
JAME S ARMINIUS.46

inga. A dispute liavingarison betweon soniie iiinistors of Delft, on the sub-
jeet of Div'ine iPredestination. lie va,; rcquestcd by thc 1re>bytery of Alli-
Sterdaîn, to rcf'ute the tract of Coorhinertus, %V11o h:î-d wrît tel) 01) the sul)je1et
of condit joail elcetion. To thtis work hoe was also ceonitnded by Mairtin
Lydius, as a detimce of bis formeir tutûr I3ez:l, whoso tilory, as well as
Calvini's, hind been assailed. Aitlhough-, the influience of (Calvin ivas vory
extensive, and hlis systelli of' thieolo.2y ,almnost evcr-yherc reecived by the
l-leforinod clhnrchc<'" witlout <juestiOinig, yeti no onc was eonipelled

not to toeh differently for titis saine gystemi of (Xal'iî, rcpctn.pro-
destination, and the doctrinal conseq nenees flovwiing fruit it. weroe un-

kn-iow-ii in the ezirly chiureh, flbr inaxy huniidred yoairs.
The IBishop or flippo. in hIe sovonity-tluîrd( 3e.ir of' his :îge, mwas the

first to avow tho doctrine of elbso.lto licil (liticn .Iaoktioii. Creat, wS
had heen tlie ser-vice hoe rcudcred to the chutrcli inid'Vl;î the
scriptural doctrine of the moral rîîin 01, inanl, in oppmositionI tiil>cais it
is to ho regreted that, in bis senlityh hiidhv f ht tpn
faute) iii the abstirdity, that 1, God wills bccause hoe 'ills Io wvill." For
more flian four hiundrod years, flic teacluings of 11we clîureli ij-it be
sumnmied tip iii the ,ctzttenicit givenl by Neander, whcni deCrbim. -u Ys-
tell of Il1ilury, of' 1'uîtiers. "llitary couusidcrcd it vûry inrte1 set
forth distiictly, that :îll. the operations of' divine L u*îC re :dioul
lipon iluauus fec will, to rej;Cl evcryîhinLg wv1ieh îi t fivc le .tionl of'
natural ncccssity, or of uniconditiuu;uliiviiie prc-destiii.aoî.' levious
to thie d:uys of St. AuLgustinle, no one hiad adLe tî: t c1itrinei of' a

Motivek..S divine violationi repectîing the inlanortail des: inics (T haln."
Four hundrcd years more, rolod by, befoIire -innîtluer mnan w:îis !fIund bold
enoughi to idvccte the naturul concomitant of'Agsiu' dopu l aî:,:bso-
lute and uniconditioniu.l reprobation. ihzut na.1)in as GusillOr ;ortc-
chialk,> a mu umk of Mrais. Yet ,:o fitr wcere li.s doctriic. frain being. -ceciv-
ed, tlîih iii n Colicil hieid il, McUetze iii S.1S.thcy. ierc ilt*nnuîulced .1% lucretical,ý
and in t'aie ncxt vear lie mias arraigned buibre a couî,,îil l:dini Quiu.vey,
as a corrupter et' relizionI, anîd lus' eoctrine %vas aaneu înd Thie

unmcrcI~! toatnot lie rccciveud, by beinginrsne. creatcd a , impa-
thy in lus favour, and causud Soute conteution coecn lg s doctrine,
yet it was fhr front being- Eiîvorably received in the clmui-vii. nor liad it
assuuîoda that logiead shlape and1l eomnpac«ýtncl(-Sncsr ta ofr ils per-
pet.uity. It îlot beî as yet w(>vO: into a tliclogacaI ssvin, iior ciul :uîy
«great mainles be ý-raUiered fromui the rolis of thue àhurch., to give i t caat
save ouly, muti.

Thî elru:to introduced the ert of' free tliouglht in refe*ronC ta
doctrine, tiho.-lî there cau ho lio doîîbt thazt the eairlv r eniuuurs cmbraced
tho sentiments of Augustine. An examnatitn of luis ri Icasle
Luthier to onibrace flic doctrine of justification bv- iiith l; d it is

Most liklltat, beinîz a mouk of the Aunstie Ortler, lue, e.ulibrnîced
the error of thatt il Fathier, respccting preetntoi lhdcrn
he is said. ta hiave dcefendcd in saine remaksimaîde ta raun

Meactoini 1621, did not scruple to siy, 8"iîuce -.1l thlî,îs iwhichi
happe»nccsaiy liappen according to D ivineo prcde.sîiniui , there
is no liberty of our iviIl." Yot, ive infer thiat -reat clî;îïîs tooki place
in the uids of both of tie-se great mnie. Althoughl Nwe have-çn U
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