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JUSTIFICATION BY FAITII.

OUTLINE 0P A SERMON ON ROMANS V. 1. BY I1EV. J.-R-

By'cxamp1e, rather tlian hy precept, Paul teaches us the importance
of making all.our speculations on truth subservient to the intorests of
practicalýlife.

Text is a conclusion drawvn from previous arguments, and coatains
matter intimately connected wvith life aud its best intercsts.

I. The nature'of Justification.
IL. The mode of its-?attainment.
III. The effects prodticed by it on the mind.
I. Justification. It -is not a change in our nature, by wvhich we are

macle righteous ; but a change in our relations to God, by wvhicli we are
accounted righteous tand treated as though the charges laid against us
had neyer been founded infact. The language of the Church's Catechism
pronounces Il" an act of God's frae grace, wherein ho pardoneth al
our sins, and acccpteth us as righteous only for the sake of Christ ;11 and
to establish the identity bctween forgiveness and justification, the Bible
assures us that Ilby this mas is preached unto us the forgiveness of
sins, and by him, ail thatbelieva are justiflad from ail things, from whieh
they could not be justified by the law of Moses."l But again, were justi-
fication a change in our nature, itwouid, like sanctification, partake of
the endless devalopment of wbich the faculties and powers of the mmnd
are capable. Being, however, a change in our relations to God, full
pardon is at once iniparted, whea the conditions of its attainment are
Sulfilled. And it must not ha forgottan, that this justification is an act
of God, 'which refers entirely to the past. The thcory of I eternal jus-
tification" flnds its refutation in the very nature of pardon, which eau-
xiot he imparted prior to the commission of sin, or aven prior to, the ex-
istence of an individual having the power to sin. This justification, too, is
not irrevarsible, as may ha sean from the fact that a man on 'whose case
a jury bas pronounced the -verdict Il not Guilty," may ba, by the same
jury, condemned on a subsequent charge. And to pravent, the possibility
of mistakae on tbis point, it is only necessary to refer to the individual
-who n'as irst exonaratad from the blame of banlcruptcy in the case of the
tan thousand talents, and afterwards -was rendered liable to punishmient
for failing to acf, from the morciful motive of bis lord.

The mode of its attaininent.
There are but two concelvable ways hy which a man may ha accept-


