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T H B
PRETFACE

ANY find much fault with the calling
profefling Chriftians, that differ one

frori another in fome matters of opinion, by
diftinét names ; efpecially calling them by the
names of particular men who have diftin-
guithed themfelves as maintainers and pro-
moters of thofe opinions ; as the calling fome
profefling Chriftians Arminians, from A mi<
nius 3 others Arians, from Arius 3 others Soci=
nians, from Socinus, and the hike. They think
it unjuft in itfelf § as it feems to fuppofe and
fuggeft, that the perfons marked out by thefe
names, received thofe doétrines which they
entertain, out of regard o, and-reliance on
thofe men after whom they are named ; as
though they made them their rule; in the
fame manner, as the followers of Crxist
are called Chriftians, after his name, whom
they regard -and depend upon; as their great
Head and Rule. Whereas, this is an unjuft
and groundlefs imputation on thofe that go
under the fore-mentioned denominations.
Thus (fay they) there is not the leaft ground
2 2 . to
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to fuppofe, that the chief Divines, who em-
brace the fcheme of do&rine which is, by
mianv, called. Arminianifm, believe it the
more, becaufe Arminius believed it @ and
that there is no reafon to think any other,
than that they fincercly and impartially
ftudy the holy Scripturcs, and enquire
after the mind of Chrift, with as much
judgment and fincerity, as any of thofe that
eall them by thefe names; that they feek
after truth, and are not careful whether théy
think exa&ly as Arminius did; yea, that, in

~ fome things, they actually differ from him.

This practice is alfo efteemed actually inju-
rious on this aceount, that it is fuppofed na-
turally to lead the multitude to imagine the
difierence between perfons thus named and
others, to be greater than it is ;' yea, as tho’
it were fo great, that they muft be, as it were,
another fpecies of beings. And they obje&
againft it as arifing from an uncharitable,
narrow, contraded fpirit ; which, they fay,
commonly inclines perfons to- confine all
that is good to themfelves, and their own
party, and to make a wide diftin®ion be-
tween themfelves and others, and ftigma-
tize thofe that differ from them with odious
names. They fay, moreover, that the keep-
ing up fueh a diftinttion of  names has a
direé tendency to uphold - diftance and di-
affeGtion, and keep alive mutual batred
among Chriftians, who ought all to be
united in friendfhip and charity, however
“tnev cannot, in all things, think alike.
o : I conFEss,
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- I conFEss, thefe things are very plaufible.
And I will not deny, that there are {omne un-
happy confequences of this diftin&ion of
names, and that men’s infirmities and evil
difpofitions often make an ill improvement
of it. But yet, I humbly conceive, thefe ob-
jections are carried far beyond reafon. The
gencrality of mankind are difpofed enough,
and a great deal too much, to uncharitable~
nefs, and to be cenforious and bitter towards
thofe that differ from them: in religious opi-
nions : which evil temper of mind will take
occafion to exert itfelf from many things in
themfelves innocent, ufeful and neceflary.
But yet there is no necefiity to fuppofe, that
the thus diftinguithing perfons of different
opinions by diiferent names, arifes mainly
from an uncharitable {pirit. It may arife
from - the difpofition there is in mankind
(whom God has diftinguithed with an ability
and inclination for {peech) to improve the
benefit of language, in the proper ufe and
defign of names, given to things which they
have ‘often occafion to fpeak of, or fignify
their minds about; which is to enable them
to ‘exprefs their ideas with eafe and expedi-
tion,” withont being incumbered with an
obfcure atid difficult circumloqution.. And
the thus diftinguithing of perfons of different.
opinions in religious matters may not imply,
nor infer, any more than that there is a dif-
fererice, and that the difference 1s fuch as we
find we have often occafion to take notice
of, ‘arid make mention of. ‘That which we

A3 have
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have f:equent occafion ta {peak of (whatever
1t be, that gives the occafion) this'wants a
npame ; and it is always a defed in language,
m fuch cafes, to be obliged to make ufe of
& defcription, .inftead of "a name, Thus we
have often oceafion to {peak - of thofe who-
are the defcendants of the ancient inhabi~
tants of France, who were {ubje&ts or heads
of the gevernment of that land,. and {pake
the language peculiar to it; in diftinéion
fromx the defcendants of the inhabitants of
fp‘ain, who belonged to that community, and
{pake the language of that country. And
therefore we find the great .need of diftin&
names.to fignify thefe different forts: of - peo-
ple, and the great convenience of thofe dif-
tinguithing words, French and Spaniards ;
by which the fignification of our minds is
-quick and eafy, and our fpeech 1s delivered
from the burden of a continual reiteration
of diffufe defcriptions, with which it mufk
Btherwife be embarrafled. '

TuaT the difference of the opinions of -
thofe, who in their general {cheme of divi-
wiity agree with thele twa noted men, Coluin
and Arminius, is -a thing there is often oc-
.cafion to 1peak of, is what the praétice: of
‘the latter itfelf confefles ;- who are often, in
their difcourfes and writings, taking notice
.of the {uppofed ,abfurd and- pernicious. opi-
‘njons of the former fort. And therefore the

-making ufe :of different names in. this cafe
‘gannet - reafonably . be- objelted againft, ; or
el S - con=
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condemned, : ds+a: thing which muft come

from: {o-bad -a ‘caufe as they affign.. It is eafy
tobe accounted for, without fuppofing it to
arifd frotr any dther fource, than the exi-
genece.and natural; tendency : of the ftate of
things;;. confideting:the faculty and difpofi-
trom God has given to mankind, to exprefs
things -which they have frequent occafion
16 mention, by certain diftinguithing names.

It is an-effe& that i1s fimilar to what we fee

arife, ininnumerable cafes which are parallel,
where the caufe is.not at all blame=worthy. .

NEVERTHELESS, at firft, I had thoughts of
carefully avoiding the ufe of the appellation;
Arminian, in this Treatife. But I {foon found
I fhould be put to great difficulty by it; and.
that-my Di{courfe would be fo encumbered
with an often repeated circumlocution, in~
dtead of a ‘name, which would exprefs the.
thing intended, as well and better, that I al-
tered my purpofe. And therefore I muft atk
the excufe of fuch as are apt to be offended
widr things of this nature, that [ have fo
freely ufed theiterm Arminian in the follow-

ing Difcourfe. 1 profefs it to be without any

"defign, to ftigmatize perfons of any fort with

2 name of reproach, or at all to make them
.appear more odious. If, when 1 had occa-
fion to fpeak of thofe Divines who are com-
monly called by this name, I-had, inftead of

ftyling them Arminians, called them thefe
men, as Dr. Whitby does Calviniftic Divines ;.

it probably would not have been taken any

A4 ' better,
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better, or thought to thew a: bet:er teinper,
or more good manners. -1 have done as I
would be done by, in this matter. - However
the term Calvimftic is, in thefe days, amon

moft, a term of greater reproach than- the
term Arminian ; yet I fhould not take it at all
amifs, to be cailed a Calvinift, for diftinction’s
fake : though I utterly difclaim a dependence
on Calvin, or believing the doérines which
I hold, becaufe he believed and taught thems
and cannot juftly be charged with’ behevmg

in €very thing juft as he taught.

Bv'r, left T thould really be an occaﬁon of
injury ‘to fome perfon, T would here give
notice, that though I generally fpeak of that
doctrine, concerning Free-will and moral
Agency, which: I oppofe, as an Arminian
doct'ine.; - yet I would not be underftoed,
as aflerting, that every Divine or . Author,
whom I have occafion to mention-as main-
taining that doctrine, was properly an Ar-
minian, or one of that fort which is come
monly called by that name. Some of them

‘went far ‘beyond the Arminians i and I

would. by no means charge Arminians in
general with all the corrupt doctrine, which
thefe maintained. “Thus, for inftance, it
would be very injurious, if I fhould rank
Arminian Divines; in general, with fuch

_Authors as Mr. Chubb. 1 doubt not, many

of ‘them have.fome of his doctrines in

-abhotrence :. thotigh he agrees, for the moft

part, with drminians, 1 his notion of the
BRI ) Freedom
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"~ Freedom of the Will. And, on the othef
hand, though 1 fuppofe this notion to be a
leading'article in the Arminian {cheme, that
which, if purfued in its confequences, will
truly-infer, or naturally lead to all the reft;
yet I do not eharge all ‘that have held this
do&rine, with being Arminians. For what-
ever may be the confequences of the do&rine
really, yet fome that hold this do&rine, may
not own nor fee thefe confequences; -and it
would be unjuft, in many inftances, to charge
every Author with believing and maintain-
ing all tie real confequences of his avowed
doCtrines. And 1 -defire it may be particu-
larly noted, that though I have occafion, in
the following Difcourfe, often to mention
the Author of the book, entitled, An Effay on
the Freedom of the Will, in God and the Crea-
ture, as holding that notion of  Freedom of
Will, which I oppofe ;- yet I do not mean
to call him an Arminian: however, in that
do&rine he agrees with Arminizns, and de-
parts from the current and general opinion
of Galvinifis. - If the Author of that Effay
be the fame as it 1s commonly "afcribed to,

‘he, doubtlefs was not one that ought to bear

that name.. - But however good a Divine
he was in many relpeés, yet that particu-
lar Arminian do&rine which he maintained,
s never the better for being held by fuch an
-.ene.: nor is there lefs need of oppofing it on
that account; but rather is there the more
“need of it; as it will be likely to ‘have the
- more perniciousinfluence, for.being taught by

o a %ivine

»
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2 Divine of his name and chara&er; {uppofing
the do&rine to'be wrong, and in itfelf to be
of anill tendency. L S

1 BAVE nothing further to fay by way of
preface, but only to befpeak the Reader’s
candor, and calm attention to what I have.
written. 'The {ubjet is of fuch importance,
as to demand attention, and the moft thorough
confideration. Of all kinds of knowledge
that we can ever obtain, the knowledge of
God, and the knowledge of ourfelves, are the
moft important.  As religion’ is. the great
bufinefs, for which we are created, and oh
which our happinefs depends; and’ & reli-
%ion confifts in an intercourfe between our-

élves and our Maker; and' fo has its. founw
dation in God’s nature ‘and ours, 'and in ‘the
relation that God and we ftand in to each
other; therefore a true knowledge of both
‘muft be needful, in order to true religion.
. But the knowledge of ourfelves confifts chiefly
in right apprehenfions concerning thofe two
chief faculties of our nature, the underflanding
and w:/l. Both are very important : yet the
fcience of the latter muft be confefled to be of
greateft moment ; inafmuch as all virtue and
religion have their feat more immediately in
the will, confifting more efpecially in right
a€ts and habits of this faculty. And the grand
l{%\;ﬁipni -aboug the Freedom of the Will, is
the main point that belongs to the fcience of
the Will. ‘Therefore, I fay, the importance
of this fubje@ greatly demands the attention

ot
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©f Chriltians, and efpecially of Divines. But
as to my manner, of handling the fubje, T
will be far fiom prefuming to fay, that it is
fuch as demands the attention of the Reader to
‘what I have written.. I am ready to own,
that in this matter I depend on the Reader’s
«cewrtefy. Butonly thus far I may have fome
celour for putting in a clarm; that if the
Reader be difpofed to pafs his cenfure on what
1 have written, I may be tully and patiently
heard; and well attended to, before I am con-
demned. However, this is what I would
humbly af of my Readers; together with
the prayers of all fincere lovers of truth, that
~ I:may have much of that {pirit which Chrift
promifed his dilciples, which guides into all
truth; and that t. e blefled and powerful in-
fluences of this Spirit would make truth vic«
torious in the world, |
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WHEREIN ARE EXPLAINED AND STATED
VARIOUS TERMS AND THINGS BELONGING
TO THE SUBJECT OF THE ENSUING DIS-
COURSE. : '

Ve

—————rmm T AR st

"SECTION- L
Concerning the Nature of the Wil

YT may poffibly be thought, that there is no great
I need of going about to define or defcribe the
Will; this word being generally as well under-
ftood as any other words we can ufe to explain it;
and fo perhaps it would be, had not philofophers,
metaphyficians, and polemic divines brought the

matter into obfcurity by the things they have -

faid of it. But fince it is fo, .I think it may be
of fome ufe, and will tend to the greater clearnefs

in the following difcourfe, to fay a few things con-.

cerning it.

AnDp therefore I obferve, that the 77/l (without
any metaphyfical refining) is plainly, That by which
the mind chufes any thing. The faculty of the #ill
is that faculty, or power, or principle of mind by
which it is capable of chufing: an at of the Wil
is the fame as an act of chufing or choige.

B 1r



2 The Nature of the Will, Part 1,

Ir any think it is a more perfe&t definition of
the Will, to fay, that it is that by which the foul
either chufes or refufes; 1 am content with it:
* though I think that it is enough to fay, It is that
by which the foul chufes: for in every act of Will
whatfoever, the mind chufes one thing rather than
another ; it chufes fomething rather than the con-
trary, or rather than the want or non-exiftence of
that thing. So in every aé of refufal, the mind
chufes the abfence of the thing refufed; the pofi-
tive and the negative are fet before the mind for
its choice, and’ it chufes the negative; and the
mind’s making its choice in that cafe is properly
the a& of the Will: the Will’s determining be-
tween the two is a voluntary determining; but
that is the fame thing as making a choice. So
that whatever names we call the act of the Will
- by chufing, refufing, approving, difapproving, liking,
difliking, embradng, rejecting, dc/ermmmg, dzreﬁmg,
commanding, forbidding, inclining or being averfe, a
being pleafed or difpleajed with 5 "all may be reduced
to this of chufng. For the foul to' a&t 'volum‘arzb',
is evermore to a& eleclively.

MR. Locke* fays, * The Will ﬁgmﬁes nothing :

‘but a power or ability to prefer or chufe.” And in
‘the foregoing ‘page fays, * The word preferring
feems beft to exprefs the a& f volition;” But
adds, that ¢“it does not precifely; for (fays he)
‘though a man would prefer flying to walking, yet
who can fay he ever wills it ?* But the inftance he
‘mentions does not prove that there is any thing
clfe in willing, but merely preferring ; for it {hould
be confidered what is the next and immediate
objet of the Will, with refpect to a man’s walk-
ing, or any other cxr;mal aétion; which is not

being

* Human Underftanding. Edit. 7. vol. i, p. 197,

-
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being réimoved from ohe place to another; on the
earth, or through the ait j thefe are remoter objeéts
of preference; but fuch or fuch an immediate
exertion of himfelf. The thing nextly chofen of
preferred when 2 man wills to walk; is not his
being removed to fuch a place where he would
be, but fuch an exertion and maotion of his legs
and feet, &c. in order to it. And his willing
fuch an alteration in his body in the prefent
moment, is nothing elfe but his chufing or pre-
ferring fuch an alteration in his body at fucha °
moment, or his liking it better than the forbear-
ance of it. And God has fo made and eftablifhed
the human nature, the foul being united to a
body in proper ftate, that the foul preferring or
chufing fuch an immediate exertion or alteration
of the body, fuch an alteration inftantaneoufly
follows. There is nothing elfe in the ations of
my mind, that I am con{cious of while I walk, bue-
only my preferring or chufing, through fucceflive
moments, that there fhould be fuch alterations of
my external fenfations and motions; together with
a concurrihg habitual expectation that it will be
fo; having ever found by experience, that on
fuch an immediate preference, fuch fenfations and .
motions do actually inftantaneoufly, and conftantly
arife. ‘But it is not fo in the cafe of flying:
though a man may be {aid remotely to chufe of
prefer flyings yet he does not chufe or prefer,
incline to or defire, under circumftances in view,
any immediate exertion of the membets of his
- body in order to it ; becaufe he has no expetation
that he fhould obtain the defired end by any fuch
cxertion ; and he-does not prefer or, incline to any
bodily exertion or effort under this apprehended
- circumftance, of its being wholly in vain. So that
if we carefully diftinguifh the proper objeéts of
the feveral a&ts of the Will, it will not appear by
. Ba this,
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this, and fuch.like inftances, that there is any dif-
ference between volition and preference; or that a
man’s chufing, liking beft, or being belt pleafed
with a thing, are not the fame with his willing
that thing; as they feewn to be according to thofe
general and more natural motions of men, accord-
jng to which language is formed. Thus an at
of the Will is commonly exprefled by fts pleafing a
man to do thus or thus; and a mdn doing as he
‘wills, and doing as he pleafes, are the fame thing in
‘common {peech.

Mg, Locke* fays, ¢ The Will is perfe&tly dif-
tinguithed from Defire; which in the very fame
action may have a quite contrary tendency from
that which our Wills fet us upon. A man {(fays
he) whom I cannot deny, may oblige me to u‘e
perfuafions to another, ' which, at the fame time I
am {peaking, I may with may, not prevail on him.
In this cafe it is plain the Will and Defire run
counter.” I do not fuppofe, that /#ill and Defire
are words of precifely the fame fignification; #7i/]
{eems to be a word of a more general fignification, -
. extending to things prefent and abfent. Defire
refpets lomething abfent, I may prefer my pre-
fent fituation and pofture, fuppofe fitting fiill, or -
having my eyes o]p:cn, and fo may will it. But
yet I cannot think they are fo entirely diftiné,
that they can ever be properly faid to run counter.
A ‘man never, in any inftance, -wills any thing
-contrary to his Defires, or defires any thing cons
trary to his Will, The forementioned inftance,
-which Mr. Locke produces, does not prove that he
ever does. He may, on fome confideration or
other, will to utter fpeeches which have a tendency
to perfuade another, and ftill may defire that they
may not perfuade him: but yet his Will and

: o Defire

\ .
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Defire do not run counter at all: the thing
which he wills, the very fame he defires; and
bhe does not will a thing, and defire the con-
trary in any particular, In this inftance, it
is not carefully obferved, what is the thing
willed, and what is.the thing defired : if it were,
it would be found that Will and Defire do not
clath in the leaft. ‘The thing willed, on fome con-
fideration, is' to utter fuch words; and certainly,
the fame confideration fo influences him, that he
does not defire the contrary ; all things confidered,
he chufes to utter fuch words, and does not defire
not to’ utter them. And fo as to the thing which
Mr. Locke {peaks of as defired, wiz. That the
words, though they tend to perfuade, fhould not
be effectual to that -end, his Will is not contrar,
to this; he does not will that they fhould be ef{
fectual, but rather wills that they fhould not, as he
defires. - In order to prove that the will and defire

" may run-counter, it fhould be thewn that they may -
be contrary one to the other in the fame thing, or
with refpect to the very fame obje& of Will or’
Defire : but here the objects are two ; and in each,
taken by thémfelves, the Will and Defire agree.
And it i1s no wonder that they fhould not agree in
different things, however little diftinguifhed they
are in their nature. The Will may not agree with
the Will, nor Defire agree with Defire, in different
things. As in this very inftance which Mr. Locke
mentions, 'a perfon.'may, on fome confideration, -
defire to ufe perfuafions, and at the fame time may
defire they may not prevail; but yet no body will
fay, that Defire runs counter to Defire; or that this
proves that Defire is- perfeétly-a-diftinét. thing from
Defire.~The like might be obferved of the other
inftance Mr. Locke produces, of a man’s defiring
to be eafed of pain, &c. o

B3 . |  But
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But not to dwell any longer on this,  whether
Defire and Will, and whether Preference and Volition
be precifely the {ame things or noj; yer, I truft je
will be allowed by all, that in every a&t of Will
there is an at of choice; that in every volifion
there is a preference, or a prevailing inclination of
the foul, whereby the foul, at that inftance, is out
of a flate of perfect indifference, with refpe& to
the diret object of the volition. So that in every
act, orgoing forth of the Will, there is fome pre-
ponderation of the mind or inclination, one way
rather than another; and the foul had rathcr bave
or do one thing than another, or than not to have
or do that thing; and that there, where there is
abfolutely no preferring or chufing, but a perfedy
‘continuing equilibrium, there is no volition, -

SECTION IIL

N

Concerning the Determination ef the Will.

Y determining the Will, if the phrafe be ufed

with any meaning, mult be intended, caufing
that the Af of the Will or Choice fbould be thus, and
not otherwife; and the Will is faid to be deter-
mined, when, in confequence of fome action, or
influence, its choice is directed to, and fixed upon
a particular object. As when we fpeak of the
Determination of motion, we mean caufing the
motion of the body to be fuch a way, ar in fuch
a direttion, rather than another,

~ To talk of the Determination of the Will, fup.
pofes an effe@, which maft have a caufe. If the
Will be determined, there is a determiner. This -
muft be fuppofed to be intended even by them that

fa}’-a the Will determines itfelf, If it be fo, thﬁ
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Will is both Determiner and determined; it is a
caufe that acts and produces effects upon itfelf, and
is the objeét of its own influence and attion.

WitH refpett to that grand inquiry, What de-
termines the Wiil, it would be very tedious and un-
neceffary at prefent to enumerate and examine all
the various opinions which have been advanced
concerning this' matter; nor is it needful that I
fhould enter into a particular difquifition  of all
points debated in difputes oh that queftion, #7be-
ther the Will always follows the laft diflate of the _
underfpanding. It 1s {ufficient to my prefent pur-
pole to {ay,—1I is that motive, which, as it fands in
the view of the mind, is the firongeft that determines the
Wili—but it may be neceflary that I fhould a
lictle explain my meaning in this, - ,

By Mbotive, 1 mean the whole of that which
moves, excites or invites the mind to volition,
whether that be one thing fingly, or many things
conjunétly. Many particular things may concur
and unite their ftrength to induce the mind; and
. when it is fo, all together are as it were one com-
plex motive, And when I fpeak of ‘the frongeft
motive, 1 have refpet to the ftrength of the whole
that operates to induce to a particular a&t of voli-
tion, ‘whether that be the ftrength of one thing
‘alone, or of many together.

WaaTEVER is a motive, in this fenfe, muft be
fomething that is extant in the view or apprebenfion of
tbe underfianding, or perceiving faculty. Nothing
can induce or invite the mind to will or a&t any
thing, any further than it is perceived, or is fome
way or other in the mind’s view; for what is
wholly unperceived, and perfectly out of the mind’s -
view, cannot effet the mind at all, It is moft e¥is

- B ' " dent,
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‘dent, that nothirg is in the mind, or reaches it, or

takes any hold of it, any otherwife than as ivis
perceived or thought of,

Anp Tthink it muft alfo be allowed by all, that
every thing that is properly called a motive, ex-
citemeng or inducement to a perceiving willing
agent, has fome fort and degree of tendency, or
‘advantage to move or excite the Will, previous to
the effe@, or to the act of the Will excited. This
previous tendency of the motiveis what T call
the firength of the motive. That motive which has
a lefs degree of previous advantage or tendency
‘to move the Will, or that appears lefs inviting, as
"it ftands in the view of the mind, is what I call a
“weaker motive. On the contrary, that which ap-
pears moft inviting, and has, by what appears
concerning it to the underftanding or apprehen-
fion, the greateft degree of previous tendency to
‘exci:e and induce the choice, is what I call the
Srongeft motive. - And in thjs fenfe, I fuppole the
Will is always determined by the ftrongeft mo-
tive.

THiNGs that exift in the view of the mind have
‘their ftrength, tendency or advantage to move
‘or excite its Will, from many things appertain-
ing to the nature and circumftances of the thing
viewed, the nature and circumftances of the mind
that views, and the degree and manner of its view;
“which it would perhaps be hard to make a perfect
enumeration of, But fo much I think may be
“determined in general, without room for contro-
verfy, that whatever is perceived or apprehended
by an intelligent and voluntary agent, which has
the nature and influence of a motive to volition
*or choice, is confidered or viewed as good; nor has
it any tendency to invite or engage the clection ;f
t

N
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the foul in any further degree than it appears
fuch. For to fay otherwife, would be to fay, that
things that appear have a tendency by the appear-
ance they make, to engage the mind to elet them,
fome other way than by their appearing eligible
to it; which is abfurd. And therefore it muft be
true, in fome fenfe, that the Will always is as the”
greateft apparent good is. But only, for the right
underftanding of this, two things muft be well and
diftinctly obferved. :

1. IT muft be obfirved in what fenfe I ufe the
‘term good ; namely, as of the fame import with
agreable. 1 oappear good to the mind, as 1 ufe the
phrafe, is the fame as' to appear agreable, or feem
Ppleafing to the mind. Certainly, nothing appears
inviting and eligible to the mind, or tending to
engage its inclination and choice, confidered as
evil or difagreable; nor indeed, as irdifferent, and
neither agreable nor difag:eable. But if it tends
to draw the inclination, and move the W ill, it muft
be under the notion of that which fuits the mind.
And therefore that muft have the greatcft tendency
to attrat and engage it, which, as it ftands in the
mind’s view, fuits it b-it, and pleales it moft ; and
in that fenfe, is the greatett apparent good : to fay
otherwile, is little, if any thing, fhoit of a direét
and plain contradiction. ' .

“Tue word good, in this fenfe, includes in its
fignification, the removal or avoiding of evil, or
of that which is difagreable and uneafy. Itis
agreable and pleafing, to avoid what is difagreable
and difpleafing, and to’have uncafinefs removed.
So that here is included what Mr. Locke fuppofes
determines the Will.  For when he fpeaks of un«
- cafinefs as determining the Will; he muft be un.
derftood as fuppofing that the engd or aim which
. ' governs
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governs in the volition or at of preference, is the
avoiding or removal of that unealinefs; and that is
the fame thing as chufing and fecking what is more
cafy and agreable.

2. Waen [ fay, the Will is as the greateft ap-
parent gocd is, or (as I have explained it) that
volition has always for its objet the thing which
appears moft agreable; it muft be carefully ob--
ferved, to avoid confufion and needlefs obje&ion,
that | fpeak of the dires? and immediate obje&t of
“the a& of volition; and not fome obje@ that the
a&t of Will has not an immediate, but only an
indire&t and remote refpect to. Many aéts of vo-
Jition have fome remote relation to an obje&, that
is different from the thing moft immediately willed
and chofen. Thus, when a drunkard has his
“Yiquor before him, and he has to chufe whether to
drink it or no; the proper and immediate objeéts,
~ about which his prefent volition is converfant,
and between which his choice now decides, are
‘his own a&s, in drinking the liquor, or letting
it alone; and.this will certainly be done according
to what, in the prefent view of his mind, taken in
the whole of ir, is moft agreable to him. If he,
chufes or wills to drink it, and not to let it alone;
then this action, as it ftands in the view of his
xind, with all that belongs to its appearance
there, is more agreable and pleafing than letting it
alone. : .

But the objeéts to which_this att of volition
may relate more remotely, and between which his
choice may determine more indireétly, are the pre-

-fent pleature the ‘man expefts by drinking, and
the tuture mifery which he judges will be the
‘confequence of it: he may judge that this future
mifery, when it comes, will be more difagrcabl;
. an
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and unpleafant, than refraining from drinking -
now would be. But thefe two things are not the
proper objeéts that the act of volition fpoken of
1s nextly converfant about. For the a&t of Will
fpoken of is concerning prefent drinking or for-
bearing to drink. .If- he .wills to drink, then
drinking is the proper obje&t of the a&t of his
‘Will; and drinking, on fome account or other,
now appears moft agreable to him, and fuits him
beft. If he chufes to refrain, then refraining is
the immediate object of his Will, and is moft
pleafing to him. If in the choice he makes in
the cafe, he prefers a prefent pleafure to a future
advantage, which he judges will be greater when
it comes; then a lefler prefent pleafure appears |
more agreable to him than a greater advantage
at a diftance, If, on the contrary, a future ad-
vantage is preferred, then that appears moft agre-
able, and fuits him beft. And fo ftill the prefeng
volition is as the greateft apparent good at pre
fent is. ‘

I nave rather chofen to exprefs myfelf thus, that
tbe Will always is as the greateft apparemt good, or
as what appears mofi agreacle, is, than to fay that
the Will 45 determined by the greateft apparent good,
or by what feems moft agreable; becaufe an ap-
pearing moft agreable or pleafing to the mind, and
the mi.d’s preterring and chufing, feem hardly ta
be properly and pertcétly diftinét.  If ftrict proe
pricty of {peech be infifted on, it may more proe

rly be faid, that the goluntary atlion which is the
immediate confequence and fruit of the mind’s
volition or choice, is determined by that which ap.
pears moft agreable, than the preference or choice
itfelf ; but that the a& of volition iclelf is always
determined by that in or about the mind’s view
of theobject, which eawjes it 10 sppear moft agriaitgle.'
- L 18Yy
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Y fay, in or abous the mind’s view 'of the obje&,
becaufe what has influence to render an objeék
In vicw agreable, is not only what appears iz the
objeét viewed, but alfo the manner ot the view,
and the fate ard circumftantes of the mind that
wiews.—Particularly to enumerate all things per-
w2ining to the mind’s view of the objeéts of vo-
Jition, which have influence in their appearing

agreable to the mind, would be a matter of no-

fmall difficulty, and might require a treatife by
atfelf, and is not neceffary to my prefent purpofe,
1 fhall therefore only mention fome things in

4

.I. OnE thing that makes an obje& propofed to
choice agreable, is the apparent nature and circume

Jfances of the objeft. And there are various things

of this fort, that have an hand in rendering the

\

object more or lefs agreabie; as,

3. THAT which appears in the obje&,' which

renders it Jeausiful and pleafant, or defcrined and

irkfome to the mind ; viewing it as it is in isfelf.

- 2. Tae apparent degree of pleafure or trouble
attending the obje&t, or the confequence of it. Such
concomitants and confequents being viewed as cir-
cumftances of the objects, are to be confidered as
belonging to it, and, as it were, parts of it; as it
ftands in the mind’s view, as a propofed objeét of
choice, .

¢

. 3. The appérmt Sate of the pleafure or trouble

- that appears, with refpeft to diflance of times

‘being either nearer or farther off. 1t is a thing
-in itfelf agreable to the mind, to have pleafure
- {peedily ; *and difagreable, to have it delayed: fo

that if there be two equal degrees of pleafure fes
A : in
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in the mind’s view, and all other things are equal,
but only one is beheld as near, and the other far
off; the nearer will appear moft agreable, and fo
will be chofen.  Becaufe, though the agreablcncfs
of the objetts be exactly equal, as viewed in them-
felves, yet not as viewed in their circumftances;

- one of them having the additional agreablenefs of

the urcam"tance ot nearnefs.

I1. Another thing that contributes to the agre-

ablenefs-of an oqc& of choice, as it ftands in the

mind’s view, is the manner of the view. 1f the ob-
Je& be fomething which appears conne@ted with
future pleafure, not only will the degree of ape
parent pleafure have influence, but alfo the man-
aer of the vicw, efpecially in two refpc&s.

1 WITH refpe@ to the dcgree of ]ua’grsz,
firmnefs of affens, with which the mind judges
the ‘pleafure to be future. Becaufe it is more
agreable to have a cersain bappinefs, than an uz.
certain oney and a pleafure viewed as more pro-
bable, all other things being equal, is ‘more agre-
-able to the mind, than thac which is viewed as
lefs probable. "

2. WrtH refpe& to the degree of the idea of the

future pleafure, With rec'ard to things which.

are the fubje& of our thoughts, either paft, pre-
fent, or future, we have much more of an idea or
apprehenﬁon of fome things than others; thatis,
:our idea is much more clear, lively and ftrong.
Thus the ideas we have of fenfible things by imme-
diate fenfation, are ufually much more lively thaa

thofe we have by mere imagination, or by con-.

templation of them when ablent. My idea of the
fur, when'I Jook upon it, is more vivid, than when
v think of it.  Our idea of the fweet rehfh Qf

a del”



14 What determines the #ill. - Part 1,

a delicious fruit is ufually ftronger when we tafte
it, that when we only imagine it. And fometimes -
the idea we have of things by contempiation, are
much ftronger and clearer than at other times,
Thus, "a man at one time has a much ftronger
idea of the pleafure which is to be erjoyed in eat-
ing fome fort of fcod that he loves, than at ano-
ther. Now the degree, or ftrength of the idea or
fenfe that men have of future good or evil, is one
thing that has great influence on their minds to
excite choice or volition. When of two kinds of
future pleafure, which the mind confiders of, and
are prelented for choice, both are fuppofed exaétly
equal by the judgment, and both equally certain,
and all other things are equal butonly one cf them
is what the mind has a far more lively fenfe of,
than of the other; this has the greateft advantage
by far to affe&t and attraét the mind, and move
the Will. - It is now more agreable to the mind,
to take the pleafure it has a ftrong and lively fenfe
of, than that which it has only a faint idea of.
The view of the former is attended with the
ftrongeft appetite, and the greateit uneafinefs at-
gends the want of ity and it is agreable to the
mind to have unealinefs removed, and its appetite
* gratified. And if feveral future enjoyments are
prefented together, as competitors for the choice
of the mind, fome of them judged to be greater,
and others lefs; the mind alfo having a greater
fenfe and more lively idea of the good of fome
of them,-and of others a lefs; and fome are view-
ed as of greater certainty or probability than
others; .and thofe enjoyments that appear moft
.agreable in one -of theie refpeds, appear leaft fo
in others: in this cafe, all other things being
equal, the agreablenefs of a propofed objett of
choice will be in a degree fome way compounded
of the degree of good fuppofed by the judgmcx;lt,
the
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“the degree of apparent probability or certainty of

that good, and the degree of the view, or fenfe,
or livelinefs of the idea the mind has, of that
good; becaufe all together concur to conftitute
the degree in which the objett appears at prefent
agreable; and accordingly  volition will be de-
~ termined.

I mrcut further obferve, the ftate of the mind
that views a propofed object of choice, is another
thing that centributes to the agreablencfs or dif-
agreablenefs of that objet; -the particular temper
which the mind has by nature, or that has been
introduced and eftablifhed by education, example,
cuftom, or fome other means; or the frame or
ftate that the mind is in on a particular occafion.
That object which appears agreable to one, does
not fo to another. And the fame objett does not
always appear alike agreable to the fame perfon,
at different times. It is moft agreable to fome
men, to follow their reafon; and to others, to
follow their appetites: to fome men it is more
agreable to deny a vicious inclination, than to
gratify it: others it fuits beft to gratify the vileft
appetites, [t is more difagreable to fome men
than others, to counteralt' a former refolution.,
In thefe refpefts, and many others which might
be mentioned, different things will' be moft agre-
able to different perfons; and not enly fo, but to
the fame perfons at-diffcrent times,

But poffibly it is needlefs and improper, to
mention the frame and ftate of the mind, as a dif-
tin& ground of the agreablenefs of objects from the
other two mentioned before; wiz. The apparent
nature and circumftances of the -objeéts viewed,
and the manner of the view: perhaps if we ftrictly
confider the matter, the different temper and ﬁatct:

‘ o
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of the mind makes no alteration as to the agre-

ablenefs of objeéts, any other way, than as it

- makes the objets themfelves appear differently
beautiful or deformed, having apparent pleafure
or pain attending them: and‘as it occafions the
manner of the view, to be different, caufes the
idea of beauty or deformity, pleafure or uncafinefs
to be more or lefs Lively.

However, I think fo much is certain, that vo-
lition, in no one inftance that can be mentioned,
is otherwife than the greateft apparent good is, in
the manner which has been explained. The choice
of the mind never departs from that which, at
that time, and with refpe to the dire@ and im-

mediate objects of that decifion of the mind, ap-

pears moft agreable and pleafing, all things con-

fidered. If the immediate objeéts of the will are -

a man’s own aions, then thofe actions which

. appear moft agreable to him he wills. Ifitbe

now moft agreable to him, all things confidered,
to walk, then he now wills to walk. If it be now,
upon the whole of what at prefent appears to him,
moft agreable to fpeak,, then he chufes to {peak :
if it fuits him beft to keep filence, then he chufes
to keep filence. There is fcarcely. a plainer and
© more univerfal dictate of the fenfe and experience

of mankind, than that, when men act voluntarily, .

and do what they pleafe, then they do what fuits
them beft, or what is molt agreavie to them. To
fay, that they do what they pleafe, or what pleafes
them, but yet do not do what is agreable to them,
is the fame thing as to fay, they do what thcy
pleafe, but do not act their pleafure; and that is
t6 fay, that they do what they pleale, and yet do
not do what they pleafe. T o

It
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It appears from thefe things, that in fome fenfe,
the Will always follows the laft dictate of the under=
Randing. But then the underfanding muft be taken
in a large fenfe, as including the whole faculty of
perception or apprehenfion, and not meerly what
18 called reafom or judgment. 1If by the dictate of
the underftanding is meant what reafon declares
to be belt or moft for the perfon’s happinefs, taking
in the whole of its duration, it is not true, thag
the Will always follows the laft dictate of the un-
derftanding.. Such a dictate of reafon is quité a
different matter from things appearing now moft
agreable; all things being put together which pera
tain to the mind’s prefent perceptions, apprehen-
fions or ideas, in any refpect. Altho’ that dictate
of reafon when it takes place, is one thing that
is put into the fcales, and is to be confidered as
a thing that has concetn in the compound influ-
ence which moves and induces the Will; and is
one thing that is to be confidered in eftimating the .
degree of that appearance of good which the
Will always follows ; either as having its influence
added to other things, or fubducted from them.
When it concurs with other things, then its weighe
is added to them, as putinto the fame fcale; but
when it is againft them, it is as a weight in the
oppofite fcale, where it refifts the influence of other
things : yet its refiftance is often overcome by their
greater weight, and fo the act of the Will is de-
termined in oppofition to it.

TrE things which I have faid, may, 1 hope,
ferve, in fome meafure to illuftrate and confirm
the pofition 1 laid down in the beginning of this
fection, wviz. That the Wil is always determined by
the fromgef motive, or by that view of the mind
which has the greateft degree of previous tendency
to excite volition, But whether I have been fo-

- c happy
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bappy as rightly to explain the thing wherein con-
fifts the ftrength of motives,. or not, vet my fail.
ing in this will not overthrow the pofition. itfelf ;
which carries much of its own-evidence with it,
and is - the thing- of chief importance to the pur.

- pofe of the enfuing difcourfe: And the truth of ir,
I hope, will appear with great clearnefs, before [
have finithed what I have to fay on the fubject of
human liberty. '

SECTION IIL

Concerning the Meaning of the Terms Ncccﬂity, Im.
poflibility, Inability, &c. and of Contingence. -

HE words neceffary, impoffible, &c. are abun-

dantly ufed in controverfies about Free- Will
and moral agency ; and therefore the fenfe in which
they are ufed, fhould be clearly underftood.

Here I might fay, that a thing is then Yaid to
be neceffary, when it muft be,"and cannot be other-
wife. But this would not properly be a definition
of Neceffity, or an explanation of the word, any
more than if | explained the word muf?, by there be-
ing a Neceflity, The words muft, can, and cannot,
need explication as much as the words neceffary, and
impoffible ; excepting that the former are words that
children commonly ufe, and know fomething of-
the meaning of earlier than the latter.

THe word neceffary, as ufed in common fpeech,
is a relative term ; and relates to fome fuppofed
oppofiticn made to the exiftence of the thing
{poken of, which is overcome, or proves in vain
to hinder or alter it. That is neceffary, in the
original and proper fenfe of the word, \which is,
er will be, notwithftanding all fuppofable 1c_>p.po-

, ition,
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fition. To fay, that a thing is neceflary, is the fame
thing as to fay, that it is impofiible, it fhould not
be: But the word impoffitle 1s manifeftly a relative
term, and as reference to fuppofed power exerted
to bring a'thing to pafs, which is infufficient for
the effecty as the word unable is relative, and hag
relation to ability or endeavour which is infufi-
cient; and as the word irrefiftible is relative, and
has always reference to refiftance which is made,
or may be made to fome force or power tending to
an effect and is fufficient to withftand the power,
or hinder the effect. The common notjon of Ne-
ceflity and impoffibility implies fomething that
fruftrates endeavour or defire.

Here feveral things are to be noted.

- 1, Tuivos are faid to be neceflary in general,
which are or will be notwithftanding ary fuppo-
fable oppofition from us or others, or from whatever .
quarter. But things are {aid to be neceffary 70 us,
which are or will be notwitkftanding all oppofition
fuppofable in the cafe from us. The fame may be
ohferved of the word mpgffitle, and other {uch like
terms.

2. Tuese tefrhs neceflary; impoffible, irvefifiible, Ec.
do efpecially belong to controverfy about liberty
and moral agency, as ufed in the latter of the two
fenfes now mentioned, viz. as neceffary or impof-
fible 10 us, and with relation to any fuppofable op«
pofition or endeavour of ours:

3. As the word Neceffity; it its vulgar and corhia
mon ufe, is relative; and has always reference to
~ fome fuppofable infufficient oppofition fo when
we {peak of any-thing as neceffary 70 #5, it is with
relation to fome fuppofable oppofition of our #illss
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or fome voluntary exertion or effort of ours to the
contrary. Forwe do not properly make oppofition
to an event, any otherwife than as we wvoluntarily
oppofe it. Things are faid to be what muft be,

or neceflarily are, as o us, when they are, or will

be, though we defire or endeavour the contrary,
or try to prevent or remove their exiftence: but
fuch oppofition of ours always either confits in, or.
implies oppofition of our wills,

It is manifeft that all fuch like words and
phrafes, as vulgarly ufed, are ufed and accepted

in this marner. A thing is faid to be neceffary,

when we cannot help it, let us do what we will. So
any thing is faid to be impofible to us, when we

~would do it, or would have iz brought to pafs,
and endeavour it; or at leaft may be fuppofed to
defire and feek ity but all our defires and endea-
vours are, or would be vain. And that is faid to
be frrefifiible, which overcomes all our oppofition,
refiltence, and endeavour to the contrary. And
'we are to be faid #mable to do a thing, when our
fuppofable defires and endeavours to do it are in-
fufficient, - .

W are accuftomed in the common ufe of lan-
guage, to apply and underftand thefe phrafes in
this fenfe : we grow up with fuch a habit; which
by the daily ufe of thefe terms, in fuch a fenfe,
from our childhood, becomes fixed and fettled;
fo that the idea of a relation to a fuppofed will,
defire and endeavour of ours, is ftrongly con-
nected with thefe terms, and naturally excited
in cur minds, whenever we hear the words ufed.
Such ideas, and thefe words, are fo united and
affociated, that they unavoidably go - together;
one fuggefts the other, and carries the other with
it, and never can be feparated as long as we

. ‘ livey

\
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live. And if we ufe the words, as terms of art,
in another fenfe, yet, unlels we are exceeding cir-
cumipeé and wary, we fhall infenfibly flide into
the vulgar ufe of them, and fo apply the words
in a very inconfiftant manner: this nabitual con-
netion of ideas will deceive and confound us in
our reafonings and difcourfes, wherein we pre-
tend to ufe thefe terms in that manner, as.terms
of art. -

4. It follows from what has been obferved, that
when thefe terms necefary, impoffible,, irrefs jizlz/e, un-
able, &c. are ufed in cafes wherein no oppofition,
or infufficient will or endeavour, is fuppofed, or
can be fuppofed, but the very nature of the fup-
pofed cafe itfelf excludes, and denies any fuch op-
pofition, will or endeavour, thefe terms are then not
ufed in their proper fignification, but quite befide
their ufe in common fpeech. The reafon is manifeft ;
namely, that in fuch cafes we cannot ufe the words
with reference to a fuppofable oppofition, will or
endeavour. And therefore if any man ufes thefe
terms in fuch cafes, he either ufes them nonfenfi-
cally, or in fome new fenfe, diverfe from their ori-
ginal and proper meaning. As for inftapce ; if a
man fhould afirm after this manner, That it is ne-
ceffary for a man, and what muft be, that a man
thould chufe virtue rather than vice, during the
time that he prefers virtue to vice; and that it is
a thing impoffible and irrefiftible, that it fhould be
otherwife than that he fthould have this choice, fo
long as this choice continues; fuch a man would
ufe the terms muft, irrefiftible, &c. with perfet in-
fignificance and nonfenfe, or in fome new fenfe,

diverfe from their common ufe; which is with re-
ference, as has been obferved, to fuppofable op-

pofition, unwillingnefs and reﬁﬂ:ancc; whereas,

here, the very fuppofirion excludes and denies any

C3 fuch
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fuch thing: for the cafe fuppofed is that of being
willing and chuling.

5. LT appears from what has been faid, that thefe
terms . neceffary, impoffible, &c. are often ufed by
philofopheis and metaphyficians in a fenfe quite
diverfe from their common ufe and original figni-
fication: For they apply them to many cafes in
which no oppofition is fuppofed or fuppofable.
Thus they ufe them with refpect to God’s exift-
ence before the creation of the world, when there
~was no other being but He: fo with regard to ma-
ny of the difpofitions and a¢ts of the divine Being,
fuch as his loving himfelf, his loving righteoufnefs, -
hating fin, &c. So they apply thefe terms to many
cafes of the inclinations and aétions of created in-
telligent beings, angels and men ; wherein all op-
pofition of the Will is fhut out and denied, in the
- very fuppofition of the cafe.

Metaphifical or Philofphical Neceffity is nothing
different from their certainty. I fpeak not now
of the certainty of knowledge, but the certainty
that is in things themfelves, which is the founda-
tion of the certainty of the knowledge of them;
or that wherein lies the ground of the infallibility
of the propofition which affirms them,

WHrAT is fometimes given as the definition of
philofophical Neceflity, namely, Tbat by which o
shing cannot but be, or whereby it cannot be otherwife,
fails of being a proper explanation of it, ontwa.
accounts; firft, the words can, or cannet, need
explanation as much as the word Neceffity; and
the former may as weil be explained by the lat-
ter, as -the latter by the former. Thus, if any
one afked us .what we mean, when we fay, a thing
¢annit but be, we might explain ourfelves by fay~
S mg'
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ing, we mean, it muft neceflarily be fo; as well
as explain Neceffity, by faying, it is that by which
a thing cannot but be. And Secondly, this de-
finition is liable to the fore-mentioned great incon-
venience : the words cannot or wunmable, are pro-
perly relative, and have relation to power exerted, -
or that may be exerted, in order to the thmg
fpoken of ; to which, as I have now obferved, the
. word Neceffity, as ufed by phllofophcrs has no re-
ference, -

PuivrosopuICAL Neceﬁity is really. nothing élfe
than the full and fixed connection betweenthe things
fignified by the fubje@ and predicate of a propos
fition, which affirms fomething to be true. When
there is fuch a conne&xon, then the thing affirmed
in the propofition- is neceflary, in a philofophical
fenfe; whether any oppofition, or contrary effort
be fuppofed or f{uppofable in the cale, or no.
When the fubject and predicate of the propofition,

which affirms the exiftence of any thing, either
fubftance, quality,. a& or circutnftance, have a
full and certain connection, then the exiftence or
being of that thing is faid to be neceffary in a
metaphifical fenfe. And in this fenfe I ufe the
word Neceffity, in the following difcougfe, when I
endeavour to prove that Neceflity is not “inconfy /tent
with liberty, |

THe fuch& ind préc‘lcate of a propofition,
which affirms exiftence of fomething, may have a
full, fixed, and certain conneétion feveral ways.

(1.) Tuey may have a full and perfect conne&ion
in and of tbemfelves ; becaufe it may imply a con-
tradiction, or grofs abfurdity, to fuppofe them not
connected. Thus many things are neceffary in
their own nature. So the eternal exiftence of

C4 being
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being generally confidered, is neceflary in iifelf
becaufe it would be in itfclf the greateft abfurdity”
to deny the exiftence of being in general, or to
fay there was abfolute and univerfal nothing 3 and
is as it were the fum of all contradi@ions; as
might be fhewn, if this were a proper place for
it.  So God’s infinity, and other attributes are ne-
ceflary. So it is neceflary iz its own nature, that
two and two fhould be four; and it is neceffary,
that all right lines drawn from the centre of a
circle to the circumference fhould be equal. It
is neceffary, fit and fuitable, that men fhould do
to others, as they would that they fhould do to
them. So innumerable metaphyfical and mathe-
matical truths are neceflary in themfelves: the fuba
ject and predicate of the propofition which affirms
them, are perfeétly conneéted of rbemfelves.

(2.) Tue connetion of the fubjet and predi-
cate of a propofition, which affirms the exiftence
of fomething, may be fixed and made certain, be-
caufe the exiftence of that thing is already come
to pafs; and either now is, or has been; and fo
has as it were made fure of exiftence. And there-
fore, the propofition which affirms prefent.and paft
exiftence of it, may by this means be made cer-
tain, and neceffarily and unalterably true; the paft
event has fixed and decided the matter, as to its

exiftence; and has made it impoffible but that ex« - -

. iftence fhould be truly predicated of it. Thus the
. exiftence of whatever is already come to pafs, is
now become neceflary ; it is become impoffible it
fhould be otherwife than true, that fuch a thing .
has been. o :

'(3.) Tus fubject and predicate of a propoﬁ; |
tion which affirms fomething to be, may have -
3 real and certain connection ¢onfequentially .an{d

. Q
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fo the exiftence of the thing may be confequentially
neceffary ; as it may be furely and firmly connetted
with fomething elfe, that is neceflary in one of the
former refpects. As it is either fully and thoroughly
connected with that which is abfolutely neceffary
in its own nature, or with fomething which has
already received and made fure of exiftence. This
Neceflity lies in, or may be explained 2y the con-
neétion of two or more propofitions one with an.
other. Things which are perfeétly conneéted with
other things that are neceflary, are neceflary them-
felves, by a neceffity of confequence.

Anp here it may be obferved, that all things
. which are future, or which will hereafter begin to
be, which can be faid to be neceffary, are neceflary
only in this laft way. Their exiftence is not necef-
fary in itfelf; for if fo, they always would have
exifted. Nor is their exiftence become neceflary
by being made fure, by being already come to pafs.
Therefore, the only way that any thing that is to
come to pafs hereafter, is or can be neceflary, is
-by a connection with fomething that is ncceflary
in its own nature, or fomething that already is, or
has been ; fo that the one being fuppofed, the other
certainly follows.. And this alfo is the only way
that ‘all things paft, excepting thofe which were
from eternity, could be neceffary efore they came to
pafs, or could come to pafs neceflarily-; and there-
fore the only way in which any effe¢t or event, or
any thing whatfoever that ever has had, or will
have a beginning, has come into being neceffarily,
or will hercafter neceffarily exift. And therefore
this is the Neceffity which efpecially belongs to
controverfies about the acts of the will.

It may be of fome ufe in thefe controverfies,
further to obferve concerning merapbyfical N pccﬂig,
s . that
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that - (agreabie to the diftinction before obferved of-
Neceflity, as vzlgarly underltood) things that exift
may be {aid to be neceflary, either with a general
or particular Neceflity. T he exiftence of a thing
may be faid to be neceflary with a general Necel-
fity, when all things whatfoever being confidered,
thereis a foundation for certainty of their exiftence
or when in the moft general and univerfal view of
things, the fubject and predicate of the propofi-
tion, which affirms its exiftence, would appear
with an infallible connection.

Anx event, or the exifience of a thing, may be
faid to be neceflary with a particular Neceflity, or
with regard to a particular perfon, thing or time,
when nothing that can be taken into confidera-

* tion, in or about that perfon, thing or time, alters,
the cafe at all, as to the certainty of that event,
or the exiflence of that thing; or can be of any
account at all, in determining the infallibility of
the connection of the fubject and predicate in
the propofition which affirms the exiftence of the -
thing; fo that it is all ore, as to that perfon, or
thing, at leaft, at that time, as if the exiftence
were neceflary with a Neceffity that is moft umiver-
fal and abfolute. 'Thus there are many things that
happen to particular perfons, which they have no
hand in, and in the exiftence of which no will
of theirs has any concern, at leaft, at that time;
which, whether they are neceflary or not, with
regard to things in general, yet are neceffary to
them, and with regard to any volition of theirs
ag that time ; as they prevent all acts of the will
about the affair. I fhall have occafion to apply
this obfervation to particular inftances in the tol-
Jowing difcourfe.—~Whether the fame things that
are neceflary with a particular Neceflity, be not alfo
neceffary with a general Neceffity, may he a matter

;- o ' of
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of future-confideration. Let that be as it will, ic
alters not the cafe, as to the ufe of this diftinction
of the kinds of Neceffity. . -

* Tuese things may be fufficient for the explain-
ing of the terms meceffary and Neceffity, as ters
of art, and as often ufed by metaphyficians, and
controverfial writers in divinity, in a fenfe diverfe
from,and more extenfive thantheir original meaning
in common language, which was before explained.

‘WHAT has been faid to fhew the meaning of the
terms #neceffary and Neceffity, my be fufficient for
the explaining of the oppofite terms, impoffible and
impo/fibility. For there is no difference, but only the
latter are negative, and the former pofitive. Im-
poffibility is the fame as megative Neceffity, or a Ne-

ceffity that a thing fhould not be. And.it isufed

as a'term of art in a like diverfity from the origi-
nal and vulgar meaning, with Neceffity.

Tue fame may be obferved concerning the
words unable and Inability. It has been obferved,
that thefe terms, in their original and common ufe,
have relation to will and endeavour, as fuppofable;
in the cafe, and as infufficient for the bringing to
pafs the thing willed and endeavoured. But as
thefe terms are often ufed by philofophers and di-
vines, efpecially writers on. controverfies .about
Free- Will, they are ufed in.a quite different, and
far more extenfive fenfe, and are applied to many
cafes wherein no will or endeavour for the bring-
ing of the thing to pafs, is or can be fuppofed,
but is actually denied and excluded in the nature

~ of the cafe,

As the words neceffary, impoffible, unable, &e.
are ufed by polemic writers, in a fenfe di}erfe
' from
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- fram their common fignification, the like has hap-
pened to the term contingent. Any thing is faid
to be contingent, -or to come to pafs by chance or
accident, in the original meaning of fuch words,
when its conne&tion with its caufes or antecedents,
according. to the eftablithed courfe of things, is
" not difcerned ; and fo is what we have no means
of the forefight of. And efpecially is any thing
faid to be contingent or accidental with regard to
us, when any thing comes to pafs that we are con-
cerned in, as occafions or fubjeéts, without our
forekrowledge, and befide our defign and fcope,.

But the word contingent is abundantly ufed in
a very different fenfe; not for that whofe con-
nection with the feries of things we cannot difcern,
{o as to forefee the event, but for fomething which
has abfolutely no previous ground or reafon, with
which its exiftence has any fixed and .certain con- -
‘nection.

SECTTION IV

Of the Diftinétion of ,natu.rval and moral Ncceﬁity,‘
. , and Inability. C

THAT Neceflity which has been explained,.
confifting in an infallible connection of the
things fignified by the fubject and predicate of a
propofition, as intelligent beings are the fubjects
of it, is diftinguifhed into moral and natural Ne-
ceflity. o :

I suaLL mot now ftand to enquire whether this
diftinction be a proper and perfect diftinction;
but. fhall only explain how thefe two forts of Ne-
ceflity are underftood, as the terms aie fomctirrngs

' ' -ufed,
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ufed, and as they are ufed in the following dif- .
courfe.

Tue phrafe, moral Necefity, is ufed varioufly§
fometimes it is ufed for a Neceffity of moral obli-
gation. So we fay, a man is under Neceffity,
when he is under bonds of duty and confcience,
which he cannot be difcharged from. So the word
Necefity is often ufed for great obligation in point
of intercft. Sometimes by moral Neceffity is meang
that apparent connetion of things, which is the
ground of moral evidence; and fois diftinguifhed
from abfolute Neceflity, or that fure connection of
thicgs, that is a foundation for infaliible certainty.
In this fenfe, moral Neceffity fignifies much the
fame as that high degree of probability, which
is ordinarily fufficient to fatisfy, and be relied upon
by mankind, in their condu& and behaviour in
the world, as they would confult their own fafety
and intereft, and treat others properly as members
of fociety. And fometimes by moral Neceflity is
meant that Neceffity of connection and confequence,
_ which arifes from fuch moral caufes, as the firength
" of inclination, or motives, and the connefion
which there is in many cafes between thefe, and
fuch certain volitions and ations. And it is in
this fenfe, that I ufe the phrafe, moral Necefity, in
the following difcourfe, :

By natural Neceffity, as applied to men,} I mean
fuch Neceflity as men are under through the force'
of natural caufes ; as diftinguifhed from what are
called moral caufes,  fuch as habits and difpo-
fitions of the heart, and moral motives and in-
ducements. Thus men placed in certain circum-
ftances, are the fubjects of particular fenfations
by Neceflity ; they feel pain when their bodies
are wounded ; they fee the objects prefented ,beﬁore-

' them
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them in a clear light, when their eyes are opened :
{o they aflent to the truth of certain propofitions,
as foon as the terms are underftood ; as that two
and two make four, that black is not white, that
two parallel lines can never crofs one ancther ; fo
by a natural Neceflity mens’ bodies move down-
wards, when there is nothing to fupport them.

Bur here feveral things may be noted concerning
thefe two kinds of Necefity.

1. Moral Neceflity may be as abfolute, as natural
Neceflity. That is, the effect may be as perfectly
connected with its moral caule, as'a natural ne- -
ceffary effect is with its natural caufe. Whether
the Will in every cafe is neceflarily determined by
the ftrongeft motive, or whether the Will ever
makes any refiftance to fuch a motive, or can ever
- oppofe the ftrongelt prefent inclination, or not; if
that mauter thould be controverted, yet I fuppofe
none will deny, but that, in fome cafes, a previous
bias and inclination, or the motive prefented, may
be fo powerful, that the act of the Will may be
certainly and indiffolubly connected therewith,
‘When motives or previous. bias are very ftrong, all
will allow that there is fome difficulty in going.
againft them. And if they were yer ftronger, the
difficulty would be ftill greater. And therefore,
if more were ftill added to their ftrength, to a cer-
tain degree, it would make the difficulty fo great,
~ that it would be wholly impoffible to furmount it;
for this plain reafon, becaufe whatever power men
may be fuppofed to have to furmount difliculties,
yet that power is nat infinite ; and fo goes not be-
yond certain limits, If a man can furmount ten
degrees of difficulty of this kind with twenty de-
grees-of ftrength, becaufe the degrees of ftrength
age beyond the degrees of difficuley: yet if the

v ‘ difficulty
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difficulty be increafed to thirty, or an hundred
or a thoufand degrees, and his ftrength not alfo
increafed, his firength will be wholly infufficient
to {urmount the difficulty. As therefore it muft
be allowed, that there may be fuch a thing as a
Jure and perfefz connection between moral caufes
and effects; fo this only is what 1 call by the
name of moral Ne:[fity.

2. Wauen T ufe this diftinction of moral and #a-
teral Neceffiry, 1 would not be underftood to fup-
po'e, that if any thing comes to pafs by the for-
mer kind of Neceffity, the nature of things is not
concerned in it, as well as in the latter. [ do not
mean to determine, that when a mworal habit or
motive is {o ftrong, that the act of the Will infal-
libly follows, this is not owing to the wature of
things. But thefe are the names that thefe two
kinds ef Neceflity have ufually been called by ;
and they muft be diftinguithed by fome names
or other; for there is a diftinction or difference
between them, thatis very important ig-its confe-
quences.. Which difference does not lie fo much
in the nature of the connef?ion, as in the two terms
connefled. The caufe with which the effect is
connected, is a particular kind ; viz. that which
is of a moral nature; either fome previous habi-
tual difpofition, or fome motive exhibited to the
underftanding. And the effect is alfo of a parti-
cular kind; being likewife of a moral nature;
confifting in fome inclination or volition of the
foul or voluntary action.

I supposE, that ncceffity which is called natural
in diftinction from moral neceflity, is fo called,
becaufe meer nature, as the word is vulgarly ufed,
is concerned, without any thing of choice. The.
word zature is often ufed in oppofitich to chaice 5

. : nog
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not becaufe nature has indeed never any hand in
our choice ; but this probably comes to pafs by

means that we firft get our notion of narure from
that difcernible and obvious courfe of events,
which we obferve in many things that our choice
has no concern in; and efpecially in the material
world; which, in very many parts of it, we eafily’
perceive to be in a fettled courfe ; the flated order-

and manner of fucccflion being ~very apparent.

But where we do not readily difcern the rule and
connection, (though there be a connettion, accord-
ing to an eftablithed law, truly taking place) we
fignify the manner of event by fome other name,
Even in many things which are fcen in the ma-
terial and inaniinate world, which do not difcern-
ibly and obvioufly come to pafs according to any
fettled courfe, men do not call the manner of the

-event by the name of nature, but by fuch names
as accident, chance, contingent, &c. So men make

a diftin&tion between nature and choice ; as though
they were compleatly and univerfally diftintt.
Whereas, I fuppofe none will deny but that choice,

in many cafes, arifes from nature, as truly as other °
events. But the dependence and conneétion be-

tween aéts of volition or choice, and their caufes;
according to eftablifhed laws, is not fo fenfi-'
ble and obvious. And we obferve that choice

i3 as it were a new peinciple of motion and ation,

different from that ettablifhed law and order of”

things which is moft obvious, that is feen éfpeci-
ally in corporeal and fenfible things; and alfo the

~ choice often interpofes, interrupts and alters the

chain of events in thefe external objeéts, and caufes
them to proceed otherwife than they would do,
if let alone, and left to go on according to the
laws of motion among themfelves. Hence it is
fpoken of as if it were a principle of motion en-

tirely diftinét from nature, and properly fet in op- -

pofition

7
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pofition to it. Names being commoiily given to
things, according to what is moft obvicus, and ig

fuggefted by what appears fo the fenfes without
tefleCtion and fefearch. C

3. It muft be obferved, that in Wwhat Has been
explained, as fignified by the name of moral Ne-
ceffity, the word Neceffity 18 ‘not ufed according to
the original defign and meaning of the word ¢
for; as as was obferved before, fuch térms, neceffary;
smpoffibié, irrefiffible, 8c. in common {peech, and
their moft proper fenfe, 4re always relative ; hav-
ing reference to fome fuppofable voluntary op:
pofition or endeavour, that 1s infufficient. But nd
fuch oppofition, or contrary will and endeavour,
is fuppofable in the cale of moral Neceffity ; which
is 4 ceftainty of the inclination and will itfelf
which does not admit of the fuppofition of - a
will to oppofe and refift it. For 1t is abfurd, to
fuppofe the fame individual will to oppofe itfelf;
- in its prefent act; or the prefent choice to be
oppofite to; and refifting prefent choice: as ab.
furd as it is to talk of two contrary motions; if
the fame moving body, at the fame time. And
therefore the very cafe fuppofed never admits of
any trial, whether an oppofing or refifting will
can overcome this Neceflity.

WaaT lias been faid of atural and moral Ne-
ceflity, may ferve to explain what is intznded by
natural and moral inability. We are faid to be na-
turally unable to do a thing; when we cannot do it
if we will; becaufe what is moft commionly called
#aturé do not allow of it, or becaufe of fome im-.
peding defect or obftacle that is extrinfic to the
will ; eithier inf the faculty of underftanding, con-
ftitution of body, or external objects. Moral In-
ability confifts not in any of thefe things; but

' B €ithier
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cither in the want of inclination; or the ftrength
of a contrary inclination; or the want of fufficient
motives in view, to induce and excite the act of the
will, or the ftrength of apparent motives to the
contrary. Or both thefe may be refolved into one s
and it may be faid in one word, that moral Inabi-
lity corfifts in the oppofition or want of inclination,
For when a perfon is unable to will or chufe fuch
a thing, through a defect of motives, or prevalence
of contrary motives, it is the fame thing as his be-
ing unable through the want of an inclination, or
the prevalence of a contrary inclination, in fuch
circumftances, and under the influence of fuch
views. :

To give fome inftance of this moral Inability,—
A woman of great honour and chaftity may have a
imoral Inability to proftitute herfelf to her {lave. A
child of great love and duty to his parents, may
be unable to be willing to kill his father. A very
lafcivious man, in cafe of certain opportunities.and
temptations, and in the abfence of fuch and fuch
reftraints, may be unable to forbear gratifying his

‘luft. A drunkard, under fuch and fuch circum.-

ftances, may be unable to forbear taking of firang
drink. A very malicious man.may be unable to
exert benevolent acts to an enemy, or to defire his
profperity : yea, fome may be fo under the power
of a vile difpofition, that they may be unable tg
love thofe who are moft worthy of their efteem and
affection. A ftrong habit of virtue, and great de-
gree of holinefs may caufe a moral Inability.tq love
wicknefs in general, may render a man unable

. to take complacence in wicked perfons or things :.

or. to chufe a wicked life, and prefer it to a virty-
ous life. And on the other hand, a great degree of
habitual wickednefs may lay a man under.an Ina.
bility ta love and chufe holinefs; “and render. him

. ' utterly

1
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utterly unable to love an infinitely holy Bcing, or
to chufe and cleave to him as his chief good:

© Here it may be of ufe to obferve this diftinc-
tion of moral Inability; wi¢ of that which Is ge-
neral and babitual, and that which is particuler and
occafional. By a general and babitaal imoral Inabi:
Tity, 1 mean an Inability in the hearc to dll exera
cifes or acts of will of that nature or kind;
through a fixed and habitual inclination, or an
habitual and ftated defect; or want of a certain
kind of iniclination. Thus a very ill-natured man
may be unable to exert fuch acts of benevolence;
as another, who is full of good nature, com-
monly exerts ; and a iman, whofc heart is habitu-
ally void of gratitude; may be unable ‘to exert
fuch and fuch grateful acts, through that ftated
defect of a grateful inclination. By particular and
occafional thoral Inability, I meanan Inability of
. the will or heart to a particular act, through thé
ftrength or defect’ of prefent motives; or of in-
ducemerits prefented to the view of ‘the under-
ftanding, on this occafion.——If it be fo, that thé
will is always determined by the ftrongeft mo-
tive, then it muft dlways have an Inability, in
this latter fenfe, to act otkerwife than it does; it
not being poffible, in any cafe, that the will
fhould, at prefent, go againft the motive which
has now, all things confidered, the greateft ftrength
and advantage to excite and indute it.—~=Thé
former of thefe kinds of moral Inability, con-
fiting' in that which is ftated, habitual aad ge-
neral; is moft commonly called by the name of
Inability ; becaufe the ‘word Inability; in its moft
proper and original fignification; has refpect to
fome flated defes?.  And this efpecially obrains the
name of Inability alfo upon another account:—
I before obferved; that the word Inability in itd
S 2 ofiginal
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o

original and moft common ufe, is a relative
term; and has .refpect to will and eneavour,
as fuppofable in the cafe and as infufficient to
bring to pafs the thing defired and endeavoured.
Now there may be more of an appeardnce and
fhadow of this, with refpect to the acts which
arife from a fixed and ftrong habit, than cthers
that arife only from tranfient occafions and caufes,
Indeed will and endeavour againft, or diverfe
from prefent acts of the will, are in no cafe fup-

ofable, whether thofe acts be otcafional or ha-
Eitual; for that would be to fuppofe the will,
at prefent, to be otherwife than, at prefent, it
is. But yet there may be will and endeavour
againft future acts of the will, or volitions that
are likely to take place, as viewed at a diftance.
It is no contradition, to fuppofe that the a&s of
the will at one time, may be againift the ads of
the will at another time; and there may be de-
fires and endeavours to prevent or excite future
alts of the will ; but fuch defires and endea-
vours are, in many cafes, rendered infufficient and
vain, through fixednefs of habit; when the oc-
cafion -returns, the ftrength’ of habit overcomes
and baflles all fuch oppofition. In this refpeét, a
man may be in miferable flavery and bondage to
a ftrong habit. But it may be comparatively eafy
to make an alteration with refpeét to fuch future
alts, as are only occafional and tranfient; be-
caufe the occafion or tranfient caufe, if forefeen,
may often ealily be prevented or avoided. On
this account, the moral Inability that attends fixed
“habits, efpecially obtains the name of Inability.
. And then, as the will may remotely and indireétly
_ refift itfelf, and doitin vain, in the cafe of ftrong

babits; fo reafon may refift prefent aéts of the

will,. and its refiftance be infufficient; and this is

more commonly the cafe alfo, when the aés arife
> from ftrong habit. ’ Bor

-
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But it muft be obferved concerning moral In-
ability, in each kind of it, that the word Inability
is ufed in a fenfe very diverfe from its original
import. The word fignifies only a natural In-
ability, in the proper ufe of it; and is applied to
fuch cafes only wherein ‘a prefent will or incli-
nation to the thing, with refpe&t to which a per-
fon is faid t6 be unable, is fuppofable. - It cannot
be truly faid, according to the ordinary ufe' of
‘language, that a malicious man, let him be never
fo malicious, cannot hold his hand from ftriking,
or that he is not able to fhew his neighbour kind-
nefs; or that a drunkard, let his.appctite be never
fo'ftrong, cannot keep the cup trom his mouth,
In the ftri¢teft propriety of ipeech, a man has
a thing in his power, if he has it in his choice,
“or at his election : and a man canpot be truly faid
to be unable to do a thing, when he can do it
if he 'will, 1t is improperly faid, that a perfon
cannot perform thofe external altions, which are
dependent on the aét.of the will, and which
would be eafily perfofmed, if the a& of the will
were prefent.  And if it be improperly faid, that
he cannot perform thofe external voluntary actions,
which depend on'the will, it is in fome'refpet
more improperly faid, that ke is unable to exert
the a&s of the will themfelves; becaufé it is more
evidently falfe, with refpe to thefe, that he can.
not if he will: for to fay fo, is a downright con-
tradition: it is eafly to fay he cannor will, if he
does will.  And in this cafe, not only is it true,
that it is eafy for a man to do the thing if he will,
but the very willing is the doing;” when once .
he has willed, the thing is performed; and no-

thing elfe remains to be done.  Therefore, in thefe - -

things to afcribe a non-performance to the want
of power or ability, is not juft; becaufe the
_shing wanting is not a being able, but a being

T " D3 o willing
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~awilling.  There are faculties of mind, and capa-
city of nature, and every thing elfe, fufficient,
but a difpofition; nothing is wanting but awill,

SECTION V.

Concerning the Notion vof Liberty, and of morai
' Agency. :

HE plain and obvious meaning of the words
‘ Freedom and Liberty, in common {peech, is
ower, opportunity, ar advantage, that any ome bas,
t0o do as be pleafes Or in other words, his being
free from hinderance or impediment in the way
of doing, or conduting in any refpe&, as he
wills. # And the contrary to liberty, whatever
name we call that by, is g perfon’s being hindred .
“or unable to condu¢t as he will, or being neceffis
tated to do atherwife.

Ir this which I have mentioned be the meaning
of the word Liberty, in the ordinary ufe of lan- .
guage; as I truft that none that has ever learned.
to talk, and is unprejudiced, will deny: then it
> will- follow, that in propriety of fpeech, neither
Liberty, nor its contrary, can properly be afe =
cribed to any being or thing, but that which hag
fuch a faculty, power or property, as is called
will.  For that which is poffefled of no fuch
thing as will, cannot have any power or opportu-
wity of doing according to its will, nor be neceffi-
tated to at comtrary to its will, nor be reftrained .
- from acting agreably to it, And therefare to tall§
/I fay not only dring, but ing ; becanfe a voluntay
forbeqriny ‘to dd{’ﬁttih‘é ﬁuillieﬂl{;%i'f {i',l:f!c:f &cY a:et:g
ftances of perfons’ conduc?, about wh’icﬁ Liberty is ¢xercifed ;
thongh they are not fo properly called dbing,

'
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of Liberty, or the contrary, “as belonging to the
wvery will itfelf, is not to fpeak good fenfe; if we
judge of fenfe, and.nonfenfe, by the original and
proper fignification of words. For the will it-
Jelf is not an Agent that bas a will: the power
of chufing, itfelf, has not a power of . chufing.
That which has the power of volition or choice
is the:man or the foul, and not the power of vo-
lition itfelf.  And he that has the liberty of doing
according to his will, is the Agent or doer who is
poffeffedt of the will 5 and not the will which he

1s poffeffed of. We fay with propriety, that'a . '

bird let loofe has power and liberty to fly ; but not
that the bird’s -power of flying has a power and
Liberty of flying. - To be fiee is the property of
an Agent, who is poffefled of powers and faculties, -
-as‘much as to be cunning, valient, bountiful, or
zealous. But. thefe qualities are the properties
of men or perfons; and not the properties of pro-
perties. ' . o

: Tan{ are two things that are contrary to this
which is called Liberty in common fpeech. One is.-
comfiraint : the fame is otherwife called force, com-
pulfion, and coaliony which is 2 perfon’s being ne-
ceflitated to do'a thing comrary to his will. The
other is reffraint ; which is his being hindred, and:
nat having power to do according to bis will. But
that. which has no” will, cannot be the fubjeét of”
thefe things.—I neced fay the lefs on this head,
Mr.- Locke having fet the fame thing forth, with fo
great clearnefs, in his Effay en the Human Under< .
Sfranding. T e 7 ‘

But one thing more I would obferve concern-
ing what is vulgarly called Liberty ; namely, that
- power and opportunity for one to do and conduét
as he will, or according to his choice, is all that
' D4 B
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is ' meant by it; without taking into the meaniug
of che word, any thing of the caufe or original of
that choice; or at all confidering how the perfon
came ta have fuch a3 volition; whether it was
caufed by fome external motive, ar internal habi-
tual bias ; whether it was determined by fome in-
ternal antecedent volition, or whether it happened
-without a caufe; whether it was neceffarily con-
ne&ted with fomething foregoing, or not con-
neGted. Let the perfon come by his volition or
‘choice how he will, yet, :if he is able, and there ig
nothing in the way to hinder his purfuing and exe-
cuting his will, the man is fully and perfeétly
free, according tp the primary and common no-
tion of freedom, ,
WhaT has been f3id may be fufficient to thew
what is meant by Liberty, according to the com-
mon notions of mankind, and in the ufual and
" primary acceptation of the wotd: but the word,
" as ufed by Arminians, Pelagians and others, who
oppofe the Calvinifls, has an entirely different fig-
nification.—Thefe feveral things belong to their
" notion of Liberty. 1. That it confifts in a fe/f-
" determining power in the will, or a certain fove-
reignty the will has over itfelf, and its own
‘acts, whereby "it determines its own volitions ;-
- fo as not to be dependent in its determinations,
- on any cryfe without itfelf, nor determined by
‘“any thing prior to its own alts 2. Indifference
belongs to Liberty in their notion of it, or that
- the mind, previous to the a& of volition be, in
- eqilibrie. 3. Contingence is another thing that be-
- Jongs and is eflential to it; not in the common
" “acceptation of the word, -as that as been already
“expluined, but as oppofed to all meceffity, or any
“fixed and certain conne&ion with fome previ-
- pus ground or reafon of its exiftence. They fup-
_~pole the effence of Libetty fo much. t9 confift
o : n .
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in thefe things, that unlefs the will of man be
free in this fenfe, he has no real freedom, how
much foever he may be af Liberty to a& according
to his will. v . :

A maral Agent is a being, that is capable of thofe
adidns that have a moral quaiity, and which can
propetly be denominated good or, evil in.a moral

{enle, virtuous or vicious, commendable or faulty.
“To moral Agency belongs a moral faculty, or fenfe

of moral good and evil, or of fuch a thing as de-

Afert or warthinefs, of praife or blame, reward or
-punifhment; and a capacity which an Agent has

of being influenced in his ations by moral induce-
ments or motives, exhibited to the view of under-
ftanding and reafon, to engage to a conduct agre.
able to the moral faculty. v

~ _Tue fun is veiy excellent and beneficial in its
~a@tion and influence on the earth, in warming

‘it, and caufing it to bring forth its fruits; but
. it is nor a moral Agent: its action, though good,

is not virtuous or meritorious, Fire that breaks

- out in a city, and confumes great part of it, is

very mifchievous in its operation; butis not a

- maral Agent: what it.does is not faulty or finful,

or deferving of any punithment. The brute crea.

. tures are not moral Agents: the altions of fome

of them are very profitable and pleafant ; others
are very hurtful : yer, feeing they have no moral
faculty, or fenfe of defert, and do not a&t from

- choice guided by underftanding, or with a ca-

pacity of reafoning and reflecting, but only from
initin&, and are not capable of being influenced by
moral inducements, their actions are not properly

- finful or virtuous; nor are they properly the fub-

je&ts of any fuch moral treatment for what they do,

* as moral Agents are for their faults or good'dee'ds.

Hery
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HeRrE it may be noted, that thereis a cireum- -
ftantial difference between the moral Agency of ac
ruler and a fubfest. 1 call it circumfaniial, becaofe:
1t lies only in the difference of moral inducements:.
they are capabie of being influenced by, arifing
from the differrence of circumflances. A ruler alt<>
ing in that capacity only, is not capable of bein
influenced by a moral law, and its fanétions of .
threatnings and promifes, rewards and punifhments,
as the fubjef? is; though both may be influenced
by a knowledge of moral good and evil. " And.
therefore the maoral Agency of the fupreme Being,
who aéts only in the capacity of a ruler towards
his creatures, and never as a fubjes?, differs in that

- refpect from the moral Agency of created intelli-

gent beings. God’s:altions, and particularly thofe
which he exerts as-a moral governor, have moral
qualifications, are morally good in the higheft de-
gree. They are moft perfectly holy and righteous;
and we muft conceive of Him as influenced in the

higheft degree, by that which, above all others, is
properly a moral inducement; wiz. the moral

good which He fees in fuch and fuch things: -
and therefere He is, in the moft proper fenfe,
a moral Agernt, the fource of all moral ablilty
and Agency, the fountain and rule of all virtue
and moral good ; though by reafon of his being
fupreme over all, it is not poffible He fhould be
under the influence of law or command, promifes
or threatnings, rewards or punithments, counfels
or warnings. The effential qualities of a moral
Agent are in God, in the greateft poffible perfec-
tion; fuch as underftanding, to perceive the diffe-
rence between moral good and evil ; a capacity of
dilcerning that moral worthinefs and demerit, by
which fome things are praife-worthy, others de-
ferving of blame and punifhment; and alfo a ca-
pacity of choice, and cﬁoice guided by underftand-

1ng,
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ing, and power of afting accerding to his c¢hoice
or pleafure, and being capable of doing thofe
things which are in the higheft fenfe praife-worthy.
And herein does very much confift that image of
God wherein he made man, (which we read of
Gen. 1. 26, 27. and chap. ix. 6.) by which God
diftinguithed man from the beafts, viz. in thofe:
faculcies and principles of nature, whereby He is
capable of moral Agency. Herein very much
confifts the natural image of God; as his fpiritual
and moral image, whercin man was made at firft,
confifted in that moral excellency, that he was
sndowed with, - : ) '

-
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Wherem 1t is conﬁdered whether there is

' ~or can be any fuch Sort of FREEDOM OF

* 'WiLL, as that wherein ARMINIANS place -

.. the Effence of .the Liberty of all moral

" Agents; and whether any fuch Thing ever

“quas or can be conceived of. < Y
SECTION L

Shewing the manifof Inconfiffence of the Arminian
Notion of Liberty of Will, toqﬁ/ung in the W’dl’
fclf-determining Power.

AVING taken notice of thofe things which

may be neceflary to be obferved, concern-

ing the meaning of the principal terms and phrafes™
made ufe of in controverfies concerning human
Liberty, and particularly obferved what Liberty
is according to the ¢common language and gene-
ral apprehenfion of mankind, and what it isas
underftood and maintained by Armmtam, I pro-
ceed to confider the Arminian notion of the Free-
dom of the IWiil, and the fuppofed. ceceffity of it
in order to moral agency, or in order to any on¢’s
heipg ,capable of virtue or vice;, and properly the
ﬂJBF}E&g command or counfel, pmil':: o? blame,
promifes or threatnings, rewards or punithments ;
‘or whether that which has been defcribed, as the
thing meant by liberty'in common {peech, ‘be not
fufficient and the only Liberty, which makes, or
can
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can make any one a moral agent, and fo pro-
perly the fubjct -of thefe things. In ¢kis Pare,
1 fhall corfider whéther any fuch thing bé pof-
fible or conceivable, as that Freedom of Will
which Arminians infift on; and fhall enquire, whe-
ther ary foch fort of Liberry be neceflary to moral
ageacy, &e. in the wext Part, '

- Axp firflt of all, I fhall confider the notion of 4
Jelf-determining Power in the Will: wherein, ac«
. cording to the Arwinians, does moft eflentially
confiit the Will’s Freedom 3 and thall particularly
enquire, whether it be not plainly abfurd, and a
manifeft inconfiftence, to fuppofe that ske will itfelf
determines all the free alls of the Will.

Here I fhall not infift on the great impropriety
of fuch phrafes, and ways of ipeaking, as she
Will’s determining ilfelf; becaufe ations are to be
afcribed to agents, and not properly to the pow-
¢rs of agents; which improper way of fpeaking
leads to many miftkaes, and much confufion,
as Mr. Locke obferves. But I fhall fuppofe” that
the Arminians, when they.fpeak of the Will’s de-
termining itelf, do by the Wil mean the fou!
wiiling. 1 fhall take it for granted, that when they
fpeak of the Will, as the determiner, they mean
#be foul.in the exercife of a power of willing, or
acting voluntarily. 1 fhall fuppofe this to be their
meaning, becaufe nothing elfe can be meant, with-
out the groffeft and plaineft abfurdity. In all
cafes when we fpeak of the powers or principles
of adting, as doing fuch things, we mean that
the agents which have thefe Powers of acting, do
them, in the exercife of thofe Powers So when
we {1y, valour fights courageoufly, we mean, the
man who is under the influence of valour fights
eourageoufly. -When we fay, love feeks the_og;
’ , Ject,
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je&t loved, we mean, the perfon loving, feeks that
obje&. When we fay, the underftanding difcern,
we mean the foul in the exercife of that faculty.
So when it is faid, the will decides or determines,
the meaning muft be, that the perfon in the exers
cife of a Power of willing and chufing, or the foul
acting voluntarily, determines.

THeREFORE, If the Will determines all its own
free alls, the foul determines all the free alts of
the will in the exercife of a Power of willing
and chufing; or, which is the fame thing, it
determines theny of choice; it determines its own
alts by chufing its own acts. If the Will de-
termines the Will, then choice orders and dete-
mines the. choice: and acts of choice are fub-
je€t to the decifion, and follow the conduct of
other aéts of choice. And therefore if the Will
determines all its own free acls, then every free
alt of choice is determined by a preceding a&
of choice, chufing that aét. And if that pre-
ceding a&t of the Will or choice be alfé a free
act, then by thefe pinciples, in this act too, the
Will is felf-determined: that is, this, in like
manner, is an act that the foul voluntary chufes;
or, which is the fame thing, it is an aét deter~
mined ftill by a preceding act of the Will, chu-
fing that. And the like may again be obferved
of the laft mentioned a&. Which brings us di-
rectly to a contradition : for it fuppofes an act
of the Will preceding the firft act in the whole
train, direfting and determining the reft; or a
free alt of the Will, before the firft free act of
the Will. Or elfe we muft come at laft to an act
of the Will, determining the confequent acts,
wherein the Will is not felf-determined, and fo is
not a free a&, in this notion of freedom: but if
the firft a& in the train, determining and fixing

the reft, be not free, none of them all can be free s
o S ' as
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as.is manifelt at firft view, but fhall be demon-

ﬂta;cd prefently.

19 .the will, whlch we find governs the mem-

bcrs of the body, and determines and comimands
their motions and ac&ions, does alfo. govern itfelf,
and determine its own motions and aétions, it
doubtlefs determines thern the fame way, even by
antecedent volitions. The Will determines which
way the hands, and feet fhall move, by an a&k

of volition or choice: and there is po other way

of the Will’s deterinining, direfting or command-
ing any thing at all. - Whatfoever the will com-
mands, it commands by an act of the Will. And
if it has itfelf under its command, and determines
itfelf in its own adtions, it doubtlefs does it the
fame way that it determines other things which
are under its command. 8o that if the freedom
ot the Will confifts in this, that it has itfelf and
its own actions under its command and direc-
tion, and its own volitions are determined by it-
felf, it will follow, that every free volition arifes
from another antecedent volition, direting and
commanding that: and if that direSing volition
be alfo free, in that alfo the will is determined;
that is to fay, that direCting volition is determined
by another going before that; and fo on till

. we come to the firft volition in the whole feries :.
and if that firft volition be free, and the Will
feM-determined in it, then that is determined by

apother’ volition . preceding that. - Which is a
contradiction; becaufc by the fuppofition, it can
have none before it, to direct or determine it; bes
ing the firlt .in. the train. But if that firft voli-

tion is not determined by any preceding act of the
Will, then that act is not determined by the:

Will, and fo is not. free in the Aruminian notion

of freedom, which confifts in the Will’s felf.de-~:

Li ter mma-
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termination. And if that firft a& of the Will,
which determines and fixes the fubfequent alts;
be not free, none of the following afts, which
are determined by it, can be free.—If we fuppofe
there are five atts in the train, the fifth and laft
determined by the fourth, and the fourth by the
third, the third by the fecond, and the fecond by
the firft; if the firt is not dctermined by the
‘Will, and fo not free, then rone of them are truly
determined by the Will: thatis, that each of them
are as they are, and not otherwife, is not. firft
owing to the Will, but to the determination of
the firlt in the feties, which is not dependent or
the Will, and is that which the Will has no hand
in the determination of. And this being that
which decides what the reft fhall be, and deters
mines their exiftence; therefore the firft deter:.
mination of their’exiftence is not from the Will,
‘The cafe is juft the fame, if inftead of a chain
of five aéts of the Will, we thould fuppofe a fuc-
ceffion of ten, or an hundred, or ten thoufand.
If the firft a&t be not free, being deterntined by
fomething out of the Will, and this determines
the next to ‘be agreable to itfelf, and that the
next, and fo on; they are none of them free, but
all originally depend on, and are determined by
fome caufe out of the Will: and fo 2l freedom
in'the cafe is excluded, and no a& of the Will
can be free, according to this notion of fre edomt.
If we fhould fuppofe a long chain of ten thou-
fand links, fo connefed, that if the firft link
moves, it will move the next, and that the next
and fo the whole chain muft be determined to
motion, and in the dire®ion of its motion by
- the motion of the firft link ; and that 1s moved
- by fomething elfe: in this cafe, though all the
links, but one, are moved by other parts of the
fame chiain; yet it appears that the motion of no
' one
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one, ‘nor the diretion of its motion, is ftom any
felf-moving or felf-determining Power in the.
chain, any more than ‘if every link were imme-.
diately moved by fomething that did not belong
to the chain.—If the will be not free in the firft
a&, which caufes the next, then neither is it free
in the next, which is caufed by that firft act:
for though inde¢d the will caufed it, yetit did
not caufe it freely; becaufe the preceding a®, by
which it was caufed, was not free. .And again,
if the will be not free in the fecond a&, fo neither
can it be in the third, which is caufed by that
‘becaufe in like manner, that third was-deter-
mined by an a& of the will that was not free.
And fo we may go on to the next a&, and from
that to the next; and how long foever the fuca
cefion of adts is, it is all one; if the firlt on which
the whole chain depends, and which determines -
all the reft, be not a free a& ; the will is not free
in caufing or determining any one of thofe afts;
becaufe the a&t by which it determines them all,
is not a free a&; and therefore the will is no more
free in determining them, than if it did not caufe
them at all.—Thus, this 4rminian notion of Li«
berty of the Will, confifting in the Will’s Self-
determination, is repugnant to itfelf, and fhuts itfelf
wholly out of the world, '

SECTION I

- Several fuppofed Ways of evading the foregoing
" " Reafoning, confidered.

it fhould be faid, that when the rminians
peak of the will’s determining its own alts, they -
do not mean that the will determines its a&s by
’ - B , any

IF ‘to evade the force of what has been obfct_‘v'ed,‘
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aily preceding at, or that one a&t of the will
deterniines another ; but only that the faculty or
power ‘of will, or the foul in the ufe of that
power, determines its own volitions; and that it
does it without any aét going before the a& de-
termined ; ‘fuch an evafion would be full of the
moft grofs abfurdity.——1I confefs, it is an Eva-
fion of my own inventing; and I do not know
but I fhould wrong the Arminians, in fuppofing
that any of them would make ufe of "it. ~ But it
being -as good a one as I can invent, I would ob-
ferve upon it a few things.” ’

First, If the faculty or power of the will de-
termines an act of volition, or the foul in the
4t ‘or exercife of that power, determines it, that

"is' the fame thing as. for the foul to determine’

volition 2y an aft of will. For an exercife of the
power of will, and an act of that power, are the
fame thing Therefore to fay, that the power of
will, ‘or -the foul in the #/e or exircife of that

power, determines volition, without an e of will

precedn;
diction, . .

-Ssicoivd‘nir, Ifa po'v;cr of will de,fe;r}riine'S' the a&t:

of the will, then a power of chufing determinés
it, For, as was before obferved, in every a& of
will, there is choice, and a power. of willing is
a power of chufing: But if a power of chufing
determines the act: of volition, it determines it by
chufing it. . For it is' moft-abfurd to.fay, thdt a
power of chufing determines one thing rather
than another, without chufing any thing. But
if a power of chufing determines volition%xy

mined by an antecedent choice, chafing that vos

Thirdiy,

g the volition’ determined, is a contra.

chus-
fing it, then here is the a& of volition deter:
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THIRDLY, To fay, the faculty, or the I‘ou] de<
termines its_own volition, but not by apy act; is
a contradiction. Becaufe for the’ {(eul to diref,
decidey or determine any Lhmg, fs to'acts, and this
is fuppofed ; for the QUEI is_here fpo ten ofa,,'s be-
ing a caule in this affair, brmcrmg ometbmg to
pals, or domg fomethmg, 6r, which is the fame
thing, exerting itfelf in order to an effect, which
,eﬂ:ect is the determination of volition, or the par-

4

ticular kird and mannex of an act of will. But

certainly, this exertion or action is not the fame
with the effect, in order to the production of
which it is exerted 5 but muft be fomethmg prior

to 1t.

Acan, The advocates for this notion of the

freedom’ of the will, fpeak of a certain fovreignsy
in the will, wherety it has power to determine its
own volitions. And therefore the determination
of volition muft itfelf be an act of the will ; for
otherwife it can be no exerecife of that fuppofed

power and fovereignty..

Acain, If the will determines itfelf, then either
the will is, af%ve .in determining its volitions, of
it is not.* If it be active in it,<then the determi-
nation'is an 4& of the will; and f{o .there is oné
act of the will determining another. But if the
will is not affive in the determinatibn, then how
does. it exercife any liberty in it? Thefe gentle-
men fuppofe that the thing whereini the will ex-
ercifes liberty, is in its determmmg its own acts,
but how can this be, if it be not afive in deter-
mining?. Certainly the will; or tne foul, cannot

exercife any liberty in that wherein it doth pot a, or

wherein it doth not exemfe s1felf. So that if elther
patt of this dilemma be taken, this Icherhe of li-

berty, confifting in fclf-determmmg power, is overs
E i thrown,
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thrown. If there be an act of the will in deter-
mining all its own free acts, then one free act
of the will is determined by another; and fo we
have the abfurdity of every free act, even the very
firft, fm-mined by a foregoing free act. But if
there be no act or exercile of the will in deter-
mining its own acts, then no liberty is exercifed
in determining them. From whence it follows,
that no liberty confifts in the will’s power to
determine its own acts; or, which is the fame
thing, that there is no fuch thing as liberty
confifting in .a.felf - determining power of the
will. | : -

Ir it fhould be faid, That although it be true.
if the foul determines its own volitions, it_mué
be active in fo doing, and the determination itfelf
muft be an act; yet there is no need of fuppafing
this act to be prior to the volition determined :
but the will or foul determines the act of the
will in willing ; it determines its own volition, 2z
the very act of volition ; it directs and limits the
act of the will, caufing it be fo and not other-
wife, in exerting the act, without any preceding
act .to exert that. If any fhould fay after this
manner, they muft mean one of thefe three things;
Either, (1.) That the determining act, though it
be before the act determined in the order of na-
ture, yet it is not before it in order of time. . Or,
(2.) That the determining act is not before the act
determined, either in the order of time ot nature,
nor is truly diftince from it; but that the foul’s
determining the aét of volition is the fame thing

~with its exerting the act of volition ¢! the mind’s
exerting {uch a particular act, is its caufing and
determining the act. Or, (3.) That volition has
no caufe, and is no effect; but comes into exif-
<ence, with fuch a particular determination, with-
: : “ - out
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out any ground or reafon of its exiftence and deter-
mination. , I fhall confider thefe diftinétly. -

. (1.) Ir all that ‘is- mearit, be; thaccthe-- deger-
mining act is not before' the ‘act 'deterthived in
order of .fime, it will-ndf help ‘’ilfe Rdfe athall,
though it thould be allowed.’’ 'Ff it"#® befdfe the
determined act in the order of nature, being the
caufe or ground of its exiftence, 'this as much
proves it to be diftinct from it, and independent
on it, as if it were before in the order of time.
As the caufe of the parcicular motion of a natural
body in a certain direction, may have no diftance
as to time, yet cannot be the fame with the mo-
tion effected by it, but muft be as dittinct from
ity as any other caufe, that is before its effect in.
the order of time: as the architect is diftinct
from the houfe which he builds, or the father
diftinct from the fon which he begets. And if
the act of the will determining be diftinct from
the act determined, and before it in the order of
nature, then we can go back from one to another,
till we come to the firft in the feries, which has
no act of the will before it in the arder of na-
ture, determining it; and confequently is an act
not determined by the will, and fo not a free act,
in this notion of freedom. And this being the
act which determines all the reft, none of them
are free acts, As when there is a chain of many
links, the firft of which only is taken hold of and
drawn by hand ; all the reft may follow and be
moved at the fame inftant, without any diftance
of time; but yet the motion of one link is before
tthat of another in the order of nature; the laft is
moved by the next, and that by the next, and fo
till we come. to the firft ; which not being moved
by any other, but by fomething diftinct trom the
whole chain, this as much proves that no partis

' : R moved
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.moved by any felf-moving power in the chain, as
f the motion of one link followed that of another
" n the order of time. :

(2.) Tr any fhould fay, that the determining
act is not before the determined act, either in
the order of time, or of nature, nor is diftinct
from 1t; but that the exertion of the'act is the
determination of the act; that for the foul to
exert a particular volition, is for it to ‘caufe and:
determine that act of volition: I would on this
obferve, that the thing in queftion feems to be
forgotten, or kept out of fight, in a darknefs
and unintelligiblenefs: of fpeech; unlefs fuch an
objector would .mean to contradict himfelf.—
The very act of volition itfelf is doubtlefs a de-
termination of mind; 7. e. it is the mind’s draw-
ing up a conclufion, or coming to a choice, be-
tween two things, or more, propofed'to it, But
determining among external okjeiZs of choice, is
not the fame with determining the 4 of choice
itfelf, among various poffible acts of choice.—
The queftion is, What influences, directs, or de-
termines the mind or will to come to fuch a
conclufion or choice as it does? Or what is the
caufe, ground, or reafdn, why it concludes thus,
and not otherwife ? Now it muft 'be anfwered, ac-
cording ‘to the Arminian notion of freedom, thdt
the will influences, orders ‘and determines itfelf
thus to act. And if it does, I fay, it muft be
by fome antecedent act. To fay, it is caufed, ine
finenced and ‘determined by fomething, and yet
not.determined by any thing antecedent, either in
order of time or nature, is a contradiction. For
that is what is meant by a thing’s being prior in
the order of nature, that it'is fome way the caufe
or reafon of the thing, “with refpect to which it is

coay

I
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Ir the particular act or exertion of will which
comes into exxﬁcnce, be any thing properly de-
termined at all, then it has fome caufe of its ex-
iting, and of its exifting in fuch a particular de-
terminate manner, and not- another, fome caufe,
whofe . influence decides the matter which' caufe is
dlﬁmct from the effect, and prior toit. Butto
fay, that the will or mind orders, influences and
detcrmmes itfelf to exert fuch an act as it does,
by the-very exertion ftfelf, is to make the exertion
both caufe and effect; or the exerting fucn an act,
to be a cauvfe of the exertion of fuch an act. For
the queftion is, What is the caufe and reafon of
the foul’s exerting fuch an act? To which the an~
fwer is,” The foul exerts fuch an act, and that is
the caufe of it. And fo, by this, the exertion
muft be prior in’ the order of nature to ltfelf and
diftinet from itfelf,

(3) Ir the ‘meaning be, that the foul’s exers
tion of fuch a pamcular act of will, is a thing
that comes to pafs of itfelf, without any caufe;
and that there is abfolutely no ground or reafon
of the foul’s being determined to exert fuch a.
volition, -and make fuch a choice, rather than
another, I fay, if this be the meaning of Armi-
sians, when they contend fo earneftly for the will’s
detcrmmmg its own acts, and for liberty of will
.confifting in felf-determining power; they do no-
thing but confound themfelves and others with
words without a meaning. In the queltion; What -
determines the will?2 and. in their anfwer, that tbe
will determines itfelf, and in all the difpute about
it, it feems to be taken for granted that fome-
thing determines the will; and the centroverfy
on this head is not, ‘whether any thing at all de-
termines it, or whether its determination has any
caufe or foundation at all: but where the foun-

- Eq¢. ~ dation ,
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dation of it is, whether in the will itfelf, or fome-
where elfe. But if the thing intended be what
is above-mentioned, then all comes to this, that
nothing at all determines the will; volition hav-
ing abfolutely no, caufe ar foundation of its exif-
tence, either within, or without. There is a
great noife made about felf-determining power,
as the fource of all free acts of the will: but when
the matter comes to be explained, the mean-
ing is, that no power at all is the fource of thefe
acts, neither felf-determining power, nor any other,
but they arife from nothing; no caufe, no power,
no influence, being at all concerned in the matter,

However, this very thing, even that the free
acts of the will are events which come to pafs
without a caufe, is certainly implied in the Ar-
minian notion of liberty of will; though it be
very inconfiftent with many other things in their
fcheme, and repuguant to fome things implied
in their notion of liberty. Their opinion im-
plies, that the particular determination of voli-
tion is without any caufe; becaufe they hold the
free acts of the will to be contingent events; and
contingence is effential to freedom in their no-
tion of it. But certainly, thofe things which have
a prior ground and reafon of their particular
cxiftence, a caufe which antecedently determines
them to be, and determines them to be juft as
they are, do not happen contingently. If fome-
thing . foregoing, by a caufal influence and con-

neftion, determines and fixes precifely their com-

ing to pals, and the manner of it, then it does not
remain a contingent t_hing whether they fhall come
$o pafsor Ro, T o
Anp becaufe it Is a queftion, in many refpeéts,
very important ih this controverfy about the free-
,,dom‘ of ‘will,v whether the free afls of the will are
- - ) events
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events which come to pafs without a caufe? 1 fhall

be particular in examining this point in' the two
following fections. , i

SECTION IIL

Whbether any Event whatfoever, and Volition in
particular, can come to pafs without g Caufe of
its exiftence.

v EFORE 1 enter on any argument on this

Bfubje&,\l would explain how I. would be
underftood, when I ufe the word Caufe in this
difcourfe : fince, for want of a better word, I
fhall have occafion to ufe it in a fenfe which is
more extenfive, than that in which it is fometimes
ufed, The word is often ufed in fo reftrained a
fenfe as to fignify only that which has a pofitive
efficiency or influence to produce a thing, or bring it
to pafs. But there are many things which have
no fuch pofitive productive influence; which yet
are caufes in that refpet, that they have truly
the nature of a ground or reafon why fome
things are, rather than others; or why they are
as. they are,  rather than otherwife. Thus the
abfence of the fun in the night, is not the Caufe
of the falling of the dew at that time, in the
fame manner as its beams are the Caufe of the
afcending of the vapours in'the day-time; and
its withdrawment in the winter, is not in the
fame manner the Caufc of the freezing of the
waters, as its approach in the {pring is the
caufe of their thawing. But yet the withdraw-
ment or abfence- of the fun is an antecedent,
“with which thefe effe@ts in the night and winter
are copnetted, and on which they depend ; and
is one thing that belongs to. the ground and
reafon why they come to pafs at that time, ra-
ther than at other times; though the abfence of

the
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the fun is nothing pofitive, nor has any pofitive
influence. o

It may be further obferved, that when I fpeak
of conneétion of Caufes and Effelts, 1 have refpect
to moral Caute$, as well as thofe that are called
matural in diftinction from them. Moral Caufes
may be Caufes in as proper fenfe, as any Caufes’
-whatfoever'; may Have as real an influence, and
may as truly be the ground and reafon of an
Event’s coming to pafs. - L

4

‘Trererore T fometimes ufe the word Caufe, in-
this enquiry, to Ggnify any antecedent, eithér na.
‘tural or moral, pofitive or negative, on which an
Event, either a thing, or the manner and cir-
cumftance of a thing, fo depeads, thdt.it is the
ground and reafon, either in whole, or in parr,
why it is, rather than not; or why it is as'it is,
rather than otherwife; or, in other words, any
antecedent with which a confequent Evént is fo
. conneéted, that it truly belongs to the reafon why*
thie propofition which affirms that Event, is true;
whether it has any pofitive influence, or not. And’
it an agreeablenefs to this, I fometimes ufé the”
word cfr’?& for the confequence of another thing,
which is perhaps rather an occafion than a Caufe,
moft properly {peaking. '

"I am the more careful thus to explain my mean-
ing, that I may cut off occafion, from any that
might* feek occafion to cavil and object againft
fome things which I may fay concering the deperi-
dence of  all things which come to pafs, on