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can be established, that we tay rest on this as an impregnable foundation. But
it shews also the importance of being familiar with the way and manner of dis-
posing of the plausible ang formidable difficulties on which, mainly the Armi-

 mians found their case. These difiiculties, that is, the alleged inconsistency of
(alvinism with the truths, that God is not the autl

1or of sin, and that man js
he responsidle for his conduct and fate, lie upon the very surface of the subject,
er, and must at once present themselves even to the most ordinary minds; while,
3t at the same time, they are so plausible, that they are well fitted to startle and to
63 impress men, especially if they have not previousiy reflected much upoa the
abject. ' We can do nothing at present in the way of producing the direct and
tt, psitive evidence in support of the Calvinistic doctrine; but a few brief hints
in may belp a little to shew that the difficulties attaching to it, are, though not
er admitting of a full solution, yet by no means so formidable as at first sight they
7 appear to be, and at any rate furnish no sufficient ground in right reason for
m wecting' the body of direct, positive, unanswerable proof by which the funda-~
) mental principles of Calvinism can be established. ‘The following are some of
g the most obvious yet most important considerations bearing upon this matter,
' that ought " to be” remembered and applied, and especially that ought to be
efy dewed in combination with each other, as parts of one argument apon one im-
1- portant topic.
be Ist, When the same objections were advanced against the same doctrines as
5t tught by the Apostle Paul, 4e manifested no very great solicitude about giving
he them a direct or formal answer, but contented fimself with resolving the whole.
he dficulty into God’s sovereignty and man’s ign ance, dependence, and incapa-
e iy “Nay but, O man, who art thoy that repliest against God? Shall the
he [ thing formed say to him that formed it, Why hast thou made me thus ” He
1y Inew that the doctrines were true, because he had reccived them by inspiration
to ofthe Holy Ghost ; and we know that they are true, because he and other in-
er spired men have declared them unto us, This should satisfy us and repress any
e Nl ereat anxicty about disposing of objections based upon grounds, the full investi-
W ration of which runs up into matters, the full comprehension of which lies be-
- yond the reach of our natural faculties, and of which we can know nothing ex-.
Sl copt from the revelation which God has given us,
b 2, Tt is utterly inconsistent with right views of onr condition and capacities,
b0 I and with the principles usually acted upon in regar' to other departments of *
Iy Christian theology, as, for instance, the doetrine of the Trinity, to assume, as
us S these objections do, that we are entitled to make our actual perception of,.or
¢ | our capacity of perceiving, the consistency of two doctrines with each other, the:
to N test or standard of their truth. ' We do not pretend to be able to solve all the:
ly MM difficulties connected with the alleged inconsistency between the peculiar doc-
e I trines of Calvinism, and the truths that God is not the author of sin, and that
& g man s responsible for his character and conduct, so as to make their consisten-
" [ & Vith each other plain and palpable to our own minds or the minds of others;
4 Wbt we cannot admit that this affords any sufficient reason why we should reject
A SR one or other of the doctrine, provided each separately can be established upon
| tompetent and satisfactory evidence,
o 3d, The difficulties in question do not apply to the Calvinistic system alone,
" bt bear as really, though not perhaps at é)rst view as palpably, upon every sys-
¢ Etem of religion which admits the moral government - of God, the prevalence of
0t aidmoral evil among his intelligent creatures and their future eternal punishment;
0 "B deed, it i easy to shew, that in truththe leading difficulties connected with
id tory scheme of doctrine, virtually raii up into one great difficulty, which at.

laches, and attaches equally; to them all, viz, the explanation of the existence
ind prevalence of moral evily-or what is practically the same-question-inanother:



