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Jftm 21.

'Hether Mr. Williams”™ in his Sool®
called Gofpel Truth ftated, do's m
fet up vporlis in Concurwice with
ebrijis Righteoufnefs in ~ujlifcation ?

Anjw. The Queftion hatha double meaning; It may
intenrda Work as a requifite means or condition of our
being juftitied for Chrdis Righteoufnefsj or elfe that
Works are meritorious o f Juftification, as the Righfeoul-
refs tor which we are juliitied. If the Querift intend
thelirft, weanfwer,

I. Mr. IK doth with all found Proteftants affirm.
That men muft repent and believe, or they cannot be
juftilied j and its by Gods Ordination, that Repentance
and Faithmuft thus concurr with Chrifts Righteeufnels.
Thisheproves Ch.%. to, it. inoppofitionto 'DT.Crifp'%
unlcriptural conceits, that God hath no more to lay to
the Charge of an Eled perfon when moft wicked, than
tot Saint in Glery, and that the Elsdt are as much jufti-

inthe Womb as ever. |1four Judgment be of weight
with the Propofer of thefe Queftions, he may find it
incur Mercury J)ecemb.i6. wherein, as we afferc
the imputation of Chrifts Righteoufoefs, Ib we affirm,
that by the Law of Faith, or the Golm|, Faith is a
required means of our Juftification, and this Law of
ftich is oppofed to the rigid moral Law, a lincere Obe-
dience being accepted by the Gofpel, whereas the legal
difpcnfacion required that which was perteift, Wc¢. and
that God accepted Faith inftead of a perfedl Kighteoui-
«fs of Obedience, and that Faith includes Obediena*,
*d that good Works are of the EfTence and Perfedti-
N of Fait, and that we are to obtain a fhare in Chrifts
Righteoufnefs by thole means before prefcribedjviij;. Faith
*nd Obedience.

Ifthe Sence of the Queftion be, Whether Mr. K.
*f«tis that the Works of men do concurr wich the
Rigbteoufnefs of Chrift, as any way meritorious, or as

Righteoufnefs for which we are juftified : We an-
that yir.fK. doth in theplaineft words deny it,

fo very frequently affirms the contrary, as if he
"oud fhame the moft Ignorant out of this Afperfion.
~ hisown words p- 102. Note i. There is a Righte-
Naefstor which a Man is juftified. This is only Chrifts
Righteoufnefs; This is the Foundation of the promife,
*" the merit of the Bleffing promifed : Nothing can
to it, or mingle with it, it is lufficienr, and alone
‘Efficient to fatisfie Juftice, atone for guilt, and meritac-
‘Jptance and life. 2. There is to be confidered, what
Jx Condition of the Perfon is to whom this mercy
V'Muftification) is promifed. He is one that hath

Grace of true Faith, and exerts it into Aft.
This Grace is alfo required and commanded as indif-
P«nSbly neccliary to forgivenefs, Chrifts Righteoufnefs

not be imputed unlefs we believe, and nothing
‘OM1 hinderour Title to this benefit, if we do believe
NChrift, for the Promife isinviolable. And this Faith

a conformity to the Rule ofthe Promife, fome

it a fubordinace Righteoufnefs, not meaning any
Righteoufnefs for which Sinis forgiven, for icisCfirifts
Hhceoufnefs alone for which God juftifies usj but its
jut ani‘wering that rule by which Chrift applyeth his

'‘ShtMufnefs for our remiffion, and a right to Life,

promife is the ground of our Title, p. 104. If
~nflsRigi~Mtcoulnels could be applyed for pardonto
viieft sinner before he believes, it would juftifie him,

God hath declared it fhall not be applied to UHbe-

Vers.
o~ Mr. W. doth not oppofe the received
JIV'] Potejhncs offujlifiaiion by Chrijis imputed righ~

fhf-, tfben be affirmsini:ii Prefacet that the Kighteeuf-

1 iofGoJdt Phil. 3. 9. principally mends the Gojpsl boli~
A juiltfed by Chrijis Kighteoufi™fs ?

isasexprelsfor Juftification by Chrifts

Riehteoufnefs as any folid Proteftanr. It's a

: gueftion from any Man that reads but this para-
N wn«nce the Objeftion is railed. Alter Mr. IK Lad

iSami) aj.

The Athenian Mercury:

1692.

declared the neceffity ofFaith to Juftification, and of fin-
«re holinels to Salvation, by the fanftion of the Go-
Ipel J He adds. Still reraembring that the merits ofChrift
are”™o Caufe ofthis Gofpel Ordination, hisRighteou”™
neft imputed is the caule for which we are juftified and
faved, when we do anfwerthe Gofpel Rule: And | ex-
clude not this Righteoufnefs, when 1 affirm, that the
Righteoufnefs of God principally intends the Gofpel
holinels of a perfon /uftined by Chrifts Righteoufnefs,
both which by Faith m Chrift all his Members ftiall be
perfeftin. Is notimputed Righteoufnefs owntdby him,
yea, doth not he atteft this to be the caufe of Juftifica-
tion, when Faith is no more than a conformity to the
Gofpel rule ofits application ? He hath fet this Truth
in a lull Hght, p. 39,42, 45,104. P. 39. liefaith, That
beftdes thele eftefts (vi”*. Pardon and a right to Life )
being made ours, the very Righteoufoefsof Chriftisim-
puted to true Believers, aswliat was always undertaken
and deligned for their Salvation, and is now effeftual to
their aftual pardon and acceptance tolife™ yea, is plead-
able by them as their fecurity, and is as ulctul to their
happinels, as if themfelves had done and luffered what
Chrift did But the Meriji may think that Mr. iV.
contradidsthis in what lie faith oi Phil.~.~. This jea-
loufie is over, if we confider his words — for he laying
its the Gofpel Holinefs of a perfon juftified by Chrifts
Righteoinhefs, plaiidy fuppofeth the perfon juftified,
a ;d that by Chrifts Kighteoufnels, and not by this holi-
i.cfs, which predicates of the former as its fubj”™. So
tiia. inftead of laying we are juftified by this Gofpel ho-
lii.efs, and not by imputed Righteoufnefs, he faith the
contrary, and that this holinels referrs not to Juftifieati-
CR but to the Perfon juftified,

Queft. 3. \"hethtr Mr. W. bath not in ravijbing thk
Text from aproof of 2V, robbed the People of God of one ofthe
faireii jewels in the Crownofebriftt by denying the Rigbtc-
oufnefs of God by Faith tAsre, to K the Righteoufnefs oj Chrifi
imputed to the EleH ?

Anfw. We have feen already that Mr. doth notrob
Believersofthe imputed Righteoufnefs of Chrift, yea, thd
he juftly denies it is imputed to the Eleift whilft they
are Unbelievers, yet he oft affirms that God hath de-
creed, and Chrift hath undertaken,thacallthe Eleft fliall
believe aad fo obtain Juftification by Chrift. The fe-
vere Charge in the Queftion is reduced to this, that he
hath ravilhed this Text from being a prooffor imputed
Righteoufnefs to Juftification. But confider Mr. IP's
words, and its plain he dorh-not fo much as this, yea he
argues it a mijori. He faith, 1 do not exclude this Righ-
teoufnefs, when Cr'f. yea he plainly includes it, for he
laith it is the holinefs of a perlbn juftified by Chrifts
Righteoufnefs, and this he intends not only but princi-
pally. Its true, he makes the Righteoulnefs which is cf
God to be more than the Righteoufnefs ofChriftas impu-
ted to Juftification, but he doth not make it fpeak agaii.ft
that: Andfoheaddsaconfiderable Jewel, tor he repre-
fents Paul to fpeak thusj | difdain all my Pharifaical
Righteoufnefs, and defire not to have my Glorious State
contributed to by one jot thereof. | would be always,
efpecially at Judgment,™ and in the Heavens, found in
Chrift a livingMember juftified by his Righteoulnefs,aad
perfe«fted in Golpel holinefs by his influence, which per-
feft holinefs, as well as Juftification, is a Righicoulneft
which is of God by Faith; and | had obtained neither ;n
my unconverted State, but both are merited by Chrift,
and contriv’'d,beftowed, and effefted by cheGrace of God,
and Ib makes up in all refpefls that Righteoufnefs whifh
isof him by Faith. Ifany will confine the Text to Juft;-
ficadon only, as Zanchy and many former Author do,

Mr. IK leaves it inits full force, thoagh he thinks Sr.
Paul would be found in Chtift, having perftft Sanfli-
fication as well as Juftification: Nay, he adds to the
force of the Text, for if all our Holinels be the
Righteoufnefs which isof God by Faith, and not by the

Law much more isour Juftification lo. We need doc
in



nforfn tke Learned, that many Protcflants of great
Name d*r>y that this Text fpeaks at all of Chrifls impu-
ted rightwjufnefs.

It IS juftice to Mr. IK and a Plea for our Refufal to
Anlwer any future Queftions concerning his Book, to
give a SS>ecimen o f his Proofof his Interprerariou of this
Text, which we find ch. 19. D. Crijp had affirmed that
the Faith, Love, and fincere Holinefs of Believers are
not only imperfect, but are really dung, filtliinels, rot-
tennefs, mortal Poifon, and what not ? from Pbil. 3.8.
Mr./f'. allows, that compared withChrift's Righceoul-
nefs they fliould be efteemcd as Dung : But junly de-
nyes that the Graces anci fincere Holinefs ot Believers
are included in thofe things which the Apoftle counted
Dung, but that they were his Jewifh Priviledges, Pha-
rifaical Righteou&efs, and Secular Advantages, and thele
he oppofed to chat Righteoiifnelis which is of God by
Faith. Among many Arguments which his Paiaphrale
en the Chapter contains, take thefe: The ApolUe would
not renounce as dung chat GoJpel-Holinels which inv. 5.
he oppofeih to his Jewifii Acrainmems, which he count-
ed Lois for Chrift, v. 7. The righceoufnefs which is of
the Law, which he refuletn, v. 9. muft be the fame as
that inv. 6. of which he laith, Touching the Righteouf-
iieff which is in the Lgw, blamelefs; on this Mr. (V, de-
clares it could not be finlel's Obedience or Imiocency,
implying that then Chrift' would have been needlefs to
him j neither could it be fincere Obedience which Paul
intended, implying, that it was irapofiible Paul in his
Judaifm was a Hatbaml, or an upright Perfon, who
by the Covenant ot Grace, as exhibited to the Jews be-
fore the Coming of the Meffias, was in a State of Life
and Holinefs, as all fincere Ifraelites muft be 3 whereas
Paul was in an Unconverted prophane State, or he had
not Blafphemed and Perfecuted Chiifts he was not a
godly Man, tho’ he anfwered the Jewifh falfe Notion
of Righteoiili;efs j and this being his own Righteciilhels
by the Law, inv. 6. it cannotin v. 9. include fincere
Holinefs as the Righteoufneis by the Law, which he
would, not have. He adds, that Gorpel-Holinefs is no: a
Rightroufuefis of the Law., nor could the Law efiVe't it,
but it's from Oyi by Faith ; Our Hearts are purified by
Faith, in Ciirift we are Created to good Works, ar'e.
and therefore cannot be oppofed to that Righteoulnels
which is of God by Faith. Again, the Apoftle defires
and ftrives to have this Gofpel-Holinefs perteded, v. lo,
IT, :i, 13,14. yea, his Defires after Holinefs are ex-
preflsd by Terms noting the utmoft Importunity 3 as
I f by any means™ / follow after, reaching forth, / prefs to-
wards: Are not thefe things very unfiiltable towards a
Righteoufneis w'hich he would not have ? and agreeable
to that Righteoufr.efs he would havef Nay, the Apoftle
bew ails the prelent imperfedion of Goi”*l-holinefs, fay-
ing, Not astho'l bad already attained, or were already per-

&c. ifthis were the Righteoufiiefs, he would not
be found in Chrift to have, his Complaints were need-
left, that he had fo little of it 3 yea, were it only Jufti-
fication by Chrift's imputed Righteoufnefs which he de-
fired to have, he that was already juftified thereby, could
not fay. Not astho' | had already attained, either were al-
ready perfect, 1 count not my (elfto have apprehended, &c.
From many other fucb Conliderations, Mr. IK might in-
ferr, without a Rape on the Text, that this Righceouf-
nefs which is of God by Faith, includes the perfed Con-
formity to Chrift in llolinefs of a Perfon juftified by
Chrift’s Righteoufnefs; without this a Saint is noeper-
fed, this is defigned for all the Perfevering Members of
Chrift 3and as ChriftiiTnity inlpired the Apoftle with
thefe Defires, Ib it was apt and effedual to his obtain-
ing thereof.

C~neft. 4. Whether Mr. W. doth not makf the JpcSle con-
iradiSi himfelf, infaying he defin'd to be found in his Gofptl-
Holinefs, hut not in his own Righteoufnefs ?

Anfw. The Apoftle by Mr. W's Sentiments agrees with
himlelf, tho’ the ~eftion agrees not with the Text:
The Apoftle doth fay, litCiretobc foundin Chrifi, which
is not the lame with being found in HolinefsThe Text
faith, Not having my own Righteoufnefs which is of the
Law : This which isoftke Uw , oppofeth it to that Holi-
nefs which ISof God through Faith. The Righceoulnefs
which isof the Law was his own, as oppofed to the
Grace of God, the Gofpel-Holinefs was to be his own
bv the Grace of God 3fo that the Apoftle is very con-
fiftent with himlelf, while he is put to fay,. | defte to
be found in Chrift my Head, not having that Pharilai-
fal Righteoufneis of mine, whichis fo oppofite to Chrift,

but having that perfed Holinefs which is of God dn
Author ot it, and which will render all the Jufli&d
compleatly happy. Can the Querift doubt, that Anl
had an inherent Righteoufnefs whereby he was holy, u
well as an imputed one whereby he was juftified>or
will he doubt but the Apoftle would be found in Chrin
having this inherent righteoufneis ? tho’ he would rt
have his Jew'ilh Righteoufnefs to hinder his being foud
in Chrift, yea, to render him void ofGolpel-Holioeb
alfo. :iue it'sno Concradidion to fay, | would not ke
a Carnal Jew, but 1 would be a juftified and perfeftly
fandified Chriftian.

Queft. j. fFhether Mr. W. bj what he fivys of Phil. 3.9.
dees not fall in with the ~aiers, who bold a Cinijlisn't
Light within to b* his Cbrijtf and doth not he affrm ibt
RighteOujKejs of Ood?

Anjw. Had Mr. f#. faid the Holinefs of Saints isan
increated Holinefs, he had talked as a Familift or Qi
ker 3 but it’s beyond our Skill to difeern, that bedciufe
he affirms that the Gofpel-hoHnefs of a juft ied Perfon
is a righteoulnefs which is of God, as the contriver, pur-
chafer, giver and worker, that therefore that Hinefs
is God oimfelf, or the Perfon of Chrift. The Querift
will be guilty of this Charge, if he thinks the eflentul
righteoid'nefs of God is that which is imparted toMn
in Juftification 5 and it’s little below the lame Crartg,
to lay, that the Mediatorial Righceoufnefs is fubjeftive-
lyjn Believers, becaufe it is Imputed lo as to pode
laving Advantag’S It's true, they are Juftified lor
Chrifts Righteoufnefs, but they are denominated juft
from their own Holinefs, which is merited and givenby
Chiift. They are never efteemed bv God to do ad
fuffer what Chrilt did, tho’ God appointed Chrift todx
and liuTcr for them, 'that they miglit hc pardoned udJ
fj-ved thereby. As Mr. W. is far Irom Quakerilin, lo
his affront to God’s Righteoulhets remains invilible, to
he faiih, chat perfedted Golpel-holfnels is induded in
Tiiat Rijjhteoufaefs which is of God. Is not Gofpcl-hoH..5
clllsr. Righteoufnefs ? i>ic nmthat which is of God? whonsit*
er?cit’ but Chrift? who bdiowsh, befidcs 8o ? who worUitjlw
i
the
Nature
tnre,

doth
NOCL .o e, .
iV. hofwurs the Righti-oulncls of Gjd, when he a'cribei
holinefs tliCTCto, and ullows room in the Ap-Dfhrsdeiirnfwitj.*
well ds for inipunify, and lure ic‘$piedfingto G d, wlien
in Chrift ;vc are e ;rncft for tlut time, when E .ii. 5. J*>"
prefenifd hy hint aglorious Church, vhkout any Ipo: orirrit-I:,
/uch ibiMg, bus this it fcould be holy <md viihout hkmipi 3
terrs to our ftmkftiicAtibn.
Queft. 6. tVhetber Mr. W. d-ali fairly or rronhilyviih fr.iA ‘#*
turn Divines, in caujing their Hands given himf.i
fook> to be prefxi before his Preface, wh--n they iicocr fiv
Preface, end will notfit with Mr. W. the: she
MFait? which the..4¥ofile d!jtr‘d to beEoundin, was hrsCKf
ineff ]

M. TV.dorli not lay the le defiredto
ojpel-holinefs, but to bcfound in ChnU.  haiin®Golivl-Hia*'!

ne might be induced thereto by the i-ook lie Couh.tetl!, " ““h"
law the Names ol Divi;.e.s fet in the Front of Dr. G
whoonly witneftedto.tlie Honefty of his Son in Pubridiing,™
Sermons'in the emj ofthat liook. To add no nu.rc, incffOVW'T
Eminent Divines, ( yea, all whole Thoiigl.ts L.re IntJ
do agree to tl« Preface ol TTr. iV's Eool., now ilut iha) ***7 .
It 3 and how little doth this one objefted Cluule ally* .
or Book, tho® it ftems to be the defign of the Qjtrift tae
repute jpiH ule of the wffole, by Queltiocs coi.cer.ung a ains
wmesinbut cccafionally .ind remotely. C
Queft. 7. In brief, 1 defirajour Imtanial alTpe/**
mentioned Pot™ ofMr. WiiliaimV ?
..Anfw. We hive rcceivM
here Anlwercd ) about this Book, whicli handles tl.c
of Arguments that can be, therefore we Ihall fairly
Book and our Opinion to the Qucllion. Whofuevef

poclnncs and Scrii>mrcs in /iich an Uniound foim vt
It would aim’ftdeccive the tied, aixi rhereSjr auv-uicu di
yoed any Dotftrine of Mr. Hobs, &c. kt them rc-"d tl e Arcu’

one of rlie Antayouifts: Tl;c is worth perufai of ad
tlic Antidote which is anneted to each Ar8iiiiiei.r, and v’e
yerour Opinions that Mr. iVilii.inu has wiihout P*-.

learn”ly and Iblidly, cllabl/lhed the Truth, witii ilicoM/:--"" "
Jj-and Cnriciltr, upon many Teits.
. ADVERTISE MEHT.
Cy 'THe Life of theReverend Mr. Brand, with his FunersISf’»
Written by Dr. .yinnejly, will be Publiftit
Printed tor fohn Diintom at the Raven in tho Pouttrey. Pfft* *
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