
nave feed the Que (lions accurately,which you would difpute, and 
nave well opened the terms, and have given us your Arguments 
clearly, and anfwered theirs • whereas he that readeth your Book 
from erfd to end, will not eafily find what is the true Controverfie, 
much Ids orderly and accurately dated. And the Arguments of 
theD.fiTrnters arerhoftly paflfed by, and Arguments of your own 
are hardiy to be perceived. But inftead of all this, mens words 
which found nor well, are recited, and they will fay that a fupercili-
Sous continued ftik of icorn, doih pais for argument or confutati­
on, indeed all that you had to do was to have opened in what fenfe 
Ghrifts Righteoufnefs is or is not imputed to us. i\ nd the fum of ail 
the Controverfie is but this, Whether Chrift fulfilled the Law and 
fuffered, (not only thereby to merit all that Pardon, Justification, 
Adoption, Spirit and Glory, which is given by the new Covenant 
as you and I hold •, but alfo) in the per [on of each elefted finner, in 
fenfulegali,(though not in his natural perfm) fo that we are justifi­
ed by the Law of innocency7 andits works, which faith,0&*y perfect­
ly and live, as having fulfilled it all in and by Chrift.? This you and 
I deny. And how much otherwife doth Watton derecomil Brad' 
fhaw, Gataker-, John Goodwin, difpute this, than you do as to the 
mode ? To come out after fuch Learned Difputations, and think 
that the contemptuous reciting of four mens words ftiould do the 
bufinefs, wil l not convince Diffenters. 

7. They will call i t livor or malignity, that you fall upon that 
which is blamelefs with the reft what error or harm is in Mr . Vin-
cents words, when St. Taul hath much the like, I have efpoufed yo& 
to onehwband, and the Prophet, Thy maker is thy husband? Flow 
did Mr.Watfrn ofTend by allegorizing ? Do you not know that (be-

. fides the Canticles, and many other Scriptures) abundance of the 
ancient fathers do the like, and who reproacheth them for it ? A l -
moftallof them, I think, fall under this cenfur.e. And there are 
mim of Dr . Owns words blamelefs which you blame,to fay no-
ihing of the reft. 

18. They will fay it is profane to make the very words of Scrip­
ture ufed by them,part of your reproachful recitation ? and many 
of them not by them interpreted in any ill fenfe. But i f they were, 
the fenfe only fhould have been blamed. And your talk of worrying,. 
Chrift by the Liturgy and the Ring, will feem no better j and againft 
the Apoftleas well as them. And you diftinguifh not between the 
Aikgorzers Explication and Applications, Do you think they ufe 

not 
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not to open the nature of faith in proper terms, ?.s well as you ? 
But in Applicator? amplifications for the aftedions, whatFathers, 
what Papifls, what Proteftants do not allegorize? what falfc Do* 
ttrine can you prove that ever Mr . Vincent taught. ? 

9. You rauft aniWer them that will fay that you Subscribe one 
year, and write againft the Doctrine of the Church which you 
iubfcribeto, another? while thofc that you oppofe are thought 
worthy of iilencing fcr notSubfcribing. For they think the nth, 
12th, and i ^ Articles of the Church are oppofed by you, and the 
Doarine of the Homilies, (and of the Apology of the Church.) 

10. Theworftof all is, that really i t is injurious to the Readers 
that moft applaud your Books, while i t killeth their love, and 
teacheth theraunjuftry to contemn and hate their Brethren, i f not 
to further their affliftions-, i t feeming to Preach Chrift in envy and 
ftrifetoaddaffli&ion to the affliaed -0 that they that come lately 
out of the Common Goals among Rogues might be thought meeter 
for fuch places than for the Church or Pulpit. 

And they will fay,that while you accufe others of dangerous 
Doarines, y o U r Doarine is fo unfound on the other extream,as to 
be downright Here fie, and to fubvert all Chriftianity and Religions?* 
the three Effcntial Articles of which I fpafy to yon, 

In denying God as cur God, while you lay, That the love we owe 
to God and Chrifl^is no other than Gratitude^ becaufc God loved us fir ft. 
And% Could we be fuppofed to love God purely for him/elf it 
Would not be accepted^ bec^ufe this is not a reafonable love, but an un­
accountable and foohIjh pajfion. Dreadful ! i t is fuch as the love of 
Chjifls Glorified humanity to his Father, if not of Angels and ail 
p^rfea Spirits, or certainly the higheft and perfeaeft part of i t ? 
and is that an unreafonable and fooiifh pafllon! 

So P-4 14. A gcodnefs which is confidered as doing nogoodjs fofar 
from being the object of our love, that it is not the objetl of eur underv 
ftsinding. But doubtlefs, though none denieth but we muH: love God 
gs our Bcnefaaor \ yet of him, and by him, and to him are all things ̂  
and it is effential to God, relatively considered as our God, to be 
the Caufa prima efficiens, caufa fuprema regens, & caufa finalis ul­
timate ultimas, And for our felves to be Al$ha or Omega, our own 
fir ft or laft caufe, is to be Gods or idols to our felves. God made 

.all things for himfelf \ and for his pleafure or wil l (as by his wi l l> 
they are and were created. God is intelligible as before all his be­
nefits or works and he that knoweth him not as good in himfelf, 

ante-
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antecedently to all Communicated goodnefs, or at leaft(if he think 
the World eternal; diftinft from i t , yea as infinitely eiTentially 
good beyond all created goocinef?, and his relation thereto,know* 
eth no God. And he that knoweth not that Goodnefs as Goodnefs is 
Amiablenefs, though it were not either our felicity, or a means there* 
to, hath loft the knowledg of humanity. An Angel, or the wifeft and 
hoiieft man in the world were amiable, though he were in iolitude, 
and never did good to me or any one. Should God place one Angel 
in theftate of perfe&eft love to himfelf, and not uleful to any fel­
low-creature, that Angel were amiable. That man that loveth God 
only for doing him good, (or other men) loveth him as a dog loveth 
his matter for feeding him, and as the mafter loveth his dog for fer-
ving him that is,he loveth himfelf beft,and God but for himieif,(or 
others), for the End, as fuch, is ever loved better than the Means as 
fuch. Thus God is feigned to be finally for the Creature, and not 
the Creature for God* Or to be the finis cujus, and man the fints 
cut. Dr . Stern thePhyfician of Dublin,hzth fuch a whimfie in his 
Medela *»/W,that man is Gods end, and not God mans end t or his 
own} but i t is by ignorance of the ratio finis, and a falle conceit, 
that becaufe God needeth us not, he cannot be our End; when his 
wi l l as efficient is the beginning, and his wi l l as fulfilled and termi-
nativeisthe end of all the Creatures. He that maketh himfelf his 

finis ultimate ultimus,and God the means, dhangeth places withGod 
in his imagination.Twenty Schoolmen on the Queftions dcAmoreDei 
& de Beatitudine,vti\\ tell you how unanimoufly Papijls concur with 
Proteftants in this; yea, when all the difficulty is whether, Amor 
ConcmifccntU quo Deum ut nobifmet ipfisbonum amamttSy be any part 
of our finis ultimus, though not the chief parf , moftfay that i t is 
not fo much as any part, but a fubordinate aft ; of which among 
others fee at large zAgidius de F/jefentatione de Anim*. Beatitudim. 
And almoft all fay that it is but an inferior part of the finis ultimus, 
and no part cf the finis ultimate ultimus \ that is, it is conjunct with 
our moll perfeaive aa,butisnot i t i t felf: I feel in my felf, i.That 
i t is my fenfitive and natural powers which have a neceflary inclina­
tion to felf prefervation for the ends of this life. 2. And that i t is 
my (infill ftate that hath fubjeftcd ray reafon to this love of felf and 

• life, and made it inordinate. 5. Butthatfo far as reafon is reaion, 
as lam wholly Gods propriety, I am not valuable but for him, and 
that his will (which is his intereft) is the Rule of all created Good­
nefs j and that i f I had not rather be annihilated than the World , 
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or this Kingdom, or thoufands fliould be fo (yea or any more ex-
cellent than my f e l f j , or i f I would not die to fave my King or 
County, i t would be but the prevalency of fenfe and nature againlt 
Reafon. And that God is more amiable than King or Country, or 
the world. c 

2. I (aid fo much to you of thefecond Article, that I wi l l lay 
but this: The knowledg of Chrifts Perfon (which is called by them 
Our acquaintance with him), is life eternal in part and moft Here-
fies condemn'd by your Councils have been errors about Cnrtfs 
Perfon. And undoubtedly as we muft take a man for our Phyucian, 
by confent, before we can take his Medicines y and for our King be­
fore we can obey him, and our Tutor before we learn of him, &c, 
fo Chriftianity and Baptifm i t felf, is a taking Chrift for our Lord 
and Saviour*, and to deny this, is to llnchriften us. Which as you 
do not, fo you fliould not feem to do. Nor had you need to ftrain 
and pervert many Texts as you have done, by faying that by Chrift 
is meant the Gofpel, when the Gofpel in many is but connoted, as 
Chrifts work. 

3. And lJag. 989. to fay that the Teftimony of the Spirit con­
cerns the general adoption of Chriftians for the Sons of God, not 
to teftifie to any particular man that he is a good Chriftian, or in a 
ftate of Grace; ieemeth a denial.of the third Article of our Bap-
tifro \ and of the plain Scripture, and of all mens comfort in this 
world. As my reafon beareth witnefs that 1 am a man, 1. Confti-
tutive, Objective, per modum evidentia. 2. JZt atlive feipfam difcer-
nendo, & argumentative probando, fo doth the Spirit teftifie the 
San&ification of the Sanftified. I f a man cannot know that he is 
a firicere Chriftian> he can have no knowledg that any promife to 
fuch belongeth to him any more than to an Infidel or wicked man. 
I f he know i t , how (hall it be but by the indwelling operating Spirit 
of Chrift ? that is, in Scripture fenfe, by the love of God,or by in­
herent holinefs wrought by the Spirit, the Divine Nature, the 
Image of God, which is the Spirit as a witnefs, earneft, firft fruits 
and pledg, and feal of God. If any man have not the Spirip of Chrifl, 
the fame is noue of his, Rom. 8,4, If by the Spirit ye mortifie the 
deeds of the flejh ye (halllive, Ver. 1 There is no condemnation to 
them that are in Chrift Jefus, that walk^not after the fiejl), but after 
the Spirit, Ver. 1. Becaufe ye are Sons he hath fent the Spirit of 
bis Son into your hearts, by which ye cry Abba Father, Gal, 4. o\ • 
The Spirit beareth witnefs with our fpirits (which are only indivi-

duorHtn^ 
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duorum)that we are the Sons of God, Rom. 8.16. *By this we know 
that we are the children of God by the Sprit which he hath given 
us. And to each believer the Spirit ispromiied to be as a well of 
living water fpringing up to everlaftmg life. And except a man be 
born of the Spirit ^he cannot enter into the Kingdom of GW}Joh. 
Except we eat the flefhof Chrift,we have no life ; and it is the Spi­
r i t that qnickeneth, the flefh (without n) profitetfi nothing. 
Though we expect not an Enthufiaftical teftimony of the Spirit, 
as faying, Thou art a child of God,immediately *, yet all Christi­
ans muft have the forefaid inherent proof or evidencing teftimony 
of the Spirit. Moreover Pag. 569. you mifexpound Rom.'], and 
upbraid others with the conicquents of your mifexpofition. 

What you fay, pag. 367. of fplendida peccata, is no more their 
Doftrine than Augufimes, and 12th, and 13^ Articles of the 
Church, which you fubfcribe: but you ftretch i t beyond all their 
meaning. 

Tag. 525. /• ub. you aflcrt Chrifts Righteoufnefs, qHadartews, 
imputed, and yet elfewhere, oft fpeakagainft imputation undiftin-
guifhed. , , 

Pag. 255, you fay, that Abel, and Enoch, thofe good men, ftaa 
no other particular revelation of Gods w i l l , but that God is, ana 
is a Rewarder, &c. How prove you that ? That they had no re­
velation to facrifice, and to expeft pardon by the feed of the Wo­
man, &C ? . . / i Q l l 

Pag. 247. That Faith is a fiducial reliance, or a truft, 1? gjK™M 
doubt: And how know you, that Abraham, that law Cnnits 
days, and rejoyced, had no truft in him for falvation ? . . ' i ~ 

Pag. 102. You fay of the Lords Supper, This is the only A a of 
Religion, which in Scripture fignifieth Communion. . 

How Prove you that 2 Cor. 13. 14. the Communion of the 
Holy Ghoft. And 6. 14. 1 M h 3. Our Communion ( I like^not 
the word fcl lowfli ipV' with the Father. And * 6. & 1 c°r'*'?' 
Yfal 9 4 > 20. are meant only of the Eucharift ? What« ; our Com­
munion but our acctfs to God as our Father ^ the Mediator 
Our acceptance with , and Communication from him ? Andhave 
we this never but at the Eucharift ? Do you fay that you have none 
your felf in Prayer, Praife,Preaching,Hearing, Med i t a t i on ,^ -

Pag. 162. It's a ftrange pafiTage, Though Chnft be our Lor4 
and Governour, he doth net govern us immediately by bimfelfi ( nau 
you faid only, i t had been true) b# hath left the wfiblt 
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"rnal conduct and Government of his Church to Bifhops, But 
all the world is agreed that .government containeth Lega t ion 
(as the chief a f t j , Judgment and Execution. And hath Chrift 
immediately made no Univerfal Laws for the Church? inen 
there are none at all. For he only can make fuch. When you 
prove that the Church hath any Univerfal Law-giver (Pedonal 
or Cojieftivej on eaith befides t h r i f t , I think I ihall turn Ta-
pift. And hath Chrift immediately neither internal Governing 
motions of his Spirit, nor external Governing mutations of Pro­
vidence ? neither Judicial or Executive Mercies or Judgments ? 

Pag. 163. They will fay that you are a Papifh frying? T n e 

union of (particular Chriftians to Chrift is by their Union with the 
ChriftianChurchjWhichconfifteth in their regular fubjeaion to their 
Spiritual Guides and Rulers, and in concord and union among 
themfelves. And oft before, Tag. 144,. 145, t46, 147,150,151. 
you make our Union with the Church to be firft in order of 
Nature before our Union with Chrift. And fo" Baptifm fhould 
firft unite me to the Prieft or Bifhcp, and then to the reft of 
the Church, and then to Chrlft ; and fhould firft oblige me to the 
Biftiop, and then to Chrift. Bellarmine indeed faith, but never 
proved, that implicitely Baptifra obligeth us to the Pope. But 
this is notorioufly contrary to Chriftianity, and the common fen-
timents of mankind. When Subj^as are united to the King, by 
the Oath of Allegiance, it is their firft political bond, and rela­
tion. And that they are united to their fellow-Subje&s, as the 
Kingdom is ( at the fame time, bu t j a fecondary relation, be-
caule the Kingdom confifteth of Individuals united to the King, 
as King. The Scholar obligeth himfelf to his Mafter, to be 
taught in his School: The firft. intention, obligation, and rela­
tion, is to the Mafter, and that to the School-fellows, is but fe-
condary, and consequential. So a Believer, in Baptifm, giveth 
up himfelf to God the Father , Son, and Holy Ghoft , as his 
God, and Father, his Saviour, and Sanaifier -7 but he doth this 
in conjunaion with all the Church, and therefore confequently 
is united to the Church by Baprifm but his firft, and chief ob­
ligation, and relation, is to Chrift. Elfe, why is not the Churchy 
or Biftiop, mentioned in Bjiptifm at all ? But th.it the firft union, or 
relation fhould be to a Bifhop, a fellow-fervant, and our fellow-
Chriftians, and to Chrift but fecondsrily by them, is fuch an 
Article, as my Creed (hall never entertain, 

Z And 
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And how can i t refer primarily to the Church, and not to 

every Individual Chriftian, as p. 142, 143. when i t is no way 
a .Church, but as it ccnfifteth of Individuals baptized, and fo 
united to Chrift ? You may as well fay, that Reaicn firft be-
longeth to the Commonwealth, before i t beiongeth to Individu­
al perfons. 

Fag. 96. You rooft unreafonably cry out on Ignorance, and 
fay, the trued exprejfion of love to our Saviour, is not fome fond, 
and amorous paffions, but obedience to his Laws Obedience is un­
deniably neceffary in it felf, and as an exptelfron of love. But 
the terms of fond and amorous paffions, found profanely. I have 
heard i t a difpute, whether the pure Deity, being immaterial, 
can be the Object of pafiionate love *, and fome faid, no; and I 
faid, not the lenfible immediate object of i t : But the pureft 
acts of the wi l l , here in the body, touch, or move the fenfitive 
affections, which therefore concur, or make all our love ( o r 
rnoft) to be a compounded act. And thus God may be fenfi 
tively, or paflionately loved, and muft be. And upon feareh, 
you wi l l find it hard to fay, that ever there was fuch a thing 
as love, or delight in you, which was no whit fenfitive paffion. 
But however, none doubteth, but that Chrift, as man, is the 
Object of this fort of love. And is love the very fpiri t in us, 
and our very holinefs, and the more excellent way, and ever-
lafting perfective act, which can never be too much? And fliall 
we call i t , fond, and amorous paffion ? I profefs, 1 know no other 
Heaven than G o d , the final Objea, and perfeft love of God 
clearly feen, the perfea A a , conjuna with the perfea Recep-
tiens of his love, and pleafing of his will in both. And having 
oft read their Controverfies, I never found the leaft inclination 
to think, that ^Aquinas was in the r igh t , that Beatitude is 
only, or chiefly in lntelleaion \ but that Scotm, and the reft, 
rroft certainly prove, that Love is the end of Vifron •, and Bea­
titude is more finally and eminently the W i l l : and Medina, 
and the reft of the Thomifts, are triflers in their Argumentati­
ons hereupon: But 1 little doubt , but the Third lort are in 
the right, that make Beatitude to confift in neither alone, but 
the Complex of our Aflive and Paffive perfeaions. And how 
n uch more favoury is i t to me, to read honeft Gerfon, and 0-
tb r Papitfs Treatifes, Tfeatifes of Love, and M r . Boyles Serar 
pbkk Love, & c than the name of fond7 and amorom f*$™st° 
' - Qjrijty 
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Chrift, when I know that God firft looketh at the heart, and 
that our joy muft be at the heart, and that I find no joy with­
out paflion, and paflionate love, and find how wofully I want 
fuch holy pafiion ? And yet I doubt not , but many rniftaken 
people, lay more of their fincerity on paflion, and lefs on obe­
dience than they ought to do, to their great delufion. But 
love hath an excellency above obedience i t felt, formally confi­
de red : Dew potentifftmw eft motor, Dem fapientijfms Re tier, 
Dew optimm eft finis & amabilijfimw \ obedience is due to _him, 
as Rectory which is but rerum & mortuum ordinator j but love 
is his due finally, for his infinite goodnefs. And though love, 
becaufe commanded, is the chief material part of obedience 
yet formaliter, i t hath a more excellent nature than obedience, 
and therefore is the final k€t. And your words, p. 05. arc 
hitter, calling a formal contract with Chrift (which doubilefs is 
Baptifm, and Chriftianity in i t felf ), the working of a heated 
fancy, and Religims diftraction. Fray that you never have worfe 
diftra&ion. I am againft over terrifying the people, as well as 
you, and againft requiring the obfervation of the method of 
Converfion you fpeak of, as neceflary in all. But the Ancient 
Church, that trained up the Catechumens for Baptifm, led them 
along to a contract with Chrift , by fuch fteps as you call a 
Religious diftraaion. And he that hath lived wickedly at Age, 
muft be brought to a heart-contraa with Chrift , by fuch fteps 
as the Church brought men to Baptifm, though he muft not 
be re^baptized. P. 72, 73. have harfti pafTages; and p. 75. is 
more harfh, Acquaintance with Chrifts perfont being the firft part 
of our Chriftianity, (houid not be a fcorn : Nor fliould you 
have faid, Here is every jot and tittle of reafon it is founded on, 
and pretends to, when near a Horfe*load of Lutherans, and Bi-
ftiops, and other Proteftants, have given abundance more. 
Much lefs (hould you have faid of that, which fo many Pro­
teftants, even Prelates, have copioufly wrote for, even the ftrong-
eft defenders of Prelacy , as Bifriop Dmnham, Davenant, &c. 
/ thin\ there needs no more, to expofe it to the fcorn of every con-
fidering man, who cannot but difcover how incenfiftent the Reli­
gion of Chrifts Perfon, and his Doctrine are j where you confels, 
that fcorn is the end of the Writer. 

But I have prefumed too far on your patience, and therefore 
Pafs by more, p. 44, 45, 46, 4.7, 48, 50, 55,57, 59, & c . 1 will 
aacj but one thing more. % 2 2 . You 
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2. Ycu have made fo fore a temptation for your felf, that i t 

gncvcth me at the heart, to forefee your danger. Some men 
wisl uti the world of thefe errors of yours, as lowd as you 
have proclaimed theirs, aud expofe you to diflike , as you have 
done, them to icorn: Yea, your words have lb-ill a found, that 
K» gccateft part ( I think; of ferious religious people, will think 
a* bad of four book, as they do ot Dr. Parker's i and all places 
Will iound with your difpraife.-• And this will be to you fo 
Wrong a temptation to deftroy/all your Charity to them, and 
turn your heart into an utt<r Enmity to them, that i t muft be 
eminent mercy, fortifying your humility, which muft make you 
eicape it : And i f you eicapeit not, you are an undone man;' 
And thole that put the be ft conftruftion on your words, will 
lay, Was i t meet for him to expofe others to lcorn, for unmeet 
words, who could no better word his own conceptions, than 
to fecm to overthrow all Religion, whatever he meant? Sir, 
though your conceflion embolden me to talk thus freely to you, 
I know it wil l be hard for you to take well even thefe fecret 
lines from me ^ For felf will feel, t i l l i t be mortified. When 
ftolenifie you) I muftprofefs to you, that I doit for your good, 
and warp not to a party: Doc^rinals are ufually fo much high­
er,.in our efteera, than Forms, that, i f I were partial, i t were 
like to be for you, with whom f i f you hold not worfe than I 
hope you do) I agree againft the rigid fenfe of imputation. 
But I have felt in my felf fome part of your difeafe: When I 
wrote my firft Book, I fell on M r . Walker, Dr. Owen, &c. a-
bout Five and Twenty years ago : and I thought 1 ought to 
fave men from the hurt of all the miftaking Books I met with, 
not knowing, how medling with perfons tendeth to diffention, 
and alienation?, and how much better it is to meddle with the 
Caufe, and Arguments. I have long wiuYt Mr. Shepherd had 
been more judicious : But Mr. Firmin hath more charitably* 
yet freely animadverted on his words, and Mr. Hco\ers, and 
Mr . Daniel Rogers, and Hfr» Perkins (with fome of mine) than 
you have done. And a few Independents in thefe points, about. 

iv A yuuj icu asunc ; cut wnerncr yuu wu mai, ui uvi, * — 
neftly l eg #£ you, that you will uie all means, that the enter­
tainment, and Anfwers of your Book, may not deftroy your 

Cha~-
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Charity to the DifTenters , and turn your heart againft them 
with that bitternefs, which intereft will be apt to tempt you 
to. And O that your own explications, and retraaions, might 
prevent, or break the ftrength of this temptation. I reft 

7{jverend Sir, 

I Received your Letter, but have been fo hurried fromone place 
to another, this Chrifimas, that I have not had time for my 
necefTaryoccafion?, which has forc't me to delay an Anfwer* 

But now I return you my thanks for your kind intentions towards 
me, and for your plain and open dealing, f o r i prefume, Sir, you 
did not ex pea that I ihould give you a particular Anfwer to all 
your Objections, which would be, to write a Book inftead of a 
Letter, which at prefent I am not at leifureto do*, and many of 
the Objeaions are fuch, that I am confident you can anfwer 
them your felf, and fave me that labour ; though I heartily thank 
you for acquainting me, what othtr men will fay, who have not 
lo much understanding, nor ingenui y as your felf; which I hope 
will contribute much to break the force of that temptation you 
fpeak of: For, Sir, whatever becomes of my reputation, i f any 
man convince me of a miftake, I refolve to own it *, and as fo^> 
thofe, who have no rule to judg by, but paflion, and intereft, 
tnd have no other way of confuting Pooks, but by bold, and 
groundlefs Ganders, I have nothing at all to fay to theray and 
though- this way is of late too much in vogue amongft thofe 
who pretend highly to Religion, yet I hope I (hall be far e-
nough from the temptation of fuch examples: For though, Sir y 

you are pleafed forEetimes with Acrimony enough, to charge 
my 

Dec. 2,4. 
1*73. 

An unfeigned efleemer of your Parts, 

and defirer of your Welfare, 

Ri . Baxter. 

His tAnfwr followeth. 
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my Writings with Scorn and Acrimony, yet I find other wife 
and good men have a better opinion of them *, and upon the 
moft cool and deliberate reflections, were I to write i t again, 
excepting fome few paffages, which are rather merry than fharp, 
I know not how I could have wri t otherwife , without being 
wanting to the Caufe I managed. But i t is no more than I ex­
pected , that different men would pafs different cenfures upon 
my Book, which is the fate of all Books that ever were w r i t : 
And this I confidered before I wri t , and therefore am not fur-
prized at i t now. I value ray Reputation, as all wife men ought 
to do *, but yet I am not afraid of being reproach't in a good 
Caufe, in which I (hall have the company of the belt men that 
ever were in the world. I t is not victory I contended for, but 
truth*, and therefore am no more concerned to defend any thing 
I have wr i t , than I am to find out and defend the t ru th ; and 
(hall be fo far from being angry wi th any man who (hall con­
fute me, and convince me of a miftake, that I fhall heartily 
thank him for i t : And for that reafon, I once more return my 
hearty thanks to you , for appearing fo much concerned to 
reaifie thofe miftakes you apprehend me to be guilty o f ; and 
fubferibe my felf, 

Tour obliged Friend, and Servant, 

W i l l . Sherlock. 

C H A P . I I I . 

Of the manner of their Confutation of us by Reproach and 
J Noife. 

6. i . T ^ H e r e is fo much difference hetween Dr . Sherlock's pdg-
X ment and mine, as to the Order and Manner of tuch 

Difputes, or Wri t ings , as pretend to make known 
Truth and FaHhood , that I have little hope of ever profiting 
bv his method. He firft over-pafleth a fair difcuffion of the 
v* thine s 
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t h i n * which we have told him we difTent f rom: And what he 
S f n d S T o MKfic againft our contrary though* - h u d M 
with furh heaps of unfatisfaaory words, as may amaze, or con-
tondft d?&'« the unskilful, but need no r ^ M as un-
derftand the ftate of the controvert , and the !orce ot an ar 
gument, and will compare his words withi mine. 

1 have long unfeignedly dcfired, i . That they that ft ill fay, 
there is no fin impoffd on m, would give us fome fuct evidence 
of the lawfulnefs of all the things which I have named in my 
firft Plea for Peace, ™ the matter of our diflent, as may tatii-
fie the Confciences of fuch as truly fearch into the fenie, and 
cafe, and dare not venture on fuch dreadful fin as I there descri­
bed : That they w i l l , without fraudulent forcing words to 
us the error of our doubts, and the lawfuinefsof all tne Oatns, 
Declarations, Promifes, and Subfcription, and P r i c e s there ex­
cepted againft i Were i t but the denying Chriftian Baptiim, to 
fuch as think their fort of Godfathers undertaking, and the ufe 
of the Symbolical crofting to be finful h when yet they feem to 
afcertain falvation to the baptized, if not to leave the unbaptized 
as condemned. . •". 

And that the new Articles of Faith there, about the certain­
ty of falvation of baptized Infants, without exception, is verily 
certain by the Word of God. , . 

And that it's lawful to deny the Eucharift to all that dare 
not take i t kneeling, or be confirmed, as our Biftiops do. When 
M r . Dodwell, and fuch other tell us, that thofe that receive not 
the Sacrament (even from fuch as he defcribeth), or that tatter, 
themfelves to be (hut out of Communion in fuch a cale, have 
no Covenant-right to falvation : And fo i f I deny them Baptttm, 
or the Eucharift, what cruelty do I ufe, though they were faul­
ty, i f I mipht give i t them? Many more fuch things 1 expe-
aed a juftification o f , by folid proof, before I confent to; 

^ T ' A n d when I had fo oft , and largely diftinguifhed of Sepa­
ration, and (hewed in how many cafes we renounce i t , and in 
what fenfes and cafes we take i t to be a duty , I had hoped, 
that ere this, fome of thefe Do&ors that write and talk i o 
much againft Separation and Schifm, would have endeavoured 
to (hew me, that Separation is a fin in fome one of thofe many par­
ticular cafes, in which I take i t to be none, or to be a duty. 

$. And 
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$. And when in a Treatife of Epifcopacy, I have given them 

fo full an account, why we dare not fwear, and fubfcribe for i t , 
as is required, I hoped fo:ne one would have (hewn us, by a 
reafonable Anfwer , what i t is that (hould change our judg­
ment, and warrant us to fwear, never to endeavour any altera­
tion. 

4- And when I wrote my Apology „ for our Preaching ( which 
is made our Schifm, and the intolerable crime which deferveth 
our ruin in the common Goals), fome one would have fhewed 
us the error of our Arguments, i f we miftake. But inftead of 
th is , we have fuch writings lent out againlt us, as I will not 
here name as they deferve, but have fully anfwered in my feveral 
Defences of my firftF/frf for Peace. 

And i f we do but manifeft undeniably to the Reader, the grofs 
errors, confufions, fallacies, notorious falftioods in matter of fact, 
which any of them would deceive their Readers, and tear the 
Church by, we are called Proud, aud Raikrs^ for fuppofing that 
we fpeak trulier than ,they : As many, and many a timel have 
known common drunkards and Blafphemers fay of thofe godly 
men that urged them to repentance, Tou are proud Pharifees, 
and hyprcrites, that fay, I thanks thee, Lord, that I am not as this 
PubUcan. Tou are ai bad, and worfe than we. And then they 
were fafe from motions to repentance. 

$, 2. As to their carting on us the odium of the fate Wars j 
and as Biihop Gunning's Chaplain, calling us over and over, cru­
el, ? nd bloody Sectaries, as i f their own reviling would warrant 
men to deftroy us: And as to the Per fins that we have to deal 
wi h, Imuftdefire the Reader to remember, 1. That before the 
Kin^s Reftoration, almoft all that had any Church-benefices, ufed 
the • Directory infte'ad of the Common-Prayer, and conformed to 
the times, as much as we did, that are now filenced. 

2.That therefore of 9300,or 10000 Minifters, 7000, or 8000. 
that conformed, had before lived like the ref t : So that all the 
reproaches that are caft on the late Miniftry from 1646, til l 1660, 
belong as much more j o the Conforroifts, than to the Nonconfor-
mifts, PS 7CC0, or 8000. are more than 2coo. 

That the moft of the Nonconform^, now living ( I think 
mo-e than ten to one), had no more hand in Wars, .or depofing 
the Bifhops, than their accufers j being either at Schools., or 

r Uni-



• i lfi ivcrfit ies, or not medling in fuch things.' 
4- That the new upftart zealots, that plead for our ruin, and 

the execution of the Laws againft us, as Schifmatical Srparatifts, 
"were too young to have any of the honour of the Kings Re­
storation, but rife op to reap the fruit of other mens Loyalty 
(fuch as were the Presbyterian Commanders of General Menkes 
Army, and the Lord Mayor (Sir Thomas Allen), yet living), and 
the Presbyterian'Minifters or London, who perfwaded him, arid 
the Londoners, to draw in General Monk, for the King, &c.) 
and now cry us down, as Rogues for the Goal, and talk revi-
Hngly of perfons, and things which they never knew, becaufe they 
are trained up to Notions, and inclinations, more fuitable to Pre-
latical grandure and domination, than we. 

$. 3. And yet I muft truly tell the Header, that I defire not 
to hide any of the worth of our fhnderers, revilers, or perfe-
cutors. Man is a creature of a marvellous mixture : it's a won­
der how fo much good and evil can dwell together in the fame 
c l i \ F o f § i v e the freedom of my inftance : I have heard'Mr. 
Sherlocke Preach wholefom Truths j and yet his contentious 
writings are fo fajfe, fo injudicious, fo malignant, that out o f 

t i 7 l m e F o u n t a i n cometh fweet Water and bitter. 
Who would think, that read Dr . barker's Zcclef. Polity, and 

Preface to Biftiop Bramhall, that he is the fame man, that hath 
lately written a Defence of Natural and Chriftian Religion ? A 
Book that conftraineth me to forgive him his great v'iru-
lency. 
! A § r e a t d e a l of laudible Induftry and Learning, is manifeft 
in M r . Morrict his Vindication of the Prelatical Uturpations, 
under the name of the Primitive Church. I rejoyce there are 
any men of fo much diligence, and worth* But this is the fame 
man who diftorteth Church-Hiftory , as making thofe Bifnops 
and Councils, the great means of the Churches Concord, who 
nave confounded i t , and divided i t into the many great bodies 
Which are vifible to this day (viz.. Tafifts, Greeks, T^ejhrians 
j-acoutcs, Armenians, Abafftnes, and Proteftants.) 

§. 4- And i t is a wonder to me, that all the 7COG, or 8000. 
that turned to Conformity, while many of them reproach the 
^oncomc^mifts, for former compliances with Ufurpers, do none 

A a of 



of them, or no more, accufe therafelves. In my acquaintance, i t 
was thofe that frnce conformed, that took the Engagement, ex­
cluding the King and Houfe of Lords, when I wrote sgainft it % 
and thofe that now are Nonconformifts refufed i t , as to the greater 
part, proportionally compared together. 

The difference then between the 7000, or 8000. and 2.000. 
muft be, that the 7003 repented when the 2000 did not. And 
Mr. Morrice taketh occafion to ftigmatize. the Nonconformifts as 
enemies to repentance, for their Reputation fake, when I fpake 
of the peccavivm>whicb the mutable Bifhops pronounced in their 
Councils upon the turn of the times. I love repentance, and 
love the means that tend to bring me to i t : But to run all 
one way, in one Princes Reign, and curfe i t in 'the next, and 
turn again in the next, with a peccavimw, is notfo goodascon-
flant adhering to the truth. When Mr. Barret tells Dr. StiU 
lingf.eei, how he came and Preach't in his Church without his 
knowledg and confent, on a day of publick folemnity, command­
ed by the Ufurpers for their fucceffes, when Mr. Barret refufed 
to keep the day, and ftaid at home 1 would ask, Whether Mr . 
Barret do now deferve fcorn or fuffering for what he did then, 
more than Dr . 5tillingfeet ? And when, where, and how did 
they publifh repentance for all thofe years of Church-obedience 
to the llfurpers, unlefs i t was by changing with the times, and 
fubfcribing, declaring,'and taking Benefices, and near 7000 pro-
feffing Affent and Confent to all things contained in, and pre­
ferred by a book which they had never feen (the Prefs having 
not fimfhed i t in time)? 

I blame not their peccavimpu. But why have we no no more 
of their felf-accufation in i t , but rather accufing thofe that did 
as they did then , becaufe they dare not do as they do now-
And how came Bartholomew-day, 1062 to be fo happy a day, 
as to bring at once 7000. to fudden undemanding and repent-
ance, that never (hewed that repentance till then? 

6 <. But what are ail thefe things to the deciding of our pre-
fent cafe, whether our impofed Conformity be lawful? And whe­
ther i f i t be, we deferve .filencing and Goals for thinking 
and doing Qtherwife ? But to bring an odium on the perfons who 
diflent from them, is fome mens chief Confutation of their Caule. 
But venly, if i t rauft go by the perfons true piety and noneity, 
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bare words of accufation wili not eafily change thofe mens-re­
gard to the Nonconforming, who have been many years well 
acquainted with both fides. But i f the ftronger fide be the right, 
I have been moftly in the wrong, unlefs we take God for our 
ftrength. 

6*. For, my part, I charitably judg the beft of mod that fo 
fuddenly conformed, that they took neither way of Government 
or Worfhip to be unlawful, and therefore did conform to both* 
as they thought neceflit-y required.That this was Dr . $ti!lingflset\ 
thoughts, his Irenicon fully (heweth : Even as a Parliament, and 
Weftminfter-Synod, who had conformed before, did turn again'ft 
i t , when they thought necefiity, or the ftate of the Church re­
quired i t . And yet our preferit Church-Fathers like not the mu­
tability of thefe Conforming. 

$. 7. And I can truly fay,That in all Counties of my acquain­
tance, i t was thofe men (though never engaged in the Wars, 
or changes, coming fince from the Univerfities) who excelled 
the greater part of the Minifters in heart-fear'ch'ing, heavenly 
fervent preaching and prayer, in diligent catechizing, andinftru-
i tmg the people, and watchful care of all their fouls, in greateft 
care of true reformation of all fenfuality and wickedriefs, and in 
the moft blamelefs convention, and ferioufnefs in feeking their 
own and other mens falvation, and eminent charity to their pow. 
er. M a y , i t was thefe men that were turned out, and fikneed 
as Nonconforming: Yea, befides thefe that came younger, or fince 
the change, even thofe that had been old Conformifts, that were 
of the lame temper of conference, went out with them Yea, 
one of ,my next Neighbors, that had been conftant for the King 
againft the Parliament, and -fnce the War, deep'in endeavours 
againft them, but of too loofe a life, fmce "dating"'his converfi-' 
on, as he judged i t , from fome Sermons, which medled with 
no matters of Conformity, or Controverfie, and becoming a fe-
rious Preacher , and of a new life, he proved a Nonconforraift 
of greater reflation'than the reft : For his change Being not coin, 
monly known, he had- no encouragement3 #om bluer Nonconform 
mifts, norfcarce any acquaintance with them, they (hunning Mm 
as the Chriftians at firft did Pauhr and he being private and modeft, 
•*o that I had never any fpeech with him m^felf. 

A a 2 Jt 
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3 fpeak thefe- inftances, as giving a truer defcription than ftfan- . 

gers, imbittejed by intereft, or faaion, give, J muft fay, that 
among all my acquaintance, I could before hand lb far judg by 
trie very complexion of their confaences and lives (notby fJieir • 
enmity to Bifliops, but by the forefaid Characters) who were -
Y-f m l V r W O u i d n 0 t c o n f o r m : And though I was loo, or 
n o Miles., from- them when the time came f1662 , and never 
wrote a word to them about i t , my c o n j u r e s did not fail imv 
in above three or four, that I remember. And of foroe that had 
been m Arms againft the King, I did truly prognofticate, that 
they would conform: Yea, fome that had written for the En­
gagement, and much more ; even that rare man of knowledg, 
who in his Treatife o f Policy (Ecclef. and C i v i l ; hath written 
that of the Kings death which I will not name, I made no que-
Ition would conform, when others that wrote againft i t would 

$. 8, The truth is, as far as I can perceive, the moft fiery o f 
the old Bifliops and Conformifts, were ftrangers to the men that' 
they revile, even while they lived near them: And the younger 
fort judg of them by the revilingsof trie elder, and by the weak-
jieftcs of fome i^fnt medians, or erroneous odd perfons, or igno--
rant women that they hap't to meet with. 1 thought of their-
caje^when Serenw- Crejfy (fometime a Proteftant Dean) fentme 
his Edition of Bakfr's Book, and told me, that he turned from -
the Proteftant Religion,, becaufe there, was no.fpiritual prayer 
and contemplation among theirs I ftrnt him my anfwer, that i t -
was Gods juft judgment on fuch as he, that upon others calum--
nies had made therafelves ftrangers or enemies to godly Prote* 
teftants, nick-named puritans, that.while they lived fo near' 
them, they did not know them \ and for want of knowing-
fuch as dwelt among them, and whom they perfecuted, fhould 
turn Papifts to feek fe r fuch as they. But this the,devil hath* 
got by Faction. 

p . I find, that fame one thing feemeth fo great to moft men,; 

that they reduce almoft all their other conceptions to the intereft' 
of ^hat. 

The Nonconfermifts, for the generality, fo much look at fe* 
rif*§ gedjinefc, and extirpation, of fin, that feme * f them have* 

been 
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been tempted into unlawful compliances, or means which" feemed to" 
them likely to attain i t , and too much to oppofe Liturgies and ' 
Form?, as thinking that they were ufed to mortifie and cxtin* 
guifh i t . 

The Statefmen that were moft for Property and Liberty of the 
Subject, have fome of them been tempted to think thofe Principles" 
and Parties beft that ferved this end: and many were inclined to 
Eraftianifm hereby. 

The great Men of the earth, who are ftill for being greater, 
and abfolute, and unlimited in Power or W i l l , are liable to the 
temptation to be for that Party and Opinion in Religion, which 
ferveth thisintereft and end : And when Proteftants will deliver-
them from Papal Tyranny, they are for the Proteftants : And 
when Papifts will promife to make them Abfolute, they think 
by this to win them to be Papiffc, (that i s , to be Slaves to the 
Pope, that they may be Abfolute, and not to be tied to a loving-. 
Fatherly Government', fo much doth fin contradia i t felf!) 

And i f men once get a ftrong falfe conceit, that all Chriftians 
in the world muft have a vifible, unifying Church, power under 
Chrift , and that this is a Council while it fits, and all the Btfhopsv 

of the world as oneColledge, when there is no Council*, and fo 
that the t Council of Confiance, and Bafil^ and the French Papifts ! 

that fet Councils above the Pope, as to the Form of Church-
Government, are in the right y and that the true Reformation 
of the Church lyeth, in getting France and England united in 
the Collegiate or Council-Supremacy, getting then* to abate (or* 
allow us to forbear) the Sacramentonly in crte kind ^ the Ado­
ration of Angels and Saints, Tranfubftantiation, Priefts celebate, 
and the Latin Mafs: And that thi*Union with the GonCiliar part 
of Papifts is to be called, The Reformed Religion^ and is the only' 
way to the peace and prefperity of the Church -, I fay, whenthir 
once is rooted in mens minds, what wonder if fo great a thing as 
thefuppofed Intereft sf the Univeffal Church, and Chdftian Re­
ligion, do make them think odioufly of all that are sgainft i t , and 
overlook their Piety and Honefty* and vilifie all their Reafcns 
and Defences, and even think it needful todeftroy or mine them* 
a*a (ervice acceptable to Chrift ? All their thoughts and ftudies 
will run in this channel, to ferve this efpoufecj End and Error. 

10. But I have fo far dereaed thefe mifkkes in my Book of 
Concord, and anfwered their Accufations in my Apology, £p, -2.3 

that 


