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4. The same precept which forblds the external and outward acts of sin,

forblds 1likewlse the lnward desires and motlions of sin in the heart:
and the same precept which requires the external acts of duty,
requires likewise those holy affections of the soul that are
sultable thereunto.

5. The command not only forbids the sin that ls expressly mentioned, but

all occasions and inducements leading to that sin.

6. The commands of the first table are not to be kept for the sake of the

second; but the commands of the second are to be kept for the sake
of the flrst.

7. The commands of the flrst table, so far forth as they are purely

moral, supersede our obedience to the commands of the second table,
when they are not both consistent.

8. Agqaln, whereas, ln the flrst table, there s one command partly moral

land natural, partly positive and instituted, and that is our
observation of the Sabbath, we may observe that our obligation to
the dutles of the second table often supersedes our obedience to
that command of the flrst table.

9. Whatsoever is forbidden in any command, both all the signs and

symptoms of 1t, land likewise all the effects and consequences of
It, are forbidden in the same.

10. The connection between the commands 1s so close and Intimate, land

they are so linked together, that whoever breaks one of them is
gullty of all.

Now that bond which runs through them and knits them thus together,
is the authorlty and soverelgnty of God enjolning thelr observance:
so that whoever fails in his due obedience to any one, virtuvally and
interpretatively does transgress them all.

Thus we £ind it expressly affirmed, "Whosoever shall keep the whole
lav, and yet offend In one point, he is guilty of all" (James 2:10).
Not as though the violation of one precept were actually the
violatlon of another; for many may steal, and yet not actually
murder; many again may murder, and yet not actually commit adultery:
but this pace of the apostle must be understood of violating that
authority which passes through them all, and by which wall the
commandments have their sanction. For since the authorlty of the
great God ls one and the same in all these laws, he that shall so
far disrespect this authority as wilfully to break one of them,
evidently declares that he owns it not In any. although other
considerations may restraln such an one from those crimes which are
forbldden by some commandments, yet his observance of them is no
part of obedlence, nor can LIt be Interpreted to be performed out of
consclence and respect towards God; for were It so, the same
authority which withheld him from murder, or theft, or adultery,
would llkewise restrain him from lying, or taking the name of God in
vain.

In The Confession of Falth (1869), A. A. Hodge proposes "Classes of

Divine Laws, and Rules for Interpreting the Ten Commandments":
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