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c3n be establislied, that wé Ïjnay rcst on this as an ilnpregnable foundation. Butit shows also te irnportalc.e of boing ffiniliar with the way and manner of *dis-Posingr, oft'le PdaIlsib1e and formidable dilfloulties on *whiclo inain!y the Armi-nians found their case. These diffleutties, that is, the al1e&edl inconsistency ?fCalvillisml witli tic truths, thiat God is flot the author of sin, and that nian isho responsible for bis conduct and fate, lie upen the very surface of the subjeot,or, and inust at once prosent tiinives evon te the most ordinary minds; ivhuIet

)St at tlic Saine tillie, they are- so plausible, that they are weIl fitted to startie and tooîS iinprcss mcei, especially if they 'lave flot previously reflccted inuclo upon theaîbjcct. We can do iotiîing at precsent in the ivny of producing the direct andrt4 Fstive evidence in support of the Calvinistic doctrine ; but a few brief lîints'n miy help a littie to show tlmat the dilflculties attaching te it, are, thougli not'or idmnitting ef a fuîll solution, yct by ne rneans se, forinidable as'at first sighit theyg. appealr to be, and at any rate furnish 'ne suffilcient ground in righit reasen formn rejecting the body et direct, positive, lunailswerable proof by which the funda,[y, mental principles ef Calvinism can bc establishied. The following are some of1ngl the most obvions yet most important considev;ations bearimg upon this matter;(bat outit* te be remcmbe.cc and applied, and especially that oughit to beof, ïiwed in combination with eachi other, as parts of one0 argument tupon one ion-11- portant topic.
hoe lst, When the saine objections w'ere advanccd against the saine doctrines as
ýat taliglit by the Apostle Paul, h7e manifested ne vcry great selicitude about givingho thoîn a dirct or formai answer, but contented mself iith reselving- the whole.lie dfflictîlty into God's severeignty and nianin ance, dependence, and incapa-ire city. IlNay but, 0 man, vhio art tliou that repliest against Ged t Shahl thelie thin g formed say te him that formed it, Why hast tbou made me thusP R" eIy knew t)îat the doctrines were truc, because hie had received tixern by inspirationto of the Eloly Ghost; and we know thAt they are true, becatise lw and or.her in-oer spired inen have declareci thîem unto us. This should satisfy us and rcpress anyne ffreat anxicty about disposing ef objections based upon grouincs, the fuit investi-en gtation ef wbich runs up, into niatters, the full comprehension of wivhch. lies be-
d yond thec reacli et our natural faculties, and of' ihiclî we cati knew nothing ex-.as, copt from the revelation whiclî God bas given us.Là- 2d, It is utterly inconsistent with riglit vioevs of otîr condition and capacities,lie aud witlî the principles usually alcted upon in regar te other departimerts of'IY Christian thelogry as, for instance, the doctrine of the Trinity, te assume, as
us these objcctions 'do, that we are entitlcd te make our actual perception of,.orVe our capacity ef perceiving, the consistency of two doctrines ivith oach ethcr, the
to test or standardî of thein' trutli. We do flot pretend te be able te solve ail the.IY dificuilties connected with the alleged inconsistency between the peculiar doc-ho [nes of Calvinism, and the truths that God is not the author of sin, and thatos mon is respensible for his character and conduet, se as to make their censisten-in cy with oaci other plain and palpable te our own minds or the minds of others;'d buit we cannot admit that this affords any sufficient reasen why we sheuld reject&I ne or other of the doctrines, pr'vided eacli separateîy carl be establislied uponId coinpetent and satisfactorv evidence.in 3d, The difficulties in question dont pyte the Calvinistie systern alene,re but bear as really, thougli net p*erhansatnrstikvew splaby io eeyso. tem of religion whichl admits; thia moraýl governmcent eto God, the prevalence ofor moral evit ameng bis intelligent -ereature:§, nand their future eternal punishment.ho' Ihieed. it is easy t, sliew; that in truth 'the leading difficutties connected withovrY scheme ef doctrine, virtually run up- inte one grýeat difficulty, which at-Staches, and attaches equally; te 'them, aIl, viz., the extplalntien of tbh existencean sd prevalence of moral evil;-or ivhàt is practically the same-question-'i*nauiother,


