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T H E

PREF A CEL

S fome Remarks on  Mr. Taylor’s Piece
bave been publifbed very lately, the Reader
may reafonably expelt an Account from me

why I now appear, wherein I am willing to gra-
tify bim.

The Author of thofe Remarks, is not fond of
the Ufe of the Word Imputation, on the Sub-
je& of Chrift’s Obedience and Sufferings ;
though he thinks it may be fafely applied to
both, as Dr. Doddridge hath explained it, 7. e.
explained it away (a). He confents to the Truth
of a falfe Reprefentation of our Opinion by Mr.
Taylor, viz. that we think the Death of Chrift
made God merciful ; and withes, that what he has
faid, to correct that Miftake, may not be with-
out Effe& (6). Iamunot fenfible, that any Per-
Jon ever imagined this. Mr. Hampton grants,
that the Sufferings of Chrift were not penal;
and that there is not a natural Conne&ion be-
tween his Death and Remiffion of Sin; but

() Candid Remerks, &c. by Mr. Ha};:;tan, Pages 68, 6g.
(¢) Page s54. 4
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that his Death is a Ground of our Redemption
from Death, through the Will and Appoint-
ment of God (¢); as any infignificant Altion
might bave been.  Thisis plainly giving up the
Doéirine of proper Satisfaction for Sin, or of
real Attonement for it. I bave fome other Rea-
Jons for my Diffatisfaction, with Mr. Hampton’s
Remarks s but I fball not trouble the Reader with
them. I fuppofe, enough is mentioned to con-
vince, that, if our Opinion on this important Point
15 to be defended, no Occafion was adminiflered by
thefe Remarks, to flifle what I bad prepared in
anfwer tc Mr. Taylor. Ichearfully refer my
Thoughts on this glorious Subject to the Approba-
tion, or Cenfure of fuch Perfons as bave a proper
Conwiction of the evil'Nature and juft Demerit of
Sin, a true Senfe of the Holinefs of God, and
his righteous Difpleafure with moral Evil ; who
are willing to be determined by the Holy Scrip-
tures, without wrelting them, in their Senti-
ments concerning this Doltrine, of which we can
know nothing at all, but by Revelation.
(c} Pages 67, 68, 79. 8o, 82.

ERRATA.

AGE 125, Line 3. read to them, p. 32. /. 8.~ and
therefore can be done by none but myfelf. p, 52. /. z.
7. our [niquities.
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CHRISTs DEATH,
Stated and Defended.

CHAP I
Some Things premifed, relating to the
Subjelt.

tonement, or Satisfaction for Sin, by the
Death of Chrift, is not to be explained,
by any Judicial Procedures among Men.
If it might be illuftrated and confirmed by
Rules, which do, or can lawfully obtain in
human Condu&, towards the Innocent in a
Way of Penalty, and towards the Nocent in
Confequence thereof : That Do&rine could not
seafonably be reprefented, as a Myftery, which

I FREELY grant, that the Dorine of At-
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it is by the Sacred Writers. It is called #he
Wifdom of God in a Myflery, the bidden Wifdom :
And the deep Things of God.

I will allow, that human Governments have
no Power, or Right, to charge an innocent Per-
fon with the Crimes of any Offender, and in-
fli&¢ Punifhment on him in his Stead.

And that no Man hath Power over bimfelf,
either in his Members or his Life, lawfully to
confent to {uffer Mutilation, or Death, or any
kind of corporal Punithment, in the Room of
a guilty Perfon,

The Reafon of both is very clear to me;
Rulers as well as Subjedts are under a Law,
which is fuperior to any they have Power to
enact, and by which their Conftitutions ought,
in all Inftances, to be dire&ed; wviz. natural
Fuftice, according to which, Innocency ever is
to be protected, and Guilt albme punifhed.
And, as a Power to punith refults from Guilt
only, the InfliGtion of Penalty is, in Equity, li-
mited toits own proper Subje&, and never ought
to be extended farther. It isas juft to punith
awithout the Being of Guilt at all, as it is to
punifh, in any Degree, a Perfon wholly clear
of that Guilt, for which the Law direts un-
to the InfliGtion of Penalty. Nor is Guilt
transferrable from one Man to another, as pe-
cuniary Debts are. This is not pretended,

II. As various of the: Terms, which are
fometimes ufed on the Subje& of the Attone-
ment of Chrift, are borrowed from the Givil
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Law ; it may not be improper to enquire into
the Senfe of them.

1.Novation : 'That defigns taking away a_for-
mer Obligation, by a new Stipulation or Agree-
ment, wherein the Confent of the Creditor is
required and given. This hath Place in the
Affair of Chrift’s Death, For, according to
the Law, we, the Tranfgreflors, were bound
over to Punithment for our Crimes ; but God,
of his infinite Mercy, freed us from that Obli-
gation, by admitting Chrift to be our Surety :
Or, in virtue of his Stipulation, we are fet free,
and he became refponfible unto God for us.
This was an A¢ of Sovereignty in Ged.

2. Satisfaction : This is a Term, that.is alfo
borrowed from the Civz/ Law, and it intends
a Creditor’s accepting what is offered and paid
to him, by, or in Behalf of a Debtor, though it
is not what he might, according to the Obliga-
tion, have demanded. Satisfac?ion, therefore,
does not necefarily imply a fu// Payment, for
that may be, where the latter is not. When
we ufe the Word on this Subje&, we mean,
that no Demand will, or can be made upon us,
becaufe God agreed to accept of the Payment
of our Debt by Fefus Chrift, and he hath dif-
charged it; or made good his Engagement in
our Behalf. The Death of Chrift is to be con-
fidered, as the procatarétic Caufe; and Satif~
Jaction, as the Effe.

3. Acceptilation : That imports a Creditor’s
agreeing to accept another Thing, or lefs than
what is in the Obligation, whereby the Debtor
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is no lefs freed from the Obligation he was un-
der, than if the Idem, or fame, was paid, that
the Obligation exprefles. Thisis, indeed, un-
derftood of Obligation by Words among Crvz-
Lans, and is not properly applicable to this Af-
fair. But fome do at leaft allude unto it: Yet
they allow not that Force unto Acceptslation in
this Matter, which, according to the Opinion
of Civilians, it contains in it, viz. The Removal
of the Obligation. If it thould not fo do, in
this Bufinefs, Chrift would be injured ; for it is
not juft to require an innocent Perfon to die
in the Room of the Guilty, and fuffer the Obli-
gation to remain on him.

4. Solution : This is the Payment of what is
in the Obligation, from whence Satisfaition,
by Right, follows. Satisfaétion, as has been
obferved, may be, where Solution is not, be-
caufe the Creditor may be content with receiv-
ing lefs than he bad a Right to require: But
Satisfaction muft needs be, wherethere is Solu-
tion, becaufe, in Right, the Creditor can make
no farther Demand. And this is the Cafe, in
this Affair, For Chrift paid the Idem, or the
fame that was in our Obligation. We ftood
obliged to fuffer the Curfe of the Law, and
that includes the whole Penalty our Sins deme-
rit; no farther Punithment is due to Sin, than
what is contained in the Law’s Curfe: And,
therefore, the Death of Chrift was a proper and
Jull Payment of our Debt; confequently, it
muft be fatisfalfory to God, our righteous
Judge. God might have infifted upon Pay-
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ment from us, and not have accepted of the
Engagement of another for us; but fince, by
Novation, he diffolved our Obligation, or ad-
mitted of a Surety, his Payment of what was
required in the Obligation upon the Ground of
Juftice, gives us a Right to Impunity. And,
therefore, when it is faid that the Sazisfaction of
Chrift was refufable, we muft be careful, that
we underftand it in a right Senfe.

(1.) If by it is meant, that God was at Li-
berty to admit, or not admit of his Sponfion, or
Engagement for us, itis true. For he might
juftly have retained us under the Obligation,
and not have allowed of the Payment of our
Debt by a Surety. The Acceptation of his Un-
dertaking for us was an A& of fovereign Fa-
vour, and, therefore, it is, that we are faid to
be freely forgiven, although our Surety dif-
charged our whole Debt.

But, (2.) If by it is intended, that what
Chrift fuffered for us was refufable, or might
not have been accepted, or allowed to be the
Solution of our Debt, it is moft falfe ; becaufe
he fuffered that Curfe which the Law threat-
ened, and he was, in his Perfon, fuch as gave
that Worth unto his Death, which the Juftice
of God required, unto Sufferings fatisfaltory
for Gurlt. The Appointment of Chrift to fuf-
fer, in our Stead, was an amazing A& of fove-
reign Mercy, Kindnefs, and Grace; but the
Acceptation of his Sufferings, for our Difcharge,
avas an A of Fuflice, becaufe they were, both
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in Kind and Value, what that required, in Cafe
of a Violation of the Law.

And, therefore, it is a Miftake to think,
that, God having required his Son to die for us,
he may, that notwithftanding, only grant unto
us Terms, or Conditions of Pardon, and, for
Want of our Performance of thofe Conditions,
impute our Guilt to us, and infli® upon us the
Penalty our Sins deferve.

It is Matter of Favour to be content with #be
Payment of lefs than is due ; but of Right 20 e
Satisfied with the Payment of the Whole, which
can in fuflice be demanded, whether it be by
the Principal or Surety.

The Agreement between God and Chrift, as
our Surety, did not render his Sufferings available
to procure the Pardon of Sin; if {o, then, their
Value is not sutrinfic ; but is extrinfical only,
or it is of arbitrary Appointment. His Death
was the Refult of the fovereign Decree of God,
and of his own free and voluntary Engagement
to fubmit to the fovereign Pleafure of the Fa-
ther. But the Merit, Virtue, and Effcacy of
his Sacrifice to take away Sin, or attone for our
Guilt, fpring not from any Agreement between
God, our righteous Judge, and Chrift, our
Surety. The Merit of it arifes wholly from the
Nature of his Sufferings, as they were properly
penal, and the infinite Dignity of his Perfon.
As the nfinite Demerit of Sin is not the Effe®
of the Divine Will, but refults from zbe infinite
Greatnefs of God, againft whom it is commit-
ted: So the Value of Chrift’s Sufferings is not
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ef Divine Conftitution and Appointment; but
it is the proper and neceflary Refult of the iz-
finite Dignity of the Perfon of the Sufferer.
Hence it follows, that the Compa& between
God and Chrift did not give Merit to his Death
and Sacrifice, nor conftitute how far, and un-
to what Ends, it fhould be accepted, on our
Account: But merely his A& of offering him-
felf a Sacrifice for our Sins. Sovereign Love to
our Perfons determined upon his becoming a
Sacrifice for us, and Juftice grants thofe Ef-
fects, which that Sacrifice, becaufe of its 7z~
trinfic Worth without an arbitrary Appoint-
ment, merits at the Hand of God, our Law-
giver and Judge,

III. It is a Confideration of great Importance,
that God acted in this Bufinefs, merely in a fo-
vereign Manner, both towards us, and towards
our Saviour.

1. Towards us. His Refolution to pardon
and fave us was an A& of his Goodnefs; but
it was his Goodnefsacting in an arbitrary Way:
For it is not Goodnefs merely that ordains the
Salvation of a criminal Creature; if it was, it
would be contrary to Divine Goodnefs to in-
fli¢ Punithment on Sinners, which certainly it
is not, and, therefore, this was a free A& of
God’s Will: Or a Purpofe of Grace, which is
wholly to be attributed to his abfolute Pleafure.
1t was not a natural A& of his Goodnefs, as his
rewarding Innocence is; but a free and fove-
reign A¢t of Clemency and Favour.,
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2. Towards Chrifi. 'The Divine Decree to
punifh Sin wasan A& of Juftice ; but the De-
cree of punithing it in him was an A& of So-
vereignty. The Juftice of this Decree is appa-
rent, in that Refpe& was had unto Sin, as the
meritorious Caufe of Penalty : And the Sove-
reignty of that Divine Purpofe clearly thines,
in fixing upon Chrift to be the Subjeét of the
Punifhment Sin demerits. It was not a free
A& of the Divine Will to decree to punifh
Sin; if it was, God might have decreed to
permit the Creature eternally to fin againft
him, without fuffering any Punithment for his
Rebellion. But it was a free and fovereign A&
of his Will to decree, that Chrift thould bear
Sin, and fuffer the Penalty due unto it. Juftice
dire&s to the Punithment of Sin, as whatis jf
and proper. Sovereignty appointed and provid-
ed the innocent Subject, on whom Penalty
was infli&ted, in order to our Pardon and Im-
punity. So that Sovereigmty is that, from
which our Salvation originally {prings, into
which it muft be entsrely refolved, and where-
upon it abfolutely refts. And, if we deprive
God of his Sovereignty, we muft inevitably
damn ourfelves. For that alone could provide
for our Recovery and Salvation. Hence, (1.)
We fee the Reafon why no finite Mind could
ever have thought of this Method of faving Sin-
ners. All A&sof Goodnefs and Juftice which
proceed not maturally from thofe Atttributes
in God, but are free and fovereign Acts of his
Will, muft be undifcoverable by Reafon; be-
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caufe it hath no Rule to guide it into the Know-
ledge of fuch A&s as fpring from Sovereignty
alone. And, therefore, it is proper to infinite
Wifdom to contrive the Way of our Salvation.
And fuch a Myflery this is, as will eternally fill
the Minds of Angels and Saints, with holy
Adoration.

(2.) This will enable us to difcern, why our
Lord put his Sufferings wholly upon the Will
of God, and why his Sacrifice was fo pleafing
unto him. He put his Sufferings wholly upon
the Will of God ; becaufe, tho’ it was natural
to God to will to punifh Sin, it was a free A&t
of his Will to impute Sin to him, and punifth
him for it. The Sacrifice of Chrift was infi-
nitely pleafing unto God ; becaufe his Will was
therein fubjeted to the Will of God, in fuch
Sort, as the Will of no Angel or Saint is, or
ever will be. This was fuch an A& of Obe-
dience, as never was, nor ever will be required
of any Creature. And herein God was more
honoured by our blefled Lord, in all his glo-
rious Perfections, than he will be, by the Suf-
ferings of the Damned, or the Obedience of
Angels and Saints unto Eternity. This, among
other Confiderations, is the Reafon why the
Sacrifice Chrift offered, was of & fweet-fmelling
Savour unto God 5 not merely as Sufferings, but
as fubmitted unto, with his whole Soul, out
of a Regard unto his Glory, as a gracsous, boly,
and juff God,

(3.) Hence we alfo difcern, that there was
an ntrinfic Worth and Efficacy in the Sacrifice
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of Chrift, According to Mr. Taylr, what
Virtue it bad, or which he is pleafed to al-
low unto it, (that I intend to confider, with
the Affiftance of the Grace of him, whofe this
Sacrifice is) arofe from the Will and Appoint-
ment of God. If fo, then there was no -
trinfic Virtue in it to anfwer any important
End, ecither refpecting God, to whom it was
offered, or Men for whom it was offered. And,
confequently, God is no more honoured in any
of his Attributes, in the Salvation of Men, than
if he had faved them, without requiring this
Sacrifice ; nor do any Advantages accrue to
Men from it, that they might not as well have
enjoyed without it. 'Which Suppofition is fuch
a RefleCtion on the Wifdom of God, who ap-
pointed Chrift to fuffer and die, as would cer-
tainly caufe Men to bluth who advance it, if
they were not wholly given over to Blindnefs
and Stupidity. As our Saviour, in his Suffer-
ings, was, in fuch an unparalleled Manger,
obedient to the Father’s Will, his Death hath
Virtue and Efficacy in itfelf, independent of any
Aét of the Divine Will, to attain the great Ends
whereunto it was defigned. 'This Tranfaction
was the Effect of the fovereign Will of God ;
but the Worth, Virtue, and Efficacy of his
Death and Sacrifice are intrinfic, and not of
arbitrary Appointment. If it was, God might
have willed his Death, without decreeing it
fhould anfwer any important End, either re-
{peting himfelf, or Men; and he certainly
did, for aught we know., Befides, was it
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poflible for infinite Goodnefs, Holinefs, and
Wifdom, to will the Sufferings of the inno-
cent Fefus to an End, which they, in their own
Nature, had no Virtue or Efficacy at all to an-
fwer ? but it is wholly of arbitrary Appoint-
ment, that fuch an End is anfwered by his
Sufferings and Sacrifice.

They are but fwelling Words of Vanity which
thofe Men ufe, concerning the Goodnefs of
God, in this Affair, who deny the real Merit
of the Sacrifice of Chrift. If Divine Goodnefs
is, asthey fay it is, exalted glorionfly, in freely
pardoning Sin, without SatisfaGion for it, and
‘the Death of Chrift could not, nor was intend-
ed to fatisfy for Sin, nor had any Virtue 7z
#tfelf ; but, what Efficacy foever it hath, ¢ /s
extrinfical, and of Divine Appointment only s
then how is Goodnefs difplayed in delivering
him up to Suffering and Death for us? To-
wards Chrift it was an A& of Severity, and
to us no Inftance of Goodnefs, which was at
all neceffary to our Pardon and Salvation. For
the Death of Chrift could not be #ecefary to
our Remiffion, if it had no intrinfic Worth in
it, meritorious of Forgivenefs. There was no
Goodnefs manifefted to us Sinners, in the Gift
of Chrift for us, if his Death had no zntrinfic
Virtue in it : All the Kindnefs, which can be
pretended in this Matter towards us, is God’s
Decreeing, that his Death thall be a Condition,
or Reafon of our Pardon, without any Virtue

in it to take away, or attone for our Guilt.
And fuch a Virtue as this, God might have
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affigned unto the Death of any Martyr, or even
of a Beaf? offered to him in Sacrifice, if that
had been. his Pleafure. For fuch Virtue is
affignable to another Perfon or Thing, if it is
affignable unto Chrift.

IV. The Government of the Fews was Theo-
cratical, or a Theocracy : God took upon him-
{elf the Government of that People. And,

1. He gave them a perfe&t Law, which re-
quired the Practice of all Holinefs, and forbid
every Sin. God, who is infinitely holy, can-
not require lefs than perfe&t Purity, however
depraved the Subje&s of his Rule are. He
can make no Allowance for their Weaknefles,
Temptations, or Occafions to Evil.

2. His Law threatened Sin with Death. The
Soul that fins fball die. And this Threaten-
ing re{pected every Sin, and all Degrees of Sin.
So that every Deviation from the Rule of Du-
ty, and the Want of perfec Conformity to the
Law, in the Manner of the Performance of it,
fubje@ed to that awful Menace. If, as their
King, he had proceeded according to this Law,
no Man among them could have enjoyed any
Favour, or even Life ; and therefore,

3. God appointed the Offering of Sacrifices
to make Attonement for Sin, in many Cafes.
Wherein we may obferve,

(1.) He did not charge or impute Guilt
unto the Offerer of thofe Sacrifices, as the Go-
vernor of that People,
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(2.) Nor were they fubje¢t unto the Com-
mination of Death, upon their Offering thofe
Sacrifices. But,

(3.) Were to be continued in Life, and in
the Enjoyment of fuch Favoursand Privileges,
as were granted unto them by God, who took
upon himfelf the Rule over them, as a Nation.
The Law of Sacrifices was, therefore, politi-
cal ; but intended of God, if the divine Wri-
ter to the Hebrews miftakes not their Meaning,
as Types of far greater Things than any they
really contained, viz. the aCtual Removal of
Guilt, Freedom from the Condemnation, and
Curfe of the Law, and Efcaping Divine Ven-
geance.

4. Some Sins were not to be attoned for by
Sacrifices, in this political and #ypical Senfe ;
but the guilty Perfons muft fuffer corporal
Death for thofe Crimes, viz. Murder, Adultery,
Blafphemy, &c.

5. Sacrifices were appointed for fome afro-
ciousCrimes, viz. Defiling a Servant-maid, Theft,
and Perjury ; and therefore it is not true, that
they were inftituted only for common Frailties,
and Sins of Ignorance. Lev.v. 1.V1.4, 5.Xix. 20.

6. The anniverfary Sacrifice was offered for
Sins of all Sorts, as the Terms ufed concern-
ing it do clearly and abundantly evince, Tniqui-
ties and Tranfgreffions in all their Sins. Thofe
Terms include all Sorts of Sins, which was in-
tended to fignify, that a fpiritual Attonement
was to be made even for fuch Offences, on
Account of which, the guilty Perfon muft
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fuffer corporal Death, according unto that Law,
which was the Inflrument of the Jewith Polity,
As to the femporal Life of that People, it was
preferved or forfeited, as they were innocent or
guilty of fuch Crimes, for which no Sacrifices
were appointed of God : But that was not the
Rule according to which God proceeded in the
Bufinefs of Salvation. If it had been fo, no
Murderer, &c. could have been pardoned and
faved.

It was the Defign of the Inftitution of Sacri-
fices for Jefler Crimes, to teach that People,
that the Remiffion of them, fmall, as they
might be inclined to efteem them, could not
be without Attonement made : And the In-
ftitution of the anniverfary Sacrifice furnithed
them with a Ground of Hope of the Pardon
of fuch Crimes, for which thofe, who were
guilty of them, muft fuffer corporal Death.
And this feems to be one Reafon, why the
Author of the Epifile to the Hebrews particu-
larly obferves, that that anniverfary Sacrifice
could not zake away Sin, in order to prove the
Neceffity of another. That being more com-
prehenfive than the others, it was moft appo-
fite to his Purpofe to inftance in that, for that
Reafon ; and for that Reafon, chiefly, it was fo,
Levit. xvi. 16, 21.

Yet, 1t alfo feems to be inftanced in, with
a farther View, viz. to prove the Neceffity of
another Sacrifice to be offered for lefler Sins,
than what the Levitical Law required. For,
in this anniverfary Sacrifice, there was a Re-
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membrance even of {uch Sins, for which other Sa-
crifices had been before offered. And, therefore,
tho’ the Offerer was not liable to Penalty, by
the political Law, yet he could not plead his
Pardon in a higher View, by Virtue of that
Sacrifice which he offered before unto God ;
neither could he by Virtue of this anniverfary
one, for that muft be repeated at the Return
of the Year.

. That Law, Commandment, or Covenant
which confifted of the Moral, Ceremonial, and
fudicial Laws given unto that People, did not
contain, promife, or convey real, fpiritual Re-
miflion, Peace, and Reconciliation to Sinners.
It was impoflible, that thofe Bleflings thould
be enjoyed by Virtue of that Conftitution,
wherein there was neither a Prieft fit to make
real [piritual Attonement for Sin, nor any Sa-
crifice offered, which could be of Efficacy un-
to fo important an End. The Law made no-
thing perfect, neither Perfons nor Things ;
neither thofe who officiated in Divine Ser-
vice, nor them for whom they a&ed, in the
Execution of the facerdotal Office. Hence the
infpired Writer {peaks of the Whole of their
Service in fuch depreciating Terms as he does,
viz. carnal Ordinances, weak and beggarly Ele-
ments 5 the Rudiments of the World ; a Shadow,
and not the Image. The higheft Excellency
and Glory of all that Apparatus of Service was
its #ypical Relation unto the glorious Things
promifed, exhibited, and conveyed in another,
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and infinitely better Covenant, which is abun-
dantly proved in the Epiftle to the Hebrews.

8. The new Covenant promifes, contains,
and conveys thofe glorious Things themfelves,
which the Law was a #ypical Reprefentation of,
and no more : Nothing greater or nobler, can be
attributed unto it. And thofe Things are rea/
Jpiritual Remiffion, eternal Redemption, Re-
conciliation, Freedom of Accefs unto God, and
the everlafting Enjoyment of him, by Virtue
of the Blood of this Covenant. As it was not
an Offer of political Pardon that was obtained
by legal Sacrifices, but Pardon ##felf, in that
Senfe : So the Blood of Chrift procured not
an Offer of Remiffion, but Remiffion z#/e/f,
taken in that Senfe which is proper and peculiar
unto the #ew Covenant, wherein his Sacrifice
was appointed and provided. TheBlood of Bu/ls
and of Goats availed unto the Procurement of
political Pardon of Sin, according to the o/d
Covenant, and not unto an Offer of Forgive-
nefs : And the precious Blood of our dear Lord
Jefus obtained for us real Pardon in a {piri-
tual Senfe, and not an Offer of it, according to
that better Covenant, which is effablifbed upon
befter Promifés. Thefe Things ferve fully to
difcover the Fallacy and 7nconclufiveNatureof the
Reafoning of the Socinians, on the- momentous
Subjet of the Satisfaction of Chrift. What
Force is there in thofe Arguments, which are
drawn from the Levitical Sacrifices, to prove
the Non-imputation of Sin to him ? That he
did not fuffer the Penalty our Guilt demerits ?
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And that res/ fpiritual Remiflion refults no§
from his Death ¢ None at all. Since that whole
Occonomy only was a Shadow and obf¢ure Re-
prefentation of thefe Matters, it is not to be ex-
pected, that we can find the Things zbemfetves
therein. And, becaufe they were only #ypical
of thofe Things, therefore was it neceflary,
that there thould be another Prieft to a& for
us, in Things pertaining fo-God. Another Sa-
crifice was abfolutely needful to be offered, in
order to make propery real, and fpiritual At-
tonement for Sin. Real fpiritual Attonement
was not, nor could be made by any, or a// the
Rites of the firft Covenant ; nor was it the In-
tention of that Covenant to fupply the Fede~
rates with real fpiritual Pardon. That Par-
don was not Jpiritual, but #ypical only of fuch
Remiffion ; and that Attonement was domoge-
neous, or typical only. As the new Covenant
difpenfes real fpiritual Pardon, fo real fpiritual
Attonement is made by the Sacrifice, which
that Covenant provides,

CHAP IL
Of CHR IS T’ Bearing Sin.

1. S T intend, in this Chapter, to prove

the Imputation of our Sins to Chrift,
I would firft enquire into the Ground of the
Charge of our Guilt to him, and of his
Bearing it for us. If no Foundation can be
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thewn, whereon our Crimes might, in Juftice,
be placed to his Account, I readily acknow-
ledge, that the Opinion of his bearing our
Sin is indefenfible, and it muft neceflarily fink,
together with our Hope of Salvation by him.
But, blefled be God, our Hopes of Remiffion,
by Virtue of his Sacrifice, are built upon a
moft folid Bafis. For, Chrift and the Church
conftitute one myflical Perfon. - He is the
Head, and his People are the Members : Or
fuch a Union f{ubfifts between him and them,
as is a proper Foundation for the A& of the
Imputation of their Sins to him. And heis
their Surety. By fo much was Jefus made the
Surety of a better Teflament (a). A Surety is
one who undertakes to- pay, fuffer, or do
fomething for others, either becaufe they are
defective in Credit, or Ability, Thus Fudab
became Surety to his Father for his Brother
Benjamin : 1 will be Surety for bim ; of my
Hand fbalt thou require bim ;5 if I bring bim
not unto thee, and [et bim before thee, then let me
bear the Blame, (or I will be Sin, i.e. account-
ed guilty) for ever (4). And the Apoftle Paul
undertook to fatisfy Philemon both for Wrong
and Debt, in Behalf of Onefimus: If be bath
wronged thee, or oweth thee aught, put that on mine
Account, I will repay it (¢). fudab’s Sponfion
refpected the Security of the Perfon of his Bro-
ther: The Apoftle’s related unto the Satisfaction
of Pbilemon, for Wrong and Debt. The Sure-
tythip of Chrift includes both : The Safety of

{a} Heb. vii. zz, (8) Gen, xlifi. 9. (c) Phil. ver. 18, 19.
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the Perfons of his People, and the Payment of
their Debt, or making Satisfattion for that
Wrong which they have done.

The latter is here principally intended, which
was Chrift’s undertaking to accomplith the Will
of the Father in our Redemption : Zken faid
I, Lo, I come,in the Volume of the Book it is writ-
ten of me : I delight to do thy Will, O my God :
yea, thy Law is within my Heart (d). The
Father’s Will, and his own voluntary Engage-~
ment, brought upon him an Obligation to fuf-
fer and die: Ought not Chriff to bave [uffered
thefe Things (¢)? And, therefore, it is. falfe,
which one aflerts, viz. that Chrift was not un-
der a moral Obligation to fuffer ifor' us. ‘This
Sponfion is the Ground of the Imputation of
our Sins to him, and of the Infli&ion of Pe-
nalty upon him.

Mr. 7. obje&s feveral Things to evade the
Evidence, which is given unto this important
Truth, where Chrift is exprefsly called a Surety.
Says he, 1. This is the only Place where be is fo
called, He is no lefs truly a Surety, than if he
had been fo called in a thoufand Places. One
exprefs Teftimony from God is a fufficient Evi-
dence of Truth. 2. Not our Surety. Itis not
difficult to determine whofe Surety he is, and
muft be. He is the Surety of the defeitive.
Party in the Covenant, which is not God, but
us. 3. A Surety is one who undertakes for the
Performance of a Promife. 1. This is but.an
imperfe& Account of a Surety. Fudab was a

(d) Pal. xl. 7, 8. (¢) Luke xxiv. 26.
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Surety for his Brother unto his Father, but
did not undertake for the Performance of any
Promife of his. 2. It is dlafphemous to imagine,
that God had Need of a Surety, to fecure the
Performance of his Promifes, or to affure us by
his Sponfion of their Fulfilment. No Creature
can be of equal Credit or Ability, with God.
And fuch only Mr. 7. thinks Chrift is. 3. He
confounds Mediation and Suretyfbip (g). A Per-
fon may be a Mediator, and yet not be a Surety.
Mofes was the former, but not the latter. Chrift
is both Mediator and Surety. Again, Chrift is
a Surety in the Difcharge of his facerdotal
Office, as the Words evidently fuppofe. And,
therefore, he offered himfelf a Sacrifice, as a
Surety : Or that A& was a Fulfilment of his
Sponfion.  Schitétingius was aware of this, and
endeavours to enervate the Force of the Argu-
ment, taken from hence to prove, that-Chrift
is our Surety ; but itis ina very awest and
frivolous Manner. His Reafon, that we did
not fend Chrift, is trifling. For, not his Miffion,
but his Undertaking makes him a Surety (5).

() Mr. Taplor’s Key to the Apoflolic Writings, Chap. 1X.
Ne. 166, and Note.
(») Sponfor Feederis appellatur jefus, quod momine Dei no-
bis {peponderit, id eft, fidem fecerit, Peum Frederis PramiBones
~ dervaturum efle. Noa vero quafi pro nobis {pefponderit Reo, no-
Rrorumve debitorum Solutionem in fe receperit. Nec enim nos
mifimus Chritom ; fed Deus, cujus nomine Chriftus ad nos xe-
pit, Feedus nobifcam.panxit, ejulgue Promifianes ratas fore fpo-
{pondit & in fe recepit ; ideoque nec Sponfor fimpliciter, fed Fee-
deris Sponfor nominatur : Spopondit autem Chriftas pro -Feede-
ris diviai Veritate,non tantum -quatenas id firmum ratumque fore
Verbis perpetuo tefhitus elt, {ed gtiam quatenus Maneris fui Fi-
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1€ Chrift aQed as a Surety, in the offering of
himfelf a Sacrifice for Sin, that was the Mat-
ter of his Undertaking, in his Sponfion, and
he muft be our Surety, and not God’s: And
that he did fo, is evident, becaufe he is 2
Surety, as he isinvefted with, and alts in the
prieftly Office.

II. In his bearing Sin, we may obferve the
A& of the Father, which was the Imputation
of our Sinsto him, or placing that Wrong we
have done to his Account. This is clearly ex-
prefled: The Lord bath laid on bim the Iniqui-
tiesof wsafl. Iniquities mean finful Actions,
the fame as Tranfgreffions, for which he was
wounded. No Inftance can be produced, where
(") Iniquity intends Suffering, merely, orin
an abflraéied Confideration from Guilt, as the
Caufe of Suffering. He made our Iniquities to
meet, or fall vpon Chrilt; fo (vap) is {ome-
times rendered {7). The fame Thought is ex-
Z:eﬁ'ed in thefe Wordsz #hen thou jhalt make

s Sonl (oowR) Guilt, or 8in, as it is fome-
times tranflated (%). Chrift could not become a

dem maximis rerum ipfarum comprebavit Documentis, tum

Vitz Tonocentia & Sanéitate, tum Diyinis plane, que patrayit,
ibus; tum Mortis adeo truculents, quam pro Dollrire i

Veritate fubiit, Perpeffione. Comment. in Epift. ad Hebrezos,
. wH, 23.

() Jfa lidi. 6. 92°930; fall apen hirs, 2.8am..i..15. o ale
in 1 Kingsii..29. And thus, in Fudges viil. 21, fall zpen. us,
399°93D, in other Inflances, the Word is nfed 9n this Sende.

&) I L. 10. And thou fhoxldft bave brought (CTIWR)
Guiltinefs, or Guitt upen us, Gen. xxni: 10. Fools make. ¢ Mock
at (CWR) Sin.  Prov. xiv. 9. Zhou dwoweft. sy Foolifonefs,
ard my Sins OVOWRY) are not bid from thee, Fal. lxiv. 5.
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Sacrifice for Sin, without a Charge of Guilt or
Sin to him. And this Point of  Dotrine is af-
ferted by the Apoftle : He bath made him to be
Sin for us, who knew no Sin. The Sufferings
of Chrift were the Confequence of the Impu-
tation of Sin unto him ; hence, in Suffering, he
was made a Curfe, which he could not be, in
Juftice, confidered as innocent.

III. Two A&s of Chrift are obfervable, with
Refpe&t to his bearing Sin.

1. The Sufception of it. He took it upon
himfelf : Or fully and freely confented unto the
Charge of our Guilt to him. This A& is ex-
prefled by the Word (83); be bare the Sin of
many. In various Places the Septuagint render
this Word by, (aepgdre) which is ufed to ex-
prefs Taking upon, or Receiving, as may be
feen in the Margin {}). Our blefled Saviour
received our Guilt, by confenting unto the Im-
putation of it to himfelf.

2. He bare it as a Burden; fo the Word (590)
whereby his Bearing of Sin is exprefled, pro-
perly fignifies : He fball bear (520) their Ini-
quities (m). He ftood under the heavy Load
of our Guilt, until it was fully attoned for,

(1) drife, lift, or take np (YRW. 70 Aale) the Lad, Gen. xxi.
18. 1 avill take (NN 70 Anbopas) the Cup of Salvation, Plal.
cxvi. 13. Let the Reader confult Trommii Concord. and he will
find many Inftances, wherein the 70 thus render the origizal
‘Word. The Apoftle ufes this Word to exprefs Chrift's Affumption’
of our Nature : But be made bimfelf of no Reputation, taking upon
bim (naCar) the Form of a Serwvant, Phil. ii. 7, Ifa. liii. 12,

(=) la. lii, J1.
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which would have funk us deeply into the 7z~
Sernal Pit. The former Word exprefies his
Taking Sin upon him, and this reprefents his
Standing under that mafy Weight. Seve-
ral Things may be obferved, which confirm
the Thought of Chrift’s bearing the Guik
of Sin, in Suffering for it. (1.) Making bis
Soul Guilt, and caufing our Iniquities to meet in,
or fall upon bim, exprefs-an A& of God, which
is diftin& from Bruifing and Putting bim to
Grief; and, therefore, they defign an Impu-
tation of Sin, in order to fuffering Punith-
ment.

(2.) He bare that which we bave Confcience
of, which muft be Guilt. That which our
Confciences are purged from, by the Blood of
Chrift, he bare in his Sufferings for us, which
is Sin or Guilt.

(3.) He bare that for which Sacrifices were
offered, and that muft be Sin committed.
Hence, in Oppofition to the lega/ Sacrifices, it is
faid of him, that be was once offered to bear the
Sin of many, without which be will appear the
fecond Fime.

(4.) Chrift bare that which there was a Re-
membrance of in the anniverfary Sacrifice, which
was Guilt contracted.

(5.) He bare that, which, the Blood of
Bulls and Goats could not take away, viz. out
Guilt, or Sin, which we have committed. I
think, that a proper Confideration of the Scope
and Connexion of the Divine Writer, in the
ixth Chapter of Hebrews, and the Beginning of
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the xth, will be fufficient to convinece of the
Truth of thefe Things.

(6.) The Death of Chrift could not be pe-
nal, without an Imputation of Guilt to him,
as the meritorious Caufeé of his Suffering and
Death. For, where no Charge of Sin is, no
Penalty can be inflited, in Juftice. And,
therefore, when Chrift {uffered Punithment, ot
was made a Curfe for us, he was made Sin,
by the Imputation of our Sins to him.

1V. Mr. Taylor is plealed to obferve, That
there are nine Bearers of Sin. 1. God (n). 1. e.
he forgives it. 1. He imputed it to Chrift.
2. Punifthed Sin in him, when he was made a
Cutfe. 3. Acquits us of our Guilt, 2. Cbriff
(o). How he bare Sin hath been fhewn. 1.
Our Lord took upon himfelf, or received our
Guilt, in confenting unto the Charge of it to
him. 2. Bare it as a Burden, laid on him by
God. 3. The Angel who was with the Ifraclites
#n the Wildernefs (p). This was Chrift. And
Pardoning Sin is intended, as we tranflate the
Word. 4. The Priefls and Levites (g). i. e.
minifterially, or as they performed thofe facri-
fical Services, which were appointed to take
away Sin, in a #ypical Senfe. 5. Such wbo
were offended (r). 'This defigns Forgivenefs,

(1) Exod. xxxii. 32. Chap. xxxiv. 7. Numb. xiv. 18,
Fofb. xxiv. 19. Pfal. xxv. 18. xxxii. 1, &e.

{o) Iz, hiii. 11. wer. 12. :

(7) Exod. xviii. 21.

g) Exsd. xxviii. 38. Lev. x. 19, Numb. xvii. 1—23.

}r) Ger. L. 17. Exod x.17. 1 Sam. 2v. 25.—xxv. 28
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6. The Scape-Goat (s). Thatis to fay, #ypical-
ly. 5. The Criminals themfelves (£). 1. Sin was
imputed them. 2. They fuffered Punifhment.
8. The Children of the Ifracelites bore the Sins of
their Parents (u). 1. They were not, nor
could be confidered innocent. 2. It was Pu-
nithment which they fuffered. 9. The Pro-
phet Ezekiel (w). Unto what Purpofe this laft
Inftance is produced, it is difficult to conjec-
ture, and he feeins to be entirely at a Lofs, how
to improve it to his Advantage.

V. The Author proceeds to make Obferva-
tions, on his lzboured Colle&ion of Texts,
wherein Bearing Sin is mentioned.

1. No Levitical Sacrifice is ever faid to bear
Sin. The Scape-Goat did bear Sin 3 but it was
not facrificed, or flain (x.)

Anfw. 1. The Impofition of Hands on
the Sacrifice, there is Reafon to think, was
attended with an Acknowledgment of Guilt.
2. If thofe Sacrifices did not bear Sin, why
are they called (own) Guilt, or Sin? 3.The
Scape-Goat, which he allows bore Sin, belong-
ed unto the anniverfary Sacrifice, and by that
was Attonement made (¥.) 4. Not to men-

{(«) Lev. xvi. 22,

(¢) Lew. vii. 18. &,

(x) Numb. xiv. 33. Lam. v. 7.

(w) Ezek. iv. 4, 5, 6. Scripture-Do&rine of Attonement
examined, Pages 26, 27, 28, 29, 30.

(x) Page 30.

(3) Lev. xvi, 10,
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tion any of the Storzes which the Fewifh Wri-
ters, relate, concerning the Scape-Goat, two
Things are to be obferved in real fpiritual At-
tonement for Sin, v/z. the Punithment of it in
Chrift, and its Removal. The flain Goat #y-
pically reprefented the former, and the Scape-
Goat the latter. As the anniverfary Sacrifice
was more comprehenfive, or of greater Extent
than the other Sacrifices, in that Attonement
which was made by it for Sin: So there was
in it a fuller #ypical Reprefentation of fpiritual
Attonement than in any other. The flain Goat
typified Chrift’s Sufferings, and the Scape-
Goat his Removal of our Guilt, thereby, from
us, and out of the Sight of God as a Judge.

2. When the great God is faid to bear Sin,
the Meaning, I apprebend, mufl be that be tookor
carried it away, jfor thisis a common and - cur- .
rent Senfe of the Word (xw3) (2.)

Anfw. 1. 1 grant that the Word is often to
be underftood in that Senfe. But, 2. He muit
allow, that it is alfo ufed to exprefs Taking up
and Bearing, 3. Let us confider, how God
takes or carries away Sin. Is it making that
undone, which is done? No, for that implies
a Contradi¢tion, Is it taking away the crimi-
nal Action, pbyfically confidered? No, that is
impoffible. Isit reckoning or accounting the
Sinner not to have committed the criminal
AGs, which are taken away ? No, for that is

contrary to Truth, Itis not imputing, or not

(z) Ges. xlvii, 30. Ewxsd. X, 19. Numb, xvi. 15. &, Page
30, 31.
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reckoning thofe A&ions to him, as relatively
confidered, or as Breaches of his holy Law.
Hence, the Apoftle exprefles Pardon thus:
Bleffed is the Man to whom the Lord will not im-
pute Sin. 4. Though God cannot otherwife
bear Sin, than by pardoning it; Chrift could,
and did take it upon himfelf, and bear it as a
Burden, in order to take it away, by making Sa-
tisfaGtion for it. He adds, 20 too, JJa:. liii.
11, will admit the Senfe of carrying off, or a-
away, 1fai. xvi. 4. Even I will carry you off, and
I will deliver you. This Word is alfo ufed,
Ifai. liii. 4. He bath carried our Sorrows;
which, doubtlefs, St. Matthew (Chap. viii. 17.)
underflood in the Senfe of removing, or carrying
off, wken be faith, bimfelf took [away] our In-
Sfirmities, and bare |[carried of | our Sick-
neffes (a.)

Anfw. 1. He well knows, that this Word
properly fignifies to bear, fuftain, or carry, as a
Man bears a Burden ; nor can he produce an
Inftance, where it is ufed in a different Senfe.
2. Bearing in Jfzi. xlvi. 4. is a diftin& A&
from delivering, which is afterwards promifed,
and therefore the Senfe of carrying off, cannot
be admitted in that Place. 3. That Senfe can-
not be allowed in Ifa/. liii. 4, becaufe it is evi-
dently the Defign of the Prophet to reprefent,
or exprefs what our Saviour endured, or un-
derwent for us. 4. Mafthew did not under-
{tand the Term in that Senfe, for he renders it

(a) Page 32.
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by a Greek Word, which fignifies to bear,
(CaoTacw) as a Man bears a Load. .
Chrift’s Curing bodily Sicknefles was an Evi-
dence and Effe@, of his Bearing our Sins, and
that Penalty which they demerit, and, there-
fore, he applies, or accommodates the Thing
unto its Evidence and Effe&, which is not un-
ufual with the New Teffament Writers. A
plain Inftance of this we have : And gave Gifts
unto Men : In the Prophet, it is, received Gifts
Sfor Men (b.)

3. Andin the faie Senfe, or one near a-kin
to 1t, our Blefed Lord, and the Jewith High-
Pricfis,Prigfls, and Levites,bare Sin, as they made
Litonement for Sin, or fuffered or did thyfe
Things which Ged was pleafed to appoint, as pro=
per, on their Part, either jfor the Removal, or
to fignify the Removal or Taking away of Guilt.
In the Margin, fays he: This Idea the Writers
of the New Teflament give us of Attonement and
Pardon s particularly, in Relation to our Lord.
John 1. 29. The Lamb of Ged, (o aiguv) which
taketh away the Sin of the World. 1 Johniil. 5.
He was manifefled that be (agn) might take
awey our Sins. Rom. xi. 27. When (apire-
paw) I fball take away their Sins. Heb. x. 4.
It 15 not poffible that the Blood of Bulls and Goats
Should  (apaigew) fake away Sins. Ver. 11.
Which can never (weguraw) take away Sins. Put
away Sin, end bear the Sins of many, fignify the
Jame Thing, Heb. ix. 26, 28. (c.)

(5) Eph.iv. 8. PGL lzviii 18, =TIND DND DOMps.]
(c) Page 33.
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Anfw. 1. In Levitical Services, there was a
typical Bearing of Sin. 2. As the Effe& of
t}*at, a z}pzml and political Pardon of Sin, or
Removal of Guilt. 3. What Chrift toock away,
he bare, and was made, if we may believe the
New Teflament Writers : He bore our Sins in bis
cwn Body on the Tree : He bath made bim to be
Sin for us who knew no Sin. 4. That he took
away our Guilt, is a certain and precicus
Truth; but not believed by Mr. Taylr, for,
according to his Opinion, Chrift obtained #o-
thing more, than an Offer of Forgivenefs, and
it is left to us to do that, whereupon follows
the Removal of our Guilt. In his Opinion,
Chrift neither bare, nor bare away our Sin. 3.
In Rom. xi. 27. God’s A& of Pardon is expref=
fed, and not what our Saviour did and {uffer-
ed, in order to the Removal of our Guilt. 6.
It is falfe, which he affirms, that to put away
Sin, and bear the Sins of many, f; ignify the fame
Thing, in'Heb. ix. 26, 28. For putting away
Sin, by the Sacrifice of himfelf, is the Effeé,
and his bearing Sin, in the offering of him-
felf, is the Caufe. Therefore, they differ as a
Caufe and its Effect refulting from it, do differ,
and are not the fame Thing,.

4. His fourth Obfervation not being to the
Purpofe, I fhall take no Notice of it, viz. For-
6earm<r Jor a Seafon, to inflict deferved Punifh-
ment (d )

5. Says he, The Werd alfo denotes to bear a
Burden 5 and fo metaphorically to bear, or to be

(d) Pages 33 34«
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liable to bear, or endure Punifbment and Suffer-
ing. Thus Criminals bore their own Iniqui-
ties (e).

Anfw. 1. He allows that the Word denotes
to bear a Burden, and, therefore, when it is ufed
to exprefs Chrift’s Bearing our Sin, it may in-
tend his Bearing it upon himfelf, as a Load,
But, 2. He will never be able to prove, that
the Word (%a0) bear, hath any other Signifi-
cation, which is ufed to exprefs Chrift Bearing
our Sin, or Guilt. 3. When Defcendants
bore the Whoredoms or Iniquities of "their Pa-
rents, which he mentions, we muft obferve, (1.)
They were not innocent, but guilty, and guilty
of the fame Sins, as their Fathers were. (2.)
Guilt was charged on them. And, (3.) They
fuffered Punithment. ‘Therefore, (4.) The
Terms ufed in Relation unto the Sufferings and
Death of Chrift, or his Bearing Sin, are pro-
perly expreffive of a Charge of Guilt, of Bear-
ing it, and of fuffering Punifhment, in Confe-
quence of that Imputation of Sin or Guilt. No
unnatural and forced Senfe is put upon them,
when we interpret them to fuch a Meaning.
This is well worthy of Obfervation.

6. He feems confcious to himlfelf, that his
fixth Obfervation, which relates unto Ezekiel’s
Bearing the Iniquities of the Children of Ifrael,
cannot convey any Light to us on this Subjeét:
And, therefore, I may juftly pafs that over.
Now he comes to his Conclufion.

(e) Page 34.
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7. Upon the Whole, fays he, It 75 abundant-

ly evident, no Proof can |be drawn from Scrip-
ture, that Bearing Sin includes the Notion of
transferring Guilt from the Nocent to the In-
nocent (f.)

Anfw. 1. According to the Scripture all Men
univerfally, are become guilty before God.
There is no innocent Perfon among the Race
of Adam, who naturally defcend from himj;
how, therefore, can we expect to find any Ac-
count, in Scripture, of transferring Guilt from
the Nocent to the Innocent: All this Labour
of Mr. Taylor’s is but _folemnTrifling on this mo-
mentous Subje&. Nor, 2. Isit to be prov-
ed from Scripture, that God ever did, or
will decree, that the Innocent fhall fuffer, on
Occafion of the Crimes of the Nocent; will
Mr. Taylor for that Reafon deny, that Chrift
fuffered, on Occafion of our Sins? He cannot,
if he really thinks, that the Death of Chrift
is a Condition, Reafon, or Motive with God
to forgive Sin, 3. The Affair of Chrift’s Death.
is a fingular and unparalleled Cafe, and, there-
fore, it is prepofterous and abfurd to argue, that,
that cannot be in this Cafe, which is not to be
found in other Cafes, which cannot be com-
pared with it.

In another Place, he farther obje&s unto the
Transferring of our Guilt to Chrift, and recom-
mends a Pampblet, intitled, Second Thoughts
concerning the Sufferings and Death of Chrift.

(f) Page 3s.
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I fhall confider briefly what that Author offers
on the Subje&, in an Appendix to thefe Sheets,
Says Mr. Taylr, Guilt is my doing Wrong,
whereby I become obnoxious to. Punifbment. And,
therefore, Guilt in its own Nature cannot be
ransferred.  For Punifbment is neceflarily con-
nefted with the Wrong done, and the Wrong is
done by none but myfelf : Therefore Punifbment
can be due to none, and, confequently can pojfibly
be inflicted upon none but mylelf (g.)

Anfw. 1. A&ions good or bad, phyfically
confidered, cannot be transferred. But, 2.
Adions relatively confidered, or in their Rela-
tion to the Law, may be transferred, or reck-
oned, or imputed to others, when there is a
proper Foundation for it, as there is in the
Affair of the Imputation of our Sins to Chrift,
vz, his Sponfion, or his becoming a Surety to
God for us. 3. It is not fuppofed, that he
did the Wrong, nor was Chrift reputed to
have done the Wrong ; but the Wrong done by
us was put to his Account. As the Apoftle
Paul defired, that the Wrong as well as Debt
of Onefimus, might be imputed to him, or pla-
ced to his Account. And, 4. Hence Punith-
ment, in Juftice, was infli¢ed on Chrift, up-
on the Ground of his Suretythip-Engagement
to God for us. _

5. The Reafon, why nothing parallel to this
may be aCted among Men in criminal Cafes, is,
Rulers and Subje&s are equally bound by 7a-
tural Juftice, and, therefore, Lawgivers have

(g) Page 96.
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no Power to require, or accept of the Sponfion
of an innocent Perfon for. the Guilty, in crimi-
nal Cafes:; nor hath any innocent Man Power
over himfelf, or a Right to- put himfelf under
the Obligation of any Criminal, if he would.
6. The Righteoufnefs of God’s Nature will
not permit him to fuffer Sin to go unpunifhed.
His Will to punifh Sin is neceffary, though free ;
if it were not, he might have willed to permit
the Creatare to fin for ever, without fuffering
Punifhment. But, 7. As God is above the
Law, wherein it is conftituted or appomted 5
that Punifhment fhall be infli¢ted on the Guil-
ty, by Perpetration of Offence; he can difpenfe
with it in that Particular, and admit of the
Sponfion of another, who hath Power over
himfelf, to put himfelf under our Obligation.
We know, full as well as any Socinian what-
ever, that nothing like this may be tranfacted
among Men ; but, if we are not greatly miftak-
en, the ]udxcxal Procedules of God, in the Im-
putation of Sin to Chrift, and puniﬂring it in
him, and pardoning Sin to the Guilty, are not
to be meafured by, compared with, or accom-
modated unto the Judicial Proceedings of Men,
in criminal Cafes. And herein confifts much,
both of the Glory and Myflery of our Redemp-
tion, by the Death of Chrift. If there was not
fomething fingular and unparalleled in this Af-
fair, there would be neither Myftery nor Glory
in it. And this is what fome Men are labour-
ing to prove, out of Hatred to the Glorv of
God as it thines through efus Chriff, in the
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nefs of our Salvation, by his Death, as the me-
ritorious Caufe thereof.

Mr. Taylor elfewhere {peaks thus: If may
be alledged, that the Lord laid on him the Ini-
quities of us all, lfai. liii. 6. But who knows
not, that our Redemption is imaged by wvarious
Sflgurative Expreffions 2 As, bealed by bis Stripes ;
wafbed from our Sins in bis Blood ; he was made
Sin jfor us: Which, if underflood literally and
Sfirictly, would fupply very firange Doctrine (b.)

Anfw. 1. The Stripes and Blood of Chrift
are the meritorious Caufe. 2. Our Healing,
Peace,and Pardon are the Effe. 3.He was made
Sin, by a Charge of our Guilt to him. Which
Things are not firange, but glorious, and will
eternally be fo efteemed by thofe who are the
Subjects of Redemption.

He adds, Taking the Paflage, as it flands in
our Tranflation, we ought sn Reafon to interpret
it agreeably to the preceding Phrafes, which re-
late to the fame Thing. Ver. 5. He was wound-
ed for our Tranfgreffions, be was bruifed for our
Iniquities 5 the Chaftifement of our Peace was up-
on bim, and with bis Stripes we are bealed—-
And the Lord bath laid on bim, (it is in the
Margin, hath made to meet on him) the Iniqui-
ties of us all 5 that s, the Sufferings by which we
are all redeemed (i.)

Anfw. 1. Let an Inftance be produced, where
(ny) fignifies merely Suffering, or Suffering
without Relation to Guilt, and take what is

{#) Page 9. (7) Ibid.
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contended for. 2. In the sth Zer. the Prophet
declares for what he fuffered, viz. our Tranf-
greflions: And, in thefe Words, he exprefles
God’s A& of charging our Sins to him, when
he fuffered, and in order to his Suffering, 3. He
oppofes the Imputation of our Sins to him unte
that falfe Opinion the Fews had of Chrift’s be-
ing fricken, fmitten of God, and afffiitted, for
his own Guilt. And, therefore, it is not his
Suffering, which is meant, but the meritori-
ous Caufe of his Sufferings, Guilt, not his
own, but ours,

He fubjoins, But, confidering the Metaphor of
Sheep going aftray, by which the Wanderings of
Mankind are reprefented, and the Turnwhich St.
Peter gives to this Paffage, I am inclined to think,
that the Spirit of God, in lfaiah, bas Reference
2o the Meeting of flray Sheep, in order to bring
them back again to the Shepherd, 1 Pet. ii. 24,
25. 1fai. liii. 6.~—And the Lord bath made to
meet (occurfare) by him the Iniquities of us all,
That is to fay, by bim the Lord hath caufed ta
meet and flop the Iniquities of us all, wherein we
bave wandered from bim, to turn us back to bim-

Jelfs awho is the Shepherd of our Souls.

Anfw. 1, The Word fignifies to meet, with-
out including the Idea of Stopping. 2. Chrift
is the Subje&, 7n, upon, or againfft whom our
Iniquities, were made to meet, as the whole
Scope of the Place fully proves. 3. The Pro-
pbet {peaks not of our Perfons, but of our
Crimes. And, 4. He fpeaks of Crimes com-
mitted, or of Guilt already contracted. s. Stop-
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ping us in a finful Courfe, and making us to
turn back to the Shepherd of our Souls, is not
ftopping our Sins which we have before com-
mitted. He obferves, that the Word we tran-
flate, hath laid, 7s, in Hiphil, which only adds
the Idea of caufing or making, the fame that we
render meet, Exod. xxiii. 4. If thou meet thine
Enemy’s Ox or Afs going aftray, thou fhalt furely
bring it back to bim again ; to no other Purpofe,
which I can difcern, than letting the Reader
know, that he is acquainted with the different
Senfe of Verbs, in different Conjugations, in the
Hebrew Language; and that is a Matter of no
great Importance. ~However, this Inftance
proves, that the Word (vap) does not necefla-
rily include in it the Idea of Stopping, for a
Man might meet his Enemy’s Ox or Afs, and
not ftop either. Whether Men a& with #p-
right and fincere Intentions, who thus fhame-
fully pervert the Scripture, Mr. Taylr, and
others, will do well, in a mof# ferious Manner,
to confider, left they continue to wreff it unto
their own Deflruttion, Thus far of Chrift’s
Bearing Sin.
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CHAP I

Of the Greatnefs of Chriff's Sufferings,
and of the Evidences, that they were
VICArions.

1. YF our Saviour really bore the Sins of the

many, who obtain eternal Salvation,
through the Merit of his Sacrifice, his Suffer-
ings, certainly, were exceedingly great. For
the Imputation of fuch a Mafs of Guilt muft
be followed with Sorrows, Grief and Diftrefs
of Soul, inexprefiible.

1. Let us confider feveral Expreffions of his,
in Relation to this Matter. And, our blefled
Lord fpeaks thus: Now, is my Soul (revagar-
Ta) froubled, and wbhat fhall 1 f[ay2 The
Word, which we render roubled, is very figni-
ficant, and expreflive of Terror (k), Conflerna-
tion (0), Trembling (m), and Bowing down (n)
through Grief and Fear, in each of thefe
Senfes, the Sepfuagint ufe it, as the Reader
will fee by examining the Places referred unto.
And, therefore, the Anguith and Diftrefs,
which our Saviour was now the Subje@ of,
muft be extremely great. Addto this: My
Soul 15 (@egirvmos) exceeding forrowful even unto
Death. The Word fignifies to be furrounded,
or encompaffed with Sorrow on every Side. And
the Septuagint ufe it to exprefs a Dejection and

(8) Fobn xii. 27. Efth. vii. 6. (/) Gen. xli. 8.
{(m) Ifa, Ixiv. 2. (n) Pfal. xlii. 6.
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Cafting down of the Mind, through overwbelming
Grief (0.) This our Lord faid, to exprefs the
Sorrow and moft grievous Anguith which then
attended him: He began to be forrowful, and
(adnpovew) wery beavy, or exceedingly full of An-
guifh, infomuch that be was ready to faint.

2. The Proftration of our Lord fhews both
his Humility, and the deprefling Weight of
Sorrow,which his holy Soul laboured under. He
fell on bis Face to the Earth (p), and lay in the
Duft, through the Force of that pungent Grief,
which took deep and firm Pofleffion of his pure
Mind. And he became thus proftrate three
Times (g).

3. His Agony is an Evidence unto what
Height the affli¢tive Paffions of Fear and
Sorrow rofe in him : And, being in an Agony,
be prayed more earnmeflly (r). The Word
(ayova) Agony, fignifies great Anxiety, or
Perturbation of Mind.

4. The Tears be fbed, and the firong Cryings
be poured forth, prove the inconceivable An-
guifh, Grief, and Sorrow, his whole Soul was
filled with (s.) His Supplication unto the Fa-
ther, is called Roaring (t), becaufle of the
vebement and intenfe Manner, wherein he ad-
drefled him, through the Greatnefs of that pre-
vasling Sorrow, which cverawbelnzed his. Heart.

5. The extraordinary Effect, which the Di-
ftrefs of his Soul produced in his animal Frame,

(o) Maet. xxvi. 38. Pfal. xliii. 5. BMast. xxvi. 39.
(p) Mat. xxvi. 39,  (g) Ver. 44.  (r) Luke xxii. 44.
{s} Heb. v. s. (?) Plal. xxii. 1.
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is a full Evidence of its unparalleled Greatnefs.
Through the extreme Anguith of his Mind,
he jfweat as it were great Drops .of Blood fal-
ling down to the Ground (u.) Inftances ofthe
like arc not at all needful to be produced, to
prove the Credibility of the Fa&t; becaufe, as
there never was fuch a Subject of Suffering, in
this World, fo never did any one, upon Earth,
fuffer like him : His Vifage was fo marred, more

than any Man’s, and bis Form more than the Sons
of Men (w.)

II. We fhall be at no Lofs, in accounting
for the extreme Dolors of our Saviour, if we
duly confider the pofitzve A&ks of God, which
he, as arighteous Judge, taking Vengeance on
Sin, put forth, upon the Soul of Chrift imme-
diately. Men wounded him in his Body ; but
his Father bruifed and put him to Grief, in
his Soul, when he made that an Offering for
Sin.  Wherein the Particulars following, are
obfervable :

1. The Father made bim Sin jfor us, and
caufed our Iniquities to meet in, or fall upon bim.
Not that the Father accounted him to have
committed thofe Sins, or Iniquities, or produc-
ed a Confcioufnefs in him of the Perpetration
of thofe Crimes, which he bore, in order to
attone for them; but he imprefled his Mind
with a piercing Senfe of the Charge of our
Guilt to him, and excited a moft painful Senfa-

{«) Luke xxii. 44. {(w) Ya. lii, 14.
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tion, in his Soul, of the dreadful Malignity and
Demerit of Sin, wherewithal he ftood charged,
as the Surety of his People.

2. Hemade him a Curfe: Chrift bath re-
deemed us from the Curfe of the Law, being made
a Curfe for us (x.) Our Saviour was as really
made a Curfe for us, as we are, in Fa&, deli-
vered from the Law’s Curfe,in Confequence of
his Sufferings and Death. To fay, as the Soci-
mians do, as it were, he was made a Curfe, or he
feemed to be made a Curfe, is an smpiousContra-.
diction of the exprefs Affertion of the holy Spi-
rit, and not an Interpretation ofit. This was not
the A¢& of Men, for they could not make our
blefled Lord a Curfe ; nor the A& of infernal
Spirits. It was the A& of God, which he put
forth, immediately upon the Soul of our Re-
deemer, wheréby he moft deeply pierced and
put him to Grief.

3. The Father withdrew from him, or for-
fook him. This Dereliction affeGted not .his
Union to, or with the Father, for no Breach
was made on that : Nor theIntereft he had in his
Approbation and Delight : NeitQEr that Suften-
tation under his Sorrows by the Father, which
he had promifed to him; but it was the Want
of the Enjoyment of his ravihing and delight-
ful Prefence. As in his Crucifixion he enjoyed
not the chearing Rays of the natural Sun: So
in that moff awful Seafon, he fuffered the Lofs
of the comforting Rays of heavenly Light, by
the thick Cloud of our Guilt, interpofing, be-

(x) Gal. ifi. 13.
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tween his holy Soul and the Father of Glory-
He was eocompaffed by Darknefs without,
and deprived of the Light of Divine Favour
within. And, therefore, he uttered that fore
Complaint: My God, my God, why baft thou
forfaken me (y)?2 This was the Punifbment of
the Lofs, which he endured. Farther,

4. The Father imprefled his Mind with a
Senfe of his vindictive Difpleafure againft Sin.
As he had decreed, that Chrift fhould fuffer
for us, and he had confented to become a Vic-
tim for our Guilt: He (oux epuoate) did not
- fpare bim (=), or deal tenderly with him; but
commanded the Sword of Juftice to awake a-
oainft, and {mite him : Awake, O Sword againj?
my Sbepberd and againft the Man that 1s my
Fel/ow, Jmite the Shepherd (a). Sovereign Mer=-
cy towards us provided and prefented the Vic-
tim before Divine Juftice, with his free Con-
fent ; and God, as a Judge, calls upon Juftice
to execute Vengeance: Juftice, armed with all
its flaming Terrors, rifes, and falls upon the
willing Sacrifice, and his Soul is abforpt of
Grief and Anguifh, in Confequence thereof.

III. The Sufferings of our bleflfed Lord from
Men, previous unto, and in his Crucifixion,
were extremely great. W hat Indignity and Re-
proach were caft upon him ! Unto what Scorn,
Derifion, and Shame was he expofed! How
cruelly and inhumanly was he ufed, in his
Examination and Trial! Men do not treat the

(7) Pfal. xxii. 1. (z) Rem. viii. 32. (&) Zeck. xiii. 7.
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moft villanous Malefa&or, in fuch a Manner,
as the znriocent and meek Jefus was treated !
He was the Subje¢t of the moft contemptu-
ous Speeches : 8pit upon: Buffeted : Blindfold-
ed, and flruck in the Face, taunted at, and cal-
led upon to prophefy, or declare who fmote
him : He gave bis Back to the Smiters, and bis
Checks to them that plucked off the Hair, and hid
not his Face from Shame and Spitting : Scourg-
ed : Delivered by the Governor, convinced of
his Innocency, and of the Malice of his Ene-
mies, into the Hands of barbarous, rude, and
mercilefs Soldiers to be mocked, derided, and cru-
cified.  ‘They ftripped him of his Garments,
arrayed him in Robes of mock Magjefly : Platted
a Crown of Thorns, and put it on his Head, and
{mote him with a Reed, whereby his facred
Flefh was torn, and Veins pierced: And,in De-
rifion, bowed the Knee before bim, crying, Hail
King of the fews. They led him forth to the
Place of Execution, he bearing his Crofs, un-
til, as they might reafonably fuppofe, he was
ready to faint, through the-cruel Ulage he had
received : His Limbs were violently firetched,
which muft put him unto great Torture, and his
Hands and Feet were nailed to the accurfed Tree;
and, by how much more tender and curious the
Texture of his Body was, by fo much the more,
he was fenfible of Pain, and, therefore, the
Piercing of his Hands and Feet muft be at-
tended with exquifite Senfations of Pain. In
thefe dreadful Circumitances, he was forfaken
by bis Friends, and unpitied by the relentlefs
Number of inbuman Spe€ators, who furrounded
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his Crofs. Every fender Paflion was banifhed
from the Breafts of the Beholders of him, in
his Sufferings; nothing but a favage Difpofition
poflefled them. Hence, inftead of Pity, he
met with Reviling, Infult, and Blafpbemy. They
wagged their Heads, and cried out, He faved
others, bimfelf be cannot fave. Let bim come
down from the Crofs, and we will believe on bim ;
be trufled in God, let bim deliver bim now, if be
will bave bim.

And when the Extremity of his Pains, thro’
the Diflocation of his Bones, and the Piercing
of his Hands and Feet, had brought on him
a feorching Fever, which was attended with
extraordinary Thirft; thefe bloody Mifcreants
prefented to him Gall and Vinegar to drink, a
moft bitter and biting Potion. Thus the inno-~
cent Fefus was delivered up into the Hands of
Sinners, according to the determinate Counfel and
Foreknowledge of God, to be crucified and flain.
When we confider thefe Things, furely, we
can’t but fay: Oh, what Wickednefs is in
the Mind of Man! Oh, what infenfe Love
to poor Sinners filled the Soul of our blefled
Lord, that made him willing to undergo fuch
Sufferings, in order to fave them from deferved
Deftruion! Oh, what an evz/ Thing is Sin, that
was the procuring Caufe of all the Ignominy,
Reproach, Dolors, and Agonies, which our
Saviour was expofed unto, and expired under,
on the Crofs ! Oh, how bard are our curfed
Hearts, that they are not broken, diffolved, and
melted within us, by the Confideration of his
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agonizing Pains, unparalleled Reproaches, and
taunting Infults from his Enemies, when he
{uffered for us, to redeem our Souls from Hell
and Deftru&tion! And, furely, we muft be
convinced, if we duly confider what our Lord
fuffered from the Hand of the Father, what he
underwent from Men, by his Appeintment and
- Decree, with a View to our Redemption from
Sin, and its penal Effects, that the Tranfattion
of his Death was neceffary in order to our Sal-
vation. Can we poflibly perfuade ourfelves to
think, that this Affair was willed and decreed
of God, without any Neceflity, or with no
View to the Vindication of his Authority, and
SatisfaGion of his Juftice, in faving us from
Mifery ? Or, that there is no Fitnefs in the
Death of Chrift to attone for our Guilt, and

rocure the Remiffion of our Sins, for which
he fuffered, both in his Soul and Body, in this
amazing Manner? Surely, no fuch Imagination
can find Admittance in our Minds, if we will
allow ourfelves ferioufly to confider of thofc
Things.

IV. Chrift fuffered in our Stead: Or, his
Sufferings were vicarious and in our Room.

1. This is evident from what is obferved
above, For, if he was made Sin, if he was
made a Curfe, and if he fuffered from the Hand
of God immediately, or if God himfelf, by pofi-
tive A&s, put forth upon him, did bruife and
put bim to Grief, or make his Soul an Qffering
Jor Sin, his Sufferings were penal, and, confe-
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quently, vicarious. Becaufe no innocent Per-
fon can be the Subject of Penalty, for Sins of his
own, by Reafon he hath committed none;
therefore, his penal Sufferings muft be the
Effet of the Guilt of others, and he muft en- |
dure thofe Sufferings, in their Place and Stead.
It hath not yet been proved, nor ever will be,
that the Sufferings of Chrift were not penal,
fince in Suffering he was made a Curfe.

2. He fuffered for our Crimes: Says the
Frophet : But be was wounded for our Tranfgre/-

fions, and bruifed for our Iniquities. And the
Apottle aflerts, that he died for our Sins, that be
was delivered for our Offences : The unbelieving
Fews thought he was flricken, fmitten of Ged -
and affliéted, for Guilt of his own : But he was
wounded for our Tranfgreffions, &¢. This
is {poken in Oppofition to the falfe Opinion of
the sncredulous fews,who imagined, that he had
contracted Guilt, which rendered him worthy
of Death, and very clearly fuggefts, that it was
not without a meritorious Caufe he fo fuffered,
but that, that Caufe were not Sins of his own,
but thofe of others.

3. Our blefled Saviour died for us: God com-
mended bis Love towards us, in that, while we
aere yet. Sinners,Chrift died for us. Thatis tofay,
not for our Good only, but in our Room, and fo
for our Profit, as is clear from the Ufe of the
Prepofition, and the Scope of the Place. The
Prepofition is ufed to exprefs in the Place or
Stead of another, That (vweg ocv) in thy Stead,
and (vaeg Xpiorov) in Chriff’s Stead. The Scope
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of the Place evidently evinces, that this is the
Senfe intended.  For, the Apoftle fuppofes,
that for 2 good Man forme might dare to die (b).
Not hazard Life, to preferve a good Man in
imminent Danger, as Mr. Taylor paraphrafes
the Text; but aGually to refign Life for him,
or to die in his Stead. A Man may hazard his
Life, and yet preferve it. 'The Apoftle defigns
an actual Refignation of Life, and not Expofing
Life to Danger, which may be, and often is
done, without Dying. And Chrift is faid to
give bis Life (s wonxav) for many, i. e. in
their Stead.

4. The Life of Chrift was given as a Ran-
fom, (Avrew) a Price of Redemption for zany
(¢), which neceflarily fuppofes, that he died in
their Stead. For they were obnoxious unto
Death, on Account of Guilt, and he. gave his
Life to redeem them from that Obnoxioufnefs
to Death, and, therefore, his Death was @i
cartous, or, he died in their Stead.

5. All thofe Effets are afcribed unto the
Death of Chrift, which it may be thought to
procure for us, as taken in that Point of Light.
(1.) Expiation of Sin. (2.) Peace and Reconci-
liation. (3.) Redemptian from the Curfe of the
Law. (4.) Security from f{uffering Divine
Wrath and Vengeance. Thefe are fuch Ef-
fects as might be expefted to arife from his
Death, if he died in our Room ; and, therefore,
there is clear and cogent Reafon to canclude,
that he not only died for our Good, but in

{6) Rem. v.7. (d Mar. xx. 28.
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our Stead, confidered as Criminals, and for that
Reafon obnoxious to Death. '

6. Our Forgivenefs, on the Foundation of
Chrift’s Death, is an A& of Righteoufnefs. God
Jet forth bis Son to be a Propitiation,--to declare bis
Righteoufnefs : Not his faving Grace and Mercy,
as Mr. Taylor {peaks (4), but his Holinefs and
Juftice. If God is juft in forgiving Sin, his.

uftice muft be fatisfied for the Sin pardoned,
which it could not be by the Death of Chrift,
if he died not in our Stead.

7. This Method of Pardon and Salvation be-
came God : It became him, for whom are all
Things, and by whom are all Things, in bringing
many Sons to Glory, to make the Captain of their
Satvation perfeét through Sufferings (e). The
Condecency of this Procedure refpects the
Righteoufnefs of God’s Nature, and, therefore,
Chrift’s Sufferings muft be referred unto Juftice,
and, confequently, in Suffering, he was our
Subftitute. |

CHAP. 1IV.
Of Attonement, or Reconciliation for
Sin.,

R. . aylor apprehends, that the Senfe of
Attonement hath not yet been under-
ftood. Let us; therefore, fee what additional

(d) See his Paraphrafe on Rem. iii, 25, 26.
(e) Heb, il. 10.
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Light he ftrikes upon this Subjeét. If he dif-
covers any Thing of Importance relating to this
Matter, which we did not difcern before, I
promife to give him thofe Praifes, which fuch
a Difcovery demands.

1. Spiritual Attonement for Sin, as it hath
been underftood, includes thefe Things in it:
The Expiation of Guilt. Reconciliation, or
Peace with God. And the Sinner’s Impunity,
or Deliverance from an Obnoxioufnefs to Suf-
fering Punithment, for his Guilt. Our Az- .
thor’s Defign, is, if poffible to explain away
this Notion of Attonement, or Reconciliation
for Sin by the Death of Chrift. The Reader
ought carefully to obferve, that the Attone-
ment made by Sacrifices was not followed with
real, (piritual Remiffion of Sin, as the proper
Effe& of thofe Sacrifices, by whomfoever they
were offered.  Sacrifices were not required un-
to that End, nor was it poffible, that fuch an
End could be brought about by them, which is
clearly afferted, and abundantly proved in the
Epiftle to the Hebrews.

II. Mr. 7aylor oppofes the Opinion of the
Subftitution of the Sacrifice, in Stead of the
Offender, and offers various Reafons againtt it,
which I fhall take into Confideration.

1. The Sins for which Sacrifices were general-
Iy offered were Sins of Ignorance, nd ceremonial
Uncleannefs, which were not capital by Law. Tbe
Viétim therefore could not die in the Offender’s
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Stead, when his Offence was not punifbable with
Death (f.)

Anfw. 1. According to the moral Law, all
and every Sin was punithable with Death : The
Soul that [ins fball die. ~Death, therefore, is the
Wages of every Tranfgreffion of that Law. 2.
As all Men are degenerate and guilty, the mo-
ral Law cannot be the Rule of Judgment, as to
Life and Death, in human Societies, becaufe
there is no Man but hath forfeited his Life, ac-
cording to that Law. For it allows no Sinner
to live. 3. The political Law, given to the
Yews, made fome Breaches of the moral Law
capital ; as Murder, Blafphemy, and Adultery:
And other Breaches thereof it did not make
capital : As Theft, Uncleannefs, in one In-
ftance, and Perjury. And, therefore, fome
atrocious Crimes did not fubje& 2 Man guilty of
them to Death, in a political Senfe. 4. Sacri-
fices were not inftituted for any Breach of the
moral Law, which the political Law made ca-
pital. Hence, David, in Relation unto a ca-
pital Offence, whereof he had been guilty,
fays: Thou defircft not Sacrifice, i. e. for this
Sin of mine, elfe would I give it (g). But it
follows not, that thofe Sins for which they were
inftituted, were not capital by the moral Law,
or that thofe Breaches of the moral Law, did
not render a Perfon worthy of, and fubjeét him
to Death, according to that Law. Therefore,
c. The Author’s Reafon, why the Victim
could not die in the Offender’s Stead, entirely

(f) Page 37. (g} Pfal. li. 16.
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vanithes, v7z. that it was offered for Crimes
not punithable with Death. 6. The political
Law required the Shedding of Blood for Tran{-
greffions of the moral Law, which were not
capital, in a political Senfe ; and, if the Sinner
wilfully neglected to offer Sacrifice for his Of-
fence, he was to die without Remedy. And,
therefore, 7. The politicel Law, or God, as
the Governor of that People, accepted of the
Death of the Vi&tim, as an Attonement for the
Sin of the Offerer of it, and allowed him to
live, though by his Crime he had forfeited his
Life; and the Death of the Beaft offered in Sa-
crifice was vicarious. 8. This was a lively
Type of the Subftitution of Chrift in our Room,
and of his Sufferings and Death in our Stead,
to make real/ fpiritual Attonement for our Sins,
in order to deliver us from that Curfe, where-
unto they fubjected us. The Socinians, as they
are Enemies to the Whole of rea/ Chriftianity :
So (dicam quod fentio) they are the greateft Tri-
Flers, where they feem to réafon moft, in ob-
jecting againft it.

2. If the Virtue or Efficacy of every particu-
lar Sacrifice confifled in _fuffering a vicarious Pu-
nifbment, then, whereas that Punifbment was
the fame in all fuch Sacrifices, by whomfoever of-
Sfered, it muff bave had its Effeits in all thofe
Sacrifices; and they muft all bave been equally ac-
ceptable to God, as fuch. Which is well known to

be falfe (b).

(b) Pages 37, 38.
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Anfw. 1. Who fays, that proper Punifh-
ment was inflicted on thofe Sacrifices ?

2. Thofe Sacrifices were offered, that the
Offender might not die.

3. The Offering of thofe Sacrifices, as Mr.
Taylor allows, did difcharge the Sinner from
political Penalties : Let him prove, if he is able,
that, #hat Penalty was not Death (7).

Yet, 4. It is not pretended, that thefe Sacri-
fical Services were equally acceptable to God,
whether performed in Faith, or not.

3. Indeed, the Victim might, and, I fuppofe,
did, reprefent the Perfon who offered it ; what-
ever was done %0 that, was to be applied to bim-
felf.  Then, obferve, 1. As the Beaft was flain,
{urely, it fignified to him, that he deferved to
be flain, or to die for his Sin. 2. It was Sin
committed, or Guilt already contra&ed, on Ac-
count whereof he offered Sacrifice. 7o fhew
bim, 2dds he, the Demerit of Sin in general;
bow be ought to flay the Brute in bimfelf, and de-
wote bis Life and Soul to God, &c. (k).—But
this is very remote from the Victim’s Suffering, in
bis Stead, the Death wbich be deferved to die for
bis Sins, or Suffering a vicarious Punifbment (1).
How does this appear ? He gives no Evidence of
it. Hereby the Offender was difcharged from po-
litical Penalties;he grants; and that thofe Penal-
ties were not Death, he will never prove,—
1. The Death of the Beaft was not, properly
{peaking, Punithment. But, 2. That #ypically
reprefented the vicarious Punifhment, which the

() Page 73. (#) Page 38. ) Ibid.
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Lamb of God was to bear, in order to make
real, [piritual Attonement for Sin. With him,
vicarious Punifbment is a Contradiétion in Terms.
For as there cannot be a wvicarious Guilt, or as
no one can be guilty in the Stead of another 5 fo
there cannot be a vicarious Punifbment, or no one
can be punifbed inflead of another (m).
Anfw. 1. No one can contra&t Guilt inftead
of another. But, 2. One may bear Guilt
which is contra&ed, inftead of another. And,
. Suffer Punifhment in the Place of another.
Becaufe, {ays he, Punifbment, in its very Nature,
connotes Guilt in the Subjeét which bears it (n).
Anfw. 1. Guiltis not an znberent Quality,
but a Charge of Sin, and an Obnoxioufnefs
to Condemnation on that Account. 2. An in-
nocent Perfon may come under fuch a Charge,
for it is not a Transfufion of a finful A&ion,
or of the corrupt Habits of the guilty Perfon;
but only an Imputation of his Sin, or Guilt.
Thus, 3. He may bear it, though he becomes
not the Subject of Sin, asan inberent Quality.
4. He aftks a very furprifing Queftion, But
15 not vicarious Punifbment, or the Vitim's
Sfuffering Death in the Offender’s Stead, as an
Equivalent to Divine Juflice, included in the
Notion of Attonement ¢  Anfw. No. (0). I.
Why is this Query put? Did ever any Per-
fon think fo ? Is it poffible that a Man
in his Senfes can imagine, that the Death
of a Brute, is an Eguivalent for Sin com-
mitted againft God ? But, 2. This is no

(m) Page 38. () Ibid. (e) Ibid.
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Objection unto an Eguivalent being required
and given, in order to rea/, [piritual Remiffion.
He fcems to proceed as gravely to prove the
Negative, as if the Affirmative was believed
and profefled, whereas, I fuppofe, it was never
dreamt of, by any Man profefling Chriftianity,
in the World. But fome Men muft be al-
lowed folemnly to trifle, when, and where,
they find themf{elves unable to reafon. He goes
on to fay,

(1). Attonement was made with the Scape-
Goat, though be was not flain (p).

Anfw. 1. That belonged unto the Sacrifice,
Lev. xvi. §. 2. The {lain Goat typified the
Sufferings of the Lamb of God. 3. The
Scape-Goat reprefented, in the fame Manner,
the Removal of Guilt, as the Efe& of his Suf-
ferings and Death.

(2). Says he, If the Offender was not able to
bring a Lamb, &c.—be was allowed to brin
the tenth Part of an Ephab of fine Flour for a
Sin-Offering, &c.— Which could never fuggeft the
Idea of vicarious Punifbment (gq).

Anfw. 1. This Exception did not weaken,
but frengthen the general Law. 2. Inafmuch
as Bread is the Staff of Life, the Burning of
the Flour may well be thought to reprefent to
the Offender, that he deferved to die.  And, 3.
That, in order to resl [piritual Remiffion, a
Life muft be parted with. Farther, 4. Though
this Change was allowed becaufe of the Poverty
of the Offender, it follows not that his Thoughts

(#) Page 28. (¢g) Page 3q.
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were to be taken off from the Sacrificing of an
Animal for his Sin, which, but for his Po-
verty, he ftood obliged unto.

5. Ner did the Shedding of Blood, in itfelf, im-
ply Attonement by vicarious Punifbment. For it
75 never faid, that Aftonement was made for Sin
by Peace-Qfferings, &c. (r).

Anfw. 1. In legal Sacrifices, proper Punifh-
ment was not inflicted. Bat, 2. Shedding of Blood
was fitly typical of taking away Life, in a Way
of Punithment for Sin. 3. Though in fome
Inftances Blood might be fhed, when Attone-
ment was not made for Sin, it is not to be con-
cluded from thence, that Shedding Bloed, in #y-
pical Attonement, was not a Type of that v/-
carious Punifhment, which Chrift the Ans-
type was to bear.

6.— It is the Blood that maketh Attonement for

the Soul. But bow? By Way of wvicarious Pu-
nifbment 2 Not a Word of that (t).
- Anfw. 1. That Attonement was #ypical
only. 2. Proper Punithment was not borne.
Yet, 3. It fitly reprefented Chrift’s Shedding
his Blood, in order to make fpiritual Attone-
ment.

III. Mr. Taylor proceeds unto an elaborate,
but very #rifing Enquiry, into the Senfe of
Attonement. After a ColleGtion of all the
Places in the Old Teflament, where the Term
expreffing Attonement is ufed, as a Verd and
Noun, it feemed good to him to employ him-

(r) Page 39 {s) Ibid,



Of Attonement, or Reconciliation for Sin. g3

felf in examining into the Senfe of the origi-
nal Word, (783) where it is ufed without any
Relation, unto the Offering of Sacrifices, for
Sin. Not to find out Truth, but to amufe
and miflead his Reader, and prevent his difcern-
ing what Attonement for Sin, by the Death of
Chrift, includes init. In this Labour he {fpends
almoft twenty Pages, wherein it is entirely
needlefs to follow him. If he had been difpo-
fed, as he ought, to have learned what Attone-
ment fignifies, or contains in it, he might with-
out any Difficulty. For, 1. The Word, a&ively
ufed, fignifies to appeafe, pacify, reconcile, or
make Reconciliation (t). 2. When ufed paf-
fively, it imports, thataPerfon is appeafed, pa-
cified, or reconciled (). 3. AsaNoun, it is
taken for a Price, or Ranfom (w). Hence, 4.
When Attonement is made by a Price, or Ran-
fom, nothing is to be feared from the Part

who was before difpleafed. And thefe Things
have Place in the Attonement made by Chrift
for our Sins. (1). Guilt is covered or remov-

ed, and taken away out of the Sight of God,
asa Judge. (2). The Death of Chrift is our
("®) Attonement, or Ranfom, and Price of
Redemption, and nothing elfe. (3) God s pa-
cified towards us, for all that we lmve done (x),

in Confequence of his Sufferings and Death.

And, therefore, (4). We have no Reafon, on
this Foundation, to be afraid of his Terrors :

(1) Gen. xxxii. 20. Prow. xvi. 14. («) Ezek. xvi. 63.
(w) Fob xaxiii, 24. (x) Ezek. xvi. 63.
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For, being juflified by bis Blood, we fhall be faved
Jfrom Wrath through bim.

IV. Mr. Taylor makes fome Reflections upon
his long and 7mpertinent Examination of the
Texts, wherein Attonement is mentioned.

1. Forgivenefs of Sin is Exemption from Pu-
21 [bment.—A Pardon only in Thought or Word,
and which effecteth nothing, is in Effeét no Par-
don at all (y). Very well faid, this is true,
and, therefore, the Death of Chrift procured
our Exemption from Punifhment, or Right to
Impunity, and not an Offer of Pardon, for an
Ofter of Remiffion is not Pardon. Truth will
fometimes out, when Men are very far from an
Intention to exprefs it.

2. The Means of making Attonement for Sin
are not uniform, &c. (2).

Anfw. 1. The Blood of Chrift is the only
Mean, of fpiritual Attonement for Sin. 2.
Pardon of Sin, in a fpiritual Senfe, is folely the
Effe& of his Blood-fhedding and Sacrifice. 3.
We fee the Reafon why he afferted above, that
Pardon only in Thought or Word, &c. isno Par-
don at all 5 it was to prove, that real, fpiritual
Attonement for Sin might be, and was made,
by other Means than Chrift’s Blood ; becaufe
we read of Attonement, without Relation to
that as the Mean of it. But, 4. That Attone-
ment was typical and allufive only : That, by
the Death of Chrift is real, [piritual, and
eternal,

(») Page 6s. (=) Ibid.
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3. The giving an Egquivalnt to God, is no
Ways included in the Notion of Attonement (a).

Anfw. 1. Giving an Equivalent is not in-
cluded in #ypical and allufive Attonement. I
know of none who think it was. 2. If any
other Sacrifice than that of Chrift had been an
Egquivalent, his Sacrifice was unneceffary.
Though there was not an Eguivalent in typical
Attonement, it follows not, that an Eguivalent
was not given to the Law and Juftice of Geod,
in real, [piritual Attonement for Sin.

4. The Tranferring of Guilt doth not belong to
the Senfe of Attonement (b).

Anfw. As before, 1. Notin Attonement #g-
pical and allufive. But, 2. In real, [piritual
Attonement it is found, as we have feen. 1.
With equal Truth, he might fay, that Exemp-
tion from f{uffering eternal Punifhment is not
included in the Pardon of Sin, by the Death
of our Blefled Saviour. In this Branch of his
Work, our Author makes a great Shew of La-
bour and Diligence; but he could not have
a@ed a more needlefs and impertinent Part, than
he hath done herein ; and is as remote from an-
fwering the End he had in View, as poffibly
he could be. For nothing he offers, in the
leaft Degree, affects the Doétrine of real, fpiri-
tual Attonement for Sin, by the Death of
Chrift, asan Eguivalent given to the Law and
Juftice of God, for our Tranfgreffions.

(a) Page 66. (6) Ibid.
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CHAP V.

Of the Effet?s of CHRIST’s Deatbh.

1. HRIST {ubmitted unto Death, or

gave his Life for us: This is my Blood
awbick is fhed for many. I am the good Shepherd :
The good Shepherd giveth bis Life for the Sheep.
He lrved the Church, and gave bimfelf for it.
2. Our Blefled Saviour died for us, confidered
as Criminals. God commended bis Love towards
us, in that, while we were yet Sinmers, Chrif}
died for us; be that was juft, fuffered for the
unjuff. 3. In Dying. he was made a Curfe
for us. Chrift bath redeemed us from the Curfe
of the Law, being made a Curfe for us. And,
therefore, 4. His Death was penal, and in our
Stead. Mr. Taylor is guilty of two Errors here :
1. He fuggefts, that Chrift only died on our
Account, and not in our Place and Sfead. 2. He
infinuates, that the former of thefe Scriptures,
and others parallel to them, exprefs the Benefit of
Attonement (¢), which they do not; but that
glorious Mean whereby Attonement was made.
Herein he hath acted a Part beneath his Cha-
racter, as a Scholar ; for it is below a Man of
Learning to introduce the End of an Attion,
when the Aion is {poken of only.

1I. Our Lord f{uffered for our Sins : Or our
Sins were the meritorious Caufe of his Death.

(c) Page 77.
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He was woundsd for our Tranfgreffions, and brusf-
ed for Iniquities. He died for our Sins according
to the Scriptures. He was delivered for our Of«
fences. For the Tranfgreffon of my People was
be firicken.

1. None can deny that thefe Modes of
Speaking, are capable of this Conftruction,
without the leaft Force, that our Sins were the
procuring Caufe of his Death. For, that
Thought cannot be exprefled more properly by
any Phrafes, than it is by thefe. 2. Several Rea-
fons may be offered to confirm thisSenfe. (1).
God made our Sins to meet in him. (2). He
took our Sin upon him. (3). Bare it as a
Burden in his own Body on the Tree. (4).In
Dying, he became a Sacrifice for Sin. (), He
was awfully bruifed and put to Grief, by pofi-
tive A&s of God put forth upon him. (6). In.
no other View can our Pardon be an A& of
Righteoufnefs, through his' Death. (7). If
Sin was not the procuring Caufe of his Death,
in Dying he could not be made a Curfe, which,
as has been before obferved, he certainly was.
(8). Unlefs this is allowed, we fhall never be
able to account for the extreme Anguifth our
Saviour was in, confiftent with his Honour.

II1. The final Caufe of his Death, with Re-
fpect to Sin, was the Pardon of it, and that
End he obtained by it. This is my Blood of
the New Teflament which is fbed for many, for
the Remiffion of Sins. In whom we bave Re-
demption through bis Blood, viz. the Forgivenefs
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of Sins. Having obtained eternal Redemption for
us. 'There wasa Fitnefs in his Death to pro-
cure the Remiffion of our Guilt. Becaufe, 1.
His Sufferings were penal; he was made a
Curfe. 2. His Death had Merit in it equal
to the Dignity of his Perfon, which is infinite.
For his Blood s the Blood of God. Pardon in-
cludes in it a Non-imputation of Sin, Free-
dom from Condemnation, and Exemption from
fuffering Punifhment. The Death of Chrift
gives us a Right to neither of thefe, in the
Opinion of Mr. Zaylor 5 Men have no Title to
any faving Benefit, in Virtue of the Sufferings
of Chrift, as he thinks. They have an Offer
of them, and no more, in Confequence’of his-
Death. Right to Pardon they muft obtaia for
themfelves, or perith in their Sins. An Offer
of Pardon is not Pardon, nor gives Right to
Remiffion ; that muft be acquired by the Sin-
ner himfelf, or elfe his Sins will never be for-
given. In this Place, Mr. Taylor endeavours
to confound the Ideas of Chrift’s Bearing Sin,
and Bearing it away (d). He fball bear their
Tniquities. He bare the Sin of many. Who bis
own Self bore our Sins in bis cwn Body on the
Tree. Thefe Scriptures exprefs the Imputation
of our Guilt to him, and his Suffering that Pe-
nalty which it demerited. And, his Sufferings
being Jatisfaétory, he bore our Guilt away. Be-
bold the Lamb of God, which taketh away the
Sin of the World. Now, once in the End of the
World, bath be appeared to put away Sin by the

(d) Pages 18, 79
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Sacrifice of bimfelf. Thefe Texts exprefs the
proper Effett of the Death of Chrift, as it was
Jatisfaciory for our Sins, viz. The Bearing a-
way, or Removal of our Guilt. But Mr. Tay-
Jor denies, that Chrift bore our Sin, or that he
bore it away. Obtaining an Offer of Pardon
for a Criminal, is not the Removal of his
Guilt, he very well knows. Nor is our Lord’s
Death a Ranfom for us, or a Propitiation for
our Sins, according to his Opinion. For his
Death neither redeemed our Perfons from
Mifery, nor attoned for our Crimes, as he
thinks. Neither, does his Death deliver us
from Wrath, or the future Punifhment of Sin.
For that not the /eaf} Right unto an Exemp-
tion, from {uffering Penalty, arifes from the
Death of Chrift to any Sinner in the whole
World, is that &lgffed DoGrine, which he
would force upon our Belief.

IV. Mr. Taylor reprefents the Deathof Chrift,
as the Caufe of our Refurrettion (¢). 1. Some
will be raifed from the State of Death,. not to
enjoy Happinefs, but to endure eternal Mifery,
which is not a Benefit. 2. Our RefurreGion,
merely, 1s not an Effe¢t of the Death of Chrift.
But, 3. Our Refurrection unto Life and a hap-
py Immortality is the proper Fruit thereof.
4. What he advances, in his Noze on Rom. v. zo,
is falfe, relating to our Law, which makes Fe-
lony Death, viz. that if a Malefaitor, wbo 7s
executed, fhould come to Life again, be muff fuf-

(¢) Page 82.
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fer again, thatis to fay, if he was really dead.
For, in that Cafe, the Law would have no
Power over him; becaufe he hath already fuf-
fered what the Law threatened for his Offence.
4. He hath not proved, nor ever will prove,
that, by Death in the Divine Law, is intended
Retaining the Body of the Tranfgreflor in the
Grave for ever. 5. It is falfe, that zhe Saints
under the Mofaic Difpenfation died under the
Curfé of the Law ; which he afferts they did ().
6. Chrift was not made a Curfe 4y Hanging on
the Tree, butin Suffering and Dying ; and his
 Hanging on theT'ree is produced as an Evidence
of it. 7. Nor will this ferve to explin Dan.
ix. 24. For (ywon) the Tranfgreflion, does
not mean Adam’s firft Sin, which is called by
the Apoftle (wapawrope) Offence ; but (ywD)
the Tranfgreffion, or the whole Guilt of all thofe
for whom he fuffered, Jfz. liii. 8. 8. It is
moft falfe, that all zomsnal Chriftians are not
under the Law, but under Grace (g). 9. He
hath not proved, nor can prove, that Righfe-
oufuefs, in Rom. iii. 25, intendspardoming Mer-
¢y. Itis the Juftice or Holinefs of God that
is intended. 10. Reconciliation, is Freedom
from an Obnoxioufnefs to Punifhment, in the
Divine Account, or Peace with God through
the Blood of Chrift.

V. Another-Effeit, fays he, aftribed to Chriff's
Sufferings and Deatb, is our Sanétification, fpi-
ritual Healing, or Deliverance jfrom the Power

(/) Page 8z, and in his Note on Rom. v. z0.  (g) Ibid.
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of Sin (b). 1. Healing does not mean our
San&ification, in Jfa. liii. 5, but Freedom
from Curfe and Wrath. 2. Our Sanétification
is a certain Effe& of the Death of Chrift; but
this he allows not. 3. Pain, in 1 Pet. i. 18,
intends -a finful Converfation, whether Hea-
thenifh or not. In both thefe Senfes, as be deli-
vers us from the Guilt and ‘Power of Sin, be may
be faid to purge, wafb, and cleanfe us from Sin
(7). 1. Mr. Tgylor believes not, that Chrift
delivers us from the Guilt of Sin. Nor, 2.
From its Power. 3. What he afcribes to our
Saviour’s Death, he might as well attribute to
his Life. For his Birth and Life are as much
a Caufe of the Removal of our Guilt, and of
our Sandtification, as his Death is, according to
the Principles of Mr. Taylor.

V1. The Honours and Happinefs, fays he, of
the future State are another Effect of Chriff's
Attonement (k).

Anfw. 1. Itistrue, thatour eternal Lifeis a
real and certain Effe¢t of the Death of Chrift.
But, 2. He believes it not. For, 3. He thinks,
that Chrift’s Death procured only an Offer, or
conditional Grant of Life : Not a Right unto
it ; that we are left to obtain for ourfelves by
our own Works, and, if we do not, we muft
die eternally.

VII. and Laftly, fays he, a/l the Bleffings
of the new Covenant are in, or by bis Blood.—

(4) Page 83. (¢) Page 84. (£) Pages 84, 85.
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The Apofile argues at large, that, according to
the Divine Conflitution, the Death of Chrift was
neceflary to make valid, or to ratify the Cove-
nant of Grace, Luke xxii. 20. 1 Cor. xi. 2§.
Heb. x. 29, ix. 15~—19 (J).

Anfw. 1. The new Covenant is confirmed
by the Blood of Chrift. 2. All its Bleffings
are fure unto all the Feederates. 3. They. are
not all, but fome Men only. He adds, /o far,
and in all thefe preceding Senfes, Chrift may be
Jaid to bave purchafed or bought us awith bis
Blood (m). 1. Chrift’s Death was a Price of
Redemption which he gave unto God, as Law-
giver and Judge, for us. 2. Our Perfons are
his Purchafe, A&s xx. 28.. 1 Cor. vi. 19, 20.

It is falfe, that Righteoufnefs means Salva-
tion, which he fays it does, in 1 Cor. i. 30.
4. He does not believe, that Chrift is made
Salvation unto us. For, notwithftanding all
he hath done and fuffered for us, he did not
procure Salvation, but only an Offer or con~
ditional Grant, which invefts us with no Right
at all unto it; we are left to fave ourfelves by
our own Works, and, if wedo not, we muft
cternally perifh.

VIII. He tells us, That thefe Things are a-
bundantly fufficient to fatisfy bim of the follow-
ing Particulars (n):

1. That Chriff's Blood was fhed, &c. for us,
on our Account, to free us from fome Evil, and
to procure us fome Benefit (o).

() Page 85.  (m) Ibid, (n) Page 86. (o) Page 87.
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Anfw. 1. Chrift died in our Place and Stead,
as hath been before proved. 2. Let me enquire,
what Evil the Death of our Lord frees us from.
Does it free us from a Charge of Sin? No. Is
our Freedom from Condemnation an Effe& of
his Death? No. Are we delivered from Divine
Wrath and Vengeance, by his Blood-jhedding and
Sacrifice? No. 3. What Benefit did his Death
procure for us? Did he, by Dying for us, ob-
tain Grace to fan&ify our Hearts? No fuch
Thing. Did he procure for us Grace to pre-
ferve us in the Midft of our numerous Snares
and Dangers, in this World, until we arrive
uato the heavenly State ? ‘No Did he merit
for us eternal Life and Bleflednefs? No. What,
was it, then, that he did obtain by offering
himfelf a Sacrifice for us? Nothing at all, but
an Offer of Pardon and Life. He hath left us
to procure for ourfelves a Right to both, and,
if we do not, we fhall never havea Claxm to
either.

2. That it was an Offering and Sacrifice
Jented unto God, and really bad its Effects wztb
God, as bighly pleey' ing and grateful to bim (p).

Anf'w 1. Chrift offered himfelf a Sacrifice
for Sin, and, therefore, he bore Sin and fuffer-
ed Punifhment. 2. I would enquire what
thofe Effe@s are, which the Death of Chrift had
with God. Does it caufe God not to imputs
Sin to us? No. He holds us guilty ftill. Does
it caufe him to deliver us from Malediction ?
No. Does it caufe him to deliver us from eter
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nal Vengeance? No. Sométhing ele maft
do that, or bis fiery Indignation will devour
us., 'Thefe Bffets fink into a- sare Offer of
Pardon, upon the Terms of Reperitance #rid
future Obedience. ' L

3. And it was offered unto God for our Sitts,

in order to their being forgiven by bim.---1f the
Redesnption we bave, through bis Blood, b¢ -the
Forgrvenefs of Sins; then 1t is certain, tbat the
Shedding of bis Blood had its Ejfect with God, as
it fupplicd fuch a Reafon jfor the Forgivenefs of
Sins, as the Wifdom and Goodnefs of God, vur
Saviour, thought ﬂ;cr)/] proper and expedient, and
without which be did not think it proper or expeé-
dient vo_forgive them (¢).

Anfw. 1. He allows not, that Forgivenefs of
Sin is obtained by the Blood -of Chri%r,- though
he thus fpeaks. If Pardon is the proper Effe&
of Chrilt’s Death, then Right to Remiffion
muft refult therefrom ; but this he.will deny.
2. Permit me to afk, Why the Death of Chrift is
a Reafon with God for the Forgiving of Sin? Is
it becaufe his Mercy . to Sinners is greatér, and
more illuftrious in pardoning them, upon that
Condition, - previouily required of Chrift ? - Not
at all. 'Was his Indignation againft Sin, of -his
vindiétive Difpleafure with it, manifefted-ift the
Affair of Chrift’s Death? No. For the Holi-
nefs and Juftice of God had no-more Corcern
in the Bufinefs of Chrift's Sufferings, than if
Sin had never been committed, or were never
to be pardoned. God might have pardoned
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Sin, and faved Sinners, with full as much Ho-
naur to himfelf, witheut the Death of Chrif,
as he cap with it.  But, perhaps, this Mean of
Pardan i@ yp/ting 20 the Subject.rt, in Re-
lation unto wien, - 1 proceea, tnerefore, with
my Enquiry, and atk, Would it not have bgen
St and proper to pardan Sin, on the Terms of
Repentance and future Obedience, if Chrift had
not died ? Or does the Death of Chrift conftitute
that Fitnefs? No, by no Means. Does the
Death of Chrift effeét thefe Terms on which it
is proper and expedient to forgive Sip ? No more
than his Birth or Life, or his makipng Clay to
cure 2 Man of Blindnefs with . Does his
Death render thefe Terms more eafy to Men?
No more than his Exaltation to Dignity in Hes-
ven. Men might with the famg Eafe have re-
pented of their Sins, and yielded Qbedience un-
to God, if -Chrift had not died ; for his Dsath
procured.no Grace from God ta bring them to
Repentance, and to influence them unto Obe-
dience, as Mr. Taylor thinks, It is fomewhat
firange, that Meh can poffibly be grawe, in
fpeaking of ‘the Death of Chrift, asa proper
and fit Expedient of the Remiffion of Sin,
whofe Principles lead them to affert thefe
Things, and that they can expec to be beljeved,
in their Affertions, by any Chriftian in the
Werld, :

4. He offered oue Sacrifice for Sins ;—no-body
can doubt, but the Jewifh Sacrifices, in thofe
Cafes wherein they were admitted, did obtain the
Pardon of Sin in_fome Degree or other. It muft



68 Of the Effects of CHRIST’s Death.

therefore be true, that the Sacrifice of our Lord
did obtain the Forgivenefs of our Sins, as the
Wifdom of God judged it the fistefi Method of
granting the Remiffion of them, and that it is
with Refpect to bis Sacrifice that our Sins are jfor-
given, whenever they are forgiven (r).

1. It was not Pardon in a fpiritual Senfe,
which the Levitical Sacrifices obtained ; it was
not poffible that they fhould procure Remif-
fion of Sin in that Senfe. 2. They did obrtain
Pardon in a poktical and typical Senfe, which
was an Exemption from fuffering Penalty, and
not an Offer of Remiffion. 3. The anniver-
fary Sacrifice was #ypical of Attonement made
for all Sin, that is pardoned unto Men. 4.
The Blood and Sacrifice of Chrift procured
not a bare conditional Grant, or Offer of For-
givene(s; buta Right to fpiritual Remiffion,
or unto an Exemption from deferved Punifh-
ment. And, §. The Virtue and Efficacy of
his Death extends unto all the Sins of all the
Perfons for whom he fuffered. . The Blood of
efus Chrifa, bis Son, cleanfeth us from all Sin.
6. When Mr. Tayhr fays st is with Refpect
to bis Sacrifice, that our Sins are forgiven,
whenever they are forgiven: He means not,
that Chrift’s Death merited our Pardon: Or
that any Right to Remiffion was procured by
his Sacrifice : Or that-God is in any Senfe or
Degree more honoured in this Way of Remif~
fion, than he would have been without the
Offering of that Sacrifice : Or that Chrift would
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have fuftained the Jeaff Injury, if no Sinner, for
whom he died, had ever been pardoned and
faved. For, the utmoft he was to expect, asa
Reward for his dolorous Sufferings, and bloody
Death, in Relation to the Pardon of Sin, was
a Declaration from God, that he would forgive
Men their Sins, in Cafe they took Care to ac-
quire for themfelves a Right to Impunity, by
doing what he intended to enjoin upon them,
with that View, .or unto that End.

5. If God of bis own mere Grace bad pardon-
ed Sin, fays he, without any Refpelt to the Of=
fering of Chrift, there would bave been no Occa-
Sion at all, that Chrift fhould bave. offered bimfelf
a Sacrifice for the Remiffion of them (s).

1. If the Death of Chrift was not needful,
as a Punifhment for Sin, itcould not be need-
ful as mere Suffering, in order to the Remiffion
of it. If the Righteoufnefs and Juftice of
God did.not require the Death of Chrift, as a
Penalty due to Sin, which was to be forgiven
in Confequence of his Death, it did not require
his Death, confidered merely as Suffering, to
that End. If his Death was needfcl to our
Pardon, it muft be, becayfe thereis fome Fiz-
nefs in it, why Remiffion fhould be extended
unto us on that Foundation. Now, there is
no Fitnefs in the mere Sufferings of an innocent
Perfon, however great thofe Sufferings are,
why Criminals fhould go unpunifhed. The
Decree of the Death of Chrift, therefore, muft
be merely arbitrary, and it is what God might
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have willed, without the leaft Intention of par-
doning 8in, if it had fo pleafed him. 2. If
there was no Fitnefs in the Death of our Blef-
fed Saviour to precure Remiffion of Sin, there
could be no Fitnefs therein to obtain a Decla-
ration or Promife from God, that he woald
forgive it. ‘This Socinian, nor any other, will
ever be able to thew, that there was the leaft
Degree of Fitnefs in the Death of Chrift to
obtain for us either an Offer of Forgivenefs, or
a Right unto Impunity, upon their Principles.
No Fitnefs can poffibly be in it to attain either
of thefe Ends, but confidered, and as it really
‘was, penal. 3. Itis fit and proper to forgive
Offenders, fuftice requires it, if an -innogent
Perfon is allowed to take their Place, and. fuf-
fer Penalty in their Stead.  And this is the Fad
in this Cafe. 4. If it is faid, that this is not tqQ
be allowed of ; I grant it is not among Men.
Neither, s. Is it allowable for Men to require
an innocent Perfon to fuffer any bodily Pains,
much lefs Death, asa Condition of Pardon ta
the Guilty. 6. If it is faid, that God proceed-
ed in this Affair, merely on the Ground of his
abfolute Dominion and Ssvereignty, ar withont
Relpett to Juftice, then it muft be granted,
that the Death of our Lord had no Fitnefs -in
it to procure either a Declaration and Promife
to forgive Sin, on certain Conditions, or Ree
miflion itlelf. God might have willed his
Death, if Sin had never entered into the
World, and without any Defign of pardoning
Sin, or of faving one Sinner.
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IX. 1 conclude, therefore, fays he, that the
Sacrifice of Chrift was truly, and properly, in
the bigheft Degree, and far beyond any other,
PIACULAR and EXPIATORY, to
make Attonement for, or to take away Sin. Not
only to give us an Example; not only to affure us
of Remiffion 5 or to procure our Lord a Commif
fion to publifb the Forgivenefs of Sins; but more-
over to obtain that Forgivenefs, by dotng what
God in bis Wifdom and Goodnefs judged fit and
expedient to be done, in order to the Forgivenefs of
Stn 5 and without which be did not think it fit
or expedient to grant the Forgivenefs of Sin (z).

Anfw. 1. Chrift did not bear Sin, as he
thinks, 2. Nor fuffer Punithment. Nor, 3.
Make Satisfaction for Sin. And, therefore,
(1). He did not bear away Sin, or remove oyr
Guilt. Nor, (2). Obtain the Forgivenefs of
Sin. Neither, (3). Anfwer any Demand of
the Law and Juftice of God for our Sin. Con-
fequently, (4). The Death of Chrift was no
more than a Condition or Caufe, (fine qua non)
without which God, would not pardon our
Crimes, not on Account of any Fitnefs thetein
to procure Remiffion for-us; but he willed his
Death, unto that End, becaufe it was his Plea-
fure; and to make a Shew of great Kindnefs to
us, in delivering him up to Death; whereas,
in Fa&, there was not any at all. For there
was, it feems, no Fitnefs in his Death to bring
Glory -to "him, in pardoning Sin, nor to pro-
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cure the Benefit of Remiffion for us. If there
was a Fitnefs in his. Death to obtain that great
End, Delivering him up to Death for us would
juftly be confidered, as an amazing A& of
Kindnefs, Grace, and Mercy; but, as this is
abfolutely denied, the Tranfadtion of his Suffer-
ings, was merely arbitrary, and without any
Reafon, other than the abf/ute Will of God ;
without the leaft Neceffity, either in Refpeét to
his own Glory, or our Good and Happinefs.
And, therefore, this Language is only calcu-
lated to deceive and impofe upon us, of which
the Author cannot be infenfible, For whichRea-
fon it juftly deferves a fevere Cenfure. He pre-
fents us with a_pracular and expiatory Sacrifice,
without Sin being borne, or the leaft Degree of
Penalty fuffered by him, who became that Sa-
crifice; and he pretends, that Attonement is
made for our Sins; but the Charge of our
Guilt ftill lies upon-us, we are as much as ever
obnoxious, before God, to Condemnation, and
full as liable to fuffer eternal Vengeance, as if
that Sacrifice had not been offered, and fhall as
certainly defcend to Hell, if we do not procure
for ourfelves a Right to Impunity and Life, by
our own Works, asif our Saviour had not fuf-
fered. The Effet of Chrift’s Death is only a con-
ditional Grant of Pardon ; the Removal of our
Guilt, and our Right to Impunity, are the pro-
per Effects of our Repentance and future Obe-
dience. Our Repentance and Reformation-
are of infinitely greater Value than the Death.
of Chrift, for that only availed to obtain a De-
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claration, or Promife from God to pardon Sin ;
but they have a Fitnefs in them to procure Re-
miffion 7#felf, according to the Principles of this
Author.

CHAP VL
Of the Efficacy of CHRIST's Death.

R. Taylr, in his Ninth Chapter, cor-
rects our Miftakes about the Efficacy of
the Death of Chrift.

I. The Defign of it could not be to make God
merciful ; or to difpofe bim to [pare and pardon
us, when, as fome fuppofe, fo great was bis Wrath,
that, bad not Chrift interpofed, be would bave de-.
firoyed us. This.is diretly contrary to the moft
plain and certain Notions of Divine Goodnefs,
and to the whole Current of Revelation ; which ai-
ways affures us, that the pure Love of God to a
[finful World, was the firft Mover and original
Spring of the Whole of our Redemption by Chrift,
John iii. 16. Al that Chrift did and fuffercd,
was by the Will and Appointment of God: And
awas conducive to our Redemption, only in Virtue
of bis Will and Appointment, Heb, x. 7. John
V. 30m---Vi. 27---38 (u).

Anfw. 1. None fuppofe, that the Defign of
the Death of Chrift was to make God merci-
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ful, or to procure a Difpofition and Will in
God to thew us Mercy. 2. He does not feem
to underftand what Divine Anger againft Sin
and Sinners is ; it is not a Pagjffion, but a holy
Difpleafure with both, neceffarily arifing from
the infinite Purity-of his Nature. God can no
more fuffer Sin to go unpunifhed, than he can
difapprove of and negle&t Innocence. As he ne-
ceffarily loves Holinefs, fo he neceflarily hates
Sin,and-his Will to punifh it is neceffary, though
free ; if it was not, he might decree to permit
kis Creatures to fin agzinft him eternally, withi-
qut fuffering Punithment. 3. Infinite Love to
poor Sinners provided and .gave Chrift to be a
Saviour to them, as the whole Gofpel teftifies,
with this infinitely wife Purpofe, that Divine
Refentment againft Sin might be fully mani«
fefted, as well as the Glory of rich- Grace be
difplayed, in their Remiffion. God fet forth bis
Son to. be a Propitiation, to declare bis Rightes
oufnefs. 4. Thofe. Notions which Men-enter+
tain, and pleafe themfelves with, of the Exer-
cife of Divine Goodnefs towards: guilty, Crea~
tures, without a proper Provifion for the Glory
of Divine Juftice, are mere Dreams, and in<
finitely difhonourable to- God. 5. It.is moft
falfe, that all.that Chrift did and fuffered’ was
eonducive to our Redemption; only in Virtue of
God’s Will and Appointment. (1.). If this is
true, then there was no Fitnefs in the Death of
Ckrift to obtain the Pardon of Sin, any more
than there is in the Death of a Brute. Then,
(2). This was not a wife Conftitution,. Wifdom
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would chufe a moral Mean that hath a Fizuefs
in it to attain the End defigned. (3). Then
God might have willed the Death of Chrift,
without any Intention to pardon Sin and fave
Sinners. For, if there 1s no Fitnefs in his
Death to procure Remiffion, God certainly
might have decreed his Death, without ap-
pointing it to be fo much as a Condition, or
Caufe, (fine qua non) of the Remiffion of -our
Sins. And who knows but he did? (4). The
Scriptures he refers unto, do not in the leaft
fuggeft this. They exprefs, that what Chrift
did was the Will.of God; but are far from gi-
ving any Hint, that the Virtue and Efficacy of
what he did, or fuffered, is owing unto the
Will and Appointment .of God. To fcruple
the Uprightnefs of the Author in the Interpre-
tation of Scripture, probably, might difpleafe
him; but he muft excufe me, that being al-
lowed in his Favour, if I {hall fay, that his
Ability for this Service is far below that of a
common Reader.

11, Nor can it be true, that by bis Suffer-
ings be [atisfied Fuflice, or the Law of God.
For 1t 15 wery certain, and very evident, that
Yuftice and Law can no otherwife be [atisfied,
than by the juft and .legal Punifbment of the Of-
fender.---Law in its own Nature mufp always
condemn the Criminaly and Yuftice,alting accord-
ing to Law, muf} precifely inflict the Punifbinent.
- In the Margin he fays, by Tufice, .in this Cafe,

is not meant Fuflice, as 1t is an Attribute in
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God, or that Branch of his moral Reilitude,
which we call Righteoufnefs ; but Juftice flinted
and directed by Law commanding Duty; and de-
nouncing Penalty in Cafe of Tranfgreffion. Here,
therefore, fuffice and Low come to the Jame
Thing ; only Law is the Rule, and Fuftice 1s
Aing according to, or the Execution of that
Rule (w).

Anfw. 1. It is the Holinefs and Righteouf-
nefs of God, which wills Good to be done, and
Evil to be avoided, and which ordains that Sin
fhall expofe the Creature to, or bring him un-
der an Obnoxioufnefs unto Penalty. 2. Law
is the Expreffion of the Divine Will, in all thefe
Refpe@s, or the Conftitution of Divine Righ-
teoufnefs. The Law, therefore, {prings from
Juftice and Holinefs: Or, it is Juftice, which
gives Being to the Law, and not the Law which
gives Being to Juftice. 3. Is Juftice, which
is ftinted and diretted by Law, fomething in
God? If it is, then it muft be either a Divine
Purpofe or Perfection. It cannot bea Purpofe
or Decree of God, becaufe God muft then im-
mutably will the Deftruction of a Sinner; nei-
ther can it be any Divine Perfection, becaufe,
then, God would not be at Liberty to act towards
any Criminal, otherwife than the Law -direéts,
and the Salvation of a Sinner muft be abfolute-
ly impoffible. And, therefore, 4. Juftice muft
mean fomething out of God, and what that is,
Mr. Taylor knows not, nor can declare, It is
a Non-ens, there can be no fuch Thing. 5. God
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neceffarily, though freely, wills to punith Sin.
6. It is Matter of Liberty and free Choice with
him either to punith Sin in the Offender, or
in a Surety, who agrees to bear his Sin and fuf-
fer its Demerit. . The Infliction of Penalty
vn - the Sinner’s Sponfor, is the Execution of
Juftice on, or againft Sin ; and his Sufferings,
if they have a Sufficiency of Worth in them,
arifing from his perfonal Dignity, are fatisfac-
tory both to Law and Juftice. And fuch were
the Sufferings of our Saviour, who is God as
well as Man. 8. Unlefs thefe Things are
granted, we muft deny that the Rectitude and
Righteoufnefs of the Nature of God is exer-
cifed and difplayed, in punifhing Sinners them-
{elves, or in pardoning and faving them by
Jefus Chrift, There is no Difcovery of the
.Holinefs of God, ‘in the moft wonderful of all
his Works, if Sinners are pardoned and faved,
without Regard to Juftice and the Law in their
Redemption.

II1. Nor will the Notion of Chriff’s Dying in
our Stead, Paying an Equivalent, or Suffering a
vicarious Punifbment, bear the Teff of Scripture
or Reafon. Becaufe this Notion never enters in-
to the Notion of Attonement by Sacrifice (x).

Anfw. 1. 1t is freely granted, that there was
no Eguivalent in legal Sacrifices. 2. They
could not, nor were intended to take away Sin,
in a fpiritual Senfe. 3. The Death of Chrift
was defigned to that great End, and it had a
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Fitnefs in it to anfwer that important and gle,
rious End. 4. The Author with equal Truth
might fay, that the Notion of. Chrift’s taking
away Sin, in a fpirifual Senfe, will not bear
the Teft of Scripture; becaufe that Notion
never enters into the Notion of Attonement by
Sacrifice.  As the Death of Chrift effetted
that which /egal Sacrifices could not effe¢t: So
there was that in his Death, which was not in
any or all of them, viz. a Fitnefs-to take away
Sin. If we are not to limit our Notions of the
Efficacy of the Death of our Saviour, by that
Virtue which attended thofe Sacrifices ; neither
muft we limit our Nctions of the Value of his
Sufferings, by that Worth. which was found
in them, I thofe Sacrifices there was no Fi¢-
nefs to take away Sin: In the Sacrifice of
Chrift there was fuch a Fitnefs. And in them
there was not an Egusvalent to make Com
fation for Guilt; but in the Death of Chrift
there was an Eguivalent, and it was fatisfattory
to the Juftice and Law of God.

2. Law and Fuftice can never admit sf one
Man’s Dying in the Stead of another, or of bis
Suffering the Punifbment, whichin Law and
Fuftice 1s due to the Offender only (y).

Anfw. 1. The Whole is granted, as to Mea.
But, 2. Surely God may do that which Men
may not. He had Power over the innocent
efius, and might will, that he fhould bear our
Sin, and fuffer for it. . Chrift had Power over
him(elf to put himfelf in onr Place, to take
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upon him our Guilt, and to confent unto the
Suffering Punithment for us. His Father’s
Will was, that he thould, and he voluntarily
agreed fo to do, and hath received an ample
and fatisfactory Reward of the Father, for this
his Submiffion unto his holy, fovereign Will.
And, therefore, there is no Injuftice.in this
Procedure. Here was no Exercife of unlawful
Power in God: No Violence offered to our
Saviour, nor was his Confent required: unto
that, which he had not a proper Right to com-
ply with. For be bad Power to. lay down bis
Life, and Power to take it again. Nor is that
Reward with-held from him, which it was fiz
he thould receive upon accomplithing the Will
of the Father, in this wonderful Affair, -

3, Punifbment may be confidered as juft and
fitting 5 but I cannot conceive bow it fhould be a
Sacrifice of @ fwect-finelling Savour, Eph. v. 2,
pleafing and grateful unto God— much le 5 ﬁzcb
uncguitable Punifbment (%),

An/w 1. He feems to grant, that Punifh-
ment, 7. ¢. for Sin, is juff and. fitting; but I
am apptehenﬁ&c that he will not abide by this
Grant, inFavour of our Principles; becaufe, 7#
Srabs bisown to the Heart. - If Punithment for
Sin is juft ¢ and ﬁz‘tmg, it becomes God to-infli&
it, and not fu fer Sin to go unpunifhed, Ner,
indecd, can he, for he can no-more omit to do
that, which is Juft and fit to be done, than' be
is able to deny bimfelf. 2. His Want of Capa.
gity to difcern the Nature of heavenly Myfte-
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ries isnot the leaft Objection to their Truth,
though he is, it feems, ¢ Mafler in Ifrael. 3.
The Sacrifice of Chrift was pleafing to God,
not. confidered, merely, as he, in Offering-of
himfelf, fuffered Penalty; but as he fo did,
with a holy Submiffion to his Will, with 2
View to his Glory, and the Salvation of his
People. 4. Becaufe there was that Value in
the Sacrifice of Chrift, refulting from the infi-
nite- Dignity of his Perfon, as the Father’s
Equal, which renders it fi# to anfwer all the
glorious Ends of his efernal Love, infinite Wif-
dom, and inflexible Fuftice, in the Bufinefs of our
Salvation. 5. This was not unequitable Punith-
ment, for it was on Account of, and for- Sin.
And God had Power to will, that Chrift
thould bear our Guilt, and undergo thofe Suf-
ferings which we were liable unto, as Sinners.
Chrift took our Guilt upon himfelf, and freely
confented to.endure thofe Penalties, which
were due unto us.

4. Vicarious Punifbment. or Suffering, (in
which, upon this Scheme the Efficacy of Chriff’s
Death for the Remiffion of Sin folely confifis)
gives us too low Ideas of the Sufferings of the Son
of God, as it finks them to the Pain and Suffer-
ings of a Malefaltor, the wvery meaneft Idea we
can bave of them., He fuffered, as if be bad been
the Criminal, the Pain and Punifbment, which
awe, or equivalent to that which we, the real Cri-
minals, fhould bave fuffered 5 or be was executed
by the Hand of Juftice in our Stead. A Repre-
prefentation quite too low and infipid, for an Af-
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Sair concerted in the Council of God, and accom-
plifhed by bis only-begotten Son (a).

Anfw. 1. As it was in the primitive Age of
the Chriftian Church, foitis now, in Refpet
to the Doctrine of the Crgfs. The Reafon of
which is clear, the deep Things of God are
what they always were, and the Nature of
Man is ftill the fame; and, therefore, we need
not wonder, if we hear fome Men pronounce
them /low, mean, and infipid. 1 confefs, that
this is, in my Opinion, a very corroborating.
Proof of the Divine Verity of our ‘Principles.
If beavenly Myfleries retain their own Nature,
and Men continue to be what they formerly
were, we muft expect them to exprefs the fame
Language, concerning thofe Myfleries, which
others have done before them. . 2. Our Blefled
Saviour, in himfelf, was innocent, or boly,
barmlefs, and undefiled, and he was fo reputed,
or no otherwife confidered, as. in himfelf. 3.
It was no Difhonour to Chrift to bear our
Guilt, and fuffer that Punithment in our Stead,
whereunto we were obnoxious, in Obedience to
the Will of the Father ; except it may be deem-
ed a mean Thing in Chrift to magnify the Di-
vine Law and make it bonourable ; and to glorify
his Father, in all his infinite Perfe&ions, by
accomplithing a Defign, wherein, above all
others, the Glory of his Grace, and Mercy,
Wifdom, Holinefs, and Juftice illuftrioufly
thines. 4. I am under no Surprize at all at
this Author’s boldly Afferting, that this was an
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Affair too low and infipid to be concerted in
the Council of God, and accomplithed by his
only begotten Son. For it is no Wonder to
me, that fome Sort of Perfons dare to affirm,
that the Wifdom of God is FOLLY. 1 with
them to confider, that, if our Gofpel be bid, it 1s
bid to them that are L O 8T : And that thofe, to
whom the Doétrine of the Crofs is Foolifbnefs,
PERISH. |

5. This Notion, as it includes the Imputation
of our Sins to Chrift, and of bis Righteoufnefs, or
Fulfilling of the Law, tous, fupplies Confequences
very kurtful to Piety and Virtue: And fome
Chriftians bave attually drawn fuch Confequences
from it (b)..

Anfw. This is a_falfe Charge, and is mere Ca-
lumny., For, 1. The Imputation of our Sins to
Chrift, in order to his fuffering Punithment,
that we might be pardoned and faved in a Way
becoming all the Perfe&tions of God, fhews us
clearly the Malignity of Sin, how hateful it is
to Ged, and is a moft perfuafive Motive to ex-
cite us to forfake every Evil. 2. The Imputa-
tion of the Righteoufnefs of Chrift to us, and our
Juftification in the Sight of God, by Virtue of
it, is a glorious Inftance of rich Grace and
Mercy, and is a full Evidence that fuch is the
infinite Purity of the Nature of God, that he
cannot juftify a Sinner, as confidered in him-
felf ; which influences us to adore his Kindnefs
and Compaffion to us in Mifery, and to /lazh
ourfelves on Account of our Imperfections and

(B). Page q8.
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Sins. 3. This Bo&rine by no Means infers, that
we may enjoy future Happinefs without prefent
Holinefs. A Title to eternal Life renders not
a Meetnefs for it unneceflary. 4. Juftification by
the Righteoufnefs of Chrift diffolves not our
Obligation to Duty. For, though we are
not under the Law, as a Covenant, to obtain
Life by our Obedience to it, yet we are as much
as ever, and in its fu/l Extent, under it, in its
Precepts. 5. Thofe Men who approve of
Duty, only as the Reward of Life may be ex-
pected of God, for their Attendance to it, what-
ever they think of themfelves, I am bold to
affirm, have not a Dram of Holinefs in them.
6. They are not Chriftians who turn the Grace
of God into Lafcivioufnefs : Or who draw Con-
fequences from this DoGrine hurtful to Piety
and Virtue, though Mr. Taylor is pleafed to
call them fo. Geod forbid, that we thould ever
efteem them Chriftians, who can dare #0 fi,
that bis Grace may abound. Nothing more con-
trary to Chriftianity can be conceived, than
that dreadful Impiety is. 7. Some Men, even
now, give fad Evidence, what blafphemous
Thoughts, concerning the Holinefs, Juftice,
and Grace of God, will {pring up in their cur/~
ed Minds, when they will juftly fuffer his
dreadful, but righteous Vengeance, for their
Crimes.

He adds, 6. That the Prepofition vwep, when
applied to Chriff's Dying for us, doth not [ignify
in the Place or Stead of, I bave fhewn in my
Paraphrafé upon the Romans, ii the Note upor
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Chap. v. 7. Nor doth the Prepofition evti im-
ply that Senfe in thofe Texts, Matt. xx. 28.
AuTpoy avTs @oAAwy, a Ranfom for many, 1 Tim.
ii. 6. AvTiautpoy uwe wavTav, a Ranfom for
all.  Avti, indeed, doth fignify, inthe Place or
Stead of, in fuch Pbrafes as thefe, Life for
Life, Tooth for Tooth, by Way of Retaliation,
or juff Punifbment. But, that it alfo fignifies
for, on drcount of, for the Sake of, in Favour
ofs will appear to ary. one who confults a good
Lexicon.  [Sce Eph. v. 31. Heb. xii. 2. Matt.
xvil. 27.] And, therefore, in fuch Phrafes as
Avgov avTi ~wyns, where Redemption or Ranfom
is [poken of, it may [fignify, and I conceive doth
Signify, no more than a Ranfom for,or on Account
of Life, to preferve it from being defiroyed. And
in this Senfe our Lord may wvery properly be
Jaid to give bimfelf a Ranfom for all, 1. e. to re-
deem them from Death, or to attone for thofe
Lives which we bad forfeited: Which is the true
Senfe of the Place (c).

Anfw. 1. We allow, that the Prepofition
(vwep) for, frequently fignifies on Account of,
or for the Sake of, or in Behalf of. 2.That it
is ufed to exprefs Subftitution, or in Stead of,
cannot be denied, and Socinus himfelf, allows
that it is fo ufed. ‘This is its Senfe, in thefe
Texts, (v vweg cov daxovy uar) that in thy Stead
he might minifler unto me (d). (Acopda vweg
Xpiotow) we pray you in Chriff's Stead (e). 3.
And this muft be the Senfe of it, in thefe

() Pages 98, g9. (d) Phil. ver. 13. (¢) 2 Cor.
v. 20. ]
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Words, (yevoueos vaep wuew xatape) being made
a Curfe for us (f), which cannot be denied,
without directly contradicting the Apoftle, and
faying, Chrift was not madea Curfe. 4. Our
Saviour was made Sin, he died for us, confidered
as Sinners, and on that Account obnoxious to
Death. He died for our Sins. He was delivered
Jor our Offences.  His Death is our Ranfom or
" Price of Redemption. And by it he cbtained
eternal Redemption for us, Which Things ful-
ly evince, that he was our Subflitute, and fuf-
fered-in our Stead. 5. Chrift did not bazard,
but lay down, or aually refign his Life for us.
The Author’s Paraphrafe and Note, therefore,
are 2 bold Corruption of the Text, as the
Reader, if he pleafes, may fee (g). 4
And with Refpe&t unto the Prepofition
(awti) for, 1. I grant that, it is fometimes
ufed, when Subflitution is not intended, as
when it is put to exprefs Oppofition. But, 2.
He very well knows, that it properly exprefies
Subflitution, and fignifies in the Place and Stead
of. In this Senfe the Septuagint ufe it a great
many Times (). 3. Chrift gave his Life, as
a Ranfom, or Price of Redemption, unto God,
our righteous Judge, for us, and, therefore,
he died in our Stead, or {uffered in our Place.

'f) Gal. iii. 13, (g) Rom. v. 7.

(b)) The LXX render M) by /s in many Places, Gen.
iv. 25, xxil. 13. xxx. 2. Efbh. 1. 4. 2 Sam xviii. 33.
&c. Hefiod ufes this Prepofition in that Senfe, when he fays,
(Atog av]t) in the Place of Jove.

Taws yap ot ezpacdlnr, tve pn Bacianide Tipny,

AAAos ey Dtog aill, @gwr argrywilawr. @coy. Ver.892,893.
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4. 1 dare fay, that our Author cannot exprefs
Subflitution, in Language more proper, than in
that which is ufed in Relation unto the Death
of Chrift forus. And, therefore, 5. He ought
to affign fome very cogent Reafons, for his ex-
plaining away that Senfe, in Refpect unto the
Affair of Chrift’s Death. But, as to Reafons for
it, he has none, only hic Diflike, that God
thould fix upon fuch a Method to glorify himfelf,
in the Salvation of Sinners. A Method it is
infinitely wife, for herein God difplays the im-
menfe Riches of his Grace towards our Per-
fons, and his infinite Abhorrence of, and De-
teftation againft our Sins. And this is -that
which fuch Sort of Men, as our Author is,
cannot patiently bear with. If the Almighty
awill not fave Sinners without taking Vengeance
on Sin, or without a Regard to the Honour of bis
Law and Fuftice ; this Sort of Men, will dare
to reproach bim to bis Face, and pronounce bis
awife Procedures mean, low, infipid, and un-
worthy, and yet pretend unto great Upright-
nefs and Sincerity at the fame Time.

CHAP VIL

Of Sanitification, as a Fruit of
CHRIST’s Death, &c.
R. Taylor having, as he thinks, entirely

demolifhed the Doétrine of Satisfaction
for Sin, by the Death of Chrift : He proceeds to
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difcourfe concerning his Sufferings, as a Mean
of our San&ification, and, in that View, as a
Condition, or Reafon with God, of our Remif-
fion, Wherein, I confefs, he is very rbetori-
cal. His Ideas are infinitely below the Subli-
mity and Grandeur of the Subje@, but his
Expreflions are lofty and very florid. The in-
telligent Reader will eafily perceive this ma-
terial Difference between the Divine Writers
and our Author on this Topic. They convey
noble Sentiments, in Language fuited to the
Nature of the glorious Subject ; Mr. Taylor
prefents us with Jow Thoughts, in a pompous
Drefs. A few brief Remarks, on this Part
of his Performance, will fufficiently difcover,
that it may juftly be faid to him, Thou ar¢
( Vox, & preterea nihil ) #ords, and nothing
elfe. Iam no Enemy to Rbetoric, nor would
I detra&t from the due Praifes of any Excel-
lency, which I am not capable of imitating,
But, if Rbeforic is not animated by Logic, or
found Reafoning, and good Senfe, as the Sou/
of it, I efteem it no other than a pretzy Fingle,
calculated to pleafe lefs difcerning Minds. A
glib Tongue and a flowing Pen, not direGed
by a good Underftanding, in my Opinion, are
Accomplithments not much to be admired.

I. He fpeaks of the Dignity of the Perfon
of our Saviour: And fays, When I confider,
that a Perfon of [0 tranfcendent Eniinence and Ex-
cellency, who was in the Form of God, and in the

higheff Degree of Glory and Pelicity with the fu-
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preme Fatber 5 of fuch Wifdom and Power, that
by bim be made the Worlds 5 of fuch Splendor and
Majefly, that be was the Brightnefs of God’s
Glory, and the exprefs Image of bis Perfon,
&ec. (7).

Bu(t in order to prevent our entertaining an
Opinion, infinitely too high, of the perfonal
Dignity of Chrift: Or left we fhould imagine,
that he is the Father’s Equal ; he attempts to
obfcure that illuftrious Teftimony to the im-
portant Truth of our Lord’s Equality with him :
Who, being in the Form of God, thought it not
Robbery to be equal with God (), i. e. as he fays,
like to God. And in the Margin he obferves,
that the Phrafe, (7o aaiioa @w) to be equal
with God, is the fame as (IZA ®EQ), (Ioobeos),
(®@eos ws) like God, or as God, and anfwers to
the Hebrew (=2'n9N2) Zech. xii. 8, The Houfe
of David fhall be as God. To which I anfwer,
as a learned Author does, that, with the Greeks,
(o ewas junitum ioa), is mof} fignificant. Per-
feit Equality cannot be more fully expreffed, than
it is by that Phrafe (/). The Inftances, with
which he would make it parallel, exprefs Like-
nefs, but this Equality, Mr. Taylor para-
phrafes: He did not regard the Dignity and
Glory, wbhich be bad with the Father, as Sol-
diers do the Spoil and Plunder, wbich they take

(¢) Page 109. () Philip. ii. 6. :

(/) Graecis Auribus fignificantiffimum eft, 70 ¢tyas jun&um soa.
Integra fane Zqualitas Verbis plenius exprimi non poteft.  For-
tuita Sacra, page 213,
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by Force, and- refolutely bold againff all the
lVai ld (m)

Anfw. 1. The Apoﬁ;lefé s, Chrift did not
think, efteem, or account it Spozl Mr. Tay-
lor fays, be did not regard it, thatis, he did nat
forcibly bold it, as Soldiers do their Plunder, be~
tween which the Difference is as wide, as it
can be. 2. The Apoftle, in this Phrafe, afferts
the Dignity of our Saviour. Mr. Ta_ylor inter-
prets it of his Condcfcenﬁon, which is as di-
rectly contrary to the Intention of the facred
Writer, as any Thing can be. In his Notes on
Rom. ix. g. he ficlt obfcrves that the Power
delegated to Chrift by the Father, over all
Thmgs, is bis fupreme Godbead, . Not content
with that depraved Interpretation of the Phrafe:
Who is over oll, God blefled for ever : He ven-
turesat a bold Corruption of the Text. It feems
what this. Part of Cbriff's Charalter, basto do
with the Jews, is nof to bimwvery clear. Nor,
can he conceive, why the Apoftle negleéted to men~
tion, in this Place, the Jews Relation to God, as
their God.  How could be overlook the main Ar-
ticle 1n this Lif}, i. e, of their Privileges? In
order to fupply this Defet, and to wreft the
Words from our Saviour of whom they are
{i poken, he delivers this Conjeture, that
there is a Tranfpoﬁtxon in the Text, viz. thus,
(o @y for wvo) 1. e. who is, for whofe 75, and
fo he applies the Phrafe to the Father: 77hofe
is the God over all. Thus, fays he, the grand
Privilege will be inferted to Advantage, and

{m) Page 120.
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Jand at the Top of a lofty Climax, rifing from
the FdTHERé to CHRIST, to GOD.
Probably, our Autbor may be much pleafed
with this 7ngenious Conjettureof his; fince he
fancies, that it throws fuch admirable Beauty
on the Apoftle’s Difcourfe. But it falls out
very unhappily for him, that this grand Pri-
vilege is the firft mentioned, the Apoftle be-
gins “with it in the 4th Verfe : To whom pertain-
¢eth the Adoption, which is expreflive of the
“Fews Relation unto God. And, Mr. Taylor
difcerned this, when he wrote hxs Paraphrafe,
for in that he thus fpeaks on the Words:
Dignified with the Charalter of the Sons and
Firft-born qf God, (Exod. iv. 22. Ter. xxxi.
9. Hyf. xi. 1.) We muft, therefore, con-
clude, that he had forgot his Paraphrafc, when
he wrote his Notes.  If that had occurred to his
Thoughts, it would have prevented him affign-
ing this Reafon for his boid and daring Cor-
ruption’ of the Text. Again, it is abfurd to
fuppofe, that a limited and precarious Being
is the Brightnefs of the Father’s Glory, and
the exprefs Image, or Charatter, of his Perfon,
It would not be fo far from Truth to fay that
a Glow-worm, is the Brightnefs of the Sun’s
Splendor, and the Charalfer of his dazzling
Rays. Tam bold to affirm, that God is not
capable of giving Exiftence to a Creature, unto
whom thofe Things are properly applicable.
God is eternal, all-knowing, all-wﬁ'e, al-
mighty, fupremely good, abfolutely immuta-
ble, &c. No voluntary Produltion is eternal,
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ualimited in Knowledge, Wifdom, Goodnefs,
Power, or immutable, nor can be in its Na-
ture, yea, it may ceafe tobe atall. And fuch
a Being Mr. Taylor thinks Chrift is. Befides,
Creation 1s not a Work of almighty Power, if
it was effeCted by the Agency of fuch a Being
as Mr. Taylor imagines our Saviour is.

The Fact is undoubtedly this : Either Crea-
tion was wrought by the Power and Wifdom
which refide in the Father: Or by the Power
and Wifdom which r¢fde in Chrift: If by
that Wifdom and Power which refide in the
Father; then the Wifdom and Power, which
refide in Chrift had no more Efficiency, in the
Production of all Things, than the Wifdom and
Power of Mr. Taylor had. And, if the Creation
was effected by the Wifdom and Power - which
refide in Chrift, that is not a Work of infinite
Wifdom and Omnipotence, but it is the Ef-
fe& of finite Wifdom and limited Power. The
old Philofopbers were not greater Fools, who
profeffed themfelves to be wife, than thofe among
us are, who rejet evangelical Myfteries; for
they advance moft evident Abfurdities. God
cannot give a Sufficiency of Wifdom and Power
to any Being whatever, to create a World; the
Reafon is as clear as the Sun. Infinity is not
communicable; if it was, Gad might produce
his Equal, which he can no more do than he
can become finite. 1 am fure, I fay nothmfr here,
but what agrees with the peer/efs and mcompre—
benfible Perfetions of my almighty Creator ;
and I exprefs thefe Things, with a View te
vingdicate his Glory, to affert the true Dignity
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of ‘Chrift, and to expofe the Stupidity of Ari-
anifm, which at this Time is greatly fpreading
amongft us, with all other deteflable Errors.
For my Part, I'am fully refolved never to own
any Perfon whatever, as my Saviour, who is
Jinite in his Nature, mutable in his Being, pre-
carious, and may ceafe to be; fuch a God Mr.
Taylor would “fain perfuade us to believe
Chrift is. ‘Thofe may fo do,. who imagine,
that sufinite Wifdom, Power, Merit, and Com-=
paffion are not Requifites in a Saviour, and who
can be content to truft in themfelves, and their
own Obedience, for Pardon and Acceptation
with God in Judgment, From which I pray
the good Lord, of his Mercy, eternally to de-
liver my poor perifbing Soul. '

II. Mr. Taylor obferves, that God’s granting
Remiffion of Sin, through the Blood of Chrift, is
the propereft Way to affect our Minds with the
Malignity of Sin, and to fhew us how odious and
deteftable all Sin is to God (n). |

Anfw. 1. He allows not, that God does
grant us Remiffion of Sin, through Chrift’s
Blood, thoughhe thus fpeaks. For, his Opi-

“nion is, that the Death of Chrift procuredonlya -
Declaration or Promife from God to pardon Sin;
and that we muft, by our own Works, acquire
a Right to Remiffion. 2. If the malign, odious,
and deteftable Nature of Sin is feen, in God’s re-
quiring the Death of Chrift, only as a Condition
of giving a Promife to pardon ; it is infinitely

{n) Pages 109, 110.
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more difcovered, in the Infliction of proper Pu-
nifhment, for Sin, on Chrift in Dying; and,
therefore, our Opinion of the pena/ Nature of
his Death, according to his own Reafoning
bids much fairer for Truth, than that which he
advances does. - If it is an Inftance of Divine
Wifdom to pardon Sin in fuch a Way, as the
Malignity, odious and deteftable Nature of it
to God may be feen:. Surely, it is reafonable
to concludc, that it is the wife/f and fitteff Me-
thod to difpenfe Pardon, ip fuch a Way, as moft
clearly difcovers God’s Abhorrence of it. Now,
whether only Requiring that Chrift (hould die,
without enduring Penalty in his Death: Or
the InfliGion of Punithment on him, in Dy-
ing, in order to the Remiffion of Sin, more
fully difcovers its  Malignity and evil Nature,
may, I think, be fafely left to the Determina-
tion of any unprqudnced Perfon, who hath the
leaft Difcernment in the Things of God.

1. He fays, How forcibly, jfar beyond any
abfiraét Reafonings, do thefe Confiderations,. viz.
God's delivering up Chriff for us all, &c. urge
us to.love God and our Saviour, to a’e‘voz'e our all
to bis Honour 2 &c. (o). Still our Opinion
hath the Advantage infinitely above -his. For,
Turely, every one muft fee, that it is a ‘greater
Inftance of Love to fuffer a penal Dcath than
it is barely to die, or without enduring. Diviné
Punithment in Dying. And, ctonfequently,
our Obligations to God and the Redeemer are

(o) Page 113.
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far greater, on our Principles, than it can be
thought they are, upon thofe of Mr. Tay-
Jor : 'Therefore, that there is, at leaft, a great
Probability of the Truth of our Opinion, and
of the Falfehood of his, the Nature of his own
Reafoning evinces. But the Reader muft ob-
ferve, That, though he ufes fwelling Words,
he is very Jow in Senfe and Meaning. Some
Men have an admirable Knack of exprefling
themfelves, in a Afzy Manner, when they con-
vey exceedingly low Ideas, which I can never

revail with myfelf to admire, on any Subject.
guch a Way of difcourfing on this, which is
of all other Subjets the:moft glorious, impor-
tant, and aftonithing, I heartily defpife; be-
caufe it is calculated to deceive, and caufe weak
People to imagine that a Senfe is intended,
which is agreeable to its Nature, whereas no-
thing is more remote from, or contrary to the
Defign- of the Perfon himfelf. Nor is Mr.
Taylor infenfible of this.

IV. It is granted, that Cbriff was an Exam-
ple to us in Suffering ; but not as. he bore Sin,
fuffered for it, and was made a Curfe, to re-
deem us from the Law’s Curfe; in neither of
thefe Views, is he propofed to us an Example ;
thefe Things are peculiar to him, in the Cha-
racter of the Redeemer of the Church of God.
Yet, we freely allow, that, from this glorious
Pattern of Meeknefs, Love, and Zeal for the
Honour of God, we may learn Ufefulnefs (p),

{(?) Page 119.
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Love (q), Humility, Condefcenfion (r), Truff
in God (s), Mortification of flefbly Lufs (2),
Patience, Meeknefs, and Fortitude under Sujfer-
ings (), Deadnefs to the World (w), as Mr.
Taylor obferves. And I think, that he is not
fo flupid, as not to difcern, that our ‘Opinion
furnifhes us with thefe Advantages, in a De-
gree, at leaft, equal with his own.

V. Faith in Chrift is not, it feems, ¢ Reli-
ance er Dependance on bis Blood and Righteouf-
nefs for Pardon and Acceptance with God; but
it is the Attention of our Minds fixed upon bim,
as our Example, whereby we become like bim,
in our Temper and Bebaviour ; and, being fo, on
that Account, we bave a Claim ugon God for the
Remiffion of our Sins, and tbe eternal Salvation
of our Souls. This it is fo be baptized into
Chrift’s Death. This it is to eat bis Flefb and drink
bis Blood, in the Inflitution of the Lord’s Suppers
And this is Approaching to God through Chriff's
Blood with Boldnefs (x). ‘Thefe Things are not
true, and I am bold to affirm, that they agree
not with the Experience of a_fing/e Chriftian, in
the whole World., Indeed, it is not to be ex-
pe&ed of Men, after they have deftroyed the
Fundamentals of Chriftianity, to give us a true
Account of Chriftian Experience. Mr. Taylor
‘ought not to take it amifs, that I am fo very
brief in my Remarks here; becaufe, though

(9) Page 119. () Ibid. (s) Page 120. (¢) Ibid.
{#) Ibid. (w) Page 121. (%) Pages 127, 122, 131,
122, 123, 124, 104, 126.
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he throws out a Flood of Words, he exprefles
very little Matter. 'Which, I confefs, is a Way
of Writing not at all grateful to me.

V1. The Death of Chrift is the Caufe of our
Sanctification.  (1). Meritorioufly: For, 1.
His Sufferings and Death were required, by the
Divine Father, of him, as a Condition of com-
‘municating Grace to us, to fanctify our Hearts
and make us meet for Heaven (y). 2. He, there-
fore, may claim the Communication of Grace
to us, unto that great End, as a Debt due to
him (z), according to the Reafoning of the
Apotftle, in the Place referred to. (2). Influ-
entially : As his Blood is applied to our Confci-
ences, by the Bleffed Spirit, it affures us of the
Remiffion of our Sins, and effe&s in us an Ab-
‘horrence of Evil, and a Defire of perfe&t Con-
formity to him, in every Branch of Purity and
Holinefs. Hence, the Divine Writer to the
Hebrews thus prays in their Behalf: Now the
God of Peace, that brought again from the Dead
our Lord efus, that great Shepherd of the Sheep,
through the Blood of the everlafling Covenant,
make you perfelt in every good Work, to do bis
Will, working in you that which is well pleafing
in bis Sight, through Sfefus Chrift, to whom be
Glory for ever and ever. Amen (a).

() Ya lii. 16, {2) Rom. iv. 4. (@) Heb. xiii. 20, 21
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APPENUDTIZX

R. Taylor’s Recommending a Pamphlet,

intitled, Second Thoughts concerning the
Sufferings and Death of Chbriff, excited in me
a Defire to read it. Upon the Perufal of
it, I quickly perceived, what was the Reafon
of his Recommendation. The Author wholly
explains away, and, as he thinks, evinces thé
Abfurdity of the Dotrine of Attonement, by
the Blood of Chrift, or of Salvation through
his Sufferings and Death, as the meritorious
Caufe of it. My narrow Limits will not allow
me to enlarge, in animadverting on this Per-
formance.

I. I would obferve that fome Principles want
Proof, which the Author takes for granted,
and upon which the main of his Reafoning. is
founded, and, therefore, his Superftructure
which he hath built upon them, will. no more
ftand than a Caftle ere¢ted ‘in the Air. They
are thefe.

1. Unblemifthed and perfe&@ Holinefs is not
neceffary to an Intereft in the Approbation and
Favour of God : Or, God.can account a Per-
fon righteous, who is, at leaft, in fome Degree,
unrighteous. For, he allows, that ne Cha-
racter in human Life is unmixed or perfect (2).

2. There is a Fitnefs in Repentance and Re-
formation to procure the Pardon of Sin: Or to

{a) Second Thoughts concerning the Sufferings and Death of
Chrift, Page 8.
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regain an Intereft in the Favour and Approba-
tion of God. Although a Man hath been,
through the Courfe of his Life, luxurious, in-
continent, perfidious, oppreffive, fraudulent, ra-
pacious, cruel, proud, envious, wrathful, mali-
cious, revengeful, or brutal and diabolical in bis
Difpofition and Bebaviour 5 bath neither feared
God, ‘nor regarded Men : Siuch is the intrinfic
Value and Worth of Repentance, that it will
juftly fit him for the Pardon of all his aggra-
vated Guilt, and procure him a Title to Hap-
pinefs.

3. Repentance is in the Power of every Sin-
ner. Or no Criminal whatever needs fuper-
natural Strength to bring him to repent of his
Sins, and to practife that Virtue, which will
recommend him to the Approbation and Fa-
vour of his Maker,

4. The Death of Chrift is not the Canfe of
Repentance in any Sinner, and, confequently,
it was not at all neceflary unto the Being of Re-
pentance.

5. The fufiice of God is only Goodnefs, afi-
ing under the Direction of bis Wifdom for the
Good (0), i.e. the Happinefs, of the Creation,
though apoftate and corrupt. And, therefore,

6. The End of the InfliGtion of Punithment
muft be the Good and Happinefs of the guilty.
Creature. This is a moft pleafing Reprefenta-
tion of Divine Juftice, for this will never leave
us without a Ground of Hope of Deliverance
from Mifery, let our Guilt be ever fo heinous

and accumulated.
(6) Page 135.
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. Divine Love to Men follows upon their
Love to God and Goodnefs: Or, zbey become
amiable, and then God loves them (c).

8. The Communication of all perfonal Worth or
Merit is impoffible (d). 1 fuppofe he means,
what Chrift did and fuffered cannot poffibly be
imputed to us. |

Anfw. 1. Perfonal Worth may intend inhe-
rent Powers and PerfeGtions : Thefe always.re-
fide in their. proper Subjed, and cannot be
transfufed into another. But, 2. If he means
the Obedience of Chrift to the Law. and Will
of God, we allow, that is not communicated,
or transfufed into us, nor can be. Yet, 3. It
is imputed to us, or placed to our Account.
Thisis a Grant of his Righteoufnefs to us.
And, 4. God fees that Righteoufnefs to be
ours, not inberently,-indeed, but by gracious
Imputation.  g. Thereupon, he aceepts, or
juftifies us. In no other Senfe can it be faid,
that Righteoufnefs is imputed without. Works.

The Author hath not given the leaft Proof of
the Truth of thefe Principles, eitherfrom Re-
velation or Reafon ; but takes them all for felf-
evident Principles, which need no other Con-
firmation, than their own evidencing Light,
which he thinks fufficient to gain the Confent.
of every one who confiders them. ~ But I muft
crave Leave to with-hold my Affent from them
all, until he fhall be pleafed to offer fomething
for their Proof.

IT. T proceed to confider, what the Author
(c) Pages g, 10, (4) Page q.
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afferts and argues for, from thefe unproved
Principles. And,

1. He thinks, That the fufiice of God cannot
require a Satisfaction for the Sins of fincere Pe-
nitents, becaufe fincere Repentance certainly ren-
ders them the Objeéts of Divine Favour and Ap-
probation. This is with bim a moff infuperable
Difficulty (e).

Anfw. 1. He {fuppofes, that Repentance
might be without a Satisfation made for Sin.
This 1 deny, and affirm, that Repentance is
the Effe@ of the SatisfaGion of Chrift, nor
can he prove the contrary. 2. Repentance
procures .not Divine Love, nor does it render a
Perfon a fit Object of a juftifying A& of God.

2. Another Difficulty arifes from the Repre-
Jentations.of that Severity of fuflice, which makes
an Expiation neceflary. — Every Sin deferveth
God's Wrath and Curfe, both in this World and
hat which is to come.~1It is an infinite Evil, and
requires Satisfatlion of infinite Value 5 and God
cannot pardom any Sin without a Satisfaction.—
Such.a Severity fhocks my Imagination .(f).

Anfw. 1. Every Sin deferveth God’s Wrath
and Curfe for ever. Curfed is every ome that
continucth not in all Things that are written in
the Book of the Law to dothem. 2. Sin is an
infinite Evil objecfively, or as it is committed
againft an infinite Obje&. But I expe@, that
fome Sort of Men will foon dare to fay, that
Sin committed againft God, is not attended
with- greater Demerit, than Sinning againft a
Creature is. For, though they pretend, that

{¢) Page 14. (f) Page 15.
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Reafon is their Religion, they argue upon re-
ligious Principles, as if they had really loft
their Reafon. 3. There is no Weight at all
in his Imagination being fhocked. For it is
common with fome to think, that God is un-
righteous who taketh Vengeance, of which Num-
ber there is too much Reafon to fear, that he
is one : I cannot reconcile it to infinite Goodnefs,
fays he (g). And what if he cannot ? That is
no Objection of the leaft Importance. Is the
Exercife of punitive Juftice towards a crimi-
nal Creature incompatible with Divine Good-
nefs ? By no Means; if itis, punitive Juftice
cannot be exercifed at all, for it is not poffible
to God to act inconfiftently with any of his
Perfections.

He proceeds to object unto his being brought
into that State, wherein he finds himfelf, if it
is {o, that every Sin deferveth Punifhment; and
is very fevere, if not impious, in the Manner
of expreffing himfelf. This one might dread
from a malevolent Being. Horrid, indeed !
But is not to be expelted under the Admi-
nifiration of the original, effential, perfeét, and
unchangeable Goodnefs, which gave Birth to the
Univerfe, with an Intention of communicating
Happinefs to the Creatures inif, And concludes
thus : It would have been as fully confiftent with
the Goodnefs of my Maker to bave made me what
Loriginally-am, out of the Earth, as to make me
what I am, as a Defcendant from Adam ().
The Apoftacy of Adam, therefore, can be no
juft Reafon, why his Defcendants {hould be
placed in unhappy Circumftances.

(g) Page 15. (6) Page 16.
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Cur prefent Situation is entirely withdrawn
from the Bar of Juftice, and is wholly re=
ferred unto Divine Goodnefs, which, as it'is
faid, defigns nothing but the Happinefs of the
Creature. Infinite Benevolence, therefore, hath
determined to give Exiftence to innumerable
rational Creatures, {o fituated in Confequence
of the Sin of him from whom they fpring, in
their fucceffive Generations, as is certainly fol-
lowed with the Depravation of every Indivi-
dual, who continues in Being fo long as to be
affeGted by the evil Temptations, which are in-
feparable from the prefent State. This Depra-
vation is the Lofs of the true Glory and Feli-
city of the reafonable Creature. This, it feems,
is owing to infinite Benevolence. Again, for
that is not all, by this Depravation, Men are,
at leaft, in Danger of being hurried on through
the Force of Temptations, which eafily work
upon depraved.-Minds, to a¢t a Part which na-
turally tends to their everlafting Deftruction,
and actually much the fuperior Number of
Men, perith for ever. And it feems, that it
is the Decree of Divine Beneficence to place
them in fo difadvantageous and exceedingly dan-
gerous a State.  Farther, it is the Appointment
of the fame immenfe Kindnefs, that a great
Part of the human Species, who are nct charge-
able with Guilt contralted by another, and
have never offended themfelves, thall endure
Tortures which would pierce a Heart of Stone,
and expire in dreadful Agonies. Moreover, it
is the Goodnefs of God which ordained, that
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fo great a Part of Mankind fhall be fubject to
a Train of Miferies in the prefent State of
Things, which the moft rigid Virtie cannot pof=
fibly defend a Perfon from, viz. extréme Po-
verty, Contempt, Oppreffion, and vile Cruelty.
This is that /ovely Condition, which the Gooda
nefs of the great Creator hath ordained the hu-
man Species unto ; for Juftice, it feems, hath no
Concern at all in this Appointment! Prodigi-
ous, indeed! One would .imagine that Men

who afcribe this Situation ‘to the Goodnefs of
God, cannot, themfelves, believe the fpecious
Things, which they exprefs concerning it, nor
can poffibly have any pleafing Expetations
from it, how much foever, to ferve a Purpofe,
they think well to extol and applaud it. But
all thefe Things are accounted for, by bringing
them to the Bar of Divine Juftice, unto which
alone they can in Reafon be referred.

3. A Third Difficulty is, Jnnocence cannot be
punifbed. Perfect Innocence can know no Pains of
Confcience. Perfeit Innocence can bave no Appre-
benfion of the Wrath and Difpleafure of God (1).

Anfw. 1. If Men may be allowed to exprefs
themfelves, in what Way they fhall think
proper, upon a Subject, they may prove or
difprove any Thing, It is not Innocence,
nor an innocent Perfon, as fo confidered, that
is punifthed. But, 1. An innocent Perfon may
bear the Sins of others, or have their Guiit
imputed to him. 2. In Confequence of that,
fuffer Punithment. 3. He hath no Confciouf-
nefs of having contral&ed that Guilt, which is

() Page 17.



104 APPENDIX

placed to his Account. But, 4. He may have
a painful Senfation of the Charge of that Guilt
to him. And, 5. Of that Wrath and Difplea-
fure, which the Sin that is imputed to him
demerits. 6. A mere Conicioufnefs of having
finined is not Punifhment, nor does that enter
into the Nature of Punithment. For, (1).
That is no other than a zatural A& of the
Mind, as it is endued with a Power of Recol-
le@ion. (2). Such a Confcioufnefs will always
be in thofe who are pardoned, except itis fup-
pofed, that they will forget that they once were
Sinners; which if they do, then the Benefit
of Salvation from Sin, and its Confequences,
they can have no Remembrance of. Some, in-
deed, feem to imagine, that thus it fhall be
with the Saints in Heaven, but without any
Foundation: And unto the total and eternal
Eclipfe of the Glory of the Grace of God, in
our Salvation by Fefus Chrift.

4. He objects, That the Ends of Government
are not anfwered, but evaded, by the Punifbment
of Sin in Chrift (),

Anfw. 1. It is granted, that this Appoint-
ment was of the Father, as he fays, 2. That
Chrift did not procure the Love of the Father
to Men. His Sacrifice was the Fruit of Divine
Love, and not the Caufe of it. In order far-
ther to prove, that the Ends of Government
are evaded by this adorable Scheme of Salva-
tion, he, (1). Suppofes iz was poffible, that
Chrift might not bave been willing to die for us
(). This is a Suppofition of what is not to be

(¥) Page 19. (/) Thid.
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fuppofed. For, 1. The Will of the Father
was an Obligation upon Chrift in his human
Nature, which was that wherein he fuffered.
2. As a Divine Perfon, he aflumed that Nature
into Union with himfelf, in order to give it up
to Suffering and Death. 3. The Will of
Chrift’s human Nature was wholly under the
Dire&ion of the Will of his Divine Nature.
4. He could not but confent unto the Pleafure
of the Father, in this Matter ; yet his Confent
was voluntary, and not forced. (2). He en-
quires thus : How could bis willing Submifion to
the Father alter the Cafe, with Refpect to the
Ends of Government?2 1t will be confeffed, that
the Father's giving bim up, without a willing
Compliance, could not bave anfwered thefe
Ends (m).

Anfw. 1. If Chrit had not confented to
take our Guilt upon himfelf, and to fuffer Pu-
nithment in our Stead, in his Death, he would
not have offered himfelf a Sacrifice to God,
nor would there have been any Thing in his
Death pleafing to him, as a Sacrifice for Sin,
and, confequently, nothing of a Fitnefs in it
to attone for Sin: And, of Courfe, no Difplay
of Juftice, but a mere arbitrary A& of Vio-
lence put forth upon him. 2. How much fo-
ever the Author may be pleafed with this old
Enquiry, it affe@s himfelf as well as us: Since
he muft grant, that, if Chrift had not confented
unto his Death, nothing of Wifdom, Good-
nefs, and Mercy towards us had been therein
manifefted.

(m) Page 19.
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5. The Author thinks, That, if this Point is
of fo much Importance, it fhould be plain and level
to every Capacity, &c (n).

Anfw. The deep Things of God are certainly
of the greateft Importance; but it don’t fol-
low, that, therefore, they are plain and level
to any Capacity, efpecially the Capacities of
thofe, who think, that their Reafon is the
Standard and Teff of Truth. They are the
wife and prudent from whom beavenly Myfleries
are bid, and to whom they are Folly and Weaknefs.

6. He enquires, #hat is the Fruit of the Sa-
tisfaltion of Chrifi2 Is it an Indemnity to the
World? No Man fays this (o).

Anfw. 1. Chrift did not die for the whole
human Race. 2. Thofe who affirm, that he
did, deny his proper and jfull Satisfaltion,
whereof, as I fuppofe, the Author, was not
ignorant. And, therefore; I cannot but confi-
der his Reafoning here, as an Inftance of Un-
fairnefs and Difingenuity ; and his Infult upon
it, is very unworthy of him, who gives full
Evidence, that he is no Stranger to the Contro-
verfies on this Matter. Why, therefore, does
he with fuch an Air of Infult fay, Is this an
Adminifiration worthy of God?2 How can Fuffice
bave received a full Satisfaction, and yet Satif-

Jallion is to be made again, as if no- Satisfaction
bad been made at all (p)2. He very well knows,
I am perfuaded, that thofe who maintain the
univerfal Extent of the Death of Chrift, do
not allow, that his Death was fatisfactory to
Divine Juftice for Sin, though he is pleafed

(n) Page z1. (o) Page z21.  (p) Page zz.
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thus to expres himfelf. 3.1 freely grant, that,
if the Death of Chrift is of unlimited Extent,
his Death was not fatisfattory to the Law and
Juftice of God, for the Sins of any Part of
Mankind. If it is once proved, that he died
for Men wuniverfally, it will never be proved,
that he made a proper and full Satisfattion for the
Sins of any one Man in the World. And this
the Author, in my Opinion, fall well knows.

. He enquires thus: If their Offences bave
been fully fatisfied for, and a Punifbment every
Way equal to them allually borne, in what Senfe
can Pardon be [aid to be free (q) ?

Anfw. 1. As he fays, o Sinners it is free.
2. The Scripture, by free Remiffion, does not
mean Pardon, without Satisfa&ion, but For-
givenefs, without any moving Confideration in
the Sinner pardoned. 3. Itis falfe which he
affirms, that on the Part of the Father, confi-
dered as a moral Governor, it can in no Senfe
be fo, 7. e. free. For the Father, out of infi-
nite Love to Men, provided and appointed that
Sacrifice, by which Satisfaction is made. And,
therefore, the Satisfattion his Juftice hath re-
ceived for Sin, is no Objection to the Freenefs
and Riches of his Grace and Mercy, in pardon-
ing it to the Sinner.

8. After all, could it be proved, that there is
any Thing in the Divine Nature, or, inthe
Thing stfelf, any Expediency amounting to a
moral Neceffity, which fhould render it unft or
impoffible for God to forgive any, even the left
Sin, upon fincere Repentance, without fuch a

(9) Page 23
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Satisfaction, all that bath been [aid mufp be
given up. But I really defpair of feeing that
proved (r).

Anfw. 1. The Author fuppofes, that fin-
cere Repentance might be, without this Satif-
faction, which is falfe, for Repentance is a
Fruit of Satisfation by  the Death of Chrift,
2. He fuggefts, that Remiffion follows upon
Repentance, which is not true ; a Man’s Sins,
at leaft, in Order of Nature, are forgiven, be-
fore he exercifes Repentance. Becaufe God
wills not to impute Sin to a Man, therefore,
he gives him Repentance, unto Life. 3. I
cannot but apprehend, that he has feen clear
Proof given of the Neceflity of SatisfaCtion,
though, through Prejudice, he will not allow
of it. If I thought him a Perfon unac-
quainted with what hath been written, on
that important Subje®, I would point out
to him, where he might meet with full Proof
of this Matter; but, as I am perfuaded, that
he is one, who has been converfant in Wri-
tings of that Kind, I think it entirely needlefs
to refer him to any Writer,” on that Subje&.
Let him review and reconfider what he has
read, in Relation to that Point, and if he is
not apoffatized from Truth, through carnal
Reafon, Pride, Unbelicf, and Contempt of bea-
venly Myfleries, probably, he may difcern,
what, at prefent, he profefles not to do. If he
isfuch a one, I pray God, to give bim Repen-
tance unto the Acknowledging of the Truth.

(r) Page 23.
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Confronted with Jeremiah’s prediction of Babylonian invasion and
Jerusalem’s devastation — confused and bewildered by the false prophets
and lying priests, whose teaching contradicted Jeremiah — confounded
and terrified by their knowledge of the merciless savagery of the
Babylonian army — conflicted and distressed by a misguided confidence
that God would never chastise them for their sins, by a gnawing fear of
approaching doom, by Jeremiah’s exposure of their blatant wickedness,
and by a desperate need to protect their lives, families, and possessions
— the people of the kingdom of Judah did not know who to believe, which
way to turn, or what to do. In their plight the LORD mercifully sent them
direction through the words of Jeremiah — “Thus saith the LORD, Stand
ye in the ways, and see, and ask for the old paths, where is the good way,
and walk therein, and ye shall find rest for your souls.” (Jeremiah 6:16).

What were the “old paths” they were directed to seek? According to
Jeremiah these were the “ancient paths” from which Judah had stumbled
(Jeremiah 18:15) and wherein the fathers of Israel had walked since the
LORD established the nation — the paths of Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob —
the paths of Moses, Joshua, and Samuel — the paths of David, Hezekiah,
and Isaiah — the paths in which the rule for life and worship had been

the Word of God and the typical, sacrificial system which focused on the
coming Redeemer and his sacrifice for sin — the paths in which reliance
upon God'’s sovereign, universal control over all things had calmed their
hearts in life and death. These were the same paths Moses instructed
the people of Israel to seek (Deuteronomy 32:7). These “old paths”

are the “footsteps of the flock” (Song of Solomon 1:7-8) wherein Christ
directed His beloved people to walk. Thus, we see that foundation truths
are always the same. Jehovah God, who sovereignly controls all things,
never changes (Malachi 3:6). The sinful heart of man remains the same
since Adam’s fall. The way of salvation does not change. It has always
been by Christ and Christ alone. Our age doesn’t need a new modified
gospel. What it needs is plain, unflinching truth about Jehovah God and
the Gospel “Concerning His Son Jesus Christ our Lord” (Romans 1:1-5;
Galatians 1:1-9). The books in this Old Paths Series have been selected
and published because they specifically exhibit “the old paths where is the
good way” and we pray that, under the Lord’s blessing, these books will
glorify Jehovah, the Triune God of the Bible, and help the reader find rest
for his soul.
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