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OU fay, the fourth Difference that I made between 
_ the Covenant of Grace, and that which the ^̂ enjj 

e7tred into with tlicir feed,was in rcfpea of the Subjef)-, 
thereof; the Subjedls of the one are the Natural feetj 
the fubjefts of the other are the Spiritual, fuch as are 
truly regenerate and holy. This defcription o{Abrah{i*n\ 
feed, you fay, I deny to be mine, and you grant i t ^gj . 
not^ i t was your own, and that it's agreeable with the 
Scripture, for the regenerate only are true members of 
Chrif t , and that do imitate in Eaith and Obe 
dience, and they only that are Chrills, and Wali-il^ 
thefleps of j^brabauPs faith, are properly ^brahamhChil-
dren, 4. 12- Gal.^.ig. 

Reply. I f fuch only are Ahrahetrn's Seed, and related 
to Chrif t , that are truly regenerate and holy, then fuch 
only are the Subjeds of the New Covenant j He fai^l 
7tot of. feeds^ as of many. Gal. 3. x5. and you may obfcrvg 
that the Text you quoted, Rom.^.\i. excludes a paft 
of the natural feed; He is the Father of ciramcifion, 
ihcm that are mt only of the CircHmcifion, hut dlfo walk i f . 
theflcfsofthefaith ofjlhraham, whichhehad being yet un 
0rcunmfed, Why have you endeavoured all alone 
prove that the natural feed, confidtred as fuch, had an 
interell in the Covenant of Grace, when they were 
iiot properly Abraham feed? they were properly hj , 
feed according to theflcfii, but i tfhould feem they were 
no t fo according to the Tenor of the Covenant of Grace. 
and why do you endeavour to bring in the Children of'' 
Believers, conlidcred as fuch, that are neither his iJ 
tural feed, nor yet his fpi r i tual , that are not reallj 
feg<;ncratc and holy ? for the Covenant of Grace take 
in no, m'oi ? but Abrahm and his Seed, CCB. 17. 7 r 1 
3. 1 6 , 2 9 . • ••' • • '' 
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Cff^'^^l^bt I deny thac the 'regenerate are the only per-
th ! are related to Chrilt ^ I have proved already 
nat the Elect were given unto Chrifl; before they were 

[^generated, Johm-^. 2. They were given unto Ghrift 
^tore Eternal Life was given to them by Chrilt \ he 
P/'ayed tor none but thofe that were given to him by 
the Father, and yet he prayed for them that ihould be-
™ as well as them that did believe ^ they were Chrift 's 
People before; they vvere a willing people Pfal. n o . 3. 
And Hire I am, Thapthofe th^tareChrijis, are Abrahams 

J^^d^ and heirs according to the'promife^ Union with Qhriffc 
Olay come under a Threefold Acceptation, Fcpderal, 
ACtuV, ^nd Reciprocal. In thelaft i\cccptation-.I grant 
J?̂ *.̂ h*-7 fiî e the regenerate oi\iy that, are related unto 
^ n n f t , bui in the two formei' Acceptations, all ..the 
t-lea ftandone.w.ith.hira. r . - j ..tr 
_ Seco«ii[{y, You fays.that the Scriptures that you brought 
to prove that the promifes of Pardon and Salvation are 
^ade. to the wicked, on 'condition ofjlepeut.ance and 
^ w n e f s o f Life, I anfwer thus, t|iat the Ptbiuifes &re 

/offered to all where: the Gofpel is preached, bun they 
^re m^de to none but the fpiricual fired. , . 

' Reply, Firfi, Trtst which is offered on Condition" be-
comes not mine t i l l tho Gondicibfl be performed, You 
% your felf, that jaltificatioais piomifed ouCondici-
P^Af Faith and: Obedience, but have no right t;) 
" t i l l we perform the Condlnorn ; fo then the making 
3 Promife on Condition, does not prove their Intereit m 
the Promife. You likdwife eoilfefs the Jem had the 
offer of the promife before th^y believed, but. had no 
^•^ual right to i t t i l l they believed, Ath 2- , 

Secondly^ When I denied that the Promife was made 
to more than the fpiri tual Seed, though i t was aNega-
tive, I proved i t , G^!/. 3. i 5 . , 
. 'P'*'^, You fay, i f the Promifes be •offered to them, 

they iq«lt fome way belone; to them. , 
L 4 ^'^^y' 



Reply. Yon Jhould have proved what you firft 
(iown,if you would have done any thing; that isjthatthe 
Promifes arc made to wicked Men, bat this you can't • 
and I know not how the Promifc belongs to .thetn o ' 
therwilc than in the tender thereof: And can yon fay ' 
wicked Men, that they have sn mterefl m theProtujf 
tliat never received i t , meerly becaufe they have thcotl 
fer of i t ? , ^ , L a-

Secondhy You fay, i f the BlelTings be offered to ma 
ny and not really intended to be given to thern, what-
is that but plain deluding the.n, under the pretence of 
kindnefs? And fuch dealing is mconfiftent with the isj-g 
cure and Perfedions of God. 

Reply. Firfi, That to delude Men under the pretenr 
of kindnefs is inconfiftent with the Nature o f God T 
grant, but that here is any fuch Delufion is denied. ' 

Secondly, God offers nothing in the Promife, but jp 
thofe to whom its offered will receive i t , they (hall hav 
ic ; i f they will not, the fault is their own, and th^ 
43vil of rejefting i t wil l one day be charged upon theia 
yet many that have the offer go without the BlefTing. ^ 

Thtrdly, Yon fay, that what follows I made no Renl 
to, becaiife there was no Scripture proof to i t , which"' 
an ta!iie way of anfwering the mofl folid Reafon. 

Reply. I have reviewed what I then palb over witho c 
Reply, and I find nothing of Argument in i t - ther' 

;ire forac irnpcrtioent Similes of a Wife in Covena ^ 
wicij her Husband, and of a Servant with his Mafte"^ 
ihougb both unfaithful, but- what are thefe Similes 
shofe that were never in Covenant ? You do but be? th 
Qiiefbion to, fay, that all that make a Profeflion of ri 
true Faith arc in the Covenantj though they (jo 
walk anfwerable thereunto. . ^ ^ 

Fomhly, You fay, that Text, Rom. 9. which I broup^^ 
to prove, that all the Seed of Abraham had not an J 
veft ia Che Co\re.aan£ of Grace, fliewsthey were fuch'^o^ 
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p4IIf^^i!- '^^j^'^^d Ghrift , and hardned their Hearts a-
fon L,K ^^P^y ^^''^ vou fay, is, that the Rea-
nn In! y i ^ ^ y was becaule tjicy had 
no intereft in the Promife ? 

I think the Anfwer pertinent enough, and that 
uerc IS ground for i t in the Text , vcrji 6. it cannot 

"e, i hat the Word of God fljOHld have takm none effta^ bat 
« <ire mt Ijracl that arc of Ifrael: That was tiie Rea-

xoii why they went without the Benefit of the Promife, 
^ecaufe they had no intereft in i t j they are the Chil­
dren of the Proniife that are accounted for the Seed, 
«ot Che Children of the Flefli, 

|i Secondly, You fay, that when thofe 'fervs had rcjefled 
J J ' ^ ' continued obftinate in their iniquity, they 
! 1 had then no in Intereft in the Promife, nor were they 

the Children of God. . 
[ Reply, [ntereft in the Promife can't be loft j i f they 

Jj «ad no Intereft when they rejeded Chrill:, they had 
\K none before ; nor Relation to God by vertue of Intercft 
!.): '̂̂ ^ P'"o«iilc can't be loft : The Servant abidcthnot in 

' '«e Hoafe for evcr^ hm the Son abideth ever, 
i. Thirdly^ You fay, that whilf t the Gofpel was preach­

ed to them, and Grace offered, they had a pollibiiity to 
"5Ve believed in Chril t , and if they had believed, they 
Would have been received as Children. 

Reply. Firfij Here is a grant, that fome of thenatu-
J^l Seed that were under Gofpel means, were not the 
Children of God ; and grnnt this, and i t will neceffa-
"^ily follow, that they had no intereft in the Proraife-, for 
they are the Children df the Promife that are accounted 
tor the Seed. 

Secondly^ I deny, that barely the offer of Grace in the 
tpnder of thePromife puts Men into a capacity of be­
lieving- nothing fliort of the Principle or habicof Fairb, 
Which is infufed in a W o r k of Regeneration, renders 

Perfon capable of believing } there muft be a Princi­
ple 



i6<i 'Wmti) minUcm^, 
pic of Life, or there can't be an A£t o f Li fe , men arp, 
fpiritually Dead while in a natural State, Eph. x , 
the Underftanding dark, wholly deftitute of fpiritu', ' 
l ight , the W i l l non-compliant with the W i l l of Qod 
and without a Principle of Grace, by which the Under 
Handing is enlightened, and the W i l l reformed j i « ' 
impoffible for Men to do what God requires, grant^^ 
by your felf, ( P^i^ 31 , 3^-) 

Fourthly, YoU fay,' they had Grace and Means allo^ 
ed them, fofficient to enable them to believe, otherwife 
th»y bad not been bound to believe. 

Reply. Firfl, I affirm, that all are bound to believe 
where the Gcfpel come?, t John 5-25. Were not Mgjj 
bound to believe; where the Gofpel comes, they coulci 
not be charged for unbelief. 

Secondly, I deny, that all where the Gofpel comes 
have Grace allowed'them, fufficient to enable them to 
believe. We read of four forts of Grotind on which the 
Seed vvâ  cafl;, Af4^Ji}4^. there was but one of the 
four that had it's Nature changed, the other three re, 
mained the fame. High-way, Stony,and Thorny Ground' 
as they, were before; the good ground was antecedent! 
2y good to the receiving of the Seed, i t was imraediateJ 
3y prepared by the Spirit, 1 C»r. 2i The natural Ai^^ 
rcceivcth mt the things of the Spirit, nor can he-know them 

for they ar-e fpiritnally difcerned: He wantS a fpiricual Eye' 
fvhich. is always fuppofcd recefl'ary to behold a fpiritq * 
al Objedt: The carnal Mind is Enmity againft God, 
is not fubje^ to the Law t/f God, ?icither indeed can be, RQJJ, 
8. 7. To yoii its cjveti. to know the A4yftery of the Rir, ' 
dom of God, but to them it is not given. Mat.' 13, yf f 
thefe were i\Kjews, and fuch as had the Gofpel preach 
ed to them •, fo that now i t will be expefted that yon 
/hould prove whatyou fo boldly alfert, that thefe Jetp 
had Grace enough allowed them to repent and believe 
and how that can be done, while the contrary li^s f ' 
plain before you, I caonot lel l , p^j-^ 
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m u m mimuam. M 
J t h f S ' '^°",^'^y> that ic was their own fault that 
^1 not believe. - / . 

-"py Should believe, but vvas i t his abfolute W i l l > '\i 
/ had, who could have hindered that ? 

Jtl' 'i^'^^ht In that they would not believe, i t appear-
r f they could not ^ it's a fign their Wil ls were never 
jpo i Changed,and if fo,its granted by your felf that they could 
jjyt notbehcve, (^Page^z.) 

/ "^'-V' i t was a fign they were none of Chrill 's Peo-
5II ii P e, tor rt they had, they ihould have been a willing Peo-

pie ; Th People fiallbe nilling in the day of thy Power. 
^^'^<^"thly., Chrif t fpake and did many things C you 

# ,|f ]y ^"'^'^ tky might h faved^ but they would not come m-
/ j ^^'«' f fc-^f they might have Life,- lohn 5. 34, 40." ' '" 

j . - ' ^ W - ' Did he change their -Hearts, or did he not? 
FJ'JI '•̂ ^^y '^^"^'^ come to him j i f he d id , the^r 

^''onld not have remain'd unw^itling ; the change of the 
J]i '^eart is always followed with the aO;ftance ot the Spi-

u-*̂ ' caufingtowalk in God's Statutes, and to obferve 
V.^J «'s-Judgmcnt&.. 
ffi^y , You fay, that be told them that he was the 
^ ' Z f ^ ' ' ' ' ' ^ ' '̂ ^at he did many Miiacks among them 
i f f the Power-of God, which did lufficiently teftifie-

that he was fent by him, yet all this wrought no bciief 
A. l , J" them, all which did teftifie -that they were not thofc 

^¥y- All this I readily grant you^ afid I think I 
p i i ' t argue i t niore ftrongly than youJiave argued 
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for mc,arid the Text laft quoted makes againft yoQ. IJ 
believe iX>r, hecaiife ye are not my Sheep ̂  as I faid unto yQ„̂  '• 
My Sheep hear my f^oice, and they follow me : He did n Ĵ 
fay, ye are not ray Sheep, becaufe ye believe not-, M 
ye believe not, becaufe ye are not my Sheep; unbeliefls^,^ 'At 
t jihly the Confequence, i f not the Ef tcd of N o n - ; / | ( 
tion unto Jefus Chrift i Te bclteve not becaufe year, '^'l 'M 
my Sheep: I t was a certam fign, that they were none V 
Chrift'sSheep, their abiding in unbelief; had they been f J t>nrat ssiiccij, cnv.i ow.v...,fo... . — ...cy Deer, 
fome of Chr i f t^ Sheep, they Oiould have heard Chrift-
Voice, John \o.\6. 

Reply. This grant is as much as I defire, they jll ,, 
Abrahams Seed, and yet not the Children of the pJ^ ' f u 
niife, fo that the Promife then is d i f t i a d from th^t C '̂ Y 
venant into which the Natural Seed was taken ; a°T / j 
what is the Promiie here but the Covenant of Grace > 
Acd this is, as I faid at f i rf i ; , the ground why they (j j j 
not believe, becaufe they had no Interefl: in the di4 
m i f e , and that they had not an Intcrefl: in the Promir f / 
you have at laft confeft. AfJ 

Agaii!, you fay, I do farther urge, that God is faid tr. 4 
have loved Jacob, and to have hated Efau, and Qiiefti l\f 
on, how a Perfon can be hated of God, and yet a fuu" m 
jedt of his Love, and in the Covenant of his Grace? Xo i''' 
this you fay, 

eirfl. That when the Prophet fpeaks of Gods lovin* f'(< •' 
Jacob, and hating Efau, he intends i t of their Poftcritv 
Jl4al. I . 2j 3> 4- andfo Obadiah. "> f^f 

Reply. Whatever the Prophet intends, the Apoft] f/L 
fpeaks of the fame two individual Perfons, as apnea 
by the Coherence ; and the fame two individual Pg 
fons are mentioned by the Prophet: Was not Efau ^J' 
coys Brother ? Tet I loved Jacob^and hated Efan. That f 
Obadiah is impernitent, i t only mentions a JudHm 
threatned apainft the Edomites. ^ "̂ "̂ ^ 

Secondly, You fay, that a Man profeffing the true 
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^aith, may be within the Covenant of Grace, though 
vjod does not accept bisPerfon, nor approve his W o r k . 

Aff/ji. I f God does not accept his Perfon, he hath no 
•"terelt in Chrif t , for all that have an Intercft in him are 
accepted in that beloved, Eph.i.6. and if no Inrereft 
'1 Chrift, then no Intereft in the Covenant of Grace, 

3. >^,29. 
Thirdly^ You fay, there is a twofold Love in God, 

3 Love of P i ty , and a Love of Complacency : God Ic-
y^d us all with a Love of Picy -, Evtn whvn we weredead 
*" Trefpafcs and Sins:, Eph.2 .4 , 5. He Loves thofe 
^nly with a Love of Complacency who love him, 
John 14, 2 t . 

Reply. That there is a twofold Love in,God 1 granr j 
a Love to his own, and a Love to Strangers; the Lord 
loveth the Stranger, in that he giveth him Food and 
Haiment; that the Love of God is fo to be diftinguiftcd 
as ypu have ftated i r , I deny ; neither are the Scriptures 

• you bring, to be taken in the fenfe you give of thetn ; 
tnat in the Ephefians is not to be applied to atl^ but to a 
peculiar People, nor to be expounded barely of a Love 
of Pity, but of the good W i l l of God to his People. 
fj>y?. It's applied to a peculiar People, that are dif t inf l : 
from the W o r l d , as appears by the ;;recccding verfes v 
Ton hath he cjuichried, -who Wire dsad in Trefpajfes and. Sins., 
V>ho in timepafl walked according to the Conrfe of tbisWorld, 
'inmg vchomwc all had oitr Converfations in timepajt^ and 
^^re"hy-jsiatnre the Children of Wrath even as others: ( As 
thqy ftood related to the f i r i l Adtm they were feuten-
ced unto Wrath together with h i m , ) But Ood who is 
'^'•ch in. Mercy., for^'the gi-cat Love whtre:riih he loved 

Whemve were dead in Trefpiiffcs aiid Sins, hath qt'Jtkr 
^ed ns together with Chrifi : By Grace are ye favcd: I hJS 
« ^ to vvhom this Love is applied, arc d i f t i n i i from 
others. 

Secondly, I t appeixsby the E[Fs.a, that tbcy ^re » 
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peculiar'Peoplc, and that iJs not only a Love of D- f*̂ '' 
but the good WiU of God, or ithe Free Grace of ^ ' ^ ^ j / 
which was given to them in Chrifl Jefus before the w ' 
was. TUofe that were thus loved o f G o d were qui ^ '^ i^y 
together with Ghrifl;,TpkH they were dead in Trefp3^^^i IV 
Sins.Tiws quickening here is to be taken in Point of 7 '^"'^ '/!# 
ficati >n, for it's the fame with faving in the next v / / 
By Grace ye are faved: hi this fenfe is the Word t^u''^ > '̂V'' 
Coll. 13, 14- ^^^^-l ^'"<^kened yoti together with L-^'^ 
havin?^ forgiven yon all Stns, blotting out the hand wr' -"^ V 
&c. A Soul is then faid to be quickened when hiq M v * 
pardoned, and the bond that bound over to Wr-.., "'s l i 

Secondly, Tfiat Text in John fpeaks not oft l ie Wn. fy 
ing of Love, but o f the Manifeftation thereof- c'^' V ' 
Love to us doth not depend on our Love tohim '̂ '''•̂ îflS 
Love to God is but a Fruit of his Love to uj; w) /°^' Y 

•him, becaufe he firfi loved us, i John 4. 19. but'tho M " ' % 
nifeftationof hisloveto us, though i t be not an Eff t^" U 
yet IS It a conleqaent of our Love to him • / / f /̂T ^ ' i * ' 
vethmc ( f a i t h C h r i f t ) flmllbelovedof my Fa-her 'f 
mil love him, and mil maniftft my felf unto him • T l / i ' 
terClaufeis Explanatory of the former • And 
ther mil love him, and we will come unto him ' and ml ' 
abode rvtth turn. Aad the Lovcof Complacency thaf ^ 
fpeak of, IS not a Jove t h i t hath its bcginninR in J-^^' 
but is comprehended in the good W i l l of God ^u"? '̂ 
wris to his Pcople^ fromCceraity, Prov. 8. 3 i V''^''' 
delights were with 'the Sons of Men • When ? n/ /, 
the Mountains were brought forth, or ever thi 

the World was made. ^''^ ^mi 
Fourthly^ You fay, that as fof that t e x t , Gai , 

Thar. 
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That the Promifes that were made to him and his Seedf ' 
"oitoSecds., in the Plural, which might make a dilFerencc 
oetween ;yero and Gmile., but in the'Singular, which it 
V ' w / , conadtred as Head of a Family, as appears ia 
""^pe 14. and I Cor. 12. 13. fo thac all that are Members 

that Body whereof Chrilt is the Head, have fomc 
Jntereft in the Promifes ; for all that prcfefs Cbrift are 
externally in Chr i f t , John 15. <7. 

Firfl, 1 grant, the Promifcs were made to* 
Chrilt , as Head of a Body, and in him to all the Mem­
bers of that Body, that Myftical Body whereof Chrifl; 
;HheMyftical Head, this is that I sflerted at fitfti but 
he Qiieflion is. Who they are that are the Members o f 

•hat Body? Not all that make a Profeffion of Cbrift , as 
you would gather from i Cor. 11,11. there the Apoftle 
ipeaks, as he does elfewhcre, in the Judgment o f Cha-
; i ty , but here in the Judgment of Infall ibil i ty: To A* 
'^'^aham and his Seed were the Proinifes made : This is cer­
tain, none can deny i t . An infallible Maik or Charadter 
you have of the Members of this Body, njerfe 29. If yc 
^^Chrijis, then are ye Abrahams Seed: He doth not lay, 

ye profefs the true Faich,bnt i f ye be Chrift's } fo that 
fuchas were given to Chri f t by the Father, and only 
iucb, are the Members of this Body,to whom the Promi­
ses were niade. 

Secondly., You grant, that this Body is made up both 
of jfcir^and Gtrittles ; now'ihe Gentiles were r.ota profeC-
^"g People when the Promifes were firft made to then^, 
Rom. 4 . 1-,. / i^^yg „j(,de thee a Father of many Nations-^ 

i peaking of thofe things that were not KS i f they were : 
Thefe were all taken into Union with Chrif t , wbefi he 
took Q.fr Nature upon him, Efh. i . 10. the 2. 15,16. 

• '^^"^'^ be might make in himfelfof Twain one new Man, an4 
' >m he might reconcile both unto God in one Body by the Crofs : 
few and Gentile were never one body politick, therefore 

muft be one l y d y myftical j v\hich could be no other 
way 



way but by union wich bim who is the Myftical Hea \ 
and thus they were, when they were reconciled to Gr, \ 
by the Crofs, or by the Blood of thcGrofs; now thoS 
only, that are united to Chrift are that Body to whom 
the Promifes were made i they were maHf r« _^ :re made i they were made to no m 
than fhall enjoy the good and benefit o f them, RoJ'l^ 
16. It is by faith, that tt might be by G race, to the e»4 ti l 
the promife might be fare to all the feed: That in the 

'verfe, that you brought to prove that Chrift i^^' 
Head ofaprofeffing family, .s not to the pnrpofe • ^h^J 
fpeaksnot of the 6V«/./cys a Profefling People, but 5 
the Gemiles as redeemed by C h r i f l ; and the blefn-S 
oi'Abraham that is there faid to come upon them jo '^^ 
be undcrflood of all the pohcivc good of the Ne'.v p 
venant, Grace here, and Glory hereafter. 

Secondly, You lay, that all that profefs Jefus Chrln-
are externally in him, and fo have fome right to th 
promifes, , , , ^ 

Rtply. Firfi, I f by an External Intcrcft in Chrin 
you mean, that fuch as make a profcffion of Chrift are i 
the Judgment of Charity to be lookt on as having an \n 
tereft in Chr i f t , and confequently in the Promifes ^ 
grant i t ; but if this be not your meaning, when you fa 
they are externally in Chrift , then 1 know not what v ^ 
intend by i t . ^̂ ^̂  -y 

Secondly, I f they are not really what they prof r /f/^ 
themfeives to be, however they may be lookt on h 
others, they have no Intcreft in Ghrift , nor in the P 
mife?-, they make thcmfelves Hypocrites by their p^^" % 
fcifion, and fuch have no intercft in Chrift by bein? 
pocrites. ^ " y - f ) 

Thirdly, Though thofc that make a profeflion f f"V 
Faith .irc in the Judgment of Charity to be lookc 4̂'̂  
as having an Intcrcft in the promife, yet this lets n°'^ f'fi^' 
their Children iiHo the Judgment of Charity that Jl?^ r,/ 
no Profclfion. ' ^ '̂̂ tmake / 

Again, 

Ik 
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Abr h'^'^' '^^y' proved in your rarmer llr-iz 
thp;!?n'"" ^P'^'^tual Seed can'c certainly be knovpn b / 
in^r Profefiion and Gonverfion. 
PrnPcr' '^^^ we may not conclude, that every 

oreiior is a Member of that Body to which ibe Promt-
"lade. You grant in your Reply to CHI. 3.2,9. that 

t L p " 5 ipiricual feed only t:hat is there defcribed, and I 
' 7 ' t can't rationally be denicd,but that the feed in the 

thp D ^^^^ ^" the 16th. arc the fame, and fo 
Promifes are made to no more but the Spiritual Seed, 

kn " Sranr, the fpiritual feed can't certainly be 
^"3wn to any but themfelves: It's poffible that agraci-

Tu^^ cnay know himfclf to be one of that number, 
fe J f^^-y'Thcrc are none among the Gmiks that arc the 
^^^^^•f^raham^hwt fuch as are'his fpiri tual or his my H i -
ai^ccd, for that is i t that I intend by his fpiritual feed. 
. fourthly. There are none but the feed ot Abraham 

r l i ^^l ^^^^ ^"^jc'^s of this Covenant, whence I con-
r k - / i ' ' yoii can no farther look on apsrfonto bc:i 
lubjeCt of this Covenant, than you can look on him to 
»e,onc of the fpiri tuai Seed ; nor can you look on him to 
"Coneof thefpiritaal Seed farther than you can look 
on him to be a Believer, and fo rvalking in the Jleps of 
•"brahant's Faith. 

Again, You fay, that I ackuDwIcdge that fuch as t ru-
|y repent have an Intcrefl in the Covenant of Grace ^ and 
I'̂ emg 1 grant this, i t mufb needs follow thac they had * 
conditional right to the promife before thc;r Convci fjon. 

Reply. Firfl^ They h^d more than a Conditional Rtght 
Jo the Promife, they had an abfolute l ight , and ih^ir 
Gonverfion is a f ru i t of their Intereft: To ns,are given 
^/^•^t andprecious promifs, that by them we might be mads 
fart^k^crr of the Divine Mature^ z Pet. i .4. But what is ihis 
"̂o ihofc that never repent ? Such as do in time repent 
are the Subje(:iscf the New-Covenant, that's granted 5 
thcy that never repentjwcre never the Subjeilstbcreo!. 
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You Tay, ic fecms you were miftaken, when you 

thonghc 1 had lookt on the regenerate to be the only 
Subjeds of the Covenant of Grace, and that I do now 
cleclarc that they are the Elc f t , and only the Eiedi 
ihat I own to be the Subjects of that Covenant • and' 
having defcribcd the E lcd , I endeavoured to prove i t 
You fay, it's ftrange to you that I make a difference be­
tween the Eleft and the Regenerate, when you thought 
that according to my Principles I had held that the rege. 
rerate fhould never fall finally from Grace, and confe. 
quently that they were Elcdl. 

Eeply. I grant, that the regenerate are Elcf t , but all 
. the Elcit are not yet regenerate. 

Sccofidly, I grant, the Regenerate to be the SubjeOs 
of the Covenant of Grace,, but not the only Subjeds 
thereof, fo Chat my dif t inaion deferves nc Objeaion. 

•Secondly, I fiippofe by this time you are fatislied that 
i t is my Principle that the regenerate fhall not fall away 

Secui.dly, You fay, I feem to contradift my felf, when 
I fay, fhew nieaBelicver,and I will fhew you an Elefl 
Perfon,and yet conclude that the regenerate are not the 
only fubj^ds of this Covenant -, for i f all true.'Believers 
are the Eled, then all the regenerate are the Eledt, be-
caufe all the regenerate are Believers. 

Reply. 1 wonder how you came to think Icontrsdif l 
my l i l f , or that this fliould be fuch a Paradox to you 
That all true Believers a"re the Eled , is granted ; that 
all the Elc<a do yet believe, is denied 5 the reafon why I 
i;iid,fiiew me a true Believer,and I will fliew you an E k d 
Perfon,was, becaufe Faith is fo peculiarly the priviledge 
of God's Eled, that their Eledion may be argued from 
i t • They were thofe only that were ordained to eternal 
life that believed. Ads 13. 

Thirdly, You fay, there are as great Errors in my 
defcription of the Eled, and my endeavours to prove 
them the only Subjcds of the Covenant of Gr.ce. 

Reply, 
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^.^fpfy' I f they beno greater than the feeming contra-
i "iftions you charged me with> it's well enough. 

The firfl: Error you fay is this, that I tell you Men are 
i Jjot elefted upon aforefight of Holinefs, but that they 
J J. "̂ ^̂  he holy, Eph. x. 4. You fay, that there is a great 
J, difference between Eledlion to the end, and Eleition 

to the means: Election to the meatus is not of Works , 
",, out of him that calleth, for God affbrdeth us the means 

of Grace, that we flionUbe hofyj Uph. i. 4.. 
H , Rep^y- Here is not one yvord of the means of Grace, 
S' but of Grace i t felf j That we podd be holy, and without 
, kame before Jnm in love. I told you there were four 

t' things which lay in the very furface of the T e x t ; 
I ^M^i That this choice was o f particular petfons, Pad 

If and the Epheftans. Secondly^ That i t was made before the 
f foundation of the W o r l d . Thirdly, That i t was made 
iK in Chrift. And, Fourthly, I t was, that we fhould be 
y\ ^oly. Now Ihcw me ray Error in any one of thcfc 

four i f you can ; and from hence I concluded, that we 
were not chofen upon a forefight that we would be 
«oly, but that we Ihould be holy ^ and i f need were, I 

A could back i t with feveral Scriptures, but t i l l I have a 
i more pertinent aflfwer to this, I (hall ftand by the fame. 
^ Secondly., You fay, that Election to the End hatli 

fcfpef t to Faith and Holincfs as the Conditions, For Cd l 
^ffll hath from the beginning chofen lis to falvation through fan-
f ^ification of the Spirit,andbeliefof the Trnth, 2Thef. 2. t3. 
tt but i f God eleded Men abfolutely, without any conliJe-

ration of their Holinels,he might as well as beftow Saka-
^jj tion on them without Holinefs, becaufe the aftual giving 
f of Salvation is no morereftrained than the wil l ingof i t . 

J[ Reply. Do you now deal fairly with mc^ in that you 
/ feem to intimate, that I have afferted Elet'tion to Sal va^ 

tion,without any confideration of Holinefs as the means . 
i'; You do not fay that it's fo laid down by me 5 but i f yo"̂  

Would not have i t to be fo taken by the Reader^ why 
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Iiave you phrafed i t fo dubioufly ? I gave youa defcrip, 
vi;)u ofcheEled, what was the reafon you did notfaiHy 
recite i t , but keep i t dormant as i t were ? was i t not that 
you might have the greater Advantage upon me to ex-
pole tny Prirciples to reproach ? but feeing you have 
dealt fo unfairly vdth me, i fliallbriefly recite it my felf. 
The Defcription that i t gave you is as followeth, It*s a" 
c hoice that God hath made in Chrift , before the foun­
dation of the W o r l d , of a peculiar people to Salvati. 
on as the End,,'and to Sandlifi-cation as the Means. Here 
is no inch thing asEIeftion to the "end, without any con. 
lideration ofthe means, I put both the means and the 
erd in one decree ; That m jhould beholy, and that we 
mould be happy, and both were proved a Thef. z.i^. 
f-h r. 4. but where you wil l find a Text to prove 
that EUaion to the end hath rcfpcdt to Faith and Ho-
linefs condhions forcfcen, I know not, nor. is there 
any fuch thing as a conditional Eledion to be found i i 
the Word. The Decree o f God is abfolute, in which 
I here is both the end and the nfeans, the means arc as ab-
folutelv decreed £S the end, and the Sabjcih fliall in 
lime enj )y borh. _ 

My.Se or.d Error you fay is this, that I make God's 
ckd ing Men to be antecedent tohisforeknowledge-,this 
yon fay is diredly contrary to Rom. ^.29. Whom he 
did foreknow he alfo did predejUmte: Here Predeftination 
is fubfeqiient to Foreknowledge, and depends upon it^ 
snd i f Eledion follows God's prefcience of Faith, or his 
forcacknowledging us for his, then Faith in order of 
nature is before Elctiion, becaufe every objed doth pre­
cede the ad convcrfant about i t . 

Reply. How will you make good your charge againfl; 
rachere? where 1 have aflTerted Eledion antecedent to 
the foreknowledge of God, I faid indeed that' God 
did choofc us, not upon a forcfight that we would be ho-
I7 ; now 1 fuppofe there is a vaft difference between that 

f9rc-
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w o u K / " ' " - ' " ^ ^^'-^ ^°''^%hc o f vvh.t 
by ^Fi/r.: n""*-'' ^ ' ' ^ ^ "̂ 's Annotations, ciicd 
' ' K A - ' V '̂ ^̂ ^ ^ '̂̂ ^ '̂ '̂ e word is not Th-, c 
2 o r ] ^ r'^^'^r' "̂"̂  acknowledged before, z Tim. 
mt r(i , kmxteth who are his : The Lord ha h 

cajt away hs people whom he fo^^mv, Rom. 11. 2. 
y pxelcience here we are not to'underftard fimrly 

•Z ^°'^^'^»o*!ledge of God, but his foreacKnowledg-
Learn..i7^ ^ ^""''^^^S^ with approbation. The 
"an ^."^-^^sWreads i t , " Whom God hath forc^ 
,^dpproved and acknowledged to be his,according to the 
u °^ "̂ "̂̂  Gofpel; whom he knew as a Shepherd 
tt ? " "'^ ^ock: The Annotations reads i t " Thofe 

" vvo I?* marked out as i t were from all the Men in the 
i t he « i "'^^"^^ff'^'^'O'' upon: And yon your fclf read 
" is rh* r '^'^ foreacknowlcdging us to be his, which 

/ I ' ' '^"S with fore-choofing,/?c»w. 11. Gcd hath 
not cajt away his people whom he did foreknow : For there is 

t inis time a remnant according to the Ekdion of 
v^race. Foreknowledge and Ekd ion are here put 
"2 tor another : Now to f:ay that I make Eledion 

^ncecedcnt to this Foreknowledge, is an abufe offered 

^e^condly. You fay,' that Predeflination is fcibfequenc 
Foreknowledge, and that it depends upon i t . 

J^^ply. This is yet to proves though i t be penned in the 
'•̂ cond place, there is no firffc and fecond in the decrees 

0'God,but all things are at one aft laid in the Counfelof 
the molt Hi^h . 

Yoafay, that Faith wan here forefeen. 
Reply, That's yec to provo too j I may not take i t 

"Pon your bare Word : The Text fpe.iks of Pcrfons, 
'̂OC of Qjiali ie; or Qiialificatious ; Whom he for(k"^iv-,_ 

9^ fon-acknowledmli to be his, ( fo you read i t ) and it 
JP̂ be the Pcrfon that is here faid to be foreknown, then 
It s not theQiiality, and fo Faith isnoc in order o f na 

M 3- t'-""' ue 
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ture antecedent to Eleilion, for that is not the ohk^ 
that the ad: is converfant about. 

Fourthly, I deny,that predellination in this place is to 
the end : It's not to Salvation, but to be conformable to 
the Image of his Son. Predeftination in tliis place is un­
to hoiincfs: You y»ur felf expound i t of fuffering, 
I I . he predetermined unto fuffenngs after the manner 
of Chrift - Now there is a vail difference between f u f 
fering and reigning, the one preceeds the other j //-^p^ 
fitifer with him, weflull aljo retgn with htm. 

You fay, my third Error is this, that I make fome men 
to be the Iheep of Chrift whilf t Unbelievcrs,and the Text 
1 quote for i t , is, Jok i o. 17. And other jheep I have, that 
are not of this fold, them alfo Imiifi bring,andthey jhall hear 
tny voice, and therepiallhe one Jhepherd and one fiee^fold. 

Reply. I think you can't charge me with an Error 
in fpeaking Chrifts words, and not charge Chrift alfo • 
What have 1 here fpoken but what e h r i l l fpake before > 
And wherein have I abufed the fence of what Ghrift 
fpake? Firft, Chrift tells you he hath other fheep, he 
i'QXh not fay he fiiall havc^he fpeaks not in the future,but 
in the prefent Tenfej in the i4f^ . verfc he fpeaks of fonie 
fheep that knew h im; Jk>?ow my fljeep, and am known of 
minein this -verje he fpeaks of other Ihcep that he had 
thefe are d i f t in i t from them that knew him. ' 

Secondly, He faith, that they are not of this fold • his 
fijcepthey were, but not yet folded j that is, notin'that 
fold where thofc were that did already know Chrift 
tbefe were fiieepthat did not knov/ him, therefore thev 
did not yet believe in him. Thirdly, He faith. Them £ 
fnuft bring; that is, into the fame fold where thofe were 
Chat did knew him 5 for he fai th. Therepallbe one (hep 
herd and one (lieepfold. Fourthly, He fai th , J hey JJiall hear 
my voice,; they were his flieep at prcfcnt, but they had 
not heard Chrift's voice, therefore they had not vet he 
lieved. > 

S,econdl 
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Secondly, You fay, that the Tex t fpeaks of the Gen­

tiles only, and proves that they fhould in due time be­
come his (heep ^ that is. Hear his voice, and obey him. 

Reply. Firfty This Interpretation is too narrow, for 
not only the Gentiles are intended, but the Jtm alio, 
'̂ hat is, the Eleft among them ; for by the fold here ws 
Sre not to underftand the Jews, as they are confidered a 
National Church, but of fuch only as did know the 
Lord. In the firft fence, the Gentiles were not to be 
brought into them; In the Second, the jews were to be 
brought in as well as the Gentiles; that is, the Elcdt 
both of few and Gentile. 

Secondly, I would Qiiery, What Warrant you have 
to change the Tenles here, to put the future Tenfe for 
theprefent? Chrift faith. That other JJicep I have; yoa 
fay, that other fhcep he lhall have. 

r^ir^^/y, You fay, that Chri f l tells you, HisJJjeep hear 
his 'voice, and they follow him. 

Reply. I f s granted, fooncr or later they fliall hear 
his voice, for they have a Promife in the Text , T'hcy 
fluU hear my voice : Bat who arc they that hear his 
voice? Are they not his fheep, his flicep antecedent 
thereunto ? As for others, they do not hear his voice, 
they turn a deaf ear to the call of Chrif t , John l o . 26. 
Te believe mt, becaafe ye are not myjheep, as J faid unto you .-
They had noRelation unto Jefus Chrif t , and thereJore 
did not believe in Jefus Ghri l t ; they were not Branches 
in the Vine, how then could they bring forth the truic 
of the Vine? ^ , r i 

Fomhly, You fay, that none are in Chrift but iucli 
as are New-Creatmcs, 2 Co;-. 5. 17- , , , 

R(ply. Intereft in Chrift may come under a threefold 
Conlideration. r> r r^ ..-^n 3« 

Firfi, I t may be confidercd in refpea o f p ^ n a t i o M S 
being given him by the Father, John i-^. ^ ^ ^ f ^ f " I ' ^ ' J 
and thoa gaveji them mto me: This Gil t of the ^ • ^ ' ^ ^ ^ ^ [ j ^ 
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the Son, was/antecedent to the Gif t of Eternal Life to 
them by the Son, •verfei. 

Secondly, Intereft in Chrift may be confidered in re-
fped of aftual Union : Chrift in taking our nature upojj 
kitn took us into union with himfelf, Eph.x. l o . the ^ 
I4v i<?. He took'not on him the nature of Angels, but he tool 
cn him the feed of Abraham, Heb. 2. or, tie taketh hold ^ 
thefeed of Abraham, Margent, ^ 

Thirdly,Interin Chrift may be confidcred in refpeft 
of Reciprocation ; and in this laft fenfe I grant, that 
iione are in Chrifi: but fuch as .are New-Creatures ; but-
il l the two former, the Eled are in Chrift antecedent to 
the N£w.-Grqature. I think this is held as a Maxim, that 
Ilaibrt'iVefie ground of Communion ; the New-Creature 
is comtnunicated, Tit. 3. 6. The branch cannot bear fruit 
ofit felj, anlcfsitbe in the nine: Chrift is the Vine, the 
Believer is the Branch, Faith is the Fruit ; the Branch 
rautt be in the Vjue antecedent to the bringing forth the 
iruit^ofthc Vine, 

My Fourth Error, you fay, is this, that I appropriate 
nil the Bkflings of the Covenant of Grsce to the Eleft • 
Here you grant that none but the Ele<fl or faithful per' 
fevering Chriftiansftiall inherit Eternal Glory, but there 
iive many Bleilings of the Covenant, as Vocation, and 
many offers o f Grace and Mercy that are come upon all 
Believers. 

Reply. Firft, I vyould Qiiery, Whether by the Eleft 
or faithful pcrfevering Chriftians you intend the fame 
Perfons as I think you do? i f not, then I would Qiierv 
fiow icappears^that there are faithful pcrfevering Ch,-; 
^iiansamongft the Non-Elcft? 

Secondly, I f by Believers here you mean true Believ 
ers, then you do not convince me of Error ^ for i f thev 
do believe, they are E icd , and fo you bring in no more 
fo fii^uc in New-Covenant-Bleftings than I do: I f thev h6 
•:oi true Belie vei"?, then whatever they do profefs, i he j 

are 
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-̂̂ ê rp ofl^^^^^^ Unbelievers, and tbe greater 

that t C : • " *'̂ T '̂'̂  ^ ' ^ ' ^ ^ " ^ t h ^ i ' - Hypocrific f Now 
^ ° C e t h l T ' " ' r ? ° " " " ^ " ^ ^ ^ ' - ^ " S which belongs ' 

n t l iu'^ ^""^ ' •y ' Unbelievers, I deny. ^ 
EJefthv v 7 '^^ '^ |f<^ ^otne things that bclodg to the 

1, tiiat yet are not Id to 
Food and Raiment comes 

«thers?L I '̂•̂ '̂ '̂  f o t o 
0̂ the PI / ^ P ^''^y '̂̂ '̂̂  ' ^ ' ^ ^ " i - Pt̂ od and Raiment comes 

i'attie th in? ^ ""^""^ "'"^'^^ Covenant of Grace, and the 
InterpS ?^ '^°"^ ' ' P^i^^.^and that have no 

^reit in the Covenant of Grace. 
fvverTr M T ^ * ^ ^ " " ^ ^ ^ ^ * ^ " ^ ! ' ^ ' " ' ' ' "ot to An-

5ecn J f \ ^" Aggravation of a Pcrfons Mifery. 
'V G r a r T S J^^^^^' Vocation and feveral oilers o f 

t i o n ' ' " " y ^^'°"SS to 3" Believers: I f by Voca-
EleVn /"^'X' '^ anEfFeaual Call, this bclongn to the 

Pf#" ie^yr ^ •3° - ^^'^o'^ he did predeftinate, them 
V i i ^ f .^—'' ^>»t i f by Vocation you intend a common 
° thi i' , ^^tended to all where the Gofpel comes j 

and r f • '"'^ ^° ^^'^^'-^'id that rejcd i t , 
GracV"*^ gî anc have no Intereft'in the Covenant; 

ble'r?"'^^!' ^" '^^syi the whole Churcb of were 
with all fpiricual Bkflings neccffjry to bring them 

the, ^^^"» ^>^-1 . 3- Bat it can 'hardly be proved that 
«y were all eleded, and continued faiihluL unto the 

Unl ?• "u y* ^^^'^ them did fal l , and were threatned 
"?is they repented, Rev. 2.. 

bleF-''* they were bleffed with all fpiritual 
Wei "^ccflary to bring them ro Heaver, then they 
to h^ • P^' feverance; unlefs you will deny than 
f ^ j , ^ ^ fpiritual Blcfling, or that Perfcvenince is necef-
den '^ring to Heaven, but neither of chcfe can be 
anH ^"^^ ^"'1^ Perfevcrancc is a promifed Bleffing, 

'° of a fpiricual Nature, John 10. a8. 
-'tcQyidiy^ I t 'sfo ncceflary to Salvation, that withoi'C 

sr, 
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iC a Pcrfon can'c be faved He that endnrethtotheend^thc / 

n t X ^ Z i , . tb .uccan b . d l y be proved that ^ 
they were all eledted, and continued faithful ^^^^^^^ 

^ " 1 ' r triyf!- The one may be proved as well as tli« flU 

IT^ . floth likcwifc declare. That tt was accordtn. A 

^L^ffhf P ^ k/orc him in fo,? 
He c S both their Elcdtion^nd their Perfeyerance affe/t; | f , 
S 1 their Eleaion in that they were chofen unto holi, i ' i 
i i e f l their Pcrfeverance m the laft Words, Withont 'A 
blame before him in love. Apoftacy never leaves a Soul 3^2 

' blamelcfs: If they werechofen toablamelcls ftate, then f n 
to a perfevering ttate, but they were chofen to a blauic, 
lefs ftate, therefore to a perfevering ftatc. 

Secondly, I fuppofe yjou are not ignorant, that when 4 
the Apoftlc writes to particular Churches, and declares ' 
what Blefiings are beftowed upon them, he writes ir^ )f 'jii 
the Judgment of Charity, looking on them to be fuch as fy 
they profefs themfelvcs to be, though the Rules he gives r i ' l 
them to obferve are infallible, Fhil. i. 7. He that h^th 
befma^obodworkinyoit, will act ceafe to ferfeU it, as it>s A 
nittt for me to think/o of you all: D id the Apoftle Peter f\,.t 
i tyle the Church Eldi according to the forehrtowkdveof ' 0 
Cod, 1 Pet. I . 2. otherwil'e than in the Judgment of 
Charity ? I f they were not in reallity what they profef]- fM 
themfelves to be, then they were notblcft with all thofe ,-6' 
fp i t i tua l Bkffings and i f fomc of thefe fall away, nay, i, Lf 
srant that they did totally and finally fall away I ' l 
all that can be faid of them is this, The^f went outfox '/ ' 
•its but they were not all of Ks ; ,f they had been of us, th " 
•would no doubt have com mied iviih us. 
•a<UUl(LlJU li'Jni'^ ;ii j i 
• Pourthly, You fay, that all that can be gathered from W 
Ko-r:. 11, b'. is clic remnant of the Jews that believed and r 

obey. 
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refifcd Jo^eJ, obtained Juftification^ the reft that: 

^ f *«/v "^.®°fP«l grew obftinately blind. 
V obtain Q I - ' ^ ' I would Query, Whether they did not 

J'aith w I aswcllasjuftification? Whether 
f̂ ' N'p J ^"^ Improvement of Nature ? was not that a 

r / o '^°^enantBleff ing? 
r k «a the r V ^'"^"'^ "̂ ^̂ "̂  ?̂  ̂ '^^"1 belie ved,and obey-

III' 

I f j i f T "anctitication as well as Juftification ? Whether 
,5 th was the Improveme 

f 5^'Covenant Bleffing ? 

/ # that K 1° P^'' ^""^ the reft did n o t ; but who were they 
# My ^ A r^^^^ ^"^ obeyed ? were they not the Eleft on-
Wli thp, L ""^^ were they that rejected Chrift ? were not 

''j\the « ^-^on-elea.? The maion hath obtained, and 
/ i h r i • "'̂ '''̂  blinded. Do what you can, you can'c 

=1 ff'e xjl"S in one perfon more than the EledV to fiiare in 
tv'Z'^V^'^^^^ Bleffings. 
\ m Gnr , -̂ ^ tay, that though thofe that rejcft the 
/ êr r^'^t ^'^^ ^"^ excluded the mercies of i t , 
t pc thole that embrace rhe Gofpel are in the Covenant of 

S e o f ^ " ' ^ ' " ^^^^"^ Capacity to obtain the Bldfmgs 

4f' 't ^M^^^' ^ Srant i t : Such as do truly embrace tfec 
KM !.P°'' i f they believe in Jefus Chrif t , they have obtain-
\ n , ° of them already, and they (hall obtain the reft ; 
^ ¥ a-u^ ^elieveth, fiall be faved : Yet are chcfe the Eied 
" U F I Faith is fo peculiarly the Privilcdgc of the 
^Ir , ^ , » "̂ '̂ at from the one the other may be argued, 

» Thef 1.4. 
f J ^'^^^ ^"^ror, you fay, was this, that Ghrift fuf-
K ^̂ "̂  the Elef t , which 1 endeavoured to prove 

iK 7 ^̂ ^̂ c Scriptures, / f a . 53.8. John 10. 15. Eph. 5, 
,/ V''r »7-9. where It is faid, 7 W Chrtjl rvas fmu-

if y '̂'«/o>- fci, peop/̂ .̂  i.^^ ^^^„ life for his (keep, and 
^'^'"'^'^^'"f^lf for his Church, and prayed for thofe that were 

( J P^cnhim of the Father, and not j or the World. You fay, 
i . >ts true that Chrift gave himfelr for his Church and Peo-

S V'^i and he died for s l l men too j For Chrift is the Savi-
<IJ °'i>'o/aUmeny ( faith the Apoftle ) efptciaily of thofe that 
c^fff ' ' believe, 
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believe; i Tim. 4.10. He is a fpecial'Saviour o f fu 
Faithful, in that he hath not only fatisfied for [u •'^ 
fins, but w i l l confer on them the benefits of RecJem ''̂  
on 1 and he is a General Saviour to all Men, in thar^h' 1''''' 
liath paid the price of their Redemption, and refto j 
ihem to fuch a Capacity of Salvation, as that thev m r ' 
obtain i t , i f they be diligent; and they that p e r i f t ? ' 

not pcrifb for want of Redemption purchafed for then F 
bat through their own wicked wilfulnefs. ''̂ '> hi" 

Refly. I mull in the firft place take a litte not" A 
how you read this Text , that you have fo j . ; M 
paraphrafed upon ; you fay the Apoflle tells us r l ^ W 
Chrift is the Saviour of all men, buteffeeiallyofthcmth W 
bciteve : 1 mull objea: againft your reading the To w' 
as well asagainfl yourExpofition, there is not-a W O M ' ' 
of Chrifl: in the Text , nor is Chr i f l confidered there a 
Mediator ; the Text runs thus. For this caufe we boX 
labour andf tff'er reproach, becanfe we truft in t he Living God i f l 
tvha is the Saviour of all men, but efpecially of them that I t f t 
ligjc; Now though Chrift as Mediator is God as well ^' V « 
Nlan, yet he is not here confidered as Mediator, no^ ' ' i ' ' ' 
as diltindt from the Father and the Spirit : As he is'in h'*" vV''' 
Mediatory Office, the living God in this place k t L^f 
be confidered Father, Son and Spirit. ^ 3̂ ,/;j 

5 f W / y , Thi-i Text fpeaks not of Redemption bur 
o f an outward .Salvation, which by the providence of 
God is extended unto all, but efpecially to them th r 
believe; that i t intends an outward Salvation appcarf 
Firft, in that it's oppofed to fuffcring, and is a Gronnri 
of Encouragement to the people, of God in fufferi,,!! 
IVc therefore labour andfujfer, becaitfe we tru(l in the livi * i' '̂ d 
God; but what do they t ruf t in God for? I anfwe? W\ 
it's for, Salvation ; and what is that Salvation ? Whv* -A 
fuch as is extended to all Man, it's a Common Salvation V 
in refpeftof thcmat terof i t , though i t becxtended r ' 
Belicversin a fpecial manner , i t comes to them through 

. the 

''I 
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theCovenatft of Grace, they are under his fpecial Pro-

jrfviaence, and nothing Oiall befall them but what ftiall be 
J,j,l lor their advantage: God hath promifed them. That he 
iM'P^'''"ot fuff'er them to be tempted above what they are able to 
J i f / ^ - ^ M Cor. .0 .13. ^ 

: ^^^""dly, It appears that i t is an outward Salvation, 
A ' " that Believers, confidered as fuch, are the fubjeds 
\ f f 'ficreof; He is the Saviour of all men, but efpccially ofthent 
rf '^'tt believe: But Believers,confidered as fucb,are not the 
[(*' ^^^bjeds of Redemption: Chrift died'forfinners, thejiiftfor 

that he might brinf-them unto Ciod. ^ 
\ i ,^^<^'^'^dly. You fay, that Chrif l w i l l confer on them 
Viiii' " ^ i ^ believe the Benefits of Redemption. 
K f . ^¥y- t'trft, I would Qiiery, Whether Chrift will 
,-(MKpnfer on them that believe all the benefits ofRtdemp-

(ll̂ Uon, which v/il] amount to a f u l l , ample and ccn^plcac 
W J^'fcharge from all fin, paft, prefent ar.d to ccme ? this 
•rJ \"PPofe you will not grant rac, for i t would iuterfcie 
' I j / ' . '^ ' th your principle of falling f iom Giace; i f all fin, 
^f;p^^-^ prefent, and to come, vifcre pardoned to every be-
iOJ, y<^ver, then there could be no fuch thing as a Believer i o 
,(l«;j lall away and be damned. 

Secondly, I would Qiiery, Hbw Chrid may be faid 

f ot them that believe may at iai l fall away and be dam-
•jjr r^'^ 3s well as others ? for fo you hold ; but hovv incon-

p'l/ " ^ ^ " t fuch principles arc, let the Readei judgei 
f j Thirdly, I would Qiiery, Whether Faith i t felf be 
f j not one ot' the Benefits of Redemption ? Whether i t be 
JfĴ t Kot one Branch of the Bklling of Abraham that comes on 

tbofc that are redeemed from the Curfe of the Law, 

to be a Special Saviour to them that believe, when fome 

Gal. 3- 13. and how i t comes about that Faith comes 
%' On fome that are redeemed by Chrift , and not on all 
\('(, ^^condly. You fay, that he is a General S.ivioiir to'sU 

4 

4 

Men, in that he hath paid the price of their Redemp­
tion. 

Reply, 
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Reply. I f Clir i f t hath paid the price of their Redetnn" 4""̂  I 

t ion then Juftice is fatisfied with the price paid, or i t i / I 
is no t : I f i t be, then Jvifticc i t felf pleads their dip U 
charge for whom the price was paid j i f i t be not, it-^ >> 
for want of Merit in th'fe price paid, and that were blaf. / / 
Dheray to EiTert. . /ijf 
^ Secondly, I f Chrift paid a price for all, then all g ,/J 
difcharge"d,ortheyavenot^ i f they are, then none lhall 
perifii they are not, then are they denied that which V 
in luftice is their right. _ 'f A 

Thirdly, UChrilT: hath paid a price for all, then he v ' 
bath his purchafc, or he hath not : I f he hath, then are i' !(• 
all j j f l i f i ed , Ifa.%3- ll. By his Knowledge (liail ,„y rig^,^ I'fL 
ttoiis Servant jupfie many, for he fliill bear their Iniquki^^ \ 
Thofe whofe Sins were born by Ghrift were juftiaed b^ 
Chrif t , t Pet. 2. 24- By whofe ftripes ye were healed, if At 
he hath not his purchafe, then the Promife fails tg 
Chr i f t , If-"" ?3- lO' iVhen thou (halt make his SoitlanOjfer. 
in f for St n, he fhall fee his Seed, heftiallfecof the travel of ^Ls 
his Sold, andjhall be fatisficd: Who can think that Chritl 
fees of the travel of his Soul with fatisfaftion, when fo ' 
many thoufands for whom he travelled in Soul, and i^^ i d 
whofe Sins he made his Soul an oftering, to go withoiih / f 
theBenefiCofic? ' j j 

Thirdly, You fay, that all Men are reftored to fiich / V 
a Capacity of Salvation, that they may attain it [U^/ 
thev are diligent to do their Duty . 

Reply. Is there a Power given to all to do what GodiV 
requires, or Is there not? I f you fay there is, then t I" 
would defirc you toanfwcr thoie Scriptures'that fcem's'-ii' 
to me to fpeak the contrary, Rom.S.y,^. Hcb u ^'[^^4 
I Cor. 2,. 24. i f yoil fay, that all Men have not a Power A ' 
to do what G-id requires of thesn, then they are not f r 
rcftored to fuch a capacity as to be faved, let them H V 
what they can. f'V 

Sijcijyjdly, Arc all called by the Word and Spirit J'-'' 

have 



, f they the f i r f l Degree of Grace, by which their 
f j ^ 1 '"8^ are enlightened, and their Wills renew-
y ' '' P*" ^ave they not i I f you fay they are, then I 
LDII. '*0"'d defire you to prove i t too, and fhew me hov/ 
y» thofe may be faid to be called by the W o r d and Spirit , 

^ that never had the W o r d vouchfaf'd to them •, i f you 
j)f^ *3y, they are not fo called and qualified, then they 
'# ^ j ^ ' t poffibly do what God requires of them, grant­
s' J by your felf, p^^. 31,32. 
\9 Fourthly, You fay, that none do 'perifli for want of 

if 'Redemption purchafed for ihcra, but through their 
own wicked Wilfulnefs. 

k j ^^fly- Firfl, I f there be Redemption pnrchafed for 
' wfi f h ^^^'^^^ the Benefit of i t , or they have no t : 
/ y they have, then have all their fins pardoned, for Re­
ft/ «emption and Remifflon of Sinis the fame thing, Eph. 

V ^ " ^" ^^^C"'"i^e have redemption through his Blood, even 
J'^j^ of our fins: i f they have not, then are they 

;o*y denied that which in juftice they ought to have. It's in-
§ confiflent with the juftice of Man to hold a Captive ftill 

in bonds when his Freind hath paid his Ranlom. But 
V k̂"̂  "̂ ^̂ ^ that fomc wil l not confent to be d i l -

1)''/ J arged upon the account of theRanfom paid by Chrift . 
tfO' J anfwer, the Qncflion is not what men wil l confent to , 

i «ut what the Father by vertue of the Compaft between 
the Son and himfelfhathconfented unto: Either the Fa-. 

/ ther did confent that thofe for whom the Son paid thss 
.J: ^anfom, fhould be difchargcd, or he did not ; i f he did , 

'l^^^ then are all difcharged, i f not, then none could be d i l -
jSf '̂ Ij.ai-ged, for i t was not the price paid, ( though it was 

^ f mfmite worth ) that could procure the Difcharge 
f J any, but the coiifent of the Father, to receive the 
•yj; Jatisfadion in the payment of i t . A Creditor may rc-
f V :"fe a Debt, when tendered by another, he may require 
(P It of the Debtor, but when he hath confented to laKc it 
J ^ f a Surety, then he can't refuCt i t , nor can'he hold the 

• Debtor 
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Debtor under Obligation, having received fu l l f a t i j . 
faction by the Surety. 

Secondly,'ChriH hath purchafed Redemption frotj, 
all fins or he hath not; i f be hath then for their Un, 
belief, then for their wicked Wilfulnefs fo that there 
is now nothing left to damn where Ghrift died to fave. 
I h . h.th not, theu do they ftill perilh for want nf 

for them. 
^'^"t of & i f he hath not, theu d 

Redemption purclialed .V,. ...w... 
mJily, The Efficicy ot the price paid by Chrift did 

depend on the W i l l otthe Creature, or i t did not : i f ^ 
did nG:ie could have the Benefit o f i t . Naturally men are 
avrcrfe to Jefus Chrift , and to Silvation by Chrift : 
w i l l not come to Chi ift that they may have life. A W i n 
to come to jcfus Chrift is one of die Pofitive BlefTinss of to come to jclus Cnnlt is one oi uie Folitive Bleffina^s of 
the New-Covenant, held forth in a free Promife, W^; 
110.3. But men muft be at liberty from the Curfeof 

the Law, antecedent to the enjoyment of this Blefrina 
Gd.^.ii, 14- I f thc Eflicacy of the price did not dp 
peud 0:1 the W i l l (if Che Creature, then all for whon^ 
tac price was paid Ihiii have the Benefit thereof 

FoarMy, Either Jefus Chrift redeemed all from'final 
Uibeiicf,or he did not ^ i f he did,nonc ftiall periQi for TTn 
belief i f he did not, Chen fome Oiall perifh for want of 'V* 

4 

a Redeemer 
Secondly,.'tow f iy^ v..^^ ... v...^ i..,.ic mc st.. ,^ 

plainly tcacheth chat Chrift died for all, John'^. j ' ^ " ' ' " ' ^ 
I John 2.2. You fay, Godfo loved the World, that, &c 'aM 
thiC Chriit cameto f;ive the W o r l d , and that he î '̂ 
Propitiation for the fins of the whole Wor ld . 

Rifly. 1 fnppoie tine one Anfwer m;iy fcwe ^ , 
theis Scriptuccs, for it's the word World, or tKf- Z^. 
World, that yoa infift upon. ^ ""^''^ 

Ftrji, This word World hath Various Accentatia 
in Scripture, and nothing may be concluded bar ^ 
fccvii an eqoical word farther, than the Scope of 
p'ac-' leads tOiti There are thr^c Acccptacions ofthg. 

• v 
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i f 
M 



^oyd In onei/cr/c, John J . XO. He was in the World i 
^ , ^ y s , the Habitable Part o f the W o r l d ; and the 
am c ^'^'^'^ h ^ '»»; the whole llniverfe. Heaven 
, ^ Earth, and all things therein ; and the World 

m Wickednefs: There were fome that were born o f 
^od,thereforeit can't be underftood of every individual 
P^rfonj but oi the unregenerateonly. 

Secondly, The word is fometimes to be tdken of all 
"eiievers in the W o r l d , Col. 1.6. The Co/pet that is come 
'!"toyoii_^ as it is nnto all the World, andbringcthforth friiii; 

fhem, as it doth alfo in yoK. 
Thirdly, It's fometimes to be underftood of the Nou-

Cieft, Johnij. I pray for thefe, I pray not for the World. 
Fourthly, It's taken for the Eled only, 2 Cor. 5. 19, 

f^od was in Chrifl reconciling the World unto himfelf, mt im: 
ftting unto them their Trcfpaffes: The Non-imputation o f 
^'n is their Difcharge from fin, and fuch are irt a blefla* 
%te , Rom.^. Bleffed is the man whofe iniquities are for-
given,and whofe fm is cover ed; bkjftd is t he man to whom the 
Lord docs not impute fin. la this laft fence I take the word 
in the three Scriptures that are before us, that in.Johi 
3. I (J, 17. tells us. That Cod fo loved the World, that he 
gave his only be^otten'Son, &c . This is the greateft and 
tnoft fpecial Love of God, fuch a love that can wic4v^Ul 
hothing from thofe to whom or for whom Chnft is 
given: He that fpared not his own Son, but delivered hm 
^p forusaH^ how fljall he not with him freely give us all 
things? Rom. 8 .31 . He that hath given his Soa wil l 
Rive his Spirit too, he will give Grace and Glory tc? 
thofe to whom he hath given his Son, verfs 17. Godfcnt 
»ot his Son to condemn the World, but that the World throu(li 
^im might be faved : This is the fame W o r l d for whom 
'̂ is Son was given in the verfe, before.n'ic were the fei^ ̂  ^} 

1 God 
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God in fending Jefus Chritl to favc the World,then thar 
W o r l d for which Chrift was fent fhall be faved ; there i 
nf tfruftrat ingtheendofGod. You grant p-«̂ e 51. J 
none fnall be faved but the Eie(ft,or Faithful Perfeverin» 
Chriftianf, ( which is the fame thing ; and i f none but 
the Elea fhali be faved,then that world that Chri f t came 
to fave are the E k f t only. As for the third Scripture 
1 fob. i.i.Hcisthifroptiamnfortkefmsofthewhokworld. 

the Wordfignifies a peace-ma king Sacrifice: Now thofe 
for whom he hath made this peace, ftiall m time enjoy i t 
thev fhall enter into peace, and thefe are the EleCt only* 
for they only fliall be favcd Rom. 5. ,0 . If when vpc xver] 
tnemks we were reconciled to God by the death of his Son,much 
more being reconciled we (liali be faved by his life. Reconci-
liaf ion w"as the hardeft part ot Chrift 's Undertaking^ it '" 
eafie for Chrift to fanftifie and glorifie, in refpea; of 
what i t was to reconcile ;and having performed the moft 
difficult Task of all his Undertakings, he wi l l not fail to 
perform theicffer pa r t ; thofe that are reconciled by his 
depth, fhall certainly be faved by his life. 

~Thirdly, You fay, that Chrift came to feek and to 
fave that which was lo f t , Lw ê 19. 10. 

Reply. Firft., What Chrift came to do, that he did 
or be did not ; i f he d id , then are thofe faved, and if 
faved, i t is from fin ; i f he did not, cither i t was for 
want o f W i l l , or for want of Power, neither of which 
can be charged on Chrif t . 

Fourthly, You fay, that Chrif t was made under the 
Law to redeem thofe that were under the Law, Cd 
4 .4 , but all were loft by tranfgreffion, and were under 
the La<iv, therefore Chrif t came to redeem and fave 
a l l . , ^ • ^ ' 

Reply. FirH; I f we confult the Coherence, we fh il! 
find chat this Scripture treats of a peculiar people in 
the prececding verfes you have a fimtly of an Heir 
while in his Nonage he differs not from an hired Servant* 

thoiKi!^ 



i < 1 , 1 ^ 1 ^'''^ ' ' f f , mdcr Tutors and Govcrmurs. 

Vt i« L J" ' 7'''^' 3- ^0 TP f̂;; we were Children ' 

K G o J a & r r ^ ^ ^ Now towhaVenddid 
n>ight JecSv?^ Was ic HOC thauve 

I**' '̂ ut £ r ? ' * ^ - AdoptionisanadlofGracewith-
# rehtion n r ^ ' "K ' " ' ^ ' f ' " ' ia us; ic gives 
W Aril 3 " ^O'^' •^"t maltcs us not like unto God 
f / ConrlSe^atbn; 

prliwirjP'^ of Predeftination, Eph. t. 5. ivho bath 

the p u " Covenant, as i t was tranfadlcd betwee'ii 
h i ^ ' r r i i ^ ' ' ''^"^ '• '̂̂  and in this refped they were 
J «^Kidren before he took their nature on him, Heb. 2. 

• A,^"^ Children'that the Lord hathglvctt me ^andbecaufe 
KJ il ^^'^^^'^"if'-'^partakers offlcf!,,he alfo himfelftook.part of 

n f f u Z ' ^^ '̂'•^^-y' ^nthe refpeaof t l ieConfumniat io i 
d ' • by ^^^< t̂ing up of the Lord Jefus}' 

r <incl in this fenfe I take i t here. That we mi^ht receive the 
I of 5owi not in refpeft of any aft of'burs, but in 

}\\ i ^ t p e f t o f t h e Confirmation o f the Covciiant of Grace 
), the Oblation of Chr i f l ; and fo the Word Received h 
^ ii J- elfewhere, Heb. 9. 15. For this caufe he is the A^e-
if* "^"''of the New-Covenant, that by means of death for the 

I '^""Jgrejfions that were under the fir (I Coven ant ̂  theythar 
i^^^i fl.^ called might receive the promife of Eternal hibmtancc : 
V i y. that were called, though they had received tl ;: 
t% rf^^n^Q by Faith, yet they had not received the promifc 
/ . ofF^^P^'^ °^ Confirmation thereof^ t i l l Chriib was 

i j j ^ t e d u p , A Teftaraent Is not of force t i l l men arc 
/ I When the Teftator is dead, then the Tellamcnt 
f'M ^ ^\ ^orce, Heb. 11. ult. Thefe all died in faith, not havinr 
' / fo "^ '̂̂ ^ ^̂ '̂  promife, God having provided fame better thin^ 
;iy ^ '"^ that thcj without us pjould not be made psrflh Thef 
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applied the Promife before us; they died in Faith, but 
they did not receive the Promife in refpeft of the Con-
firmattopof i t before us; upon that account their Per-
feftion and ours was together and at once, and in this 
fenfe 1 take the Word received. Gal. ^.6. and that for 
ihisReafoni there could be no A d of Application on 
our part, antecedent to the fending forth of the Spirit 
of his Son into our Hearts ^ but this Reception of 
Adoption of Sons is antecedent to the fendmg forth of 
the Si)irit o f his Son ; Becauje ye are Sons, God hath fa 
forth the Spirit of his Son mtoyottr Hearts, crying.^ ^yy 
Father : So that this Text fpeaks of the Children only' 
not of others, of fuch as are fo redeemed as never to 
come under Bondage more : Wherefore thou art no more 
a Servant, but a Son. 

Secondly, T o be redeemed from the Curfe of the Law 
and yet to remain under the Curfe, are Terms inconfift' 
ent j but fomc are under the Curfe of the Law, finre 
Chrilt was ofFeved. up ^ As many as are of the Works of the 
Law are under the Curfe ; but who are they ? I Anfwer 
they are fuch as have no Relation unto Jefus Chrift , fuch 
as are not Abraham's Seed. This Text divides the whole 
W o r l d ; So then they that are of Faith:, that is, they that 
are of Chrift , Faith being here confidercd objeaively . 
are blefedwith faithful Abraham, but others are under 
the Curfe. 

You fay, that all were lof t by • Traufgreffton all 
were under the Law, therefore Chrift came to redeem 
and fave all., ^ 

Reply' What Chr i f t came to do, that he did- Jh 
fmijhed the Wark. that thou gave/t me to do, John x-^^'^ 
but all are not redeemed by Jcfus Chrif t , fome a r A ' i ' 

i 

% 
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by Jcfus Chrif t , fome are^n 
aer tne Laurie ui mc LIUW ftill; all will not be faved h* 
Jefus Chrif t , fome wil l perifh in their Sins, therefor 
Jefns Chrift did not come to redeem and fave all. 

Fifthly^ You tell me, that it's exprefly faid, t h ^ 

Chrift 



n f t himfelf a ranfom for all^ i T i m . 2.5. 
and '̂ ^ ^^ ' ^ ^" equivocal W o r d , 

y may be taken more largely, or more ftridtly, there-
"re nothing may be concluded from i t , farther then the 
cope of the place leads to i t , or than the Harmony of 

Lne bcnpture may be preferved, John 12. And / , i f / 
^"ftedftp, will draw all Men unto me; take the /^//here 

Of every individual Pcrfon in the W o r l d , and i t wil l 
a ^^^'^ ' ^ '̂̂  ^"^^ ^tivivi to Jefus 

Ghriit, all Men have not Faith, and without Faith they 
can't come to Chr i l t ; all Men have not the means by 
Which Men arc drawn to Jefus C h r i f t ; but take it of 
tbofe that are given unto Jefus Chrif t , and it will hold 
good; All that the Father givcth me piall comeimiome, 
John 6. 37. 

Secondly, The W o r d Alliw the Text before us can'c 
poffibly be extended beyond thofe that have the W o r d 
Vouchfafed unto them ; for this ranfom was to be t e f t i -
fied in due time, i t v/as to be publillied and proclaimed ; 
out to whom ? I Anfwer, to thofe for whom he gave 
mmlelf; and when? i t muft be in due t ime; and when 
*s that, but while Men are in the Land o f the l iving, 
while they are in a Capacity of coming unto Jefus Chr i f t , 
and believing on him ? but there are many that have 
hot the W o r d vouchfafed to them, to whom i t was 
hever teltificd, therefore this ranfom was not given for 
all. • -

Sixthly, You fay, that Jcfus Chrift died for all, 
2. Cor. 5. 15. 

Reply. The W o r d All in this place can't be under­
wood of more than do in time anfwer the end of his 
I^eath; thac is, that they ftiould live to him that died 
for them. The end of Chrift can't be fruftrated, he did 
î 'Ot only die to juftifie, but to fanflifie alfo, Eph. 5. 
^5, 25. he did not only die to redeem from guilt,^ But 
'a purifiefo himfelf a pfculiar People z.eahtsoJ gnodWorh-, 
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Tit. 2. 14. but all do not live to Jefus Chri f t , therefore 
he did not die for all. ® 

Seventhly, You fay, that he tafted Death for 
Man, Heb. 2.9. ^ 

Reply. This W o r d every Man, as well as the W Q A 
all, may be reftriaed to a peculiar People, i Cor. 4 
Judge nothing before its time, till he comet h that Jha/i brin' 
to Ifoht the hidden things of darkpefs, and make manifed t^ 
fecntsofall Hearts, and then fliall every Man have PrJir 
of the fame: This can't be underllood of every Man th 
ihall be j^'^sed but of every one that hath in a nieafuJe 
conformed to the W i l l of God ; of them that Hand ^ 
bis right hand, no to f thera that fland on his left- H 
will fay to them, / was hungry, and you fed me not ' 
Thefe fhall never have Praife of the fame. ' 

Secondly, The fubjcfts of .the Apoftles Difconrf . 
Heb. 2. 'are the Children of God, the Seed Abrah 
ss appears in the following Verfes, and to thefe x^nn. 
the Word every Man be reflrif ted ; i t is not Reafon / 
think, that the Word was intended of more thn'n ,^ 
The fubjefts of the prefent Difconrfe. ^" ^^''^ 

Eighthly, You fay, how tbefe and fuch like Serin 
turcs may be reconciled with a particular Kedemntin 
you do not know. , » 

Reply. I have in my Anfwer (hewed you as well ao r 
crin, how thefe Scriptures may be taken, fo as that n 
one of them may interfere wich particular Redetnntin ^ 
and have opened them lb , as that the Harmony of Scr- ' 
turc may be preferved ; but to take thefe gener?,' 
Terms in the fenfe that you do, neither you nor 
Man clfc can preferve the Harmony of Scripture <k\.^V, 
the SNoxA World be always taken for every i n d S ' 1 
Perfon in the W o r l d , then muft we conclude 
iioneknew Jefus When he was in the W o r l d , T 
Ihe mrld knew him not: This would interfere with 
\0;iA. 1 know my.Skep^ ''"'^ k^own of min^^lljl^l 

5-10. 



I'etl^i that we are of God, and the whole World 
thai- ^Vtekednefs: I t can't be fuppofed, thac thofc 

'dt Were born of God did lie in wickednefs, an'd yec 
tne whole W o r l d did lie in wickednefs; John 17. / 
vrayjor thefe, 1 pray not for the World. D i d Chrift pray 

lomc, or did he not ? I f he did, thfen by the W o r d 
^ "'"^ be meant every individual Perfon ; i f he did 
r " ^^^^ means, when he faith ? / fray 

J>-the/e. Take the W o r d e-Jcry Man, i Cor. o f ail 
l e f ' ' h " " ^ be judged, and then thofe that ftand at his 

f t hand, o f whom Chrift v/ill fay, / was hungry, and 
fed me not, muft have Praife of the fame, a1 well as 

jnole that ftand on the right hand. And as grcot a >for-
oities would follow if the W o r d All fl,ould always be 
aken m the utmoft extent, for then thofe that never 

"eard of the Gofpel fliould be drawn to Jefus Chrif t , 
as well as thofe that have, John 12. I will draw all Men 
to me. ~ 
, •^'"thly. You fay, i f Ghrift died for the faithful on-
y> then he can't in any fenfe be faid to die for others, 

^ i i t i f hedied for all, then he may truly be faid to die 
lor his People in a fpecial manner. 

Reply. Fir(l, I never faid that Chrift died for the 
laithful only, nor do I believe that he died for the 
faithful at all, confidered as fuch; he died for Sinners, 
^"e Jujt for the Vnjufi, that he might bring them unto 
f^^^^i he died for the unfaithful, that he might inak; 
them fai thful . 

Secondly, I deny, that Chrif t died in a fpecial niar-r 
for fome, and in a common manner for others ; l h s 

^^ripture makes no fuch diftindlion, and I hope I have 
'"emoved what you have offered in the Cafe already. 

I'finthly, You fay, that though i t be granted, that 
JJlirift intcrcceded only for the fa i thful , and not for the 
Wor ld , yet that proves not that he did not die for the 
Wor ld . 

N 4 ^'fh-
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Reply. I defire no fuch grant: I did not fay, that 

Chrif t prayed only for the faithful ; I told you, L f } 
prayed lor them that fliould believe as well as them | 
that did believe; he prayed for all that were given him • ^ 
of the Father. However, here is a grant, lie frayed '(*° 
not for the W o r l d , and that is ground enough for cn. '[d 
Conclufion : I f he prayed not for the W o r l d , he di,"^ r j 
not for the W o r l d ; I thmk I may fafely argue ( here ) li^ 
from the lefter to the greater ; it he would not breath r> 
out a Requeft for thera, he would not breath out his vi 
Life for them; i f he would not offer up a Prayer for 
them, he would not offer up his Soul for them. y ' 

Eleventhly, You fay, the fpecial Benefits of Redemn of> 
tion belong to the faithful, and Chrift intercedes with 
the Father for to give them out to them. ° fhi 

Reply. Here I would Query, FrV/?, What you mean 
by the fpecial Benefits of Redemption? Whether Ke 
miffion of Sins be one of them ? I f i t be, then none are / 
redeemed but fuch as have this Blefling beftowed on W 
them ; you can'c fever Redemption and Remiffion of ''̂ fi'i\ 
Sin, Eph. I. y. J 

•Secondly, Whether Faith be not one fpecial Benefit • 
o f Redemption ? Whether i t be not one Branch of t l , ! % 
Blefling of Jbraham, that comes on thofe that are re- 4 ' ' 
deemed from the Curfe? ' 

Thirdly, Whether i t be given to all to believe? i f i* ''Vf 
be, then all fhall enjoy the fpecial Benefits of Redemp- V 
t ion, Pardon of Sin, and Eternal Salvation. If you fay T 
Its given to all to believe, I would then enquire, How V ' 
fuch as never heard the ^A^ord came by i t ? Faith C \n \i 
refped- of the A d ) cometh by hearing, i f Faith be not 
given to all^ how i t appears that all are in a capable 
w iy of Salvation, according to your own Principles > 
For you fay, that the prime Bleflings of the Covenant" Hi 
as JuftiGcation and Glorification, are beftowed on ^ / 
r)or;c, bat on Condit ion of Faith and Repentance. '̂ 

Tmlfthly^ 
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Twelfthly, You fay, it's not true, that C h r i f l never 

Pt'ayed for the wicked, for he made Interceffion for his 
*^nemies. 

R^y- I f i t be not true, i t docs not at all rePxcft on 
"ic, for I never afferted i t ; you mufl charge the un-
t i '^th on fuch as are guilty. My AfFertion was this; That 

frayed not for the World, but for them that were liven 
"^•'^ of the Father ; fome of which did believe, others 
inould in time believe, and t i l l they did I grant that 
they were Enemies unto Chr i f l . He prayed not for the 
World , granted by your felf, and yet he prayed for 
^otne that did not then believe, therefore fuch are confi­
dered d i f l in f t f rom the W o r l d , antecedent unto Faith. 
I ou fay, he prayed for fome that were widked, and yet 
you grant he prayed not for the W o r l d , therefore 
thofe wicked ones mufl be Gonfidered diflina: from the 
Wor ld whilf t w?icked-ones. 

I fhall now offer one thing to your Confideration, and 
fo pafs from this Head. I f Chrift died for all, as you 
have here afferted, then none fliall perifh in their Sins. 

Firji, Jefus Ghrift in dying did defign to redeem 
J£om all Sins, not from a parr, but from the whole, 
•^^t. 2, 14. Who gave himfelf for HS, to redeem us from all 
Mqiiity. Either Chrift did what he gave himfelf todo, 
or he did not : I f he did, then are they difcharged 
from all Sin, then there is nothing left to damn, for 
God damns none but for Sin ; i f he did not, i t was for 
"Want of Merit in his Blood, and who dares charge this' 
on Chrift ? 

Secondly, He paid the full price, as much as Juftice 
9''d require ; he gave his Life a ranlbm, and that was all 
"̂ hat was expeiled; he made his Soul an oftcring for 
5in, upon the performance of which he had the Pro-
?nlfe he fhould fee his Seed, Ifa. $3. 11. fee them, that 

that he fhquld fee them delivered ; he faw them in 
^pnds before, but now he fl^ouid fee them at Liberty. 

Thirdly-^ 
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Thirdly, He did by that one offering obtain their 

difcharge, Heb. 10. 14- Zech.9. n . for thee, by the 
Blood of thy Covenant have I fcnt forth thy Pnfoners out of 
the pit wherein there was no Water. There was not i 
prifoner left behind for whom a ranfom was paid by 

^ f f r r W v , That Redemption that Chrifl: obtained was 
Fternal they were never to return to bondage more 
l ^ r / o 12 be entred once into the Holy Place • havill 
obtained eternal Redemption for,is - and now I hope, that 
to an impartial Eye, that wil l as well weigh what is 
faid for, as what is faid againfl the five Errors that 
yoii charge me wi th , wil l appear to be Gofpel Truths 
and fuch as wherein Free-Grace does ajundantly ihi^* 
our, and that the Eleifl only are the fubjefts of the new-
Covenant, which was the fourth Note o f Dif t inf t ion 
that I gave between this Covenant and that into which 
JfraeUntxcA with their Seed, Beut.,!'). 10. 

la the next place, you fay, that there is one reraark-
sble Note of difference between thefe two Covenants 
that you have pall over, and that is, the Covenant of 
Grace is A better Covenant, efiablijlsed on better fro., 
fnifes. T o this you fay, you grant, that the Cove' 
nant of Grace is a better Covenant than the Geremol 
nial Law was, which was called the firfb Covenant' 
Heb. 8. from the i / . wrfc to the Sth. but this doth not 
prove any difference between the Covenant of Grace 
and the Covenant made witbthe Ifraclites, Dent. 29. 
' Reply, eirft. The Apoflle makes not the Compj^ 
fon here between the Covenant of Grace and the Cere" 
monial Law, but between two Covenants properly con-
fidered; he calls them the firfl and theTecond Gov-
nant. The firfl Covenant is d i f l in f t from the Cercnio-* 
r i a l Law as well as the fecond, Hib.(). r. Then vcrijy 
that firfi Covenant had alfo Ordinances of Divtne WorMp 
i<i,c. Thefe Ordinances were appointed by the Cerenjo 



'J tenant ^""^^^^ ^ ' ^ j ' ^ ^ ^ ^ fi^ft Go-
)kt'"|'/^ei- 8 ' Cercmomal Law that is mentioned' 
•W' led rhp t?-^" ^ ^ ^ " ' ^ ^ i " ^ thofe very things that are caJ-
i/'^'/'ftinft f rnr! f "^ ' ^ °^ ^''^ Covenant, that are d i -
'^ 'y / t f iefenrT ^̂ "̂  Effence thereof; there was not one o f 
/ Cov.n.n?'"^""^ appointed in fourteen Years after the 

/ 17. and r ' " ' " ' ' ^ ' ' * ' ' '5- compared with Gen. 
l^i^^^^ Y t ^ T J t f r ^^""^ appointed in four hun-

t^hnlVvlif'J^^^ Comparifon lies not between Promifes 
¥f'J Coven^n? ; between Promifes and Promifes ;• the 
rr'lhere ," I e/iihlijhed on better Promifes 
k'>^\^-that "„ , ^'•0"'ife of vcrittng the Law in the Heart, 
V h o d t l l '^''">f M k'orf the Lord; that 
ritl/i^Ster /o>'̂ '̂6e thttr Iniquities and remember their 
niof-Dal ^'°^^<'^ fuch a Promife in that Covenant, 
KicJtherP ^^"^ ^^^^"^ Promifes arc abfolute, 
0̂  entiri; required of the fubjeds thereof 

•rHha r . ^ them thereunto. Had thefe Promifes been in 
< f"conLi ^ ^ ' ^ ^ the natural Seed were taken, 
/ < that • they would have been as good iff 
/ V ; Ben»ff ̂  ^^^y Should all have enjoyed the 
Ijjf r ^ " e f i t of them. 

t the r"'^^-^' ^^ '̂̂  this Covenant under 
Hevt- '^^^ clouded with Mofaical Ceremonies an-

V cafp^^^* ^'^^ 'he firfl: Covenant that had the Mof^ji-
iXi read annext to i r , ( as I have fliewcd you a l -
i /vJrom ^ "low this f i r f t Covenant was d i / l i n f t 
•̂ ^V fer^i^ '*^ Covenant of Grace, between which and the 
'/I 7 J? Covenant the Comparifon lieth. 

clar I ^ ' ^ y ^ the Prophets did fonrietimes de-
X tiio ^ fp'riciial Promifes thereof, and the w i f t f t a-
/ laip^V-'^^-^'^"''' difccrn tha fpiritual BltfTmgs con-
C loK ^"'^ the Moral Duties injoiucd bv i r , 

- oe the greatca and the moH principal. Keplf. 
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at the Prophets declared the fn; - he' 
1 Covenant, I grant; and that t h J^ ,' 

Keply. Firft, That 
tual BlcflTings of this Cu»v,.i<^uu, . ^ram j ana that thpr 
were fome anaongft the Jews that did difcern them r 
be the greateft Bleflings ; but had this been the Cov? 
nant into which the natural Seed were taken; xCl 
would all have had a fight of them The Promife is, TU. 
(hall all know the Lord, from the leaf} to the greateft ofth.^ 

Secondly, I would enquire. How i t appears that t R 
jVioral Duties were prefcnbed by the Covenant of 
Grace? That Moral Duties compared with Cerenjoni 
al are the greateft, I grant, but that they are prcfcribed 
by the Covenant of Grace, I deny. ^ 

S E C T . X . 

Y 

And whe 

O i l fay, the next thing debated was. Whether thi« 
Covenant into which the Jews entered, be repealed 

drens ChurCh-memberlhipbe abolifhed, or nQ > 
reas I attempted, in my f i r f t Reply, to prov? 
as made void by the Death of Chr i f t , you re 

turned this Anfwer,That this Covenant being the Cove" 
nant of Grace, i t , was not then abolilhed, but onlv 
the Ceremonial Law, which is fometimes called the firn-
andold Covenant, Heb. '},'&, 13. but inftead of p 
ving you a fatisiaaory Anfwer, I did Nicely diftinguii^ 
between the firft Covenant and the Ordinances therJ! 
o f ; and that I then took a great deal of needlefs pains 
to fhew in what refpedts this Covenant was faulty, and 
in what not. ' 

Reply. Ftrft, What I fpoke in that Nice Diaina;ion 
(as you call i t ) fhewing in what refpeds the firft CQ* 
venant was faulty, and in what nor, is but poorly an* 
fwcrcd by a bare recital thereof, without one Word nf 
Reply to i t . I fhpuld have thought, that a NiceDi 
ftinaion fhould have been taken into Confideration f 
(air as to have fhewn the Nicety and the Utifoundnef^ 

thereof^ 
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