“thipg of the reft.-

& iy bl
have ffited the Queftions accarately,which you would difpute, and
have well openced the terms, and have given us your Arguments..
clearly, and anfwered theirs 5 whereas he that readeth your Book
from end to ¢nd, willnot ealily find what is the true Controverfie,

~much lefs orderly and accurately ffated. And the Arguments of

the Diffenters are moftly pafid by, and Arguments of your own .
are hardly to be pereeived. But inftead of all this, mens words
which found not well, are recited, and they will fay that a fupercili-
ldus continued ftle of fcorn, doth pafs for argument or confytati-
on. Indeed all that you had to do was to have opened in what fenfe
Chrifts Righteon(neft is or is not imputed to us. and the fum of all
the Controverfieis but this, Whether Chrift fulfilled the Law and
fuffered, (not only thereby to merit all that Pardon, Juftification,

. Adoption, Spiritand Glory, which is given by the new Covenant

agyouand I hold 3 but alfo)in the perfon of eachele€ted finner, in-
fenfulegali,(though not in bis natural ‘perfon) fo that we are juftifi-
ed by the Lawof énnocency, andits works, which faith,obey perfett-
lyand live, as having fulfilled it all in and by Clrift ? This you and
Ideny. And how much otherwifc doth Watton de reconcil. Brad-
fhaw, Garaker, Fobn 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 fhould do the
bufinefs, will not convince Diffenters.

7. They will callitliver or malignity, that you fali upon that
which is blamelefs with the reft; what error.or harm is in Mr. Vin-

- cents words, when St. Paulhath much the like, 7 have efpoufed you

20 one bwband 5 and the Prophet, Thy maker isthy busband? Flow
did Mr.Watfos offend by allegorizing ? Do you not know that (be-

_ fides the Canmricles, and many other Scriptures)abundance of the

ancient fathers dothe like, and who reproacheth them for it? Al-
moftall of them, I think, fall under this cenfure. And there are
many of Dr. Owens words blamelefs which you blame,to fay no-

18 They will fay it is profane to malke 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 if they were,.

the fenfe only fhould have been blamed. And your talk of marrying,
Chrift by the Liturgy and the Ring, will fee m no better ; and againft
the Apoftleas well as them. And you diftinguifh not between the
allegorizers Explication and Applications, Do you think they vfe

{ ] not
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not to.opén the nature of faith in proper terms; as.well as you ?
Bur in Applicatory amplifications for the-aﬁc{iioma what Fathers,
what Pepifls, what Proteftants do not allegorize ? what falfe Do-
&rine can you prove that ever Mr. Pincent taught # &c.—-

- 9. You muft anfwer them that will fay that youSubfcribe one
year, and write againft the Do&rine of the Church which you
fubferibe to, another ? while thofe that you oppofe' are thought
‘worthy of filencing for not Subfcribing, For they think the 1 1b,
12, and 1 3¢h Articles of the Church are oppofed by you, and the
Doétrine of the Homilies, (‘and of the Apology of the Lhur‘ch.)»

10. The worlt of all is, that really it-is injurious to the Readers - -
that moft applaud your Books, while it killeth their love, and
teacheth them unjultly to contemn and hate their Brethren, if not
to further their afflitions; it feeming to Preach Chrift in envy and
feife to add afliction to the afflied 3 that they that come lately
out of the Commen Goals among Rogues might be thought meeter

for fuch places than for the Church or Pulpit. "~ °

And they will {ay,that while you accufe others "of dangerous -
Dottrines, your Dogrine is fo unfound on the other extream,as to -
be dewnright Herefie, and to fubvert all Chriffianity and Religionin . -
the three ,Eﬁn,ria] Articles of which I [pake toyon,

In denying God @ our God, while youfay, That the love we owe ~ - -
to God ﬁidﬁﬁg;k 70 other than Gratitude, becanfe Gad lovedw firff.
And, Could we be. fuppofed to love God——purely for bimfelf——it -
would not be accepred, becanfe this is not areafonable love, but an un-. -
accountable and fools[h paffion. Dreadful ! it is fuch as the love of

Chrifts Glorified humanity to his Father, if not of Angels and all
parfe@ Spirits, or certainly the higheft and perfe@eft part of it 5. -
and is that ap unreafonable and foolith paffion! ~
50 Pugiy. A goodnefs which is confidered as doing no goodyis Jo far
[from being the object of our love, that it is not the objeSt of onr under- -
Jtanding. But doubtlefs, though none denieth but we muft love God
25 our Benefa&or 5 yet of him, and by bim, and to bim are all thingss,
and it is effential to God, relatively confidered as our God, to be
the Caufa prima efficiens, canfa [uprema regens, & canfa finalis nl-
timate ultimus, And for our felves to be Algha or Omega, our own -
firtt or laft canfe, is to be Gods or Idols to our felves. God made -
.2ll things for him(!f; and for his pleafure or will (as by his will }
they are and were created. God is intelligible as before all his be-
nefits or works s and he that knowethhim not as goodin himfel,

anig-
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antecedently to all Communicated goodnefs, or at leaft(if he think

the World eternal) diftin& from it, yea as infinitely effentially
good beyond all created goodnef, and his relation thereto,know-
ethno God. And he that knoweth not that Goedrefs as Goodnefs is
Awiablene[s, though it were not either our felicity, or a means there=
10, hath loft the knowlelg of humanity. An Angel, or the wifeft and
holie® man in the world were amiable, though he were in folitude,
and never did good to me or any one. Should God place one Angel
in the ftate of perfe&eft love to himfelf, and not ufeful 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 mafter for feeding him, and as the mafter loveth his dog for fer-
ving him 5 that is, he loveth himlfelf beft,and God but for himfelf,(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 Gods Or tobe the finis cujus, and man the finis
cui. Dr. Stern the Phyfician of Dublin, hath fuch a whimfic in his
Medela anime,that man is Geds end, and not God mans end ,or his
own; but it isby ignorance of the ratio finis, and a falle conceif,
that becaufe God needeth us not, he cannot be our End 5 when his
will as efficient is the beginning, and his will as fulfilled and termi-
‘pative is the end of all the Creatures. He that maketh himfelf his
finis ultimate ultimus,and God the means, €hangeth places withGod
in his imagination. TwentySchoolmen on the Queftions de Amore Des
¢ de Beatstudine,will tell you how unanimoufly Papifts concur with
Proteftants in this : yea, when all the difficulty is whether, Amor
concupifcentia quo Dewum ut nobifmet ipfis bonum amamus, be any part
of our finis nltimus, though not the chief part; moft{ay thatitis
not fomuch asany party but a fubordinate aét 3 of which among
others fee at large eZgidius de Prefentatione de Anime Beatitudine.
And almoft all fay that itis but an inferior part of the finis ultimns,
-and no part of the finis ultimate ultimus 3 thatis, it is conjun& with
our moft perfeétive adt;butisnot itic felf: Ifeelinmy felf, 1. That
it is my fenfitive and natural powers which have a neceflary inclina-
tion to felf prefervation for the ends of this life. 2. And that it is
my finful ftate that hath fubjefted my reafon to this love of felf 2nd

" - life, and madeit inordinate. 3. Butthat fo far as reafon is reafon,

as | am wholly Gods propriety, Iam not valuable but for him, and
that his will (which is his intereft) is the Rule of all ereated Good-

nefs; and thatif I had not rather be anpihilated than the World,
, or

f&
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or this Kingdom, or thoufands fhould be fo (‘'yea or any more ex-
cellent than my fIf), or if T'would not die to fave my King or
Gounty, it would be but the prevalency of fenfe and nature againft
Reafon. And that God is more amiable thanKing or Country, ot
the world. : :

2. I faid fo much to you of the fecond Article, that I will fay
but this: The knowledg of Chrifts Perfon (whichiscalled by them
Our acquaintance with him ), is Jife eternal in part; and moft Here-
fies condemn’d by your Councils have been errors about Chriits
Perfon. And undoubtedly as we muft take a man for our Phyfician,
by confent, before we can take his Medicines ; and for our King be-
fore we can obey him, and our Tutor before we learn of him, &¢c.
fo Chriftianity and Baptifm it felf, is a taking Chrift for our Lord
and Saviour; and to deny this, is to Unchriften us. Which as you

do not, fo you fhould 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 Fag. 389. to fay that the Teltlimony 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 ina

ftate of Grace; feemeth a denial,of the third Article of our Bap-
tifm 3 and of the plain Scripture, and of all mens comfort in this -
world, Asmy reafonbeareth witnefs that 1 am a man, 1. Conffi- -

tutive, ObjeCtive, per modum evidentie. 2. Et attive [eipfam difcer-
nendo, €5 argumentative probando, fo doth the Spirit teflifie the
San&ification of the San&ified. If a man cannot know that heis

a fincere Chriftian, he can have no-knowledg that any promife to-
fuch belongeth to him any more than to an Infidel or wicked man.

If he know if, how fhall it be but by the indwelling operating Spirit
of Chrift ? that is, in Scripture fenfe, by the love of Godsor by in-
herent holinefs wrought by the Spirit, the Divine Nature, the
Image of God, whichisthe Spirit asa witnefs, earncft, firft fruits
and pledg, and feal of God. If anyman bave not the Spivir-of Chrift,

tbe /hme';; noue 0f.hi,, Rom, 8.4‘: If by th‘ Spﬂrlt }’8 moﬂiﬁe Me g
deeds of the fle[h ye [halllive, Ver. 13. There is no condemsnation. to .
them that are in Chrift Fefus, that walk not after the fleh, but afser:

the Spirity Ver. 1. Becanfe ye ave Sons he bath [ent the Spirit of
bis Son inta your bearts, by which ye cry Abba Father, Gal. 4. 6.

The Spirit beareth witnefs with- our. fpirsts (which age only #ndswi- -

duorum.)

' J
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- duornm ) that we are the Sons of God, Rom, 8. 16. By this we kftow

that we are the children of God by the-Spirit which he hath given
us. And to eachbeliever the Spirit is promifed to be as a well of
living water fpringing up to everlafting life, And excepr 2 man be
born of the Spirit e cannot enter snto the Kingdom of God,Joh.;.5,6.
Except we eat the flefhof Chrift,we have nolife and it is the Spi-
rit that qnickeneth, the flefh (without it) profiteth nothing.
T hough we expet not an Enthufiaftical teflimony of the Spirif,
as faying, Thou art a child of God,immediately ; yet all Chrifti-
ans muft have the forefaid inherent proof or evidencing teftimony
of thg Spirit. Moreover Pag. 369. you mifexpound Rowm. 7. and
upbraid others with the conicquents of your mifexpofition.

What you fay, pag. 367. of [plendida peceata, is no more their
Do@rine than Auguftinesy and 12th, and 13th Articles of the
Church, which you fubferibe : but you ftretch it beyond all their
meaning. . ; ‘
© Pag. 335. L ule. you affert Chrifts Righteoufnels, guadanteny
impured, and yet elfewhere, oft fpeak againft imputation undiftin-
guithed. ; ;

Pag. 233.-you fay, that dbel; and Enoch, thofe good men, had
no other patticular revelation of Gods will, but that God is, and
is a Rewarder, ¢¢. How prove you that? That they had no re-
velation to facrifice, and to expedt pardon by the feed of the Wo-
man, ¢ ? :

~ Pag. 247. ThatFaithisa fiducial reliance, or a truft, is paftall
doubt: And how know you, that -Abmlm%, that faw Chrifts
- days, and rejoyced, had no truft in him for falvation?

Pag: 192. Youfay of the Lords Supper, This is the only 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 Joh. 1.3. Onr Communion (1 like not

“‘the word fcllowfhip)ds with the Father. Andv.6. & 1 Cor. 1. 9
Pfal. o4. 20. are meant only of the Eucharift ? What is our Com-
runion but our accefs to God as our Father by the Mediator ?
Our acceptance with, and Communication from him ? And have
we this never but at the Eucharift? Do you fay that you have nofie

" your felf in Prayery Praife, Preaching, Hearing, Meditation, &¢?

" Pag. 162, It a ftrange paflage, “Though Chrift be onr Lord
~and Governonry be doth not gevern us immediately by bimfelfs ( had

you faid only, it had been true) but bath lefe the wifible and €x=
, oeTnA
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vernal conduét and Governmens of his Church to “ﬁiﬂ_!ﬂpf,' @c. But
all the world is agreed that Government containeth Legiflation
(as: the chief 2&t ), Judgment and Execution. And hath Chrift
immediately made no Univerfal Laws for the Church? Then
“there are none at all. For he only can make fuch. When you
Prove that the Church hath any Uaiverfal Law-giver (Perfonal
or Calle&ive) on earth befides ‘Chrift, I think 1 fhall turn Pe-
P, And hath Chrift immediately ncither 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 Papiff, faying, The
union of fparticular Chriftians to Chrift is by their Union with the
ChriftianChurch,which confifteth in their regular fubjection to their
Spiritual Guides and Rulers, and in concord and union among
themfelves. And oft before, Pag. 144, 145, 146, 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 Bifhop, and then to the reft of
‘the Church, and then to Chrifts and fhould firft oblige me to the
Bifhop, and then to Chrilt.  Bellarmine indeed faith, but never
Proved, thatimplicitely Baptifm obligeth us to the Pope. But
this is notorioufly contrary to Chriftianity, and thecommon fen-
timents of mankind, When Subj:&s 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-Subjeéls, as the
Kingdom is ( at the fame time, but) a fecondary relation, be-
caule the Kingdom confifteth of Individuals united to the King,
-as King. The Scholar obligeth himfelf to his Malter , to be
taught in his School: The firft intention, obligation, and rela-
tion, is to the Mafters and that tothe School-{cllows, is but fe-
condary, and confequential. So a Belicver, in Baptifm, giveth
up him{elf to:God the Father, Son, ‘and Holy Ghoft, as his
God, and Father, his Saviour, and San&@fier 3 but he doth this
1n conjunétion with all the Church, and therefore confequently
1s united to the Church by Bap:ifin 3 but his firfty and chief ob-
ligation, and relation, is to Chrig. Elfe, whyispot the Churcl,
or Bifhop, mentioned in Baptifm atall ? Bot chat thie firk union, or
relation fhould be to-a Bifhep, a fellow-fervant, and our fellow-
Chriftians, and to Chrift but fecondarily by them, is fuch an

Article, asmy Creed fhall never entertain, ; :
S ; . ’ And
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And how can it sefer primarily to the Church, and not te
every Individusl Chriftian, as p. 142, 143. when it is no way
a Chureh, but as it confifteth of Individuals baptized, and fo
united to Chrift ? You may as well fay, that Reafon firft be-
kinget}{} to the Commonwealth, before it belongeth to Individu-
el -perions, g

Pag. 96. You moft unreafonably cry out on Igrorance, and

{ay, the trucft expreffion of love to owr Savionr, is not fome fondy.
and amorems paffionsy but obedience te bis Laws. Obedience is un-

denisbly neceflary in it felf, and as an expieifion of love.. But
the terms of foud and amorous paffions, found profanely. I have

heard it a dilpute, whether the pure Deity, being immaterial, .

can be the Cbje& of paffionate love 3 and fome faid, no3 and I
faid, not the fenfible immediate obje@ of it: But the pureft
aéts of the will, here in the bedy, touch, or move the fenfitive
affe@tions, which therefore concur, or make all our love (or
moft) to be a compounded a&. And thus God may be fenft-
tively, or paffionately loved, and muft be. And uvpon fearch,

you will find it hard to fay, that éver there was fuch a thing

as love, or delight in you, which was no whit fenfirive paffion.
But however, none doubteth, but that Chrift; as man, is the
Object of this fort of love. And is love the very fpirit in us,
and our very holinefs, and the more excellent way, and ever-
lafting perfe@ive a@, which can never be too much? And fhall
we callit, fond, and amorous paffion? I profefs, Iknow no other
Heaven than God, the final Objeé@, and perfeé love of God
clearly feen, the perfet A&, conjunét with the perfe&t Recep-
ticns of his love, and pleafing of his will in both. And having
oft read their Controverfies, 1 never found the leaft inclination
to think, that eAquinas was in the right, that Beatitude is

only, or chiefly in lntelle@ion; but that Scorms , and the reft,

woft certainly prove, that Love is the end of Vifion ; and Bea-
titude is more finally and eminently the Will : and Afedina,
and the reft of the Thomifts, are triflers in their Argumentati-
ons hereupon: But 1 little doubt , but the Third fort are in

the right, that make Beatitude to confift in neither alone, but .

the. Complex of our Adive and Paffive perfeftions. And how-

much more favoury is it to me, to read honeft Gerfon, and 0--.

th r Papifis Treatifes, Treatifes of Love, and Mr. Boyles Sera-
phick Love, &c. than the nawme of fondy and ameroms pﬂj,/ﬁzo’nfﬁv
: Larijry
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Chriff, 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 paffion, and paffionate love, and find how wofully I want
fuch holy paffion? And yet I doubt not, but many miftaken
people, lay more of their fincerity on paffion, and lefs on obe-
dience than they ought to do, to their great delufion. But
love hath an excellency above obedience it felf, formally confi-
dered: Dews potentiffimus eft mator , Dens [apientifius Rector,
Deus optimms eff finis & amabiliffimus 5 obedience is due to him,
as Reftor; which is but rerum ¢ mortuum ordinator 3 but love
Is his due finally, for his infinite goodnefs. And though love,
becaufe commanded, is the chief material part of obedience;
yet formaliter, it hath a more excellent pature than obedience,
and therefore is the final AQ. And your words, p. 95. are
bitter, calling a formal contrat with Chrift (which doubtlels is
Baptifm, and Chriftianity in it felf ), the working of a heated
fancy, and Religiens diftraélion. Pray that you never have werfe
diftraktion. I am againft over terrilying the people, as well as
you, and againft requiring the obfervation of the method of
- Converfion you fpeak of, as neceffary in all. But the Ancient
Church, that trained up the Catechumens for Baptifm, led them
~along to a contra& with Chrift , by fuch fteps as you call a
Religious diftraction. And he that hath lived wickedly at Age,
muft be brought to a heart-contra@ with Chrift, by fuch fteps
as the Church brought men to Baptifn, though he muft not
be re-baptized. P. 72, 73, have harfh paflages; and p. 75. is
wore hatfh, Acquaintance with Chrifts perfon, being the firft part
of our Chriftianity, fhould not be a fcorn : Nor fhould you
have faid, Here is every jor and tittle of reafonit is founded on,
and pretends to, when near a Horfe-load of Lutherans, and Bi-
fhops, and other Proteftants, have given abundance more.
Much lels fhould you have faid of that, which fo many Pro-
teftants, even Prelates, have copioufly wrote for, even the ftrong-
elt defenders of Prelacy , as Bithop Diwnbam, Davenant, .
I think_there needs no more, to expofe it to the [corn of every con-
fidering man, who cannot but difcover bow inconfiffent the Reli-
Zion of Chrifts Perfon, and his Dotlrine arey where you confels,
that {corn is the end of the Writer.

- But I have prefumed too far on your patience, and therefore
Pafs by more, p. 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 59, 55 57> 50, &e. 1 will
add but one thing more. Z:2 2. You
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2. You have made fo fore a temptation for your felf, that it
grieveth me at the heart, to. forefee your danger, Some men

“will tell the wotld of thefe errors’ of yours, as lowd as you

have proclaimed theirs, aud expofe you to diflike , as you. have
d}?nevthem to fcorn: Yea, your erds have foill’»a fouynd,--that
the grzate[t part (Lthink) of ferious religious people, will think
as bad of your book, as:they do ot Dr. Parker’s s and all places
will found with your difpraifev- and ‘this will ‘be o you fo
ftrong a tempration 1o defteoy sl your Charity to them, and
turn your heart into an uttcr Enmity to them, that it muft be
eminent mercy, fortifying your humility, which muft make you
efcape it = And if you efcape -it not, you are an undone man:i
And thofe. that put the beft conftru@ion on your ‘words, will
{ay, Was it meet for him to’expofe others to fcorn, for unmeet
words, who could no better word his own conceptions; than
to {eem to overthrow all Religion, whatever he meant? Sify
though your conceffion embolden me to talk-thus freely to yous
I know it will be hard for you to take well even thefe fecret
lines from me ; For {elf will feel, till it be mortified. When
(tolenifie you) I mult profefs to you, that I doit for your g90d1

Warp not to'a party: Dodrinals are ufually fo much high-

er, in our-eftecem, than Forms, that, if I were partial, it were:

like to be for you, with whom (if you hold not worfe than I
hope you do) I .agree againft the rigid fenfe of imputation.:
But I have feltin my. felf fome part of your difeafe: When I
wrote my firt Book, I fell on Mr. Wulker, Dr. Owen &c. a-
bout Five and Twenty years ago : and I thought I ought to
{ave men from the hurt of all the miftaking Books 1 met with,
not knowing: how medling with perfons tendeth to - diffention,:
and alienations, and how much better it is to meddle with the
Caufe , and Arguments. I have long wifh’t ‘Mr. Shepherd had-
been more judicious:: . But Mr. Firmin hath more charitablys
yet frecly animadverted on his words, and Mr. Evekers, and
Mt. Daniel Rogers, and Mr, Perkins (with fome of mine) than
you have done.  And a few Independents in thefe points, about
free grace, fpeak-not the common fenfe’ of the Nonconformifts:
I intreat you torpardon:the plainnels ‘of .thefe lines,  intended
for your {elf alone : But whether you db ‘that; er:not, I €ar-
neftly degoof youy-ithat ‘you will ufe all means, that theenter-
tainmentyand> Anfwers of your Book, may ‘not-deftroy éﬁﬂ"-

el
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with that bitternefs, which intereft will be apt to tempt you

t0. And O that your own explications, and retractions, might
prevent, or break the ftrength of this temptation. [re

Dec. 24. o An unfeigned efteemer of your Partsy-
~XE73: , :
: and defiver of your Welfare,
Ri. Baxter.

r——— x B 7

His eAnfwer followeth.
; ,‘R,ewrmd_Sir! &

neceflary occafions, which has forc’t me to delay an Anfwer.

me, and for your plain and open dealing; for I prefume, Sir, you
did not expect that I fhould give you a particular Anfwer to all

- Letter , which at prefent 1am not at leifure to do; and many of

fo much uaderftanding, nor ingenuicy as your {elf; which [hope

* fpeak of : For, Sir, whatever becomes of my reputation, if any
man convince me of a miftake, I refolve to own it} and as fon,

- &nd have no other way of confuting Books, but by bold, and
groundlefs flanders, I have nothing at all to fay to thems; and
“thoughe this way is of late tbo much in vogue amongft thofe
who pretend highly to Religion, yet I hope 1 fhall be far e-
nough from the temptation of fuch examples: For though, Siry
you are pleafed fometimes with Acrimony enough, to charge

~

‘Charity to the Diffenters , and turn your heart againft them

I Received your Letter, but havc;beer:l fo hurried ffqm,oné-plaée :
to another, this Chriffmas, that I havenot had time for my -

But now I return you my thanks for your kind intentions towatrds

your Objeétions, which would be, to write a Book inftead of a -
the Objetions are fuch, that [ am confident you can anfwer
_them your fe!f, and fave me that labour ; though I heartily thank -

you for acquainting me, what othcr men will {ay, who havenot

will contribute much to break‘the force-of that remptation you -

thofe, who have no rule to judg by, but paffion, and intereft, .
3

my -
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- my Writings with Scorn and Acrimony, yet I find other wife
and good men have a better opinion of them 3 and upon the
moft cool and deliberate refle@tions , were 1 to write it again,
excepting fome few paflages, which are rather merry than fharp,
I know not how I could have writ otherwife , without being
wanting to the Caule I managed. But it is no more than L ex-

pe@ed , that .diﬂ’erent men would pafs different cenfures vpon
my Book, which is the fate of .all Books thatever were writ:

: Ar!d this I'conﬁdered before I writ, and therefore am not fur-
_prized at it now. . I value my Reputation, as all wife men ought

to dos but yet I am not afraid of being reproach’t in a good

Caufe, in which I fhall have the company of the bet men that
ever were in the world. It is not victory I contended for, but
truthy and therefore am no more concerned to defend any thing
1 have writ, than I am to find out and defend the truth; and
fhall be fo far from being angry with any man who fhall con-
fute me, and convince me of a miftake, that I fhall heartily
thank him for it: And for that reafon, I once more return my
hearty thanks to you, for appearing fo much -concerned 10
re&ific thofe miftakes you apprehend me to be guilty of and
{ubferibe my felf,

Your obliged Friend, and Serwnt;

Will. Sherlock.

CHAP IIL
Of the nanner of their Confutation of us by Reproach and

Niyife.

$. 1) THere is fo much difference hetween Dr. Sherlock’s judg-
ment and mine, as to the Order and Manner of fuch

Difputcs , or Writings, as pretend to make known

Truth and Falfhood , that I have little hope of ever profiting

by his method. He firfk over-pafleth a fair difcuffion of the
: i things
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ch we have told him we diffent from: And what he

things whic :
ific againft our contrary thoughts, 15 handled

pretendeth to juft .
with fuch heaps of unfatisfalory words, as may amaze, Of con-

found, or divert the uriskilful, but need no reply tofuch as un- .

derftand the ftate of the controverlie, and the force of an ar-

gument, and will compare his words with mine. :
1 have long unfeignedly defired; 1. That they that fill fay,

there is no fin smpofed on #sy would give us {fome fuch evidence
of the lawfulnefs of all the things which I have named in my

fitlk Plea for Peace, as the matter of our diffent, as may fatil-"
“fie the Confciences of fuch as truly fearch into the fenle, and

cafe, and dare not venture on fuch dreadful fin-as [ there defcri-

bed: That they will , without fraudulent forcing words, thew -

us the error of our doubts, and the lawfulnefs of all the Oaths, .

Declarations, Promifes, and Subfcription, and Pratices there ex= -
cepted againft; Were it but the denying Chriftian Baptifm, to .-

fuch as think their fort of Godfathers undertaking, and the ufe

of the Symbolical croffing to be finful 5 when yet they feem to -

afcertain falvation to the baptized, if notto 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 its lawful to deny. the Eucharift to all that dare -

not take it kneeling, or be confirmed, as our Bithopsdo. When

Mr. Dodwell, and fuch other tell us, that thofe that receive not -

the Sacrament (even from fuch as he defcribeth), or that fuffer
themfelves to be fhut out of Communion in {uch a cafe, have

no Covenant-right to falvation: And fo if I deny them Baptifin, .

or the Eucharift, what cruelty do I ufe, though they were faul-
ty, if 1 might give it them? Many more fuca things 1 expe-

£

&ed a jultification of , by folid proof, before I confent to: .

them,

ration, and fhewed in how many cales we renounce it, and in
what fenfes and cafes we take it to be a duty , 1 had hoped,

that ere this, fome of thefe Dolors that write and talk fo -

much againf Separation and Schifm, would have endeavoured

to fhew me, that Sepiration isa finin {ome one of thole many par- -

ticulat cafes, in which I take it to be none, or to bea duty.
' 3. And

2, And when I had fo oft, and largely diftinguithed of fepa- -
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*'3."And when in a Treatife of Epifcopacy, I have given them
fo full an account, why we dare not fvear, and fubfcribe for it,
as is required, I hoped fome one would have thewn us, by a
reafonable An{wer, what it is that fhould change our judg-
ttlil(e)gt, and warrant us to fwear, never to endeavour any altera-
4 Andwhen I wrote my Apolo  for our Preaching ( which
is made our Schifm, andv‘?he intdl%fz'able crime whichgdgfcrve,th'

~our ruin in the common Goals), fome ene would have fhewed

us the error of our Arguments, if we miftake. But inftead of
this, we have fuch writings fent out again®t us, as I will not
here name as they deferve, but have fully anfwered in my feveral
Defences of my fitft Plea for Peage. .

And if wedo but manifeft undeniably to the Reader, the grofs
errors, confufions, fallacies, notorious falfhoods in matter of fact,
which any of them would deceive- their Readers, and tear the
Church by, we are called Proud, aud Raslers; for {uppofing that
we dpeak trulier than they: As many, and many a timel have
known common drunkards and Blafphemers {ay of thofe godly
men that urged them to repentance , Yo are proud Pharifees,
and ‘byprerites, that fay; I thank thees Lord, that Iam not as this
Publican.  You are as bad, and worfe than we. And then they
were fafe from motions to repentance.

~§.2. As to their cafting on us the odium of the late Wars ;
and as Bifhop Gunwing’s Chaplain, calling us over and over, cru-.
el, :nd bloody SeQaries, as if their own reviling would warrant
men to deftroy us: And as to the Perfons that we have to deal
wi'h, Imuftdefire the Reader to remember, I. That before the
Kings Reftoration, almoft all that had any Church-benefices, ufed
the DircQory infidad of the Common-Prayer, and conformed to
the times, as much as we did, thatarenow filenced.

2.That therefore of 9200, or 10000, Minifters, 7090, or 8000.
that conformed, had before lived like the reft : So- that all the
reproaches that are caft on thelate Miniftry from 1646, till 1660,
belongasmuch more to the Conformifts, than tothe Nonconfor-
mifts, as 7000, or 8000, are more than 2000 : e

3. That the moft of the Nonconformifts, now living (I think
move thanten to one), had nomorc hand in Wars, or depofing

the Bithops, than their accufers 5 being either at SChools,:u"F
. o b= nl.
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“Univerfities , or not medling in fuch things] o

4. That t,he new upftart zeaglots, that plead for our ruin, é[;xd
“the execution of the Laws againftus, asSchifmatical Sfparat} 5y
"Were too young to have any of the honour of the szgs Re-
ftoration, but rife up to reap the fruit of other mens uoyalg
(fuch as were the Presbyterian‘Commandjer’sb of Genqra}l Monk_s
Army, and the Lord Mayor (Sir Thomas Alicg), yet living), qu
“the PresbyteriansMinifters of London, who perfwaded him, and
the Londoners, to driw in General Monk, for the King, &)
and now cry us down, as Rogues for the Goal, and talk revi-
-<l1'ngly of " perfons, and things which they never kngw,_ becaufe they
are “irained up to'Notions, and Inclinations, morefuitable to Pre-
latical grandure and domination, than we.

9. 3. And yet I muft truly tell the Reader, that I defire ot
'to hide any of the worth of our flinderers, revilers, or perfe-
€utors, Man is a creature of a marvellous mixture : Jt’s a won-
‘der how fo much good and evil can dwell together in the fame
breaft. Forgive the freedom of my inftance : [ kave heard ‘Mr.
Skerlocke Preach wholefom Truths; and yet his contentious
writings are fo falfe, fo injudicicus, {o malignant, that out of
the fame Fountain cometh {weet Water and bitter,

‘Who would think, that read Dr. Parker’s Ecclef. Polity, and

Preface to Bifhop Bramball, that he is the fame man, that hath
lately written a.Defence of Natural and Chriftian Religion? ‘A
»lBobk that conftraineth me to forgive him his great viry-
ency.
. A great deal of laudible Induftry and Learning, is manifeft
i Mr. Morrice his Vindication of ‘the Prelatical Ulurpations,
under the name of the Primitive Church, I rejoyce there are
any men of fo much diligence, and worth, But this is the fme
man who diftorteth Church-Hiftory , as making thofe Bilhops
and ‘Councils, the great means of the Churches Concord, ‘who
have confounded it » and divided it into the many great bodies
Which are vifible to ‘this day (wiz. Papiffs, Grecks, Neftorians,
Facbites, drmenians, Abaffines, and Proteftants.)

§- 4. And it is a wonder to me, ‘that all the 7900, or 8ggo,
that furned to Conformity, while many of them reproach the
Nonconfosmifts, for former com;jtl\ianccs with Ufurpers, donone

e ; Aa : of
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of-theém - or no more, accufe themfelves, In my acquaintance, it
-was thole that fince conformed, that took the Engagement, ex-
cluding the King and Houfe ot Lords, when I wrote againftits -

and thofe that now are Nonconformifts refufed it, as to the greater

_part, proportionably compared together.

- The difference then' between the 7c00, or 8oco. and 2000.
muft be, that the 7005 repented when the 2000 did not. And
Mr. AMorrice taketh occafion to ftigmatize. the Nonconformifts as
enemies to repentance, for their Reputation {ake, when 1 fpake
of the peccavivins,which the mutable Bithops pronounced in their
Councils upon the turn of the times, 1 love repentance, and
Jove the means that tend to bring meto it : But to run all
ene way , in one Princes Reign, and curfe it in ‘the mext, and
turn again in the next, witha peccavimus, is notfo good as con-

ftant adhering to the truth. When Mr. Barrer tells Dr. Stile

Lingfleer ; how he came and Preach’t in his Church without his
knowledg and confent, on 2 day of publick folemnity, command-
ed by the Ufurpers for their fuccefles, when Mr. Barret vefufed

‘to keep the day, and faid athome; L would ask, Whether Mr.

Barret do now deferve fcorn or fuffering for what be did then,

‘more than Dr. Stillingfleer ? And when, where, and how did

they publith repentance for all thofe years of Church-obedience

to- the LUlfurpers, unlefs if was by changing with the times, and -

fubfcribing, declaring, and taking Bencfices, and near 7000 pro-

 feffing Affent and Confent to all things contained in, and pre- . -

feribed by a book which they had never feen (the Prefs having

“not finithed it in time)? -+

1 blame not their peccavimsus.. But why hsye we no no more
of their felf-accufation in it, bur rather accufing thofe that did

as they did then , beeaufe they dare not do as they do now.

And how came Bartholomew-day, 1662 f0 be fo happy. a day,

as to bring at once 7000. to fudden, underftanding and 'repent-.

ance, that never fhewed that repentance till then ?

. But what are ail thefe things to the deciding of our pre- -

fent cale, whether our impo{ed Confosmity be lawful? And whe-

ther , if it be, we deferve filencing and Goals for thinking -

and doing ogherwife ? But to bring an odium on the perfons who

em, is fome mens chief Confutation of their Caufe, .-

¥
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~ bare words of accufation will not eafily change thofe mens ¥Za
gard to the Nonconformifts, who have been many years well
acquainted with both fides. Butif the ftronger fide be the right,
I hayve been moftly in the wrong, unlefs we take God for our
flrength,

§. 6. For my part, 1 charitably judg the béft of moft thatfo

fuddenly conformed, that they took neither way of Government
or Worfhip to be unlawful, and therefore did conform to both,
as they thought neceffity required. That this was Dr. Srilingflzet’s
thoughts, his Irenicon ftully fheweth: Evenasa Parliament, and

Weftninfter-Synod, who'had conformed before, did turn againft

it, when they thought neceffity, ‘or the ftate of the Church re-
~quired it. And yet our prefedt Church-Fathers liké not the mu-
tability of thefe Conforpifts. .

8. 7. And I can truly fay, That in all Counties of my acquain-
‘tance; it was thofe men (‘though’never engaged in the Wars,

ot -changes, coming fince from tfie Univerfitics ) who excelled.
the greater part of the Minifters in heart-fearching, heavenly.
fexvent preaching end prayer, in diligent catechizing, and inftru-

€ting the people, and watchful care of all their fouls, in greateft

~care of true reformation of all feﬁ(‘u‘aﬁtzl\aﬁd'Wigk?(}fiéﬁ andin,

the moft blamclefs converfation, and fer

outhels i {ecking their
own. and other mens falvation, and eminent charity to their POW~.
er. Ifay, it was thefe men that were tdraed out,, and filenced
as Nonconformifts : Yea, befides thefe that came yousger, or fince
the change, even thofe that had been old Conformifls, that were.
one ofomy next Neighbotrs, thar Had been conftang. for
againﬁ:‘mhv\e?:Pathameﬁzﬁd'*"ﬁrfcé';?hé Wi, dé ,_‘fg 6% eayours,
againft them;, Bur of too loofe a'life; ﬁxfiycﬁcf-‘?fﬂ;ﬁg:h"é»goqwr, 1-
on,_as he judged it , from fome Sermons, which méﬂ'fﬁ’d with
no matters of Conformity, or Controverfie, and becoming a fe-
rious Preacher , and of a new life, he l¥£9{1€g, I‘{gjﬂicgnfqr i
of gredter vefolution'thati the reft: Foil g‘t eiﬂ% €I (
wonly knowny he had-ndnconragement® ff6m o _
mifts, nor fcarce any acquaintance with them, the fhupaing
as the Chriltidns a firfdid Pasut; a0d hé f)gmg;mv%'&gm modeft
{o that FRad never any ffket‘h"vsfﬁhzﬁfﬁx‘#fﬂﬁ s '”']
nag = &

of , the fathe temper of ‘eonfcience, wert tmg"WiitH)tlkem., f %:l
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~ ¥ fpeak thefe inflances, as giving a truer defcription than ffanz .
8€rs, imbittered by intereft, or faQion, give, Imult fay, that -
among all my acquaintance, 1 could before hand fo far judg by
tie very complexion of their confiiences and lives (not by their -
enmity to Bifhops, but by the forcfaid Charaters) who were -
the men that would not conform: And though | was 100, or
120. Miles from- them: when the- time. came (1662, and pever
wrote a word to them about it, my conjeQures did not fail me*
in above three or four, that I remember. And of fome that had

been in Arms againft the King, 1 did truly prognofticate, that -

they would conform: Vea, fome that had .written for the En-
gagement, and much more ; even that rare man of knowledg,
who in his Treatife of Policy (Ecclef. and. Civil) hath written-
that of the Kings death which I will not name, I made no que-

ftion would conform, when others that wrote againft it would
foat. o

§.8. The truth is, as far as I can perceive, the moft fiery of

the old Bifhops and Conformifts, were ftrangers to the men that’
they revile, cven while they lived near them: And the younger -

fort judg of them by .the revilings of the.elder, and by the weak- -

nefles of fome cdmtinemians, or crroneous odd perfons, or igno- -

rant women that they hap’t to meet with, I thought of their -

cafe when Sezenus-Creffy (fometime a Proteftant Dean) fent me

his Edition of Baker’s Book, and told me, that he turned from . :

the Proteftant Religion,, becaufe there. was no. fpiritual prayer’
and contemplation among them.. I fent him my anfwer, that it -
was Gods joft judgment on fuch as. he, that upon others calum- -
nieshad made themfelves firangers or enemies to godly Prote-:
teftants, nick-named Puritans, that.while they-ived fo pear’
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 for fuch as they.. But this the devil hath’
got by Fa&tion.

§.'0. I find, that fome ene thing fcemeth {o great to moft men,” .

f?at_"they reduce almoft all their other conceptions to the intereft’
OF R - e :

The Nonconfermifts, for the generality, fo much look at fe-
riows gedlinck, and extirpation of fin, that fome ef ghem have:
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been tempted into unlawful compliances, or means which feemed 6™
them likely to artain.it, and too much to oppofe Lijurgies and

Forms, as thinking that they were ufed to mortifie and extin< -
guifh it,

The Statefmen that. were moft for Property and Liberty of the

Subje&t, have fome of them been tempted to think thofe Principles
and Parties beft that ferved thisend: and many were inclined to
Eraftiani/m hereby. : Bl

- The great Men of the earth, who are ftill for being greater;”
and abfolute, and unlimited in Power or Will, are liable to ghc'
temptation to be for that Party and Opinion in Religion, which
{erveth thisintere® and end : And when Proteftants will deliver-
thém 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 Papifts, (that is, to be Slsvesto the -

Pope, that they may be Abfolute, and not to be tied ‘to a loving-
Facherly Government ; {o much-doth fin contradi@ it felf 1)

And if men once get a ftrong falle conceit , that all Chriftians
in the world muft have a vifible , unifying Church- power under
Chrifty and that this is a Council while it fits, andall the Bifhops~
of the world as one Colledge, when there is no Council  and fo
that the Council of Conffance, and Bafily and the French Papifts’
that fet Councils above the Pope, as to the Form of Church-
Government, are in the right 5 and that the true Reformation
- of the Church lyeth, in getting Erance and England united in’

the Collegiate or Council-Supremacy, getting them to abate (or

allow us -to forbear) the Sacramentonly in-orte kindy -the Ado-
ration of Angels and Saints, Tranfubflantiation, Pricfts celebate,’
and the Latin Mafs : And that thisUnion with the Conciliar part’
of - Papiftsis to be called, The Reformed Religion 3 and is the only’

way to the peace and profperity of the Church, I'fay, when this -

once is rooted in mens minds, what wonder if fo great a thing as
the fuppofed Intereft ‘of the Univerfal Church; and Chriftian Re-
ligion, do make them think odioufly-of all that axezgainft it, and

overlook their Piety and: Honefty, and vilifie all their Reafons

and Defences, .and even think it needful to deftroy or ruine  themy
asa fervice acceptable to Chrift?  All their thoughts and fudies
will run in this channel, to ferve this efpoufed-End and Error.

¢. 10. But I have fo far detefted thefe miftzkes in my Book of
Concord, and anfwered their Aceufations in my Apalogy, [p. 9277

that
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