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PREFACE.

TrE following Treatise hea not beon written in the least degree
for the sake of controversy, but from a simple desire fo set
forth what the Author considers to be tho tesimeny of
Beripture wponr & confessedly Impertant subject, nemely, die
ground of a sginner's justification beforp God. This he believes
to be Christ’s meritorions cross and sufferings, and not the
Active Obedience of His life. He is aware that many of
sminence in the Ohristian Church have been and are opposed
to this statement; and it has lossenad the plessure he would
otherwiss have had in the invesfigation; while at the same
time it has convinced him that the diseussion is far from being
suparfluons. Humsn suthority has not been relied om,
although, as will bo shown, men, * whose praise is throughout
all the Churches,” have maintained the same dostrine; anch
as Baza, Bullinger, Calvin, D. Parous, Piscator, Tillotson, and
‘Whitby. But the simple question with the Author has been,
“ What ssith the Seriptare’" upon the subject? His appeal
throughout has boon, *To the law and to tho testimony.”
Bome passages which sgomed unfavourable to the principle
advocated in this freatise, and which are rested upon by ifa
opponents, were found to give way upon its epplication, (and
that without any violenee done to the Sacred Text) and thue to
strengthen the induotion, instead of destroying or even weaken-
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ing it. What i8 tree in Natural Philogophy is true also in
Divinity. “The surest and hest chamcteristic of a well-
founded and extensive induetion is, when verifications of it
spring up, as it were, eponfansongly into notice, from guarters
where they might be least expecied, or even among instances
of that very kind which were at first considered hostile fo
them. Evidenoe of thie kind iz irremistible, mnd compels
assent with a weight which scarcely any other possosses.”* 1
is freely admitted that this is not a point affecting safoation :
yet it cannot be doubted that s olear view of the Beripture-
doctrine on such s subjest in very important, especially for
those whose daty it is to *speak s the oracles of God.” The
doctrine of fmpufed righfectsmness is maintained in this treafise
in all strictness: it in the grownd, or procuring ceuse of if,
which forme the subjeet of inquiry. Referenoce is had to
justification only, and not to sapctification, or the law as the
the undoubted rule of every true believar’s life. It has been
the Writer's desire fo disomss the question in the spirit which
alone befite the etudy of the Divine Word; and if he has
expressed hin views with plainness and desision, it has arisen
from a deeply-rooted conviekion of their correctness, and a wish
that his meaning shonld not bo misunderstond by any. He
ozly asks, that his exposifions of the variona texts of Seripture
whigh have oome before him end his argoments in general be
cvnsiderod with candour snd impertiality, and he willingly
leaves the isane with God,~~having aimed at nothing but the
advancement of His Truth.

# Herschel'a Netural Thilssophy. Page 1%¢ Lardnor's Cabinet
Cyclopmdia.
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THE SCRIPTURAL GROUND
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JUSTIFICATION.

Crear and correot views of the doctrine of justification are of
the greafost importance ; for if any dootrine may be said to be
fundamental, it is #4%. And whonce shell we obtain such
eorrect viewe but from the saered Seriptures; which are the
Depository and Fountain of the Trath? To the Boriptures,
then, our appeal must be meds on the suljest. Our preseut
Inquiry is to be, What fat is, for the sake of which God
accounts any of the sinful children of men nrarTROUS! Ta it
Christ’s Aotive Obedienco to the precepte of the Moral Law
for man P Ox, is it His sufferings and death upon the cross P
Or, is it both of these together ! Many hold, that while
Christ's sufferings atone for, and obtain the remission of, sin,
His Active Obedience to the demands of the Law constitutes
the believer’s righteansness, and so becomes his title to Heaven.
The present work is designed to show, that there i8 no founda-
tion fur the latter statement ; but that Christ’s sufferings and
death are set forth in Sceripture as abundarntly sufficient to
“ magnify the law and make it honourable,” and to answer all
the purposes and will of God in regard to the great matter of
a sinner's justifieation.

Before eptering upon the consideration of the divect testi-
mony of the Scripfure, two things mey be stated, which, if duly
weighed, will serve to prepare the mind for the better under-
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standing of the enbject, end to reinove some ohjections which
in the outset are apt to be brought againat the view here ad-
voeated. '

The first respects Christ’s subsitfidion Tor us, or His standing
in our stead. It cannot but have been observed, that when
the Aotive Obedience of Christ for justification is insisted om,
a supposed necessity for ¢ 1s ef once elleped. Christ is regarded
s man's substitute ; and the law of God, or rather the Cove-
nant of works, requiring from man himself perfact obedicnce,
it is said, that this perfect chedience most be patd by the sub-
stitute, and put down to the accomnt of those in whose place
He stood. But when God gave His law to man, He did ssé
say to him, Either fhew must keep the law, or another for thee;
and if it be broken, thon shalt die, or snother for thee When
the original Covenant or engamament with man was broken, #
rested altogether with the Lawgiver fo delermine in what way His
Justico and other perfoctions shoukd by smisfied, and the honour
of His moral povernment asaried, in sonnection with a pur-
pose of mercy to the offondera,  If the termsof the law are to
be understood as strictly ms the advoeates of Christ's Active
Obedience assert, the salvation of & sinner would have been
eliogether hopeless, * Do #his, and fho shalt live” Nothing
in said here of anyone else deing it for him. And thus the
way was left open for the bringing in of a new and befter
Covenent. Bubstitution, or the putting of one person or thing
in the place of another, was doubtless g prevasling principle in
the divine plan. But it was not substitution strictly in kind
or in degmee. One was substituted for many. *The Lord
from heaven,”—* The Word mada flesh,”—took the place of
those who wera only “flesh ¥ and * earthy.” The curse of
hanging some hours upon a free was subetituted for the curse
of everlasting fire. The “ disabedience by which many were



§
made sioners” was to s positive precept given to Adam in
Paradise, that he shonld not eat of a certain tree in the garden.
But the Redeemer was not pleced in Paradize ; nor was “the
iree of the knowledge of good and avil" the test of that *ohedi-
euce by which many are made righteons.” Ifis * zeal,” then,
“not according to knowledge,” when any take upon them-
selves o say, that the Aefive Ohodience of Christ to the pre-
cepts of the law forms the righteousness which is necessary to
the justification of n sinner. 'We may be quite sure that God
would take care of the honour of His own law; bot we must
learn from Him, end not distate to Him, the meana of deing
this. And ss substitation has entored so largely into the
divine procesdings respecting man’s salvabion, no reason can
be given why it should not he applisd alsc here, and #he doing
of Glod's will by His incarnate Son, when Be offered Hemaelf on
the crass,—and nof His Aotive Obedience fo the precepts of the
moral law,—be acocpted by the Father ae a full equivalent
both for the obedience and the disobedionce of the whole
world.

Tha second thing, which may properly be considered in the
opening of the subject, has respect to sis ;—what sin is, and
what is the sotual siate into which the forgiveness of ain
brings us, A due spprecistion of this would remeve the diffi-
culties and the objections so commonly met with in this dis-
cussion, Binia fwefold. It comsists in either the neglect of
what God has commanded ts ba done, or the deing of any
thing which God has forbidden to be done. The former is
called & gin of ominson : the latter a sin of commission, But
both of these are #ns. It is surely quite as much a frans-
greseion of God's law when His rational creaturs, men, fails to
do what God has hidden him do, and quite s offensive in His
mght, aa when he does what God has plainly and expressly
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said he must not do.  The Lawgiver's suthority is ss much =t
at nought snd the bomour of His law sallied, by the one as by
the other; and sin in thiz hrefdd character sttaches to every
child of Adam. But, hlessed be Guod, sin, i sn, may be, and
through Christ is, forgiven. Let forgiveness, them, be apphed
to the two kinds of sin just meationed. And whas does it do
for the man who is forgiren ¢ His sins of comamission are con-
gidered a3 thongh they had nerer been committed.  His meglecf
of duty ean no longer be charged against” him, (or be would
have #in; bat this has beer entirely removed by forgiveness ;}
uid 80 he may =and and with humble boldness challenge the
law and nstice of God to fnd in him any fanlt at all. Although
the law cannot abete one titfle of its demand of full and perfect
shedience, —althonph it says, (and justly says) “ Pay me that
thoa owest, even to the wtbermost farthing,”—the pardoned
sinngr may reply, withall Aemefify, {knowing that he has not in
any wisa to thank himscH for the high privilege} yet with all
confidence, “ 1 owe thee nothing, Point oat, if thou canst, a
single instance of dgfect of dudy or the least departure from the
etrict rule of thy requirements.” T the law could do either of
these, there wonld be #in; but gin has been pardoned and put
sway. Thos remistion of sin exults or fills up the valleys of
our deficiencies of duty, and it makes low or removes the
mountains and hills of our evil doings. It makes all straight
and Zepel with the law - and suroly this i righteowswess, And
hence the sinner who ia forgiven not only elafms deliverance
from punishment, bat makes good his indofeasible title to eter-
nal life. To have gin not imputed is to have righteousness
imputed ; aa St Taul will Le found to teach in his Epistle to
the Romens, What s cheering, heart-reviving view does this
give of the blessedness of forgiveness! And if this view were
taken, there would be no more need io discuss the question of



