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THE WICKLOW TRACTS.

—a

SIR,

You are the Lditor of a DMagaziue entitled “ Thiugs
New and Old,” which is in general circulation. I feel bouud te
expose the pernicious doctrine concerning * Final Perseverance”
conveyed in that publication,—the more especially as the same
mischievous doctrine, under various wodifications, infects to &
lamentable extent the pulpit and the religious literature of the
day. For this purpose I uow select & Paper contained in<the
Numbers for June aud July, 1862.

You reply to “ S. A. D.,” proposing to **do three things"—
1. «“To establish the doctrine of Finsl Perseverance,—or, in
other words, the eternal security of all Christ’s members.”
2. “To answer the questions given, aud which you take to be
those usually or frequently put by opposers of the doctrive.”
3. To expound the texts quoted, and in which your correspou-
dent seems to find considerable difficulty.”

I. Iu stating your first point you shift your ground. There
is no question at all in dispute abouf *the eterual security of
all Christ's members,” as such :—that is, as believers. DBut
your ‘‘doctrine of Final Perseverance” is intended ‘<o estab-
lish,” sometimes one and sometimes the other of the two fol-
lowing mutually coutradictory propositions. First, I¢ is Divinely
secured that all who once believed shull continus to believe. Or,
secondly, All Christ's members * have their standing in Him" in
such wise that they must persevere whether they continue to belisve
or not.

Here, then, is a two-faced doctrine. Sometimes your asser-
tions require your doctrine to be understood in this way,—dU
ths ** Sheep and Lambs” are predestinated to believe. * All,” you
assert, ‘* who belong to the ‘ us’ of Romaus viii, the * sheep’ of
Johu x, aud the ¢ church’ of Matt. xvi., are as safe as Christ can
wake them, and this we conceive to be the swn and substance
of final perseverance.” Very well; the * us"—the * sheep”—
the **church”—cousist of lelievers ;* aud |your doctrine is that
all these, secure in av ‘‘uuconditional, everlasting salvation,”
are kept, not ** by the power of God through faith,” as the gra-
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cious condition of security ; Lut by the power of God in faith
unconditionally.  Thus you confound the Divinely specified
condition of salvation and of perseverance with salvation and
perseverance themselves.

Having characteristically  established” your point by sheer
assertion, so far ; you proceed to accommodate a number of texts
which teach the security of believers, to the theory that necessi-
tates faitk itself in ** the clect.” You, of course, say nothing
directly about the non-elect. You intimate, indeed, that they are
required to ** have faith in God ;” but, as they have not the grace
of faith, the demand must be on the Pelagian principle. Towards
*‘the elect” you show a smiling Calvinian face ; towards the
non-elect a frowning Pelagian one. Meantime no individual
can tell, until his course is for ever ran, whether he is decreed
to have faith unconditionally in order to perseverance, or required
to believe without * grace” in order to condemuation.

But sometimes your assertions make it necessary to under-
staud you in the other sense,—All the « Sheep and Lambs™ are
predestinated to salvation whether they conlinue to believe or not.
You tell “S A. D.,” *“ It is not a question of my perszrerance,
but of the perscverance of the Holy Trinity.” * 1t is Christ’s
ability, ot ours ; it is Christ’s faithfulress, not ours ; it is Christ's
final perseverance, not ours.” * Believers may stumble and
break down in their course, bnt allowing the widest possible
margin for these things, the precious doctrine remains untouched
on ils own divine and eternal foundation.” * The believer may
fall, but he will be lifted up : he may be overtaken, bat he will
be restored: he may wander, Lut he will be brought back.”
Aceording to this aspect of your doctrine, the - wicked person”
at Corinth was * persevering” as well'while he * had his father's
wife” as when he repented and was restored. ** It was not kis
perseverance, it was Christ's.” True, you tell us, **If we find a
person living in sin, and yet talking about his assurance, we look
on him as an Antinomian and not a saved person at all.” But
we have every reason to believe that the sentiments coucerning
his * assurauce,” of this ¢ wicked person,” were those of the
Corinthian professors in general before St. Paul wrote to them.
"They were ** puffed up,” and kept this mau in the church. Yet
were they one and all “ persevering” not a whit the less, while
* wicked,” or living in complicity with wickedness !" Sir, this is
crying * peace when there is no-peace ;”—ouly it is crying itin a
circle.  You prove your doctrine by the event ; and you prove
the eveut by your doctrine. Had that ¢ wicked person,” and
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those who were not grieved at his wickedness, never repented, they
would have shown themselves ** counterfeits ;" but, inasmuch as
they did repent, the doctrine of *‘final perseverance” is true.
Miserable comfort this ! .

II. Tn answering the questions given by “ 8. A. D.” you give
up - your double-faced doctrine under both 1ts aspects. But you
tako to ono or other of those aspects again, notwithstanding,
just as either suits your present purpose.

1. Your correspondent’s first question is put very obscurely,—.
* Will.a believer be saved, no matter into what course of sin he
may fall, and die in?’ The uatural construction is,—Will a
believer be saved who dies in sin ?  Taking it thus you do not
directly answer the question st all.  You take it as if it meant—
Will a believer who falls into sin be saved from his full before he
dies? Supposing, however, this to bo the question, you so say
and unsay in your reply that it is hard to

Catch ere he change the I'rotcus of the minute.

The following are your points in such *“answers” as you givo'
1. *“ A believer may fall.” 2. The salvation of every believer
“incledes not only fall deliverance from the future consequences
of sin but from the present power and practice thereof.” T con-
fess 1 cannot make these statements tally. If the salvation of
every believer be both an * eternal security” from the * future
consequences of sin,” and a ‘“ full deliverauce from its present
power and practice,” does not such a state of sinless perfection
preclude the possibility of * falling” altogether? I know it is
sinless perfeetion by the fiction of imputation you teach ; and not
christian perfection in the scriptural sense.  Yet evea this fails:
to make you consistent with yourself. Bat, 8, you tell us, If a
believer do fall, neither himself por any one else can have “ assu-
rance that he is a suved person at all”—at least until he is  lifted
u "D . :

PIt is not my business, Sir, to reconcile you with yourself. But
I am bound to put the best construction I can on your general
drift. Buppose it, then, to be this,—Sin aud faith cannot be in
active operation at the same ** present” moment of time in the
same individual. Buta *believer may fall into sin” and *lose
his assurance of salvation” for a time. Consequently, “once a
believer always « believer” falls to the ground, aud your doctrine,
under the face that all “ true believers” will, shall, continue to
beliere, is given up, You allege that while a professor is in a
fallen state be is nut a believer, * If one,” say you, **does mnot
abide in the doctrine of Clirist he has got vothing,” Again,—




+ Let slip the truth &s to Christ and you bave no security as to
any thing.” He who * falls” surely * lets slip the triith as to
Christ” and ceases * to abide in his doctrine.” While in a fallen
state he has * mo assurance that he is a saved person at all.” But
you say * he will inevitably be brought back.” To what? Is
it to faith? Certainly not, if he must continue to belicre. He
cannot be * brought back' to that from which he mnever conld
“fall.”

The other face is that *“trie elievers”™ are in a sared state
while they are in unbelief. But you have the grace to assert that
this is * modern antinomianism.” Thus you surrender this as-
pect of your doctrine also—for the momeat. Sir, I congratulate
you on your facile inconsistency. Your real theory is Calvin’s ;—
Certain persons, long before they had a being, were uncondition-
ally set apart—elected—to be s2 * sealed unto the day of redemp-
tion “ that. nothing could ever break that seal. Satan cannot
break it. True. Man cannot breakit. True. God will not—
cannot—arbitrarily break it. Trne. The sealed persons them-
selves cammot, break it, even by incest, murder, or adultery. Stop!
Is not this the “ modern antinomianism” you at once teach and
denounce? Ttis. The only question that remains to be solved
is—How may an “elect” adulterer, murderer, or othervise
« wicked person,” know his * election” while in & fallen state?
How shall he distinguish himself from a non-elect sinner? To
avoid the ‘ antinomianism” of referring him to pnst experience
vou send him to reason in a circle. He proves his election by
his repentance, and then can prove his repentance by his election.

Besides, your theory compels you to the absurdity of ranking
believers themselves among the * creatures” who shall not be able
to separate themselves from: the love of God. Thus you violate
the precision of language as well as the proportion of faith. The
word *“who” is a relative pronoun in the nominative case, and
stands for all those extrinsic * creatures” which the apostle enu-
merates as having a malignant tendency or purpose to ** separate”
the believer. The word * us” is a persoual pronoun in the ob-
jective case, and sets believers before themselves as the objects
of an attack, by those * creatures,” frustrated by * Christ Jesus
our Lord.” Because, then, no extrinsic enemy shall be able to
pluck them out of his hand who keeps them through fairh,” be-
lievers are urged and encouraged to * keep themselves in the love
of God.” He who * fails to keep the faith” is not ** sepurated”

" extrinsic thing merely : he is drawn away of his owu lust,
iticed,—as Adam was in Eden. He thus ¢ separates him-
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self,” and, ‘if he persist, shall -perish. * The just shall live by
faith;:but if Ae draw back, my soul shall have no pleasure in
him.” ¢ Brethren, if any of you do err from the truth, and one
convert him, let him know that he which converteth a smner
from the error of his way.shalt save a soul from death.”

' ‘2. . The sbeond question of your: correspondent is,— Will the
Holy Spirit dwell ina heart where evil and unholy thoughts are
indulged ?”

Yoge:nswer in the same circular way. Behevers are to be

¢ exhotted to purity.” But, as beliecvers, they cannot be im-
pure. .Yetalas ! they may: for “ there is a human side likewise.”
* To talk of having the Spirit while this human side: prevails is
Nicolaitanism.” * We should never be satisfied with anything
lower than * keeping ourselves.’” Notwithstanding, though a
believer negloct to *“keep himself,” Christ has him still in
indefeasible keeping. Having stated all these contradictory
things as an answer to the question, you, in conclusion, fall foul
of your own doctrine,—namely, that the * believer” is ** kept”
whether he  keep himself” or not—by calling it modern
tinomianism.” How vain your protest against yourself ! Surely
the Corinthian * indulged unholy thoughts;” and yet, a&:cordmg
to your doctriue, uhder both its aspects, the Holy Spirit never
left lnm. as a Spirit of adoption. He was *‘a child of God by
faith in Christ Jesus” all through ; or else he was achild of God:
all through his period of wnbelief.

8. The third question is, * If final perseverance be true then
will not pedple say they may live as'they like 2" =

You reply by asking,— How does a true Christian hke to

live ?” This is no answer.' The question is not about the likings

" of a trae Christian, but about the tendency of a certain doctrina.

If that doctrine bé—Tke * elect” are secure sn any case, it is a
plainanswer in the affirmative.” But you shrink from this, and
take refuge in the other aspect—oncé a true Christian always a
true Christian. 'This postulate you teach as a doctrine while you
are compelledto give it up a8 a fact. - You ask,—* What should
1 think of my son if he were to say, ‘ Once a son always a son,
and therefore I may proceed to smash'my father’s wiu(f«vyws,'md
do all sorts of mischief ?'” What should I think ?° Why, that
he was a disobedient son; and I might possibly disinkerit him.
Sons kave *‘smashed their father’s windows.” This is faet.
And meu * once in grace” have afterwards done even as David.
This also is fact.

Your doctrine now takes three faces. Here they are,—Face
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the first,—I shall view my son, not as * under government but
as under grace 'L quote your: awn distinetion—and never
disiriherit him, though ‘he ** smash all my windows ” T

Faee the eesond,—The fact of his *smashing my mndm"
demonstrates that hé neverwss my san. -

Fiacq the-third,~A true:eon: of mine nem mld or would
4 smash my windows.” . . .

You play with these three conﬁlctmg aspects as 1t saits yon,
ssinewhat as a juggler plays with three balls. .Bat with which
of them wilk less decided Qbristians be likeliast:to play 2 . Not
the thirnd ; for it contrediets consaibus amd geriewal. fast. . Not
the sscond ; for it affords mo domfart. The first then, is the
preferential aspact. . But it is  moderm Antmomumsm, your.
self being judge. -

As you.are fond of: tbns modo;oi siroular praof and as you
oannect it, in anather part of your *answer,” with a different
analogy, I pause to show its fallaciousness and danger a little
faxther: You quote, in prodf of your doctrine, Eph. v. 30;

- Kor Wé aro’ members of his bedy, and of his flesh, and of lna
bones.” ' Tha.oontexf shows that the obJect of the Apostle is to
indece * husbands ‘to love their wives, .as Christ loved the
chusch.” . But regardless of the eontext, and vialsting the rery
naturée of analogy,” you make the one here used * go on all
fours” that it may carry yonr theory. . Thus bumiliated, it
leaves you, as in the other msta.nce, mt:h tbq (hreg vmous
alteimatines,— :

L. A husband will love his wife uncbaa.getbiy, though she
become unfaithful, er+

%. If a wile prove unfaithfal it proves thnt her snpposed
hushand mexer married her, or— :

8. No realwifo will.or can prove nnﬁaitbful,

Youx ssssrtion:that the quéstion-is not ** abont. the fimal per
severance of the saints; but about the final perseverance of
Ohrist,” leads to the same repulsive absurditi¢s. Pat it thus,—
It is false doctring to. hald that your leg-shall not persevere to
the end of a certain journey, when you youxself will inexitably
go the. whole. way. . Your leg is & part of yourself ; and the be-
hever is, in the same gross aense, a part of Christ.:: Frae, = literal
leg may be amputated, if. it become diseased,—e leg does not
prove itself no leg by becoming diseaseldt,—~and aleg, a real leg,
is capable of mortal disease. - But a ** member of Christ” never
can be cut off ; or its amputation proves it was.but a pretended
meeber ;.or it neven can become diseased at all.
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You quote, to prove this sort of * standing in Christ,” Heb.
vii. 85. ** Wherefore he is able dlso to save them to the utter
most,” &e. This text has nothing to do‘with'* final perseve-
rance™ in your sense. Ability to save, in the absolute ant: ab-
straotBenss 5 and ability to save, actording te sonditions enjoined
on fallen and guilty, but redeemed man, aré quite: diffevent
things. ‘God will have all men to be-eave®™ by faith ‘in B!
“who gave himeelf & ransom for all.”. Yet all men will not be
saved.. And @od will have all ‘who'believe to “eontinué in
the faith.”  Yet all witl not persevers. Salvation is, by the
grace and will of God. coniditional. On the condition of ** hearing’
and learning of the Father,”—of penitently believing in God—
aud then,~~as thus *drawn and givon to' the Bon"—of peni-
tently ‘believing in Christ, God keeps all his people. TFaith
itself is-the gift.of God. But every gift must be sccording to
its own nature. ‘Tt is of the essential nature .of faith that it
should be the act—the 'habit—of a free and aéeountable being.
The gift Is God’s : the use of that gift is man's. We'can go no
farther into the philosophy of the matter without leaving revealed
truth behind us, or else violently driving it before'us. Do you
think, Sir, you honour God by torturing His Word to make it
spesk according to your- philosophy ? - 1f « final perseverance™
in your sense, or senses, be not true, then ** the Enemy prevails
over the Holy and Bléssed Trinity!® . : o

Bir, the Scriptaros have decided this question. We aceept
your own "furidamental'-principle-bf interpretation;” and on it
reject your ** doetrine.” ** Oue passage of sériptute canmot con
tradiet anothen” ¢ By what is plain and unmistakable we in-
terpret what is obiscure.”: “ Thus guided, we ind a beautiful and
demoustrated harmony.” Justifieation by faith, and therefore
neither by works nor by ** sovereignty,™ is plainly taught in the
Bible. 1 80; with equal plainness, is the possidility of total and
fibal *“'drawing back,” and consequent ** perdition.” The oppo-
8ito guestion never shold have been raised. Deference to
clearly.savealed truth ought to have prevented such dishonour to
the Revealer.. By:express declarations : by prophetic statements ¢
byrei&onthtions-and‘war,ni-ﬂgs founded on this awful possibility :
by .typical and real -examples in *thosc who came out of
Egyps,” and.in *the angels- that sinried :™ by encouragemrents
deriving all thefr propiiety and stimulus from this dread contin-
geucy :iby arguments and: promises all irrelevant vt foreeless
unléss this. possibility be assimed+ by the nataré and scope of
language and the very value of words to convey & meaning :—
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by all these various ways the question is settled inn the Bible. So
it remained sottled . for centuries after Christ. 8o it would re
main still but for “ oppositions of science, falsely so called.”

II1. Your third point is,  To expound the texts quoted,” &c.
The first toxt is—32 Peterii. 1. Youfound a good argament for
the doctrine of * Eternal Punishment” in Number 53, on the doc-
triue of the universal redemption of mankind by Christ: * All,"
say you, * who die in the rejection of God's infinite provision for
the forgiveness of sins will have to eundure the' consequences
throughout eternity.” In the paper now under cousidération you
teach general redemption too. ** The Lord has cldims on those
who * deny him’ founded not only in creation but in redemption.”

. What, theu, is the saving benefit of redemption that ever could
come to those who * deny the Lord that bought them and bring
upon themselves swift destruction ?” According to you, net any.
The atonement, you tell us, ¢ gives Christ power over them," but
gives them no power to believe iu him. And so He who * bought .
them,” but never intended to save them, will doubly ** destroy”
them for * denying him both as Creator and Redeemer!” O
Sir! You tell us, moreover, that * the salvation of those whom
Christ has purchased with his own blood” is unconditionally cer-
tain. With what, then, did he purchase the power of uncondi-
tionally * destroying” the rest ? : '

You say *if it were written that those ¢ false teachers’ denied
the Lord that quickered them, it would be irideed a difficulty.”
The next text you * expound,” Sir, says so much. It is 2 Pet-
ii. Q0—22. Your * exposition” is below the real state of those
treated of ; but above the attainments of unregenerate aund un-
assisted humanity. It is only thus vou can evade the force of
the passage. Surely unassisted and unregenerate man cannot
“ escape the pollutions of the world” by the mere * diffusion of
scriptural knowledge and evangelical light." He can * escape”
ouly by beiug quickened :—by a vital ** knowledge of Christ.” If
man can * escape” by any meaus short of that assigned by Bt.

" Peter in the text, then.is man not totally fallen. Here, then,

you become, to evade the force of truth, a Pelagian.

And what if, * after baving escaped,” such a man should not
be * again entangled and overcome ?” Would he, being of the
nou-elect, be damued for * escaping ?’ You tell us, indeed, that
the escape of such an ote can be but temporary. He has no
grace ; and the force of nature can no farther go.  Better it could
not go so far: for his temporary escape will only plange him
deeper than if he were unable to escape at all ! 7 pangs
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- To ‘“escape” is to get clean away. Yet you-inform us that an
“ escape” is no evidence of ** the grand result of regeneration.”
What, then. is the evidence? And what is it “to make sure
work of it ?” . . ,

As the foregoing observations apply, substantially, to Matt. xii.

45, 1 pass it by. .
- In your “ exposition” of 2 John, 8, 9, you lay down this con-
ditional doctrine—** If one does not abide in the doctrine of
Christ he has got nothing.” So then the condilion of security
is,—to ‘‘ abide in the doctrine of Christ.” We must * watch
and pray” in order to * escape.” Having thus broadly asserted
the responsibility of Christians you immediately deny it by again
asserting that ‘“ all depends on Christ, nothing on ourselves.”
By this you do not mean that ‘¢ without him’ we can do nothing,”
and that, therefore, we must “abide in him.” You simply mean
absolute and unconditional predestination of individuals, by mere
sovereignty to ** final perseverance.” This is ultra-Calvinism.

Sir, the cause of our perseverance 1s the grace of Christ. But
that grace is bestowed on the condition of obedient fuith. He
is * the author of eternal salvation unto all them that obey him.”
Something, thegl.l depends on ourselves ; not without grace, or
previous to grace, Ey * the grace of God that bringeth salvation.”
It depends on us to *work out our own salvation, becauss it is
God that worketh in us.” "Supposing, however, that our secu-
rity of perseverance did depend on the Divine Sovereignty ; not
on our-faith, we must not only have the *righteousness of
Christ” imputed to us to relieve us from responsibility, but the
Joreknouledge of Christ to relieve us from uncertainty. 1 may
well ask, almost in your own words,—* Whether is watchfulness
better promoted by placing our feet upon the rock"—-Christ—
by hearing his voice and following him, while he momentarily
gives us eternal life, or * on the shifting sand” of a * final perse
verance” thatleaves us without any certainty at all ?

Your exposition of Iizek. xviii. 24—28, is the same in its drift
as that of 2 Peter ii. 20—22, The * righteous” person is legally
righteous only.. All his * righteousness” is no evidence to him-
self or others of * ths grand result of regeneration.” He is only
‘ under governmeunt.” 1f he * turn away—commit iniquity—
and die io it,” he shall die eternally. But as he who sball find
himself in hell at the last, never, according to you, could have
begun to go heavenward, itis plain he never could have * persevered”
in the right way. And so you coolly tell us that this « Old
Testament Scripture”—and another addaced by “S. A. D.;"
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2 Chron. xv. 2—being cntirely governmental, have nothin
whatever to do with final perseverance.” It -is weéll that Go
gives such a ‘‘ righteous” person more comfort than you do.
* Walking down here,” as you vepresent him, *in the place of
responsibility and danger:” aud not ** looked at as associated
with Christ above, in the place of inalienable privilege'and etérnal
security,” still we learn from a higher authority than « C. H. M.”
that, if /e persevere ** he shall surely live.” "Sir, the very object
of Ezek. xviii. is set at nought by your exposition. That object
is—to fix * responsibility"’ on every person, as placed under the
veign of grace. . '

-"Your real doctrine, stripped of mere verbiage, and made self-
consistent, is this. Neither “ the righteousness” nor * the
wickedness” of an individual have anything to do with “final
perseverance  ‘‘ Faithful discipleship” and * effective testi-
mony,” you say, are pleasant and proper characteristics of “a
child ;" but his * sonship” is not at all dependent on * these
things.” .

This brings me naturally to your “ exposition' of Rev. iii. 11.
It is astomishing. The text is,—*Behold:I come quickly, hold
fast that thou hast, that no man take thy crown.” 'I'his message
of encouragoment was, in its priniary ‘intention, sent to the
faithful angel of the church in Philadelphia.” - Its secondary
address was. to .individuzl believers everywhere.  You thus
+* expound” it,—* Two things are here to be considered, namely,
first, that it is an address to an assembly; and, secondly, it does
not say, ‘ That no man take thy life.’ A servant may loso his
rewnard ; but a child ean never lose-his eternal life. Sonship is
one thing : discipleship is quite another. Security in Christ is
one thing ; testimony for Christ is quite another. If our secu-
rity .were dependent on. our testimony—eur sonship on our
discipleship, where should we be " I make no comment on
this * exposition.” Beriously to refate either the absurdity of a
corporate crowm ; or the flus contradiction of ‘all Scripture to
which your * doctrine” compeis you, weuld be trifling, - We may
be * sens” whilg we are.not ** disciples;"—ohtldren-of God while
we are even * denying the Lord that bought us!”" Your stealthy
trausition from the eorporate sense put on the passage to the
indinidual application ol it, i3 just in your style. Awn * assem-
bly” may. lose its collective * crown.” Then the  assembly”
becomes a. **servant” who may * lose his reward.” Finally: the
samo * assembly” becomes * & ohild,” secure of his “ eternal life”
whether heo “ serve,” or refuse ** to-endure chastening.”

1N
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You add to what I have quoted above,—* True, the more I
know my security and enjoy my sonship, the more effective will
be my testimony and the more faithful my discipleship.” True,
Sir : but the question is not about the effect of a stronger or
weaker exercise of faith. 1t is whether unbelief, amounting to
denial and rebellion, has any effect on a member of Christ. The
text supplies the answer. None but * an heir of God and a joint-
heir with Jesus Christ” can have. a title to ‘‘a crown.” That
crown is a * crown of glory,” * reserved in heaven for them who
are kept by the power of God through faith unto salvation.”
It is therefore identical with ‘ eternal life” in its consummation
in heaven. The * angel” of the Philadelphian church is ex-
horted to * hold fast"—to persevere—and the motive given him
is,—lest he lose ¢ eternal life.”

According to you the Day.of Judgment is mercly appointed
for the manifestation of a certain number who never were or
could be * children of wrath, even as others;” and of ancther
certain number who never were or could be anything else.

It is a great truth that our justificaticn, both as to the act
and the state, is of grace by faith. The correlative blessing of
the freely justified is regeneration, both as to the act and the
state. 'We are thus, as believers, “ endued with power from on
high.” The. usa of this pawer, derived by faith only, and freely
hestowed on the believer, is; ¢ perseverance.” The persistent
use of it is *final perseverance." See 2 Peter i. 1—11; add
il 17,18, :

The incidental question, May we hope for pardon again if we
sin after justification ? is answered in 1 John ii. 1, 2; but it is
answered in quite another way tham your doctrine implies or

states. You found a reply to such a question on the false doc-'
trine that the satisfaction made by Christ means not solsly his
¢ obedience uunto death,” by which * he is the propitiation for’

our sins ; and not for ours only but also for the sins of the whole
world ;” but also his performance, as the proxy of a-certain num-
ber, of an obedience to the law from .which they are thersfore
excused. You teach that Christ's atonement on the cross was
not simply a satisfaction to Divine justice on the ground of which:

¢God might be juscand the justifier of him that believethin Jesus,”

but rather the payment of a debt which would make it #njust in

God not to justify those thus discharged from guilt past, present,
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Differing, however, from other ¢ Calvinists,” you teach that
the very attribute of righteousness in Christ, and not his active
vbedience only, while on earth, is that which is imputed to his
members. I know you vary from yourself; but this doctrine of
1mputation is your harbour when you are uot ** at sea.”

As the yuestion, at present, is not about justification; but
about the persererancs of the justified, I shall not do more thau
indicate oue deudly effect of your Antinomian error. I am told
you deny it in your preaching ; but I have to do only with what
is in print. The etfect of your theory is—to put regeneration
before all repentance and faith. Repentance towards God and
faith towards our Lord Jesus Christ are necessary effects of a
previous salvation wrought in the elect only, and utterly put
beyoud the reach of all the rest. ‘This is pure Calvinism ; but
you push it to Antinomianism by teaching that while repentance
and faith are necessary effects, in respect to God's sovereignty, as
the cause of them where they actually exist ; they are totally un-
necessary in respect to ** the security of the elect in Christ.”

Now if penitent faith is not the gracious condition of salvation
all through,—if it is not that coudition by which we *staud,”
and possess and show ‘ the.fruits of the Spirit ;"—if, on the
coutrary, “ the elect” are unconditionally accepted by a previous
and eterual election to faith, and repentance and faith are merely
means by which their eternal election is made known ; then the
relation of * the elect” to God is not cha.nged by penitent faith.
They never were * children of wrath.” Nor is their relation %
God changed, should penitent faith be absent. They pever cau

be ** children of wrath.”

As to all the texts you'quote to prove Chnst s ability ; and all
those adduced to prove the security of believers, they are, as will
now be seen, entn'ely beside the question. Your play on the
phrase «eternal life,” as opposed to ** temporary or counditional
life,” is irrelevant. It isalso sophistical. The sophistry liesin
the adroit use of two adjectives, as if they had the same meaning.
Sir, all that is * conditional” is not * temporary™ in its naturs.
That a life, etemal ¢ in its naturs, is conditional in its tenure while
we walk by faith, e plain’ from all seripture. The promise of

< eternal life,” and of complete security from all extrinsic foes, is
to *“the sheep who hear the Shepherd's voice, and follow bim,"
and “who flee from strangers.” Exactly agreeing with this is
1 John ii. 24-—26. * If that which ye have heard from the be-
ginning shall remain in you, ye also shall continue in the Son,
and in the Father. And this is the promise that he hath pro-
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mised us, even eternal life. These things have I written unto
you concerning them that seduce you.” - Little children,” adds
the Apostle, * let noman deceive you,”—that is, into the persua-
sion that you can * abide in Christ” and **sin ;"—* he that doeth
righteousness is righteous.”

Let me, in conclusion, state again your doctrine under its two
faces.

Face the first,—1It is divinely secured that all who once belicve
shall continue to belisve.

Face the second,— AU Christ’s members have such a ** standing
in him" that they must persevere whether they continue to believe
or not.

This last face is your favourite ** viewing point.” *If,” say
you, * [ make self my point of view, and look from thence at the
subject of final perseverance, I shall be sure to get a false view
altogether, inasmuch as it then becomes a question of my perse-
verauce, and any thing of mine must necessarily be doubtful.
But if I make Christ my viewing point, and look at the subject
from thence, I shall be sure to have a correct view, inasmuch as
it then becomes a question of Christ’s perseverance, and I am
quite sure that He must persevere.”

Sarely “ 8. A. D.” ought to be satisfied with this clear dis-
tinction of * viewing points.” In plain English, your doctrine
amounts to this,—The elect must persevers whether they persevers
or not.

Those who teach your doctrine of * perseverance” are many.
A deep sense of responsibility compels me to lift my voice against
so dangerous an error. It is not an error that the careless un-
believer is likely to take up. But simple souls who are not yet
established in grace are peculiarly susceptible of it. To these
the teachers of your * final perseverance” often say that those
who deny the * precious doctrine” hold and teach the probability
of final apostacy. This is a calumny. * God is love; and he
that dwelleth in love dwelleth in God and God in him.” The
¢ fear that hath torment” he knows not. Even the unfaithful
child is not lightly ** given up.” But in proportion as we ** dwell
in God” we hear the solemn utterance from the throne of grace,
«If any man love not the Lord Jesus Christ let him be Ana-
thema Maranatha.”
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