o et PPomteEd meaus. They are not grace.
own power T'I?;]gn gut which God has placed in his
which GOd. has ey are duties, the performance of
UL B ,lgeasumbly_ at least, put in the be-
iy 50 cod » and upon which he is pleased, ordinar-

: ndition the augmented communication of

grace and adva i
neen ¢ ;
1ent in the ‘‘Way of Holiness.”"

!'Would tha
t yod!
Fhde i advo::t G‘C:d 8 people would imitate the example of
¢ “Eatire Sanctification,” in praying, With
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"This view, it is suggested, may be discovered upon
reflection to furnish a profound reason for some of the
facts of Christian experience, which otherwise would
be almost inexplicable. And as itisa point not often
handled, and may not upon ifs naked presentation
meet with general acceptance, it may be requisite to
guard against its being misapprehended, and ta ex-
hibit reasons by which it is supported.

(1) We do not now speak of the renewed will of ll;he
believer considered separately and in contradistinetion

to the unrenewed will, but of the will, as.a. Wl’lf’le;
of the believer; and of his renewed will asit1s liable
ce of his unrenewed.

to be affected by the influen ;
(2) The distinction must here be held in view be.-
tween the case of the unregenerate man, whose dutyllt
is to perform holy acts while yet he is unable to dl?'
charge them, and that of the regenerate math ha
possessed of a new nature, and is consequently ena-
bled to perform spiritual functions. In the first case,
God must originate the spiritual principle, 11 o0
the production of holy acts; in the second, th%t it
ple has been originated, and power has Tt }mpar.t s
to produce holy acts. In the first, B0 :f.bxhty exis
to do what is holy without the determining grace

God: i : nestion is whether whe
- in the second, the q é, the actual do-

ability to do what is holy is POSSesSC

of God; more precisely, whether the believer S'mmm-
always determined by grace to do the duties
nal blessings,
ey entire san
3 Si-_ﬂ from the s0

without adopting
c_tiﬁcation, involv-

wrestling agony, for large spirit
ul in this

:their error that those blessifgs ¢on¥
ing the complete expulsiont of inbred §
The result would be a glorious condition of
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bent upon him, or whether it is sometimes left to its
own undetermined election and activity in relation to
specific acts in the performance of duty.

(3) It is admitted that the grace of God determines
the believer's standing so that he cannot perish, and
also that it often determines the believer's will to the
discharge of specific duties, such as the use of the
means of grace—prayer, the reading of the Word,
attendance upon its preaching, and observance of the
sacraments. Not only is this acknowledged but main-
tained. But the question is, When he fails to dis-
charge these duties—and he sometimes does so fail—
is he determined by God’s efficiency, or is he left to
the undetermined elections of his will ?

(4) The distinction must not be overlooked between
Sufficient grace and Determining grace — that is,
grace which enables a believer to discharge all duty,
and grace which efficiently and irresistibly impels a
believer to its performance. ‘The former, it is clear,
every believer possesses; grace sufficient to enable
him to do every duty, to resist every temptation and
to endure every trial. ‘‘My grace,” said the Lord

Jesus to the apostle Paul when his servant appealed
to him for deliverance from a great affliction, ‘‘my
grace is sufficient for thee.”” But the question is,
whether this sufficient grace is always determining;
whether it irresistibly impels the believer to the per-
formance of duty at all times, say the employment of
the means of grace; or whether at times it does not
exist in him simply as sufficient, and not determining,
rendering him able to perform all his duties and re-

sponsible for their neglect, but not efficiently causing
him to discharge them.
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Let it be noticed, too, that a sufficient grace whxclh
enables a regenerate man to dlo holy acts 18 Ia'v;st 1);
different thing from a sufficient grace .wucé :
claimed for the unregenerate man by Jesuits, Semi-

i ini difference between
Pelagians and Arminians. The ;

i i between life and
them is measured by the difference betwe "
death. Tt is ome thing to say that 2 living man-1

ivi functions, and quite
enabled to perform living . iy
another to say that a dead mat 1 Zna etelin o
charge them. A believer may fail tol 0 c;-tlil e
acts which he had the abilitly to do.” At doathem.
did not do them, it was possible for him 011 g
The unbeliever fails to do these acts thrtfmghim i
ability to do them; it was not p.osmblehor' i i
them. Dead in trespasses and sins as e Is:l o
needs is life. Enabling grace fo hl;lg;,sm Sufficient
generating grace. 'This the believer :qce’ A
grace, in the ome case, 15 eﬂﬂblmg_sg; 3 e'ua'bling,
other, what is called sufficient grac;l R
it s e Sy BIRERHE B Whl'Ch 51!: tc(e}od sometimes

(5) The ground here taken is, that - Seleetiona
leaves believers to the free, ulldetEIil'{!lL by e o
s renewed SLA) gl v::;?ion of sufficient
betent; i chise S 8 bt orked by the elec:
grace, but which may be c9unter—w
tions of their uurenew.red wﬂlf}.lis SR

Pirst, In confirmation of ceE  ose who'present
appealed to, that in many instan

: do not faith-
. 3 rue believers 1
credible evidence of being ¢ pon them. This

i ting u
the duties res
fully perform S ;f

f

1We do not here speak of ti¢
gracious, spiritual acts which ?ﬁm
life of holiness, such as acts )
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i’eft‘citte%r;n;)t‘ge denied, and it has to be accounted for,
iy ;:n ; ;ila't they are not genuine believers, a
s 1shadopted Wl-liCh would sweep from
oo 1c_y the great majority of Christian pro-
e wh’o doy;1 ;t lélo‘st all of them, for there are very
i e ab}ly con:fess their failure to discharge
s be];eve.rs th} e ad.nntt'ed that they may be genu-
e tr,u E question is given up. For it is con-
S ;z e}hevers do'not perform all the duties
Worll s th{:;'n t 1em.——dut1es enforced by the divine
profes:s i s 1trh promises to God, by their vows of
st tai)]eyan :lnr plfcdges frequently repeated at the
eiieibomdo ratlﬁed by its affecting symbols.
e € determined ' by grace to do what they

» -onsequently, they are, to some extent, left

to the und s
etermined exercis 4
s ercise of their own renewed

Second T
ndly, The temporary backsliding into gross

sin : St
Abrzi;lef:e;:ile;;ers.ls in proof. The cases of Noah,
the Progx,'ess o avid, Peter, and a host of others in
factual i'll‘ustr;;' the Church’s history, are cited as
is true of some T NOW) is it admitted that this
that they are dgenul.ne believers? It cannot be held
that they are ctermined by grace to backslide ; nor
backsliding ; nﬁrevﬁntefl by determining grace from
repenting of baclic t}-a.t it hinders them from at once
nor that they ar -"&Idlng,- for many do not so repent;
for many, in fa te etermined by it at once to repent,
clude tha’t thescf) £ nf’t'_ What remains but to con-
season of back;idﬁckshdmg believers are, during the
tions of their ro.;.n A lc,ft to the undetermined elec-
be held that th'eWed wills? Either that, or it must
1€ very principle of grace has been
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extinguished, which is contrary to the supposition
with which this argument began—namely, that
temporary backsliding into gross sin may be true of
genuine believers. These backsliders had sufficient
grace to keep them from backsliding, but not de-
termining grace; else they would not have back-

slidden. ’
Thirdly, Prayer, legitimated by the Seriptures, .for
an increase of grace may be p_leade.d. 1?etermmmg
grace, from the necessity of the thing, 18 unsuscep-
tible of degrees. It is either determining or un‘;
determining. To speak-of grace as being at one ai
the same time determining and not determining is to
affirm a self-contradiction. The prayer for more

grace—and what believer does not 50 pray ?—1is, 11l
the last analysis, a prayer that sufficient g_race; may
become determining. One who, through weakress,

fails to discharge some known duty, 11 Pf&)’“‘g fox
more grace in order to the Pe;rformansce of ttha.tts i };:
prays that he may be determined by grace ;el tg‘;d
formance. One who fails to resist some set! edb
temptation may pray that the temp‘.cat?on be :Fmﬂzce:
but if God should please to permit 1?5 coudmutaé it;
and he should pray for motre grace i czrdz:errﬁiﬁ‘
resistance, he would really Bray forﬂfm round that,
ing him to its resistance. T_O WpREE nleeded‘and
in such instances, more suﬁi? o gmcea?insuﬂicient,
sought, is to represent sufficient grace BB
to say that grace is at one an_d tl}e samn ghpw o
cient and mot sufficient; Whlc.h b adc'ote between
Po hold that there is grace intermedid
sufficient and determining 18 to hol

d that it is more
ining, @
than sufficient, yet 1ess than de.tﬁfml A
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would puzzle
one to defin ;
conceded that lefine or describe it. I
Bk it there is no medium b ; mus!: be
It €rmining grace etween sufficient
may be cor .
Sinptiaine i ;tended, as a last resort, that tl g
cedes it and i dess than sufficient grac,e hi e
: ;
that this viev; esigned to be developed ’1-:; UFh'Pre'
for an increase accounts for the legitimac Oflt, i
pothesis su se of grace. But, we ey y of prayer
s
work are i:ii:;es] i t]}e results of Cl)lrz,'is:’ghﬁal'l th-
liever’s expen'enlz ete or im perfectly applied in ':}“S i
fied man is inad ¢, and that the regenerated and 5 bt?‘
of oy duty ;qsa;f?ly furnished for the zlilscir]lusu-
he would b + And then it would b arge
& ; 3 e har
formance of .l;tsttl} r.espons1ble iy failuredito Siee how
have SUﬂicientl g? siuce, ex kypothesi, he i
S st T dlile e
obligations ‘beCSpO“S‘ble for the failure t;regenergte
) atse wl meet his
wantonly sacri > when endowed wi ixe
in inllOCGllcerIﬁced _]t! the same was n(‘)vtlﬂ-l ab]hty he
justified man’ ngr 1s 1t true of the regelilee Otf éﬁdam
. r
stances the priucin] both of these last-mentia " da'nd
that ability is t1 ple must be regarded as 1;):]? _ln-
1e conditi : 5 obtainin
?161(} good in Adamvsdltlon of obligation. It certainlg,
is at least restored case, and the believer in Cl ey
ability of his to Adam’s condition. s fln hrist
ability which is renewed nature is col;c i a{; as the
ability, in the bno.t sufficient is really noerll;'el'. g
grace, it follow ¥ istchia case, is alone ca }ItY- i
ficient implies S:bti];t giiaCe which is lﬁ's(f:‘:‘.mt1611;\1:13(151;}1:}y
and so the b i y which is 1 4
elie s less than s
ver, upon the hypothesis izurif)(;l;])fé
?

to dischar
. ge holy duties. T
i es.
by its logical conSGQ11enSces hediypetheais Is it
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urged that grace to be sufficient to

the believer must be determining. How, it may be
as‘ked, can that grace be sufficient which may consist
with the believer’s being sometimes left to the unde-
termined exercise of his holy ‘will? We answer : In
the first place, Adam had sufficient grace, but not de-
termining ; for if he had been determined by grace,
he would never have fallen. This fact proves that
sufficient grace is mnot necessarily determining In’
the second place, while this is true, sufficient grace
may change into determining. This is illustrated by
the case of Paul—already adverted to—in his struggle
‘with the thora in the flesh.”’  In a sense, he had

sufficient grace before the assurance of his Lord: My
at for thee.”? But he had yielded,

kuess of his fleshly nature, to some

Against this temptation—for s he
himself in the Epistle to the Calatians terms it—he
needed a strength which would give him a complete
victory; and he received the further assurance, €x-
planatory of the former, that Christ’s strength should
be made perfect in his weakness. What was the
force of that assurance but that grace should pass
from being simply sufficient, and become determin-
ing, and insure his triumphant resistance of the

temptation?
The believer has to €

It may again be

grace is sufficie
through the wea
discouragement.

e opposition of a

neounter th
are the world, the

triple alliance, the parties to which ; .
flesh and the Devil, In his contest with this formid-
1 is not the result of

“yeakness :
f his imperfect sanctification.

__as has already beetl shown
o-existence of the opposite

able league, his
insufficient grace, but 0
His personality embraces
—a dual condition, the ¢
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principles i .
renew}:d a:;fl s}ixolland'ho]mess. The volitions of hi
h.is S al);dw;lilnle'}e cgillnteracted by those ::;
tions ar £ s will; and i i
sl :d 1:;51:1]); str?ngthenec’i by tl:e:ﬂz‘;ﬂ i
Ly W:;kdly environment. Thisis thzcer Oi
force of a sufficient ness; and he needs not onlgteha
S e S B Him e
Shison i it a‘;} efficient grace that does detere
Femptati()ns en‘foréed bhen,‘ therefore, he yields to th -
is because he has Y this gigantic cambination .z
overcome them (‘3105 I?een .determined by gra-c.g’tlo
mitted him to be i od, n his sovereignty, has
through Sufﬁcientn;a state in which he 0110'}1]t to h.fer-
grace, especiall grace, elected to use t]ie mea vef,'
determining strg; Prayer for more strength th'nts'o
to ehastise;?lent f]gth’ but has rendered hims:e]flzf blls’
his unrenewed nZ: complying with the volitio:; f?
means—a result wl Pl a{1d neglecting to use th i
i .11ch his consci i
Fougtlltlhave Miho) ousness attests that
rth
between bziie?e 5}1-bmit. in evidence the diff
Seriptures Provf 5 1n respect to growth in ra; ere’l?lc'e
in grace: “Bnte i .be a fact that believgrs de. - 5
of our Lord and gSron In grace, and in the kno?vig;iow
s inquire, Whetalmcm:r.JesuS Christ.”” We will nﬁ
itself, or in the h 11er th]s-gro“’th be in divine racé
products of that oly habits which, as the arg th
doubt, hoth are tgrace, are denominated éce ! N i
the latter is true rue. . There can be no qlﬁzstio;x th ﬂ;
;bserved that w};ilellv].?::-e]?:rd dto the fotmenyleSs l?e
race is s J ve deni ini
mate el}e:;; (;I;'tlble of degrees, foﬁi’diih?st :Ilftermmmg
grace, the same denial ha::;ﬂsbﬂel;:
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made of grace. On the contrary, it has been admit-
ted that sufficient grace may change into determining,
that is, that grace may Ppass from the condition of
sufficient and become determining. The principle in
both is the same. Generically considered they are
both grace, but sufficient and determining grace are
specifically different manifestations of grace. We
cannot see, therefore, the impropriety of holding that
believers grow in the possession of grace itself, in the
sense of being more and more determined by grace.
But that question aside, the fact is now signalized
that there is a difference a8 to growth in grace
between different believers. This is proved by a
boundless induction of particular instauces. The

general'ization cannot be

T'wo individuals may,
at the same time, may POSSess
abilities, may have similar cons
ments, may be characterized by ne
lution of will, may have received the
family education, and may be environed by kindred

circumstances and opportunities-—-in a word, start
qual or at Jeast simi~

on their Christian course upon €
lar conditions. ‘The supposition cannot, except cap
gant; for in so vast a

tiously, be regarded as extrava :
parallelisms must be

number of individual cases such :
One of these persons develops 1to

allowed to occut.

a consecrated saint in spirit and life; the other re-
mains, in both respects, stunted and dwarfed. How
is this immense disproportion with referen %
in grace to be accounted for, upott the supposition

that grace is always determining, and that there are
hich it pleases d, in some meastire,

no instances in W

refused.

in early life, be converted
about equal intellectual
titutional tempera-
arly the same 1680
same or like
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It
may be urged, that the developed believer has

bee i

lna; g:tiiﬁl;nec; to normal growth in grace. “That
some extent .inf it bee1} _COIlCeded that God, to
of his people’ Ilzses determining grace into the souls
say, “No t}']e }may, 1"lOWGV_er, be true in part. To
mination » is tc:ngle result is due to divine deter-
is, Wheth,el' even °g the question, for the question
upon sufficient o ey not, in dependence
fortl the undetegm-ce' have, to a certain extent, put
in the faithful rmined elections of his renewed will
say, of prayer femployme.Ilt of the Means of Grace

supposed tiat 311' tetruodite grace. But let it bé
velaned beliorer s, Efowth in the case of this des
tion, What of th 1s wholly due to divine determina-
If grace is invari f—‘bfase o th.e undeveloped believer?
RIS s ii ty determining, never undetermin-
not been produced ek that the same effects have
one and the sa1en 1 this case as in the other? Does
Or is the divine d f) cause produce opposite results?
ing? If it be ree ;‘rlélmatlon sometimes undetermin-
the same effect 0111) fed that the same cause produces
tion are the same1 YIW]]en the conditions of its opera-
according to {1 er) a“fw.ver is that the conditions

further ;?s the dle A s ition, are the same. And,
conditions ? W:sfe-rmmn‘g. grace of God fettered by
sanctifying Saul ;‘t restrained from converting and
fitnished by ket of Tarsus, because the conditions

y his education were not only unfavorable,

but hosti AT
10stile; to Christianity? Was its operation re-

stricted t
training §a§UCh cases as that of Timothy, whose
i supplied conditions favorable to the
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gospel? Is it not obvious that determining grace
might, if God so willed, make of every believer an
entirely sanctified man, and, therefore, that, to the
extent to which sanctification is partial, believers are
undetermined by grace? It is only upon this sup-
position that the difference in the growth in grace of
different believers can be satisfactorily explained.
Fifthly, We appeal to the difference in regard to
the Final Rewards of believers, specially illustrated
in the Parable of the Pounds as contradistinguished
to the Parable of the Talents. It is not intended to
consider the full scope of the Parable, nor to indicate
all the points it embraces, but to emphasize the lesson
it conveys of the difference in the degrees of final
rewards, in proportion to the difference in the de-
grees of fidelity exhibited by Christ’s servants in the
In the Parable of the Talents, the ser-
fted, their fidelity is equal, and
In that of the Pounds, the
heir fidelity is unequal,

present state.
vants are differently gi
their reward is the same.
servants are similarly gifted, t
and their rewards are different. In the Parable of

the Pounds, not only is a lesson imparted common
nely, that fidelity will be

with that of the Talents, na
gloriously rewarded, but the speci?.l lessot, that
fidelity will be differently rewarded in proportion to
the different degrees in which it has been manifested.
Each of ten servants receives a pound. Each has a
gift similar to, if not identical with, that of every
other. All are started upon the same footing. It 13
unwarrantable to insist that the gift may be relatively

different : that the pound was one thing to one mail
! It is enough to say 11l

and another thing to another.
answer to that supposition, that when the Master de-
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signed .
tezchino‘fooftef::llift1 ? difference of gifts he made the
S act icit i ;
Fadonts explicit in the Parable of the
When the ti
ot S:rllszn(;ome;s for the administration of re-
i ; who from his :
gained ter 2 1is one pound
for tem. EI{R;;: warded with rule over ten Iz:ities—ltlea:
gained five poul ; nOthe.r reports that his pound has
five for five r; s, he is made ruler over five cities—
et o .r he. lesson _is patent. Fidelity is re-
then is HO’\E‘ ;Polﬂ';lcm~ to its degree. The question
ity 4 ’be accout 1txs difference in the degrees of fidel-
sulficient grace n i? for? Every believer possesses
amount of (‘1‘ete.rmi11.every one had also the same
hibit the lng grace, ever
§ : y one would ex-
quently, reg‘eni]vee ?;ir: e of fidelity, and would, con?’:;-
: 1% ame reward . i
irresistibl . rd. If the infe
grace, thee’cotli‘calt 3:11 are not equally determ?xrligceb];
extent, believer;zwnl 1; also inevitable His SR
S !’eettoth a5\l ie o
cising t ; e responsibil -
wills, inhetl:;ndete?n“md oltutions ok thelitryrzi:\}:zl
) employm
Unfaithf yment of the Means
insufﬁCiel:lltneiS g be excused upon thcéf P?;:(ff:
that he Wasg gge, adnd if the delinquent should urge
order to be faitlpf‘? n] ent upon determining grace i
determining gr iful, the reply may be returned that
P eg 1\Zce may have been obtained by a faith-
he was compet eans of Grace. To that use of meaus
grace, and if hintlthrough the motions of sufficient
motions of sin he e-Cted fo .COlupIy with the counter
faithfulness, ,If e 1s held justly responsible for un-
mined believers tgrac:e equally, and always, deter-
would be diﬂicultq Hie use of the Means of érace it
if not impossible to see how _/?zt}ze;{jf
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]ustfeaz, in dispensing rewards in God’s kingdom and
fa}mlly, could differently recompense believers viewed
either as subjects of his kingdom or children of his
house. 'I'he reward of all would be the same.

To the position in favor of which the foregoing
argiiment has been presented, an objection has been
oﬂ"ere.d, which we proceed to consider.

I.t is objected, that it ascribes merit to the believer.
If, it may be said, certain elections of his will are un-
dt.atermined by divine grace, they are determined by
himself, and to that extent he is conceived as acting
meritoriously. The objection is superficial.

(1) In the strict sexse, merit can be affirmed of no
creature.! By the very conditions of his being, he is
absolutely bound to love and serve God with all his
he.art and soul and mind and strength. Could he do
this, could he perfectly obey the divine law, he would
be still *“an unprofitable servant’—that is; an unme-

He could, strictly speaking, de-
s hands; for what has he, that
wed his very nature to God,
owments.
ly indebted to God for his
s newly created

ritorious servant.
serve nothing at God’
he did not receive? Heo
with all its powers and end

(2) The believer is not o

s created, but for his nature a
His renewed nature, as the organ of

duced by grace. Whatever
it may form springs from
tly, is excluded from all its

nature a
in Christ Jests.
obedience, is itself pro
holy volition, therefore,
grace. Merit, consequeil

operations.
ms to be grounded in the

(3) The objection se€
when Merit is nsed as synony-

1 Especially is this seen to be true
mous with Supererogation—-the desert of extra reward fo!
performances.
30
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SUppositio.n that if any of the believer’s volitions are
%zdeter mined by grace, they are altogether wnin-
dez::f:fi‘i i:.’)ly glélcf: ; that if not irresistibly caused by
i artgfe ciency, they are caused by his natural
they: ze)IZre C:’mdgrace- -But, in the first place, if
S b n(:lse by f-htﬂr' mere natural wills, they
ikar e gl 1possﬂ)}f: mer;t;. for, as has been stated,
Bt s e Tios et IGodie il
Akt ﬁ’e o t_Can a sinful creature. In the second
ﬁcien,t e dstmct}o-n is lost sight of between suf-
B Ee ermining grace. ‘The believer is saved
energy of" hi ven his faith is due to grace. Every
Thet;eason 1_55 f;flfewed nature is grounded in grace.
il plain. Not only is he indebted for his
ki Simleifa;e as a favorable disposition of God
STy e ut to grace as a dynamic principle
e a%d i 1s soul, a law of life qualifying every
beino',’ Thi:\ery I?roduct of power, of his renewed
35 an by -1()rr'111c1p1e enables him to do every holy
thi; Ty riginate every holy volition. But while
e ,h glrace does not always determine him to
tions. Natu:aér ?’i’ts,'and o o eptonl i
motion, but it d tfe is the reason of every natural
i o’f i 4ace not detegnine the character, the
coulci P )lfkpartlcular motion. Without it a man
R alk or run, but it does not of itself de-
il o m:r.:of walk. or run. Now as a man could
i or it1 l(_Or a llVl}‘lg motion, although his will
Eid spri“’ (;‘r the S]}ll!:)]e reason that the ability
Bk colﬁz rom a divinely bestowed life without
idheitian T}?t move; no more could a believer
ol i self any merit for a spiritually living
, although determined by his renewed will,

_ to enter into a compact wit
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for the reason that his very ability to move spiritually
is conferred alone by divine grace. For his salvation
with all that it involves, for every saving influence
exerted upon his soul, for every spiritual thought,
emotion and act, he will forever ascribe the un-
divided praise to free and sovereign grace.

But while this is not only cheerfully confessed but
strenwously maintained; while the believer intrinsi-
cally considered, that is, considered as he is in himself
a sinner, is guilty, worthless and powerless to all
spiritual good; still a just view of the teachings of
the Scriptures reveals a sense, a relative and sub-
ordinate sense, in which he is, by the arrangement
of a gracious, divine covenant, permitted to deserve
reward. What is that sense? In the endeavor to
answer that question, it will be necessary to consider
the relations of man to God, in the several estates i1l
which man has existed under moral government.

First, How was it with man in his estate of inno-
cence? We have already seen that, from the nature
of the case, had Adam been placed simply under the
regiment of absolute, unmodified law, he could never
have merited any reward of obedience. Much le.ss
could he have merited the reward of etgrnal, that is,
confirmed, uncontingent, indefectil?le life. ~ But, 1t
pleased God to superadd to the requirements of naked
law the form of a covenant, which serl

ously modified
the essential principles 0

f mere moral government,
i is divine
an’s relation to that gove_rment. His div
y and gracio

usly condescended
t Adam, in which he l'im-
ited Adam’s time of trial or probation, and promised
to him justification as the reward of perfect, tempor-

and m
Maker and Ruler freel
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ary obedience. T'wo things followed from this federal
constitution: that God by this free act of condescer-
sion, this gracious compact, from which he might
have abstained, placed himself—to speak reverently—
under obligation to his own honor and faithfulness to
bestow the reward upon Adam in case he fulfilled the
stipulated condition; and that as God, although he
gave sufficient grace, ample ability, to Adam to pro-
duce the required obedience, did not infuse into him
determining grace efficiently causing him to render
it, Adam was left to the undetermined elections of
his will in developing the principles of holiness with
which he was endowed into a character of holiness.
Had he done this, for a specified time, he would in
accordance with the stipulations of the covenant have
been entitled, upon the principle of distributive jus-
tice, to the promised reward of justification—of the
possession of God’s inalienable favor. Such merit, in
this relative, limited, subordinate sense, was po siblé
to man in his estate of innocence, It would have
been a merit not springing from nature as created,
nor grounded originally in justice, but made possible
by condescending grace.

Secondly, How is it with man in his fallen, unre-
generate estate? ‘T'his question mneeds no elaborate
answer. Having, by his own fault, lapsed from the
covenant relation to God, by which alone merit in
any sense was rendered possible, man reverted to his
concreated relation to absolute, unmodified law. As
an innocent creature and subject, in that relation, he
could have merited no reward. Of course, it became
palpably impossible to him to merit reward as a trans-
gressor of law. His only desert is that of punishment.
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He is an heir of wrath. *The wrath f’f God :is re:
vealed from heaven against all ungodliness and un

i men,”’

ng';‘lltleifgls; esfigfv is it with man in his rege(rilfer?.te
estate ? I-’Iere there is care need?d., and th'e.t ;?tix:
assistance is invoked in the exposmor'l. I_flgrihe i
lumination, pour light upon the case! a;. b
Adam stood in integrity durmg thfa t111111e 0 ;:1 it
allotted to him and his seed in hm_}, ngbedience

consciously merited, by his own 511]‘)JECt;¥eand themf
the reward of justification for himse e
There is a sense in which they \:VOL;}d, as gl
nents, have merited the reward in him. L e
have deserved it federally,. legally, ;ﬁfof i
for what, before the law, is predica e
sentative, is predicable of the repre

i sed upon
are justified in pursumng an amalog‘y&b;ise : mpust
the representative principle, thedsamand S
be taken of Christ, the second Adam,

; dered legally
n hio heltREpRRAE i ;0115 lc,]ifirsiiﬁca?iom
i he reward 0O i
rally, merited th ‘ il
s ﬁideb Y},xis conscious obedience to ?he]ations
o 'le )i:cordance with covenant stl-P“B tthi;
in a ; : e
lli‘:r,ited that reward for hu(xllself talcliisitf;ntlo it
. do not desig s
s said by the way, for Ve ve meriting,
::?1?: 1rde':lajt’rion, the question of 7627 “g”:;ﬁu i
but of conscious meriting. Wi quien which the re-
now is, whethet there na Sml‘:"3 conscious obedi-
genera,te and believing matl, by his
ence, merits (or deserves) any

thing at God’s h;ntd.thjs
ident tha
In the first place, it 18 perfectly eviden

. } ‘



470  The Will in its Theological Relations. [Pr. IL

-concerned, looking to the attainment of justification
and consequent salvation. By covenant arrangement
God the Father promised to the Son, as the Repre-
sentative and Substitute of his elect people, the re-
ward of justification for himself and them upon the
condition of his fulfilment of the whole law, both in
its precept and its penalty. ‘T'his condition the In-
carnate Son perfectly, in every jot and tittle, per-
formed. Let this be granted, and it is transparently
clear that his substituted obedience could not be their
conscious, subjective obedience,
dience was entirely Christ’s, not at all that of his
people. Consequently, the whole merit, in this sense,
belonged to him, not one whit of it to them. Con-
sidered not as in Christ, but as in themselves, they
have no merit but that of damnation.?

In the second place, in the further consideration of
the question before us, let us steadily bear in mind
certain indispensable presuppositions. It must not
for a moment be overlooked that the believer in abso-
lutely no sense consciously merits salvation, Christ
alone merited salvation for him ; and having been
merited by Christ, it is conferred as a pure gratuity
upon the believer. Tt is a common quantity to all

1Up to this point, we have but developed suggestions which we
remember to have heard from that great theologian and preacher,
Dr. Thornwell. And in recalling them, we have been confirmed
by the clearer recollection of an able brother in the ministry, the
Rev. Dr. Edmunds, of Sumter, S. C., who was a pupil at College
of Dr. Thornwell, and attended upon his stated ministrations.
But here the recollection of his views upon this difficult subject
stops. We venture to go on a step further, and inquire whether
there be not, in accordance with the arrangements of the Covenant

of Grace, a relative, limited and subordinate sense, in which merit
may be predicated of believers, |

The conscioiis obe-
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d the
believers—precisely the same to the I;O::e:;in i
least developed saint. There are no ea_t  thief
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unfaithfu-luess in the discharge of their several duties
'I.‘he. one is retributive and, in regard to finally mlbe.-
11ev131g men, penal; the other is purely disciplina
an% is exercised towards the house of God i
tionhizs:aﬁlel;%s tT:Lemg kept distil}ctly in mind, atten-
R O the express teaching of the Scriptures
e are tewardefi for their fidelity, and re-
in prfi)port.lon to its degree. The following
;)asf)ages are cited in proof: Rev. xxii. 12: *‘Behold
ever;nin gzlc;lzly;dzfnd my rv:eward is with me, to give,:
gy “Andcotxil ing as his work shall be.” Rev.
el .which ¢ dfead were judged out of those
theifwork ”were written in the books, according to
bty theS" g 2 Cor v. 10: *“For we must all appear
R s é]uﬂgmen-bseat of Christ; that every one
iy E}e things done in his body, according
i ? 1 donf:‘, whether it be good or bad.”
s wate're,th 4, 15: ‘““Now he that planteth and he
e ;re ome : and every man shall receive
i maln’Swar lz;lccm:dmg to his own labor. . . . If
i Sha‘i;rlor a.bxde which he hath built there-
shall,be . dl“ecelve a reward. If any man’s work
P rnedt he shall suffer loss: but he himself
sy nota:;aiy y;t sc} as by fire.”” Heb. x. 35:
1erefor i
hath great recompense of reewa}:gff’ C(;]sﬁ(}f:;:cxei’ :?31—]—1?

e
1 that my people had hearkened unto thee, and .

Israel ced s
sub(;uega(tih:;alkw 1 my ways | I should soon have
i adversa;i:n?:mes, and turned my hand against
: s ete. Py : " 2
child ) - Ixxxix. 30-33: “If his
1ne;1t;€:niffc;1§ake my law, and walk not in my judg-
; ¢y break my statutes, and keep not my

command ¢ : ¢
ments ; then will I visit their transgressions
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.with the rod, and theit iniquity with stripes. Nev-
ertheless my loving-kindness will I not utterly take
from him, nor suffer my faithfulness to fail.” Isa.
xlviii. 18: “O that thou hadst hearkened to my
commandments! then had thy peace been as a Tiver,
and thy righteousness as the waves of the sea.”’ Lk
xix. 13-19: Parable of the Pounds. Matt. Xx. 23:
¢ But to sit on my right hand and on my left, is not
mine to give, but it shall be given to them for }vhom

it is prepared of my Father.” Other testimonies of

like character might be adduced, but th.ese are suffi-
cient to establish the doctrine that believers are re-
warded for their fidelity, as believers, as .well as

rebuked and chastised in this 1ife} .and assigned a

lower place in glory, for the want of it.

Nov&?, rewar(i, and merit are correlat.we. Supp.o]se
the one, you suppose the other. Asguiltand Pumsg
ment are relative to each other, so aré well-d?mg .smt
reward. As pu‘nishmeut pre-supposes the ill- es§r

il-doi ard pre-supposes the

consequent upon evil-doing, reward P R
desert resulting from good conduct. The.beli

i1 and then he de-
in God's house may be evil, an s
iy ment at the hands of fatherly justice;

and then he is worthy of reward it
the same hands. In the first case,h h?l E:r?;; si?n’;
through the mexcy of his Father, and the 1;6 sk
of his High Priest, he may not, expet;fn a1
ment; in the second, he will 1nev1tady it
ward., The Covenant of Grace or Re :mé)h i ;
so to speak, two faces. The one Ioo];s -g o
Federal Head and Representative, Who !

with the principle of rectoral and retrib:xt.i\n(a1 th;srt:;:;
which to him becam€ penal, strictly merite

serves chastise
or it may be good,
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people as his consti 3
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- : - God, in Christ :
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ek y believer has sufficient or of I_Jehevers.
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o reach it. God, by hi e his own fault if he fail
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torious ri » 0¥ grace, Christ, b i :
s nrl(,‘%:teousness, make it’ possibl’e I{)rhl;men—
. hicrl’l & repenn:lence upon the Holy Spirit, to d i
'I‘Tlis is gnote t(l)1f glory as the reward of llis’ﬁgelietserve
Sttt ithe ue preposterous doctrine of the Arli:i
P il Inregenerate sinner may, by co-o et
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e it fheleratlon; for that is the c;rder iJns lh'ca};
the case, no Sl?;f%ci;n:?re can be, from the nat:;el(;f
nt grace t :
not conferr : & o the sinner :
i ;Sdbixfe .upon him in rt‘generat?::"xmh]}?.lai
and has beeﬁjUsg{;;ggmgmtEd’ has belisvedds éhrisli
that he is r adopted, the Scriptur !
; : 1
charge of eve;do“{)ec.l w1‘th sufficient gracel}oz‘lilslzegfr}z
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and secure for them sufficient
hich, one having been Tegenet=
in baptism may work out

second probation,
grace, by the aid of w

ated and initially justified
a conscious righteousness of his own on the ground

of which he may merit complete justification before
God. His doctrine subordinates the glorious right-
eousness of Christ to the sinner's works, makes the
grace of the Holy Ghost a mere handmaid to the sin-
ner's sovereign will, and suspends salvation upon the
sinner’s merit. It is the wretched legalism of the

Pharisge.

In the last place, let it be observed in relation to

this point, that the Scriptures, i declaring that the
believer may, in a relative, restrained, subordinate
sense, deserve the reward of fidelity, afford no rooin
for self-glorification or boasting on his part. For this
there are two conclusive reasons. The first is, tha}t
salvation, heaven, glory, have been purc-hast.ad for ‘Fns
Church by the sole merit of Christ, making it possible
Jor all its members to attain toa high df&gre'e of glory,
though some will not. 'The exalted station 111 heaven,
the high degree of glory, which may be awarded to
the fidelity of some, will not be som?thmg adfied to
the heaven and glory woi by (::hrlf};. 1It ;ml;r;l:é
' Christ plus the gloT e
be the glory purchased by Plory i

by some believers. But the one g : i
Saviour for believers, 50 as to be attainable by all

will be susceptible of different degrees of ufamfes.ta-
tion—each and all of these degrees of manifestation
being within the purchased glory, none added Ito 1tc.1
The salvation from guilt and pums.hment pure 1a;f.f-
by Christ for his Church is. susceptible of ;:1.111)( w;
ferent degrees of manifestation here on earth; SO
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be hereafter
the glory of th
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Sy € special manifestations of that
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the sin. N ol\if Ugregewed will has elected tyo %:;:;e t'(:
was pending a’ndur}lng .the time that the tem ’catl'm
he not with his the sin not yet committed Pmi:l)‘;
Ry renewed will have elected t’O reb'lt
If he could not‘ igdwto plerform the contrary dus;sp
commissior FORE AR BRUL i to e i '
iy andl sinthe sin, and would not ﬁ:aﬁzﬁzbfe
supposi tion, S Sequeu.t]y, not to chastisement ’i‘l .
e il s}: ]:zie rejected. If he could l't' is ée
: ad-
i bt ad sufficient or doie
ath grace to ha
ihie eve:ft pr;):édand to have done his dutyvealz(lezslteld
He was free to that he had not determin’ing rellfel
through his unr comply or resist—free to cfm ].
his renewed wi-lfuewed will, free to resist throupljlf
s . Had he freely elected the 1 tg
grace ; for !t 1e election would have b e;i e
i
by regzeuerati‘::ould have been made bya V;elilrer:l:e t:i)
2 grace, and strengthened by suﬁicz‘:&t
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The conclusion, therefore, is that every act
of holy obedience performed by the believer is due
t.?ither to determining or to sufficient grace—the whole
is due to grace. It follows that self-glorification and
boasting on his part are utterly excluded.

The key to the whole difficulty is to be found in the
co-existence of the opposite principles of holiness and
sin, of grace and lust, in the believer on earth. Had
he no sin, he would, like the glorified saints, be always
determined to holiness. #T'he presence of sin in him
accounts for those free elections, which ground the
possibility of rewards, to be conferred by the fatherly
justice of God upon the members of his family, and
differing according to the different measures of their

fidelity.

The practical importance of
thus been, to some extent, €Xpo
It justifies the urgen
ful use of the mea
believers to the di

grace.

the subject which has
unded, canfiot be over-
t exhortations of the
ns of grace, power-
scharge of their
olemn warning against their
ho duly reflects upon it can-
igence as to the employment
der the plea that he is wait-
of grace. While in that
to wait for the determina-

ave to wait eternally for

estimated.
pulpit to a faith
fully stimulates
duties, and furnishes a s
neglect. The believer W
not rest in a careless negl
of the means of grace, ui
ing for the determinations
condition, he will 1ot have
tions of sin, But he will

the highest rewards of fidelity. ' j
It may be urged asa difficulty in the views which

have been presented, that in those instances in which
believers have been determined by grace to the per-
formance of specific duties, 1o re':ward appears t; be
experienced; and that reward 18 confined to those
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ing to that Joy a degree of gl
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CHAPTER IIL

frmation of the will in
state does not materially
been chiefly discussed in

Jl-nigh universal agree-
gs need to

As the subject of the con
holiness in man’s Glorified E
affect the question which has
these pages, and as there is we

ment with reference to i only a few thin
be said in regard to it. We briefly indicate the ele-

ments which will enter into the will of the glorified
saint, will render it complete, and so establish the se-
curity of his standing as to place him forever beyond

the contingency of falling into sin.
of the principle of sin.

1. The perfect removal .
The positive development of the principle of holiness
not to be expected, since the

to a perfect degree is

standard contemplated, being the infinite holiness of
God, will necessitate and invite an everlasting effort.
The greater the degree of holiness attained, the
greater will be the perception of the boundless degrees
still to be compassed. But, negatively, the cm}dmc-m
of the saint will be perfect: the principle of sif will
be perfectly and forever extracted from his soul.
There can then be 10 possible division of his v.n_ll.

2. The complete destruction of the mutability of
the will. It has been already evinced that the effect of
a sinner’'s union to Christ as his Federal Hea_d and
Representative is to render his will, as l?elongillgﬁ t(cl)
his regenerate nature, ilnmutable. Being justine

and adopted, he must, in that relation, be cou‘ﬁrm.v.;]d
in holiness. But sin still remaining 11 him, his will,
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