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ditional, absolute decree of God." Now, what kind of freedom
belongs to man's wvill, if this is truel? None wlîatever. Calviuists
do tallc about the f.. edorn of the will, but they are deceived by a
sharn freedoîn. Tlîey say "la mani cari act from choice," but they
do not admit that he is f-ee in oeiigat thte cioice; nor wvill
they admit that man lias power of contrary choice. And yet
wjthont this the word freedoîn is a delusion. The decrees of the
Confession of Faith destroy ail true freedom. We wvill ask the
indulgence of our readers, wvhi1e we introduce a distinguishied
Calvi nistic author, who has the i ntell1igence to se e, and t;he hionesty
to confess that the decrees of the Conftèssion are i nconsistent with
true psychological freedoîn. We introduce Dr. Dick.

siLiberty does not consist," lie says, Ilin the power of acting or not acting,
but in acting from ctioice. The choice is deteriined by something in the niind
itseif, or by sûmething external influencîng the mnd ; but wbatever is the cause,
the choice makes the action free, and the agent accouatable. If this definition
of liberty be admitted, you will Derceive that it is possible to reconcile the
freeflom of the wil1 with absol'ate decrees ; but we have not got rid of every
difficulty. By tlhis theory, human actions appoar to be as necessary as the
motions of matter, according to the laws of gravitation and attraction ; and man
s-ems to be a machine, consojous of lis movements, and consenting to them, but
impelled by something différent fromn himseIL"

cofesin Dr. Dick's liberty and necessity are the same thing;

hee;iate as p emen of o vitr inresg, an hovmnest of

machine. This is the kijid of fallacious freedoîn that is tatit
in the Confession of Faith, according to its standard expounders
andl defenders. The reasoningr is irrefu.table which charges the
decrees of the Conf ession of Faith as be;içg destructive of mental
freedoîn. They are only consistent with the liberty of the machine,
or the ass. IHow terrible Vo think of the consequeaces. If true,
there is, not a demon in heil, or a rascal on earth, that could have
done ditferently. Ail their "'rvolitions ý' and "Ideliberations " were
prodriced by the decece of God. Will any supporter of this
Westminster Ccnfession say that any of them, could have choseni
differently fromwhat theyhaLve? Not one carisay 50. Bvery sinwas
decreed by God eternally, and prodiîced by God in time. Is there
any relief from, this difficuty ? How can a mnan be free in willing,
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