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SERMON.

HEBREWS, xii. 2.
«* Looking unto Jesus, the author and finisher of our Jaith ; who_
for the joy that was set before him, endured the cross, despinng
the shame, and is set doxcn at the right hand of the throne of God.”

BY casting an eye on the context, it is at once
discovered, that the design of the Apostle was to
induce his christian brethren to stedfastnessand per-
severance in the christian profession. That he
might the better succeed in this most lJaudable at-
tempt, he sets before them certain characters as ex-
amples. He adverted to Abraham, ¥saac, Jacob,
Joseph, Moses, &c. and finally, he comes to Jesus,
as the chief of ali, as to a perfect directory.

Much might be said on the great propriety of
the Apostle’s method here observed. Nothing 1s
more serviceable in pointing out the duties involv-
ed in any profession, nor is there any thing more
powerful to incite {c the performance of such du-
ties, than example. The examples set forth in the
context, seem admirably calculated to give us just
conceptions of the real object of the christian dis-
pensation, the duties incumbent on its votaries, and
the reward held out to induce the professor to
faithfulness.

The design of this Sermon, as a distinct object, is
to settle a qquestion respecting the great influential
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object held outas a reward for christian labours and
chritian sufferings.

It is amost reasonable thing, that a reasonable
reward should be expected for services of all kinds,
and it is equally as absurd to expect faithfulness in
ourseires or in others, without the expeciation of
an adequate reward, as it is to promise ourselves
a compensation for services infinitely greater than
such services can merit.

Should the labourer, whom you might employ,
absurdly calculate,tbat at the close of day Le should
be put in possession of your whole estate, as a nght-
eous compensation for his day’s work, he would, no
doubt, be offended, should one inform him that no
such reward would be allowed for his services.
And it is evident, that his absurd calculation, in
this case, is the cause of his disappsintment. 1f he
had been reasonable in his expectaiicns, he would
bave been satisfied with a compensation proporiion-
ed to his services. So, when christian professors
promise themselves immortality and eternal life, as
a recompence for their labors in the cause of reli-
gion, they prepare themselves to be disappointed.
They infinitelv overrate their work. Nor will they
at once be satisfied by being told, that though their
good works can never merit the expected reward,
vet shall they receive a reasonable compensation
for all their services and for all their sufferings;
and moreover, that what they had expected as a
compensation for their work, they have as a gift of
God ; not because they merit it, but because it was
the will of our Heavenly father {o give unio us
eternal life in his son. The reason why this infor-
mation is not satisfactory is, because if works can-
not merit immortality a: eternal life, and if God
has been graciously pleased to give mankind this
invaluable inheritance in Christ Jesus, then those
who have no good works to recommerd them, are
-qual heirs with themselves.
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This is too humiliating. "What, shall our wicked,
unbelieving, unconverted, unregeneratzd neighbors
be clothed in the beautiful robes of immortality,
and shine as brilliantly in the righteousness of God
in the eternal world as we? We who have borne
» the burden and heat of the day, we who have been
regenerated and born of the spirit, who have be-
lieved 1n Jesus and laboured in his cause, are we to
be placed on a level with these spiritually blind,
bhalt, and leperous? Could we be persuaded iato
this belief, we would at once forsake the religion of
Christ, his divine commands we would treat with
utter neglect, our sinful propensities should all be
gratified, and sensual indulgence should be onr
constant employ. The sabbath, the sanctuary, the
holy services of devotion would,be all beaeath our
notice, there would be left no inducement to deny
ourselves and to bear the cross of Christ. In one
word, if ycu take away the awful penalty of eternal
punishment for unbelief and sin, we would not be-
lieve in Jesus nor would we obey his laws. The
substance of all this, my brethrep, is constantly held
up and earnestly contended for by the professed
enemies of the faith we profess, and the holy voca-
tion to which we have been called. The forego-

ing insinuations are practiced on minds naturally
feeble and habitually timid ; the fond, the pious
matron 1s told, that if the dreadful penalty of end-
less punishment be not enforced on the minds of
ber sons and daughters, she bas no right to expect
them to be either religious or virtuous. It is con-
tended that this penalty is an indispensible requisi-
ticn, 1n the cause of religion and m«:rality, and that
to deny it is to open the door of impiety, and eve-
ry sinful practice.

Let us ask the question, whether the author and
finisher of our faith undertook the work of man’s
redemption, whether he faithfully laboured and
suffered in this cause under the penalty of eternal
condemnation. Did he behold in his adorable faih-
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er a lowaiing vengcance which threatened his eter-
nal banislinent from hiz father and his God, if he
refused the mighty uadertaking? It can hardly be
nccessary {o explain hew this question relates to
our subject. The bearer already discovers that if
such a penalty was not necessary in the commence-
ment of {his ministration, it cannot be in the prose-
cutionof it ; if it was unnecessary to induce the
czptain of our salvation, why is it necessary to en-
gage the disciple !

Surely it was not to purchase his father’s love,
that the son of God, condescended to become
poor, that we through his poverty might be made
rich, for this he fullv possessed before. The testi-
mony cf the father is. * This is my beloved son n
whom | am well plcased.” Not to purchase eter-
nal glory, hife and immortality did Jesus un-
dertake the work of man’s salvation ; for of all
this was he an heir before the foundation of the
world. Never did the blessed redeemer inform his
disciples that the dreadful penalty of everlasting
destruction lay before him; and that to avoid the in-
discribable catastrophe he must do the whole work
of him who sent him. And as be zave no intima-
tion of any such penalty for himself, so he never
made usze of it asa mean to induce any one 1o be-
come his disciple, or fo coutinue faithful to his
cause.

But why was this penalty unnecessary 1o engage
the captamn of our <alvation, to undertake, and to
proseciite ¢ilectually our redemntion? Answer:
the love which Le had for our <inful world, was suf-
ficient {5 induce hiin to give himself a ransom for
allmen. Ifit he an undeniable maxim with the phi-
losoph:-r, that iz accounting for any of the phenom-
ena of nature, no inore cauge should ever be sought
than what is adegaate {o the effect, may we not
with equal propricty conicnd, that if we have found
a suffi-ieni cau-« for any of the divine phenomena
of the dispensation of grace, we expose ourselves
lo err by secking after othier causes in the regions
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of 1magmatlon ! The scriptures account for the
cause of man’s redemption as follows: « Herein is
love, not that we loved Cod, but that he loved us,
and sent hisson to be the propitiation for our sins.”
Because God loved *'s he sent his son to be every
thing to us, which by grace he is made; such as
“ Wisdom, righteousness, sanctification and re-
demption.” And as this love in God towards man
was sufficient to produce this unspeakably glorious
event,there was no need of any other cause, no oth-
er can be found. No other can possibly exist. For
if this cause was sufficient, and did produce the
effect, it was not produced by a different cause. As
a motive which moved Jesus to die for man, the di-
vine testimony explicitly dec]ares, that “ he loved
us and gave himselffor us.” The love of Christ to
sinners, is assigned as the cause, which moved him
1o give himself for us. If this was the cause, and
if this cause did produce in him a willingness,
then we have no occasion to seek for any other;
nor can there be any other cause, that is, no other
distinct from this.

What was the « joy that was set before him,” for
which he “endured the cross, dispising tne chame 27
It was the accomplishment of the glonous object
for which he laboured. « He loved the Church and
gave himself for it ; that he might sanctify and
cleanse it by the Washmor of water by the word ;
that he might present it to “himself a glorious church
not having spot or wrinkle, or any such thing ; but
that it should be holy and without blemish. » The
joy that was set before him, was a world redeemed,
sanctified, cleansed, and glorified in the Lord our
righteousness. This object perfectly answered to
the love which he had for the world ; it was all his
love for us desired. And when in pursmt of this

soi:! rejoicing ebject, and in possession of full assu-
rance respecting obtaining the end of his labors
and sufferings, he desplced all the shame, all the
contempt and abuse which he received from his en-

cinies.
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This consummnate joy which was set before Jesus
rendered all his labors and all bis sufferings his
meat and his drink. « My meat is to do fhe will of
him that sent me, and to finish his work.” < We
have seen and do testify, that the father sent the
son to be the Saviour of the world.” <« He shall
save his people from their sins.” « Who hath de-
livered us from the power of darkness, and hath
translated us into the kingdom of his dear son.”
« For God sent not his son into the world to con-
“demn the world, but that the world through him
might be saved.” That is,saved from sin, from un-
belief, from idolatry, from » - ral darkness, and all
the evils of unreconciliation to God. For “God
was 1n Christ, reconciling the world unto himself,
not imputing to them their trespasses.”

It may be proper to remark, that the Saviour
was appoioted, not io prevent the wicked from be-
coming blind, or the transgressor from going into
prison, but “ to open the blind eyes, to bring out
the prisoners from the prison, and them that set in
darkness out of the prison house.” The Saviour’s
grace was not designed to prevent that death which
was the curse of the law from coming upon the
transgressor, “ But God, who is rich in mercy, for
his great love wherewith he loved us, even when we
were dead in sins, hath quickened us together with
Christ” Such was the object of the Saviour’s la-
bors and sufferings, and such was the joy and re-
ward set before him,concerning which it is written.
« He shall see of the travel of his soul, and shzll be
satisfied, for by his knowledge shall my righteous
servant justify many, for he shall bear their iniqui-
ties.”

We may now advert to some of the examples
which the Apostle has seen fit to associate in our
context. For instance, Abraham : « By faith A-
braham, when he was called to go out into a place
which he should after receive as an inheritance, o-
beyed and he went out, not knowing whither he
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wenl, B fiuith he sojonrned in the land of prom-
ise as in a strange country; dwelling in tabernacles
with Isaac and Jacob: for he looked for a city
which hath foundations, whose builder and maker is
God.” ¢ By faith Abrabai, when he was tried, of-
fered up Isaac, and he who had received the prom-
ise offered up his only begotten son, of whom it was
said, in [saac shall thy seed be called ; accounting
that God was able to raise him up, even from the
dead, from whence also he reeeived himin a figure.”
Was Abrahamn threatened  wiih eternal condemna-
tion, with everlasting torments in the future world
il he retused to obey God 2 Did the God of Abra-
iam put him on trial between the penalty  of eter-
nal misery, or the offering up of Isaac?  Have we
the least intimation that Abraham’s faith or obedi-
ence was the effect of such a penalty 7 Surely we
have not.  Abrahant’s faith was the effect of the di-
vine promise, accompanied with miraculous evi-
dence, and his obedience was the effect of his love
of God, and his confidence in his unalterable word.
He was fully persuaded, that he who had promised
him his son, and had fulfilled that promise notwith-
standing the natural improbabilityof the event,could
if he pleased, raise the darling of his soul from
death, and make him a great nation, and in him
biess all the nations of the earth.

Perhaps our limits will allow us to notice what is
said of Moses, « By faith Moses, when he was
come to years, refused to be called the son of Pha-
roah’s daughter, chusing rather to suffer affliction
with the people of God, than to enjoy the pleasures
of sin for a season, estecining the reproach of
Christ greater riches, than the treasures in Egypt.
How shall we account for this remarkable choice
of Moses? When an infant he was lodged among
the flags, by the brink of the Nile, while his little
sister Miriam watched afar off to see what would be
the fate of the child. ‘There lay the future Savi-
our and deliverer of his people. Phavoah’sdaugh-
ter came to the place, heaven directed her ; she
found the infant and had compassion on it. She
nursed it and it became her son. !e was learned
inall the wisdom of Egvpt, at thai time the most
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learned nation on eartl;. 'T'he honers and favours
of the Court were his. Whatever is culenlated to
flatter the vanity of youth, feed the natural pride
of the human heart, and influence ambition were at
his devotion. From moving in such a circle of
Looor, what could induce him?  He looked on the
suiferings of his bvethren, ke saw thewn in the « iron
furnace” of afiliction, the soul of phiianthropy, uf
the genu’ne patriot, v.as moved with compassion’s
irresistible force, He chose Lis lot with his pco-
ple.

At the special command of God, and under Lis:
divine direction, he undertook and finaily accomn-
plished the redemption of the family of” promiise.
Here let us ask, did Moscs refuse to be called the
son of Pharoah’s daughter, cause to suffer atfliction
with the people of God in prefcrence to enjoving
the treasures of Egvpt, undertake at the command
of God the deliverance of lsrael un:ler the penalty
of ¢tevnal misery in the futureworld ! Is there in
the whola account we have of these remarkable e-
vents aay intimation that Moses was threatened
with this endless tm'!uro in the coming world, which
isnow held up by professed ministers of gospel
grace, as ain m(h:xm nsable foundation of faith, pie-

ty and virtuc

Was Moses promi.~:(zd the reward of immortality
and eternal life &z 2 compensation for his obedience!
We surely have no such account.  But we are in-
formed that « he had respect to the recomnpense of
reward.” Wiat was this reward? That which
was promised him by tlic angel of God in Mount
Floreb; it wa igat e sheuld deliver his people
from boadazc, and bilug them into the land of
promise. And when this servant of God was so

Lappy as to ren’ie that all Laracl were landed on

the cppagite shore of the red sea, from Egypt, and
i%m, their ereies were destroved, he and all Isracl

stz anto the Lord a song of deliverence.  'T'lis
was a reazonable and Iull\ adequale recompence
o reward. He now beheld nearly three millions of
people, who were but a few hours before abject
siaves, free and independent,  Can we,without do-
g violence to vur own undersiandings, pretend
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that this reward was not a compensation fully ade-
quate to the sacrifices which Moses had made in re-
fusing to be called the son of Pharoah’s daughter,
and for the afllictions which he suffered with the
people of God? Is there a real patriot in the world
who would not do as much for his country for such
a reward ?

Such, my brethren, are the examples which a di-
vinely inspired Apostle has presented us, as patterns
for our itnitation- And now, let us carefully and
with due attention look unto Abraham, let uslook
unto Moses, and, above all, Ict us look unto Jesus,
the author and finisher of our faith. Did those an-
cient worthies, did this perfect directory set us an
example?  Shall we then contend that the motives
and rewards which were suflicient to produce such
examples of faith, of picty, of patience, of labour,
of rufferinzs and of every virtue honourable to God
and profitable to man, are insutficient to produce in
u« an humble imitation of such examples ? Shall
we turn from such incitements, and seek 1n the wis-
dom of thix world for an eternal, unmerciful penal-
ty, on which to form a system of terror, contrived
by priesteraft to make us religious and moral ?
Shall we persuade ourselves and our children to
build faith and all the duties of religion on the fear
of endlessmisery ! Shall we support the dishonor-
able idea, that religion and morality are not worthy
our attention, unless endless misery threaten on the
one hand,and immortality is promised on the other?
Have those who have built their religion and
morality on this foundation, been able to set us a
better example than the patterns quoted by the A-
postle in our context? [f we examine the history
of this system of religious terror, shull we not be
presented with a persecuting priesthood and hierar-
chy, and a dissoluteness in morals, which would
dizgrace the darkest age of heathenism ?

What is the reason that a religion which promi-
ses its volaries immortality and eternal life for obe-
dience,and threatens delinquents with the unspeak-
able woes of endless misery, after all produces so
little vital religion or pure morality ? The reason
of thisis found in 1ne very nature of man, and in



the order of things. Give to men anirksome task
to perform, threaten them with excruciating tor-
tures in case of disobedicnee or failure, and their
calculations will be to do as little of the hated work
as possible and avoid the penalt.  Theirconstant
study will be to find out inventions to elip and scant
the work. Whoever caleulato - on human nsture
diflerently will be disappointed.  But give to men
an emplovment which reason and common sense
will jiestify, and which is naterally productive of
their advantage, aod let then naderstand, that in the
very naturc of thing-, the iy '.tiihl'ulm-ss: will procire
them a reasonable and a wnple reward, give them fo
understand the whole of tiwir dut) is planped i
the witcst wnd best nitnne v for their present happi

ness,and that no intere-t is to be cerved by their ex-
prtions exclusive of their owi ; the selfishuess nat-
ural to men will induce them to be faithful, Pre-
sent to men a religion whose services are all ealeu-
foted to pmmote their rational cnjoyment, whicb
takes nothing from them without :(iun.w'r nore
than its value, and whose increase of duty is anin-
crease of happinese, and there is but little danger
but they will eazerly accept itand practice its pre-
cents; this world is full of labour, toil and trafic,

and the whole is carried on Ly the power of thi-
principle.  There is nothing that a man will not
part with if he can obtain that in exc hange which he
values higher than that which he lets go,  And if
we absurdiy calenlate on engaging men on any oth-
er principle, we =hall have the mortification of look-
ing for them where they are not.  If from promis-
es or threatenings, or both togcther, pvﬁple are
brought to ¢nzage in a u,lwmn whose services are
irksome, they Will most assur sy Iu, neglected.

Lot ns then enguire what will inake {he duties of
religion pleasureable.  The Redeemer says, “imy
voke is easy and my burden is light.”  What makes
itco? Not because we may indulge in all manner
ol 5115 not beecause there are not arduous labours
to be performed ; not beecanse great sacrifices and

uflerings ave nct te be endured, but because the
dutn of the religion of Jesus can never be petform-
ed but fromapr mcmlc of love, and love: makes the
fabor and the coden casv end light,
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¥ hat is here contended for may be seen in the
government of a family of children. f the parent
calculates on the principles of terror, and expects to
have his children faithful and obedient for fear of
an unmerciful punizhment, it is true the children
may be, for a scason, filled with dread and horror,
but all thi< ¢an never induce them to attend with a
checrfulness and pleasure to the commandments
enjoined. And even when under the most fearful ap-
prehensions, theyv will be scrupulous about the ex-
tent of their duty. They will invent a thousand
ways to hold up the appearance of faithfulness
where they have studied to come short. The idea
may be extended still further, and the disobedient
children may be exercised with punishments of cru-
cl severity, such as can be seen to have no mercy or
compassion mingled with them, and all this shall
eerve to alienate their hearts from the parent, to fix
a settled hatred in their ninds against every re-
quirement, and instead of softening, harden their
hearts, in room of inclining themn to filial duties.
turn their faces and affections directly the other way
—Bat that kind of discipline whose pungent sever-
ity iz in the manifestations of parental love, compas-
<iori and tenderness 1s the most sure of its object.
T'his is « that wisdom which dwells with prudence,
and finds out knowledge by witty inventions.” 1t
so contrives the adininistration of chastisement,as to
convince the understanding of those who are exer-
cised by it, that reformation is the object aimed at.
It invents a thousand rewards as encouragements to
obedience, and is always prompt in causing the mer-
itorious to enjov the fruits of their labours.

Duty itself is supreme delight when love is the
inducement and the labor. By such a govermnent
the ignorant are enlightened, the hard hearted are
softened, the disobedient reformed, and the faithful
encouraged.

In viewing this general subject, and in applying
it to the christian profession, duties and rewards, is
it not most evident, that the penalty of eternal pun-
isdmen? onthe one hand for our neglect, and the
reward of immortality and eternal life for obedi-
ence on the other. may hoth of them be Jaid out of
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the question entirely? Ts it nut evident that we
rate our christian virtues infinitely too high, when
we presume {o expect an innnortal state of divine
and glorious felicity as their rewasd?  What pro-
portion is there between the labor in this case and
the reward expected ?  Surely there is none.  Nor
is there any more propmtum between the demerits
of unbeliel and sin, and the endiess prnishinent
which hasbeen held up as its just recompense. And
as it is most unreasonable to expect the everlasting
mher:tance of eternal life for our good works, so n
is equally unscriptural. < This is the record that
God hath given unto us eternal lLife, and this life is
in his son.”  'Why should we insist on laboring for
that which God has been graciously pleased to give
us in Clirist 2 Was tiere ever a couclusion more
unreazonable than to contend, that if onr heavenly
Father has, in hiz infinite merey, given us etern; il
life in Jerus the Lord from Heaven, and if we ean-
not et this treasure, which is above all price, we
will therefore i our backs on all the cormmand-
‘mients of our God, wiil biaspheme his holv name,
will treat the orders of Liis house, his sanctaary and
worsliip with contempt, will practice every abomi-
nation, and will teach our children to do the same !
This is not * Javing aside cvery m,wht and the sin
that doth so eacli\ hes 21 us, it is not runniug the
race which is set before us, looking unto Io~n~ the
authior and finizher of our faith, w hu for the ) Joy that
was et before him, endured the cross, dispising the
shame, and is set dowu on the right hand of the
throtie of God.”

How can we be the disciples of Jesus, unless we
are furnished with his spirii of wisdom and love?
Can we walk in hiz steps, do the will of our father
in Heaven, patiently sufler for righieousness sake,
love our encemies, and pray for them, from a diYe-
rent principle from that which actuated him?  If Lie
was not induced by a principle of terr ur, is 1t not
erroncous to depend on such a principle > In room
of facilitating the christian race, does not this prin-
ciple retard it?  If the principle of fear were a suf-
ficient incentive to move us in the duties of the
christian profession, is it not plain that that love
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which “ casteth out fear” would be of dangerous
tendency ? “ltle that fearvth is not made perfect
in love.,” <« If ye love me,” says the blessed Jesus,
“ keep my comimmandments.”

To conclude : It seems a proper enquiry, in set-
tling the mind on our general subject, whether
there be, or be not, iu the natural gualities of the
christian professlon and duties, a value, in relation
to the happiness of its votary, sufficient to amount
to a reasonable mducement to attend to all its re-
quircments?

If, on careful and due examination it be found,
that the duties required by the religion of Jezus,
do not contain in themselves, such qualities as will
atford a reazouuble compensation to the faithful in
them, then it must be granted that propriety re-
quires that sunie- other compensation should be al-
lowed.  But shouid the case be so decided, it would
involve another question, viz : who is so much more
benelitted by those duties as to render it just for
Limn to make up thissupposed want ? "I'o be plain, if
our heavenly father requires duties of us,which ser-
vices are not of themsclves sufficiently productive
of our benefit to afford a reasonable compensation
for our trouble, is he so much benefitted by them
as to render it just and proper that he should grant
the addition required 2 This can never be allow-
ed. But surely somebody must be benefitted e-
nough by these christian duties to render it prop-
er that they should be at the expense of them. Any
thing that will not pay its own expenscs, proves a
waunt of wisdom in him who planned it.

If the scripture representation be allowed, this
question is easily decided. ¢ In keeping thy com-
mandments there is great reward.” « This is the
1ove of God that we keep his ('ommandments ; and
his cotnmandments are not grievous.”

If righteousness here render it proper that we re-
ceive a compensation for it, that is not found in it, how
are we to be recompenced for a life of righteousness in
a future state? It seems that these queries must sat-
isfy the rational mind, that goodness isits own reward
—that righteousness is to be valued for its own intrin-
sic worth. And if we are correct in this conclusion,
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it follows of nccessary consequence, that unrighteous.
ness is #0 be avoided for its own natural qualitics,
which are every way repugnant to our felicity. Could
we all be fully persuaded that these things are so, it
is reasonable to calculate that all would be pressing
iuto this kingdom of righteousness, as it is to be sup-
posed that men will part with what they dislike, for
that which they love and highly prize.

All traffic is ventured on this principle. The pur-
chaser never buys with a design to lese by his bargain.
'I'he merchant ventures his thousands at a foreign mar-
ket on the calculation that his wares are so much wan-
ted where he sends them, that they will bring from
thence what to him is of greater value. ‘Fhe vicious
will part with their vice when they are persuaded that
virtue is better. Go offcr a wicked man a suit of the
best of clothing, if he will part with his rags, he will
take you at your word. Why ? because he knows
he is a gainer by it. Why will he not part with his
sins for righteousness ? Because he believes as he
has been taught, that righteousness will not pay its
way, and that in order to be happy here he must live
a sinful life.

May it please God, my friends, to incline our hearts
to his ¢ commandment which is a lamp,” and to his
* law which is a light.” Aund let us run with pa-
tience the race which is set before us, looking unto
Jesus as a perfect model for imitation.

Let us practice our sentiment in all our relations in
life. As companions, as parents, as children, as
neighhors, as citizens, and as belonging to the great
family of man, made of one blood, and as children of
our Father who is in Heaven, wlmsc tender mercies
are over all his works, to whom be glory forever,
through him who loved us, and hath washed us from
our sins in his own blood.
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