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I DITORIAL,

ABRAIAM'S JUSTIFICATION.

Paul, the apostle, says, “ If Abrabam were justi-
fied by works, he had whereof to glory, but not be-
fore God. TFor what saith the Scripture, Abraham
believed God, and it was counted to him for right-
cousness.” Romans iv. 2,8, See also the whole
chapter.

James asks, ¢ Was not Abraham our father justi
fied by works when he offered up lus son Isane on
the altar? Seest thou how faith wrought with his
works, and by works was faith made perfect?”
James ii. 21, 22, See also this chapter.

Many an infidel has arrayed these two apostles
against each other in the case of Abrahum’s justifi-
cation. Aund many Christians have been puzzled to
harmonize the two. Space will allow us to notice
but a few of the theories which have been published
to make their testimonies agree.

One says, ** The sinner is justified without works
by faith alone, buta saint must work to be approved
and justified of God.” This theory is inadmissable
from the fact tbat James cites us to cases of the wn-
soved to illustrate the necessity of works, * Wasnot
Rahab the harlot justified by works when she had
reccived the messengers and had sent them out
another way?” So the barlot, and Abrabham the
saint, were justified in the same way.

Another says, ¢* Abraham was not justified by the
works of Moses’ law.” Paul says nothing here of
Moses’ law, as Abraham was dead centuries before
the Jaw was given by Moses.

We now ask, ¢ Does James contradict Paul in any
way?” No. Letthereaderobserve: 1st, Thatboth
Paul and James say Abraham was justified by faith.
This fact is valuable, for there is one faith. They
also both say, “ God justified him.” This, too, is
important, for there is but one God. 1lad their testi-
mony differed on the Person or the faith that justified
Abraham, it would be a serious matter. But it is
only on works their testimonies differ. One says,
“Works were absent when he was justified;” the
other says, * Works were present.” Now, both
were true, because one spoke of a kind of works
that were absent, and the other of another kind of
works which were present in the justification of the
Patriarch. Paul speaks of works of obcdience to
the reoral Jaw of God, but James speaks of works of
ohedience 10 His positire law. These laws being
different their works are also different.

The moral law of God is that holy, just and un-
changeable principle which binds intelligent
creatures even before it is commanded in words.
Positive law is that which God is pleased to cujoin
on men without explaining its meaning, but often
as a test of confiding obedience. 1t derives all its
virtue fron’the will of God and not from ourknow-
ledge of its fitness. In short, moral law is com-
manded because it is right.  Positive law is right
because it is commanded,

Jesus says that to love the Lord our God with all

! our heart and mind and soul and strength, is the first
| and great commandment, and to love our neighbor :
“On the two (moral) :

us ourselt, is the sccond.
commandments hang all the Inw and the prophets.
e who has alway s done this, whether man or angel,
ix sinless and justitied by works of perfect obedience
to musal law.  Such needs no Saviour. Paul de-
clares that Abraham was not so justified, but, like
other sinful inen, needed a Saviour, and to be justi-

fied by faitlk and =0 he reasons in his Roman letter.

ITe wiites this letter to prove the truth and vindicate
the mandeur of that secret which Christ had reealed
to him, ** That the Gentiles should be fellow-heirs,
and of the same body, and partakers of his promise
in the gospel” (Ep. iii. 6) Many of the Jewish
converts still held that their connection to Abraham
made a wide difference between them and the Gen-
tiles in the matter of justification. Pau’ labors to
convince them that on such a matter they were no
better than the Gentiles by nature.  That Abraham
himself was not justified as a rinless person or as an
angel is justificd; but that he was a sinner, justitied
by faith, and was even in uncircumeision like Gen-
tiles are when his faith was imputed to him for
rightcousness. 1le thus proves that neither Abraham
nor any of his descendants could Ve justified by
works of obedience to the moral law, for by the
works of the iaw shall no flesh be justified.

In bis first two chapters Paul showed that all,
both Jews and Gentiles, were guilty before God,
and that Christ came to have mercy on all, which is
the theme of the letter.

Let us now hear James deseribe the work by
which Abraham was justified. It was the work of
offering up his son Isanc on the altar, in obedience
to the positive conm:mand of God. It wasnota work
of merit, but a work of faith and submission to the
Divine authority—a work whieh mingled with
justifying faith. The moral law forbade to kill,
but God 1row commanded him 10 kill his beloved
son, the son of promise, in whese sced all families
of the carth should be blessed. e did not see how
these promises could be fulfilled, or why he must
make the dreadful sacrifice. God said it and this
was quite enough for the man of fuith. Ile had
cheerfully obeyed God long hefore and now his
confidence was stronger than ever. By this work
his faith was made perfect.

Again Rahab was justifieed by the same kind of
works. It was positive and not moral law which
she obeyed. Messengers sought for the spies to kill
them. Moral law would say, “ Tell the truth, save
your country.” Iut she was permitted to deccive
these messengers and save the servantsof God. Such
was her feith in God that she trusted herself and
her father’s house to the promise of Ilis servants,
ang Ile forgave her past sins and saved her and
fantily from the general destruction of the people of
the land.  }er works of faith gained her & good re-
port, and her name shines in the cloud of God's
witnesses mentioned in the cleventh of llebrews,
By faith every one of these worthies did or suffered
something, and a faith without works is aiways de-
seribed in the word of God as dead and uscless,
Obedience to moral law are works of merit, but
obedience to positive law are works of faithimputed
without merit to him who submits to the will 6f
God.

Let us consider a few cases of disobedience to
positive law: God forbade man to eat of the tree of
the knowledge of good and evil. ITe did not explain
why, but said, “ Thou shalt not eat.” They ate,
and thenee followed death and all our woe. The
men of Bethshemesh against positive law looked into
the Ark and over 50,000 perished. (1 Sam. vi. 19.)
Uzza touched the Ark and died. Saul saved the
cattle for sacrifice, which he was told positively to
destroy, and lost hiis kingdom and his life for it

Let us consider some cases of obedience to positive
law: By faith Avel offered to God u more excellent
sacrifice than Cain, by which he obtained witness
that he wasrighteous, &c., &e. By faith the walls
of Jericho fell down afterthey were compassed about
seven days. Naaman, the Syrian, washed seren times
in the Jordan and was cured of leprosy. The man
with the withered hand stretched it forth at Jesus

The blind man «cn?
ond washed lis eyes i the Pool of Sdoa s« and was
;cured. A may see that these were not works of
| merit, but of cheerful submission to Divine unthor-
| iy, and may slso sco the consequence. lHad any
of them refused to obey the Tord because they could
. not sce the propriety of these works, or the conuee-
tiou between them and their results, what would be
| the cousequence of their disobedience?
It i us true now as ever that by the deeds of the
i law shall no flesh be justified, for all have sinned
and come short of the glory of God. Dut He suved
! Abraham and all the clders who had obtained 1 good
report by faith in the merits of another ** Whom
God has set forth to be a propitiation through faith
in ITis blood, to declare His rightcousness for the re-
ission of sins that are pust, through the forhearance
of God.” The crossof Jesus deelares to the universe
CGod’s justice in forgiving the sins that were past,
as well «s how ITe can now be just, and the justifier
of him whicli believeth in Jesus. (Rom iii. 23, 26.)
No wonder that on the very Mount of Moriah
Abraham saw Jesus’ day and was glad, Glad that
a kind TFather who gave him back his son Jsaae, did
not spare Ilis own Son, but freely gave Him up for
us all. How glad we should be to be justified freely
through the redemption that is in Christ Jesus.
Abraham believed God when He promised him
Isanc, and it was imputed to him for righteousness,
and now as readily bound his sou on the altar **ac-
counting that God was able to raise Him up even
from the dead, from whence also Ile received Him
inu figure,”

When Jesus rose from the dead and was about to
Jeave the earth Ile sent the gospel toevery creature,
and declared: * He that believeth and is baptized
shall Le saved, but he that believeth not shall be
Jdamned. (Mark xvi. 13, 16,) In this He clearly
promises to justify the sinner that believes in Him,
And being justified by faith we have peace with
God through our Lovd Jesus Christ. Does He re-
quire any work of obedience to positive law in this
justification? He certainly does, nud it is nota
work of merit, but & work of faith and submission.
“Did the apostles always require this act?” They
certainly did. Inevery case they required men to
believe in the Lord with all their heart, to truly re-
pentof their sins and be baptized in the namo of
Jesus. On no occasion did they tell sinners that
they were saved without or before baptism. Jesus
tells how He would save them. The apostles told
those who asked, “ What they shonld do," to repent
and be baptized in the name of Jesus Christ for re-
mission of sins. Paul says, ** Not by work of right-
cousuess which we have done, but according to His
merey He saved us, by the washing of regeneration
and renewing of the Holy Ghost,” (Tit. iii. 5), and,
« Let us draw near with a true heart in full assur-
ance of faith, having our hearts sprinkled from an
evil conscience and our bodies washed with pure
water.” (Heb. x. 22.) Our bodies and our spirits
are to be surrendered to Christ in IIis appomnted
way. D. C.

“commaud and it was healed.

Tug Freeman gives us an account of a bap-
tism that took place in Ifoly Trinity Church, on
the last night of the year:

“ A Jewess, who has lately become a Christian,
through deep conviction of the truth, was admitted
a member of the church by baptism, and by her
own desire was immersed.  For this purpose the
south-west porch, which was added in 1584, was
fitted up as a baptistry and well suited the purpose.
Mr. Bathurst addressed the congregation Dbriefly
from the lectern.  He said that lest there should
be any misunderstanding concerning the propriety
of immersion in their ancient branch of the Church
Catholic, he desired to state that it was strictly in
accordance with ancient precedent, and with the
authority of the Prayer Book. Te quoted from
the rabrics of the Infant and Adult Baptismal Ser-
vices in proof of this  Mr. Bathurst then said: I
would also mention that before I ventured (at the
express wish of the Catechumen) to administer the
rite by immersion, I wrote to the Bishop of the




