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^ A P P E N D I X . 

I cbnfcnt 
on; 

Ecting lately wi th a very 
worthy Brother, at 
fJaddon in the County of 
Nmkantfm i he did much 
importune me, to admit 
of a fliort difpute with him 
about the principle under 
coniideration i to whom 

and he laid down this Aflerti-



That Lapfig or? of tUnds^ Heb. 6 . a , 
is not a foundation Prtndfle , nor a 
ffAiiiCAl Duty, 

Againft which I laid down this Pofition: 

tAjipg on of Hands Heb. 6,. 2 . is a 
rtincifle oftheVoBmeofChrifi^ to 
tcpraUtfedh people > and a p^yt 
of the Fcttndatun there mintiontd: 

Which my Oppofite did wholly deny. 

I t was argued that I (hould be Opponent, 
whereupon 1 offered tliis Argument. 

Offonent* Ar^. i. 
The word Pnnctfles, Heb. 6. i . being of th^ 

plural number, is rcfcr'd to all thcfe partic^ ,̂ 
krs \ namely, Repentance , Faith ,• Baptifmg 
Laying on ot Hands, the Rehirreftion of the 
dead,and the Eternal judgement. _ 

Ergf^, Laying on of Hands, Hd\6, 2. is^ 
principle of the dodrinc.of Chrift. 
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I Refpondcnt. ' 
W 'TT- ^'^^^ toprovt it a Principle hythit 

Opponent^ 
; pofition is not the Text, therefore I 
may prove it by this Text. 

Refpondent. 
^ The 7 m ,„/b/fi& VK d'fer veill not prove 

J/<, ^Opponent, • 
' w/ I f any Scripture wi l l prove i t , i t is fuffici-
' l l / ' therefore anfwer to the Argument. 

Either diftinguifh, or deny the Antecedent or 
y ccnfcquence. 

Refpondent, 
I mil prove tkn Laying on of Handsy Heb.^. 

••̂  nQfomdmonprincipie^ thw, —. 

iff'*' * • f p ^ Oppnntnt, 
'F' f|i ^'"^j yc>̂ ^ would by no means he Opponent, 
101 when I defired you to make good your AlTcr^ 

M tion \ but complaiii'd, as i f l put you upon that 
which was not your part : Why then do you 

p' E 4 now 

I I I 



jiow rcfufe to anfwcr, and jput your felf int(j 
the place of the Opponent, which you know 
is contrary to rule, lith I am now to prove, 

Refpondent. 
mll^ I anfvcer hy denying the confeqtitnct, 

I defire to know whether you grant the 
Antecedent, for your denial of the Confe. 
guenĉ e only, fuppofeth that you grant the 
Antecedent. 

Refpondent. 
' t dogr4nt yoftr Anttcedent* 

Opponent. 
Then take notice that you grant the fij-a 

bmich of my Pofition, which you denied [/^ 
jn^Ty I deny it aW] for that the word p'lncipi^J 
Beb. 6,1, refer to all the particulars aforcfai^]' 
then to Laying on of Hands i, and fo the Con' 
fequence will follow. Thus ybu grant as miKh 
as I can defirc. 

Refpondent.. 
/ :riU prove >——— 
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opponent. 

Brother, you ought not to prove t i l l you be 
Opponent, this you know better than I do. 
Therefore either rccal your anfwer to the An
tecedent, or confefs your errour in denying the 
firft branch of my pofition. 

Kefpondent. 
mil J foy ArgtmcmfAkty I grant errour in 

matter of form, , 
Opponent. ' • 

No Brother, your errour is anerrour ot 
judgement. Fir(t,t6 deny Laying on of Hands, 
Heb. 6.2. to be a principle of the Dodrme ot 
Chriit, and then to grant i t i n one ot thele 
you mult needs err in judgement. 

Hcve my Rejpndent was not mllingto achnorf-
ledgg r.n crrofir in judgement. And therefore ( 
i^ljo for divers aiher prcjfing ocr^'^fions that rv is to he 
ccfsfsderedy and the tith but Jhort ) I put a period 
to ihe difpme. 

And becaufc I had many otlier things to fay, 
which time would not then permit to be fpo-
ken^ I w i l l now offer them to conlideration *5 
and that as for other caufes, fo chiefly for that 
I hope it may tend to the fatisfadtion of my ho
noured Brother, and others that arc under the 
fifncmiftakc. 

Argu-
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Argument 2. 
Litj'ing on ef Uands^ Heb. 6.2. u a Principle 

afthe Oracles of Cjud, 
Ergo, Laying on of Htndsy Heh.6.2. 'is ^ 

Princij^'if of the dttlring of Chrifl* 

The Antecedent is manifcft, becaufe the 
fame particulars which is called the principles 
of ciirifts dodrine, Hel>.6. is called the prin
ciples of the Oracles of God, Heh,^. i ' -which 
is evident", Becaufe as the principles p f Gods 
Oracles, Hel. 5.12. were the things which 
the Hebrew Cliurch ought not to have any 
need to be taught a^n ; fo the principles of 
fhedodrineof Chrift,^^^/'^<^.i,2.ar£ the things 
which (as a foundation) among them, ought 
not to need any laying again. 

Argument 3. 
Allthofef-tnietiiarsy tshich inUch* 6, 1^2. the 

Anofiie fmh he VPOHU intermit^ and fo go on to per^ 
{eHiin , are the Principles of the DuSlrine of 
Chri/t: 

But L^ylfig fin of Handsy Heb. 6.2. is one of 
the p^rtictti^rs] which the Apojile fmid , Hcb. 6. 
rhit he vfjuld intcriTjit. 

E 
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Ergo, Laying on ofHitndsy Hcb. 6.2. U ^ 

Trihcijjlff oj the DMrine of Chrift. 

I take this Argument to be irrefragable, 
therefore I proceed to the fecond branch 
of the pohtion, which is i That laying 
on of Hands, fJel. 6.2. ought 'to be 
prad-ife4 by the people ot God. 

But firft I iiiuft explicate the worchrLaying^ 
on of Hands ^ which in the undcrlbnding ot 
any confidering mah, muft needs fignifie an 
Atiy and theicfore cannot be reiiramed to tlic 
paffive;, for as the fubjed: on whom Hands is 
laid, ispaliiveastothe Ad, Cbut not m faith) 
fo the party hnpoting of Hands is adivc And 
evident it is, that the word [_ Principle] Heb. 
6.1. refers to the All exprehly^ and to the.p^/-
fi'-^e implicitly, as any confidering man may un-
deritand : Whence I argue. 

Argument i . 
•Seeing the Lfi)ing on of Heb. 6. 2.-

^ it ^ a principle ( or DMrine of Chrijt (ifyo'^t 
ple'ife ) IS not.p'.jjive only, Lut dlite r.lj<. Ittmfi 
needs he pr.^ilfidj elthir by the [ervanu of 0r}j(-, 

thefervxnis rf SAthm '•, 
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Bm LAying on of H.mds, .Hch. 6, 2. at if ^ 

a principle of the do^lrine of Chrlji ^ is not to he 
p',>ctiled hy the fsrvants of SathAn : 

Ei'go, L tylfigotrof Handsj 4S it is a pri/jcU 
fleofthsdoilriafofChriJlj is tolcprJiilifed by the 
ferv..mtsof Chrif;. 

The Major is plain. The Minor furely will 
not be denied. Kor who will prefume to fay^ 
that the principles of Chrifts dodrine (as 
fuch) are to be pradifed by the fervants of 

\ Sii\m\. Seeinfi; i t is ChrilHans (noi the de^ 
z'iis 1^4ds) who ĉs they are once to lay it^ 
fo ixQ not to lay ag.fin the Foundation, 
for wicked men, they will perfccute the Saints 

• again and again , and fo Chnftians muft have 
the hands of wicked men laid on them again 
and again i and that when they are gone on 
to perfedion, as well as when they begin their 
profelfion, fo then this Laying on of Hands, 
fh'1. 6. being but once to be laid, cannot be 
that which the wicked do impoie j , fith it^ 
Certain as they do it otten, fo fureit is, they 
ought not to do it fo much as once.. 
gain, The Li)in',n)n of Hands hy the wickedy 

•ji '-.ecn^e the Saints, is the daSirine of the Devi! 
Ergo , noprincip-e of the D lirint of Chrifi^ 

, A\'t that I.-lying m of Hands mentioned-y Hcb. 
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jijji'' Argument 2. 
Laying on of Hn^. ' , Heb. 6.2. . msheU and 

j i frdlifedby the yimhive Charch ̂  as a principle 
\\f ^f0^ri(^--DoElrhe; 

Ergo, h uttght to he held and praWfed as a 
. principie of Chrijh DoBrine rtorv^ by the fabfe-

^ij' <Juent Churches. 

Ĵfj The Antecedent is proved above, therefore 
y. the confequence is indubitable j which yet 1 
^/i' may demonlirate thus. 
If'': 

!̂ Argument 3. 
None of the fnnciples of Chrifls DcBrine 

,j]3|̂  C Vfhich rrere praUicd ) are aibolijhed, no more taeH 
'^(i thofe which are not pra^icaU 
ij(f Ergo, Laying on of Hands as a pr^flicd frin-
t|ii'' cipUi Heb. 6. 2. ought noa> to be prdVfed by the 
iilil'' fervantsof Chrifi, 

The Antecedent cannot be denied, without 
manifeft danger to all the principles of Chriils 
Dodrrine ^ for i f one be abolifhed, then why 
not the reft? So then the confequence rouH: 
not be denied. 

The third branch , of my pofition proved. 
Vi-/. ihat the Laying on of Handy, Heb.6.2.. 
w a pm of the foundation there mfimioned. 



But firft, for explication of the word [ Potan^. 
Amon '] it is to be conhdered That when if 
is applied to Chriftianity , or ihe Church of 
God \ I t may .be confidered firlt origiually^and 
in-the main, and fo Chrilt our Lord is only the 
foLindat'on. Or {econdly,demonih-atively ,or i ^ 
the mean j and fo his dodrine may be faid to 
be the foundation,by an ufual manner of fpccch^ 
when the thing containing or holding fortij 
is taken for the thing contained or held forth. 
For, whatsoever Chrilt is in himlelf, certain it 
is he is hoc a foundation fO 'L'.?; But as he 
is held forth in his dodrine, Heb. 6. i , ^^ ^.^ 
Hence I argue. 

Argument I . ; 
The rcorti Fonndacivn , Heb. I . ctntiot he 

referU to Chrifl^ M the fopindmon of his Chnrck 
orlgindly, or in the nuln^ or in the highefi o* 
f^o/f fMhiime confideratioK. 

Ergo, J he iv^rd [ Fomdatin'] if referU to 
the dcttrine of Chrift ^ in the firfi , or m^ff ^^^^ 
demon/hatiou i to ivit , the firfi rudiments ^ 
friHcifles of Religion , even fttch ui Babes in Chrifi 
w^y l^ftjw then:* 

The Antecedent is true, othcrwifc what 
(hall v/e think oi'Paal. Would he not teach the 

Chri, 



(^3) 
Chriftians concerning tHe knowledge of Cluii? 
i l l the more fublime points of Chriflianity j 
Surely he profeffes to do this, at the time he 
wrote to them i and indeed , how elfe could 
he lead them on to perfedion > Hel. 5. i j .and 

3. So that our confequence is very ratio-
nal. 

Argument 2* 
The word Fcmdaiitrty Heb. 6. i . if ccrrpre-

henfive of all thefe pardcfflitrs, tovtit, Fai.h, A'c 
ftntance, ^ c . 

Ergo, the vcord Fokndation, Heb. 6. i, is com^ 
frehenjive of Laying on of Hands, Hcb. 6, 2, at 

as any of the reji. 

That the Antecedent is true, may in part 
be perceived by the Searchers themfelves For 
they were more rational than to deny, the 
word Foundation-1© be meant, of this or that 
particular^ only •, and ^rftnt it to be meant 

ur ^-^^^ J^^ereforc they would have mae 
of the faidpmiculars to be iinderdood by , or 
comprehended in the word Fonndaiion, but re-
Itrain it only to Chrifl j which yet is contrary 
to their own opinion, fith they ha%̂^ lince 
granted, Layi^j^ on of H.mds, Hcb. 6.2, fa lea 
pm of tts Fo:inda;i,n, 
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The confequencc is good, becaufe no reaf^^ 
can be afiigned , why the dodrine of Baptifm 
fliould be a part of the foundation there 
meant, rather than the promife of the Holy 
Spirit, withtheway ofGodtofeekfor i t . 

Argument 3, 
The Apoftle in fJeh. 6.12. defcribes thefoun. 

dation in its fevcral parts. 
But it^ irrational in fuch d defcriftion , to in., 

ttrmix two pHrttcnUrs in the midji of fonr , ĵP,̂  
tmfirfli *W trvoUf^^ being Fundamental ^ 
the tm middlcmcfi (^ircmffantiAl ( vr rrh^t elfg 
mtiU you h^ve them.) &/^nd yet ^ive „o i^^.^ 
mmon of any fuch HnfuitMe commixtict7. 

Ergo, Laying on t>f Hands is one pjrt cf f/,̂  
Fomdmon, which is mentioned^ Heb. 6; 1^2, 

T . G, 
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fMfir 'i^ta tf(I/» r^r:r i ^ iCfs 

« ^ cfSi!^ CH:^ 

^*irf9 rfSfS tJ©* 

T h e Second part. 

O f t h e C o n f t i c u t i o n o f a t r u e 

C H U R C H . 

Tfc^ > r t . t h « are the demands of oar Bre-
^ . T thrcn,about what truths, the know 

1 ^ ledge whereof are neceffary to the 
. •^ ^ ConmtatioHofa true Churchy I 

difficult; but that we malVg.ve f " ? ^ 
anfwer,atleaftto a larger degree, than what 
they in that cafe have alhgned s for they only 
fet down Vaith, Repentance and BjP"/?^^ * 
a holy life, &r. omittingnot only the .tour h 

' principle of Chrifts Doftrine ( Aoj-gh they 
confcd laying on of Hands, H'1.6.2. to be » 
p „ t of the foundation) butalfo theyom>t the 
iklief o f the Refurreftion,; and the etetna 
Judg,TK-nt. in t lhould be faid that they com 
prehend the two laft principles ' n _ f « " 
i aith towards God, we niuft tell them the^ 

G 
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had better by far have exprcffed them ^ 
certainly in this cafe wc cannot be too 
exprefs, i f we cxprefs nothing but the truth. 
But to be plain, it's juftly fufpedted that the * 
do not make the Knowledge or Belief of th 
Refurredion and eternal judgment ncceffaj-y 
to the EffenCc of a true Church h for i f they 
had, they would fome where or other have a{: 
fetted thefc truths to be nccclfary in that be, 
half i , which they have not done, but rather 
argued to the contrary, whiles they reafo^ 
from the ft ate of the Church before Chrifts 
Afcenfion to the ftate of the Church after it 
aswe fhall fee more anpn. * 

Thefe things premifed,! anfwer diredly to 
their demands,(in this cafe)That the belief and 
pradice Cfo far as they are pradical) of ajj 
thefe principles or truths, Hrh 6.1^2. 
necefTary to the right or perfed Conftitutioix 
of a true Church,which I thus demon(kate. 

All the f r f t principles ef Gods Oracles (from 
the time they were in being) are necefar-y 
to heknmn, believed, &c. in tke^ Conjlirmion of 
*i true Church : Er^o^ aU thofe truths, HeL6, 
a. u^re nectary to be knorvn, believedj O'c, in the 
£Ofi(titation of a trne (^hftrch. 

The Antecedent I prove, becaufe,/7r/? prir^ 
ejplesnre either necrffjry in the corifiitution of a 
true Chfirehf gr not at alU t>ut firft principles art 

y ^ 
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ftfcfjf^r)"^ Ergo, they are neccjfiiry in the conpituth 
on of a true Church, This will yet further ap
pear., by confidering every principle apart af
ter this manner. 

1. I f Repentance from dead works be not 
necelfary to the conrtitutiori or beginning of 
a true Church, no man can fl^evv a reafon 
why it fhould .,be ncceifary at all. 

2. I f Faith towards God be not neccffary to 
the conftitutiou of a true Church then not at 
all. 

3. I f Baptifms be not neceffary to be 
taught, g^r. in the conftitution of a true 
Church, then not at all. 

4. I f Laying on of Hands for the promifed 
and Sealing Spirit be not necelFary in the con-
ftitutionofatruc Church, then not neceflary 
at all. , 

5,<5.If the Knowledge that the dead fliallrife 
again and be judged, be not neccflary in the 
conttitution of a true Churc!i,then not nccef-
lary at all. And therefore I argue further. 

^ilk. ii necejfury fer ihihesy or m^nl^ind in hf^ 
firft cftate\ Ergo, all tbife frinclflcs,\\ch.6.l-)'^' 
Are necejjary to Churches in their heginningy 
crnftitutinn. The antecedent \?i evident by fen(c, 
the confequence is true, becaule all the princi
ples,/7.4. 6.1, Are called Milk,/^?/'. ^ - i ^ . 
And that which pertains to Babes in Chrift, 

G 2 ' and̂  
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und confequently to the confti'tutioii of 
Churches. _ r-o i - • i 

Again, I f thePrn^ciples ot Religion be not 
to y taught in the beginning of our Chriftiai^ 
State no man can telf the time when . thefe 
thinss ouglit to be taught. For pafs but the 
time of the beginning. Plantation, or founding 
of Churches, and let our Brethren refolve us 
concerning the proper time to begin to teach 
thePJfi'iciples of Religion, and particularly,that 
principle of Laying on of Hands > Mean while 
we conclude,that the proper tune to inftruft 
Men concerning the promife of the Spirit,, and 
confequently touching the means to obtain if^ 
is at or about the time ot their beginnuig their 
Chriftian courfe, or being made the Members 
of Ghrifts Body, becaufe every Member of that 
body ought to be vivihed by that one Spirit^ 
which God hath promifed to them that obey 

Apain, Tke nkic fcU'faattnn u ne^fjj.iry to 
tls cwftitPition'^f'f^fte Church i Ergo, all tin 
frinciple-ty Heb ^renscfjfary u ice Cin/lin,^ 
tion ^f a true Church. • 

The Ar4ece(lent w i l l never be dcnycd by any 
^vif- builder,for they know the Supci ft udurc 
i^norhketobe fecure, i f the Foundation be 
defedive The confequence is good, becaufc 
every principle, Hd. 5̂, is a part of tlie Foun

dation, 



( S 5 ) " 
elation, ana f o L i y i n g on of Hands among tlic 

, » reft, as is'granted on all fides. 
r , Nor wi l l our Brethrens dcmmds grounded 

' onthe/httofthe Ch;,rch before the Afcenti^no 
mrLrrd, prejudice ought that we have laid, 
feeing i t is evident, that they were not only 

m ignorant of the vromife the Sprit and 
f J : ^hat means itjhould he ^ cht^ined. but they wC e 
m plainly ignorant that Chrift^muft ^le for tfu. 
A linsofmen,and rife again for thc^^ ja^f ica-

tion, as appears Lnh ^^3^^^ m 25,26,2,7. W.^/ . . r that is]efuslpU . . r . r , 
liî  L t h a t i s L D i f c i p L ] . ^ ^ . ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 1 

'lit,? nf^ro htm concerning Jcfm of Nazaietn, 

1.̂  I . / /f^.Vo^/. . the chief Pnefis a,l hm ^ \ 

!'/;, have crucified him Bnt vce T K U M 
W it had Icenhe that, Jhcnld have delivered Htzu-
f / ^ t^And be/ideal! this,to day is the third day (ince 
'"̂  , thfcthinojvpere done', yti, and certain wmen 
///; a}fo ofourmn co^many, made us aaoninicd,-?'/;̂ ^̂ ^ 

^̂ 7̂  r^c're early at the Scp.Jchre,and ^hen thofo^^^^^^ 
Kf his B niy^ they c.^.mj^i)^ th ^rthey aljo e.n 
^ . a nf„n of A^rrels, iMch [aid That he was alive. 
, J\ And certain that WJS ivith PM rem: to the SefmcfJCTy 
\£ and fmnd it tven as the rr't^nren h^d f^id^ him 
IÎ /) \ they fai, mt; Then he faid [that is Jcfos J mto 
^ / ttemlthith hisDifcipIesJ O f^ds, and jb^ "f 
/ G 3 
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hi Art\to htlteve all that the Prophets have fpokea'^ 
C(4ghc not Chri(t to h.we fajf^red thefe thiri^s. ' 

Hence thefe three things are evident, j 
That Chrifts Difciples were ignorant that he 
fhould work mans deliverance by dying for 
them. 2. Thathefhould overcome death by 
rifing again from the dead. 3. That Chriit 
both reproves their ignorance, and inftrufts 
them in the knowledge of the Scriptures 
touching thefe principles. 

Nov/ let us fee what our ErcthVcn have 
ga-ned by quering from the fiatc of the Church 
before, to the fcate of the Church after the Af-
cenfion of our Lord furcly not an hairs-
breadth of proof, that Laying on of Hands 
fhould bedifpenfed wi th in theperfedl confti, 
tution of a true Church , any more than that 
the knowledge of Chrifts dying for our fins 
and riling again for our juiiification, may be 
difpenfed with in like manner. 

But howfoever it was the pleafure of God to 
wink at the days of this ignorance, yet furely 
we know that men are not now under the 
promife of falvation, unlefsthey confefs with 
the mouth the Lord ]«fus Qthat is, not to cry 
Lord Lord only, but acknowledge him their 

con
clude. 



elude, i f they be not under the V ^ j ^ f ^ ^ l ^ ' 
vMon, they are very unht for Chi«ch-Com-

And here we wi l l take nouce of yow ae 
mcmd,^hrM/;«^f«/?/" i - ' ' ^ ' 
4tt.- they hU rmmd th, H4, L^<, to be 
^ The ground of this demand fc™' X ! 
corrupt in two refpeftsi T 
pofeth; thatif the end of^" Ordmancc be * 
Lined, the Ordinance ceafah. The cont Y 

/ to which is evident >n the c fc ot i^J 
. Ach ,04748 . For Bapt/m n the ^ ^ 

wavofGods communicating F ^ ' ^ ^ " ' 
k Golpeli?antecedent to thf r e c ^ thereof 

is nroDoundedasa mcanswheicmnot ouiy 

% the i S f o n ofour fins (hall be gra.. d o 
U( us, but asacondltion whereupon we-^^all t 

ceive the gift of the Holy 
yet we know the Spirit was (once a' ' « ' U f '_ 
« n , and received before Baptilm was d.lpen 
S yea thofe perfons had t l ^ ch.o end of 
Ba^tifm ; for God that knew their h ar s dul 
now evidence the Remilhonot Aeir l.n , 

rifyng their hearts by Faith, - ^ " ^ . y ' / f l r n 
n o L u this in the leaft make void that » 
Ordinance, the Baptifmof Rcpcn«nee Kc 
milfion of fins,which wasfore-ordained to hg^ 
nirie and Sacramentally to conler the giaee ot 
.V,.. , .irdonof lin,and tlie mward walhi.ig f 



the Confcicnce by Faith in the bloud of ]til^^ 
Chri/ i I f then the end of an Ordinance bt jno 

. obtained, doth not make void the pradick par? 
(during the time that the Church is under Of, 
dinances) then who can forbid prayer wit l j 

'the Impofitton of Hands, forthe gitc of the 
promifcd Spirit, even for thofe that have re
ceived a meafure thereof already, feeing none 
wil l fay ( I truft) that they have received Co 
much, but that they are capable of receiving 
more. -

Again, it is the wi l l of God that there 
fhould be no Schifm in the body, nor confuil . 
on in the Dodrine or pradice of his holy 
things, I ^&r.r.io* Rom.i6 ly. iC.r.i^^^,'' 
And therefore hath not ordained a divided or 
confufed order in the ccnftitution of his Chur
ches, which yet cannot be avoided, i f once it be 
allowed' that part of a Congregation (under a 
pretence that they have the Spirit or gift of the 
Holy Ghoft already) muft be admitted to all 
manner of priviledgcs in the Church, without 
any regard had to an Ordinance, or principle 
of the Goipel, without the obfervation where
of, the other part cannot arrive at the privi-
ledgeof Communion in thelame body, with
out being guilty of the breach of . order, A 
weak light may perceive whither fuch a con
ceit 'would lead us at laft, even into that W i l -

deniefs 



d'crncfs whither many arc goyc , who (fox-
j()fj,|, fboth ) bccaufe they liave thcker^iel, to wi t , 
''^^^l^'] the Spirit, theyhavcno need of the flicll, to 
M wit , the Ordinance of God ( as i f that Spirit 
ijjjjtn which leads men into difobcdience were the 
,ft ^ Holy Gholl] till at length they have To 'in-^rh \ 
•flK "^'hii-, that thC: knowledge of Chrift crucified 

without the gates of /•trW'«/<''rr. is of as little: ^ 
ĤJ tfteem with them- as his Ordinances. 

The c/thcr corrupt ground of this demand 
[^ili^ feetriStobean otJer-ncamnf cimeeit of prefent re-

, (••eiv:ngs, and hath too much of that" Language, 
(tcf f-P'h^u fr fit JhJl ue have if ire fray unto htm ? And 

/ j ' fcems to border much upon their apprehenfi-
j P ens, who concerning Holy Baptifm do thus 

%ak, / r^m asnc/l as-fi^^-mtytan w^ikf me. Not 
( / eonfidcring that th( n^.y o{ God. uftrergth totht ^ 
r\lf uprioh; zndthzt G d ner.er to hu< pe^ople/reti ^ 
/il^.yme m vuin, Thc'ground therefore ot thii? 
'l^^ demand being thus corrupt, we flvall leave it 
*' without further Anfwer. ' . 
^1 We (hall ferioufiy confider the moft impor-

tant pinch of a great part ofour Brethrens de-
Jiiands •,' and that is, thither they uight hot te 

,fr semcd a irue Churchy tt:y hcing tiuder the pn-
f f^jpo:t cf Fuith ^ Repentance, and Baptifm, rcfvl-
l' 'Vingti) believe and dofurtl.er r^hatthey Jh^'ll ip^ 
^ ^'imc t" time undcrjf.i'id tde .iccbrdir.gto the rdlL 

, • ' Thefe 
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Thefe latter words (Icpnfefs) do make 
fair tlicw^yetare as little fatisfadfory to us with 
refpedrto the truth under confideration, as th 
like refolation would be to them, from fucj 
perlbns of other perfwafions as (hould defif̂ ^ 
Communion with them, only dcfiring to he 
born with, in the cafe of Holy Baptifm^till they 
lee it to be their duty,though in the mean time 
they frequently difpute and write againft jf^ 
and do more than any other Adverfaries what! 
foever, to weaken the Hands of many Chriftj, 
ans, who religioully obfcrve it, as necelTary 
the pcrfcd conilitution of the Church of 
Chrill. I fay, like as this kind of refolution 
would little comfort oar Brethren, fo doth the 
other as little comfort us, t i l l we fee them in 
good earnelt more folicitous for the kno^, 
ledge of the truth which they fee not, than hi
therto (or at leafl than by this their fearch) thcv 
have appeared to be. But notwithilandini 
this, and much more of like nature which 
nn"g]it be faid , I fliall anfwer this demand 
with all integrity and ingenuity: And i\xCi 
Negatively. 

That thofc haftiz^Cil ChriflUns xvha reicEl prn^ 
tr vpith the Laywn on of Hands-, .for the Spirit of 
pr'w;;}Y,hath a Church-ftate perfed in princj!, 
pics and orderly in conhitution, according 
to fie6,1,2. [yhieh I lake tok a fUi-form f^ 

the 



conffitHtion ef Churches, if there he one in AU the 
J^etv TefLmem^ I fay, that our Brethren hath 
[rich c cnn(i-itutinn^Qr(fh[ircl:'!iaie Tmuli plainly 
deny, and for the grounds of this denyal I dare 

r | referniy fe l f ( i fnot totheConfciences of our 
' 'J diilbring Brethren yet) to the Rcafons and 

'Scripture-evidences preceding: But Secondly, 
That our Brethren have a Church-ftate in / 

fomc good mcafure according to truth h I mull N 
and do chearfully grant, like as I muft grant 
him to be a man. in refpcd of the genus, who 
wants an hand, or foot^is alfo in refpedt ot that \ 
meafurc of Form and proportion which he 
holds with other men, and yet deny the fame 
perfon to be a man in rcfpcd of the fpecies or 
parts, which are necelTary to the pcrfed Et-

^ fence,compofition and Form of aman. Or as • 
I may call an Flditicc by the name of an houfe, 
diouf^jh it want nor only much of its compleat-
ncfs in rcfpcd of the Supcrllrudure fas God 
knowsallChurches do)but alfo though it be fom-

^ ,̂  way defcdi vc, by reafon of thc Menre of fomc : 
material part of the Ff;«/;̂ /4f/&«, which defettno 

\^ Ghurches (but by rcafon of their wilful want) 
0i, need to have 5 for though it is certainly true, 

fy'i]! '^'^^ ^'cannjt do the things which rve wvald^ in 
^ f f £oing on to fsrfeBiny, (af Icafi: according to thc^ 
P.jii; l.>igheft iinport of that exprellion) by j-cafon ot 
'"̂^ f' the m.inift)!d obftrudians wi thin and without, 

ye; ) 
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yet doubtlefs we may learn all the f^udiTnintt 
or hrll principled of Chriftianicy, maugre the 
oppofitionot Sathan and all his Auxiliaries-
otlierwifeitwill follow that we cannot ex
ceed theftatureofBabcs in Chrift. 

And that we may improve our Simile (by 
which we have explained pur fclvcs in An-
fvverto the molUmportant ot our Brethrens 
clcmands)for the detence of the truth under de
bate. Let it be confidered, that look how fa^ 
forth fuch a necelTary Member as, the Hand, 
c^r doth conduce, not only to the well being' 
but even to the very being of the body Natura] 
{b far doubtlefs the leaft Foundation principle 
of Cbrillianity, conduceth not only to the 
well-being, but to the very being of the Church 
of Chritl \ and conlequently as he that taketh a 
Member from the body Natural (be it Hand or 
other Member) detradethfomewhat from tlie 
being of inch a body, even fo, he that taketh a-
vvay^fromthe principles or Foundation of 
CliTiftianity, doth intrench upon the being of 
the body Myftical. _ r „ , „ ^ 

Now,that theLaymg on ot Hands,Heb.5.2.is 
fuch a-principle as is a part of the Foundation, 
0-c, js granted by our Brethren (as we have 
beard) and therefore we do with good right 
i int l for i t , as necelFary even t,o the Elfcncc of 

a Chlirch, '.n jnch [Grt M A'S hyinc even nuiv decl.^~ 
red. 



'^^fi' And, that that very Laying on of Hands, 
Hc\.6.1,2. is Ĵ hat v^hich vv/e hold it to be, and , 

J 'accordingly do ,prad:ife,we trult is fufliciently 
IIJC proved before,and tUat as by other Arguments, 
îi'̂ ' fo alfo by this narnely, becaufe no other'Lay^-

ing on of Hands pradifed by our Brethre'n, or 
any body elfe, can with any (hew ̂  of Truth 
or Reafon be called the fourth principle ot 
ChriftsDodrlne, or Milk for Babes in Chri^f. 

Our Brethren do leem to be very fenlibic 
how that the removal or extirpation of any o-
thcr of the principles, HiLd. would leave (if 
not mortality yet; a dangerous wound or grie-
vous maime in the Body of Religion i and 

!' therefore could they but once humbly confider, 
\ they would certainly fee that their rooting out 
)' the fourth principle, is very injurious to the 

Hly of that Dodrinccontain'd in thofe prin-
i c-iplcs, Hel. 6.1,2. . • ^ _ • 
' Were our Brethren only wanting in refpcd 
i; of the truth we plead for, the cafe were the 
)[ more toUerable i but now, together with their 

heing wanting, they are become the enemies, 
and grcat?ft oppofcrsof it . I t is certainly (O 
ye Searchers; your Oppotition to the truth 
which we profefs, which is, and ever was the-
CHIEF caufc of ourt//w/jV//,as is cvicJcnt by 
what is to be feen in feveral Congregations, 
where, they being imbodyed before they Uwv 

thi:; 
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this truth, yet ahftaining from oppofnioyi .tl'^ 
coHtraittlion^ have very much Chriftian Co'^^ "̂^̂  
munion, though they differ in their apprê ^̂ "̂ 
fions about the point depending. 

I t is our SAvioars rale, He that us mt againfi 
is en onr pm ;whence it vviii follov/, that he u 
on o%r part i»ho i-s againft m ; But thenfour B"^^ 
thren) are the men (and in a manner the o i T 
men) which are againil us in this poinj. 
Faith-, And this is it which hath made tv 
parties, where indeed there fhould have be^^ 
but one. ' ' - '̂ ^̂  

. You fee then Brethren, that we lay fL 
ground of our Nqn^Qommunion with v • 

, more upon your oppofmo the truth we hold, th-J 
upon your nQn-jfibmijJlm to i'. Yea beflu-e"̂ '' 
your late oppofnim difcovered in your late 
fedfonaUe and partial (earch : for had it 
been for that, we had. gained'fome proui?i 
(through the help of God^-of our long a,J]en, ^ 
ens and unhappy diltradrions. '̂ ^ 

Had you (or at leafl many of you ) carry 
i t humbly and peaceably as men defrrous t 
know the truth, it maylJe caiie for you to 
linow how dear you had been to us, when yo, 
confider how much it was upon our hearts ta 
Jmbrace you in as large a degree of Commun'' 

coHldpofJibie, n-ithn,st violatim ofspir prin-ip'i 
mxerly upon confideratioa of your ( as • 

loa at 
'es ; 
We 
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thought) very Chriftian-like offers ir^ order to 
peace, t^i^.. That yoPi vomU not on '.y ftrwit^ but 

1 ff'J dejire M4 to preach up the principle »nder confiderati-^ 
jw J i n yonr Congregations J but alfo tb>it yon ivoul^ 
ĵ if '̂̂  ceafeyour o^pofttion af iinft it. And though it is 
, J true, our endeavours for peace went flowly on 
' A Xyof4 knovf H e cmfe) yet you ought to have had 

patience, for things which are carryedon with 
'P'k^ leatl violence, are commonly moli permanent. 

i And here I (hould have given the Reader no 
liiSH;; farther trouble about this particular, but that 
• f i f j the Searchers are plea (I'd to upbraid, and.very 
j ' ftrangely to refled diflronour upon fome a-

to; mong us, and upon us all for their fakes, as it 
\^^,l,f Wemadenot only many more Fmdamentals 
v̂ 'y ^nd i:fnti.ils to Communion, then ever God 

M made •, but that wc arc fo eagerly fet upon ma-
i d[ *^nig every 

thing fundamentall, as that every 
itiyjt circumftantial thing is by us ready to be recei-

ved into the adoption of Fundamentals. 
\C W But, what the Searchers Ihould mean to 
w\ fijggeftby their demands, as i f we made mix-

/ ed iJMirria^HS \ The eating cf blotd an4 thinf/ 
V/ f'rangled : matters of App.<reland the taking 

fit 

J an (J-nh to end {kiikjthe EJfentials and 'FmdcK 
' Uf rfitntals of Churches, I cannot fo much as inia-
^ 'J j ,gine, unlefs it be to make thcmfelves ( as well 

as their Brethren ridiculous in the eyes of their 
Adverfaries. However a neceffity lyeth upon 

^v• ' , US 



us to give the Reader not only a truq aecou ,̂ i^'^ 
ofthe received Dodtrine of the Church toudj! 
ingthcfe matters,but alfothe -rounds or rê s Ĵ̂ ^ 
fons thereof-, leall otherwife being prejudiced W 
wit;h their ftrange refledions, their fouij U i i 
ftould be infnared in thcfe enormities. ^ [^^(lO^ 

And hrlU-oncerning mixed Marriages, thi-j 
' we teach, I'hat it « uniujifm (by thc-poficwe L-^ ^ ĵ d̂  
of God) fur thi.fe that art Members of the r^jji,^ , Jo(^ 
Church of God, to miirry mth th f- that art n^t 
of that body. And for this we have the confent of L W 
Holy Scripture, declaring the will ot God here, jiV" 
in,evcr fincehechofca people out of the fal^ 

' race of Adam to be his Church. As appears by j U ^ 
his revengeful ftroke on thofe his Sons, who in W ^ 
the daysof.Vi>^/> took^ unto ther?(feives mv4s jP" 
thofe n-ho mere only the Dapighters of men \ hut W>^^ 
not fuch as were born from above. Cje»,6, jP) 
2,(^,7. To which we wi l l add our SavN A5̂ ' 
ours premonition and predidion, that the 1̂ ^ r^^i^^ 
of the laft days wil l be like thcir's in the days of (cut K 
Noah^ Lnkc 17.27. to 30. and particularly ^ [ / ' ' 
the cafe cf Marriage tor it cannot be that our ^{i^^^ 
Saviour in thar place fhould be oppofite to 
Marriage, aut is inftitutedot God for mans ifjid't'̂  
ufe, no more than he is againft eating and 
drinking lawfully., but it is the fins of men 
committed in thefe adions refpediv£ly,which yit^^^ 
he difalloweth. / ' '̂ /̂/̂  

Ho-v 
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How much the Lord difallowed Tuch Mar
riages in the time of the Law is evident, Exod, 

y>. 34-i2,i3,i4,i 5,id. ntti-. 7 5. • 1 A ' . i r . t r . nz . 
A/sk.i^. And that the fame tranfgrc/Iion in 

t ii' the time of the Gofpel ought to be avoided, 
cannot be denyed, i Cor. ̂ .'S^'. and 16/8. 

y 2 Cor.6.i^ : -w^i^'i?. v. .^:.^-^-: • •• 
' i [ And that the nature of the fin commit^^d by 
f ff t'crfons fo unlawfully coupled iS a carnal- 'jofh.-
'V/' (to fay no more) cannot be withftood, but 

hy fuch as truft more to their own Arguments 
then to the Scripture, feeing the Law which 

(j^'j' forbids Members of the Church to maVry wf th 
thofe that are not, Dcut. 7.3. is interpreted 

fy ofthe very a d j 1 King. 11*1,2. Thy'IJ?^lF,'njp[ 
!>' / Hato the'm^ '&Ci and for further Light iiii ' 
^[ \ this matter, read and confider thefe Scripture^,' 
I*' \ f!^6l.i'^.2p. Mil.2.ii,i2, Mev.2.iJ^. 

ĝ<: As in this Cafe the Scriptures are plani to 
him/that is not perverfc, fo we have the con-

t̂ jf fent of the ' GeneraUty <5f men profelling 
A'ii ChriItianity,both ancient and modern, tp.q-
jif'y mif the manifold tcftimonies that might 'b'^ 
¥ [J brought, I will only fet down two i Ti)e fir/^ 

laiththus. 
r '̂ |,tl Marriage is not on!) fromded^- on the ''J>di»'lif 
l^^ii Mature and Nation}^ hut alfo on the of God h 
^'itl' f^^ itwai infhtiit/d ^rid comnta^tdMy^od^ 'and. 
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tms^-^'Jn rshichf regard muft he had to ReliaUf, 
that M^rriafc he n,\ 

The opinion of ths made hetwfen thoft of 4jf 
iWcr f i t j 9f : ffrent Religl^s, It u 

ajreadywsde; andtfthaf rrhich is to he m>ide{'^c 
tie formtrthe Apofile fpeaksy i Cor. .7. th[ 
Uptexu wofi feverely prohibited^ fyQ^: 34.12 
tec, beut.7.3. ^here a reaftn is rendred t ^ f ^ 

frsf^ the dang^er offeducing^ to vpkkh /^jif^ 
AgreeSy 2 Cor.<5.l4. Be mt nne^ttdly y<il>ei 
the mfkfdy or hear not the/han^eyoke vi'h ttnhc^ 
lieveTjS* Sad examples vfc have <?f thu tvents of 
fucb MArriagesef thefirft mrldy Gtn, 6. Of Sol 
lomnn^ 1 King. 23. o f Ahah, i K i n g . o i . j / 
ofjehofaphat, 2 King. 8. Of Valence th] 
Emperour, who hyhis H^ifexas fedHced And. drttjttt 
t9 Arianifm^ 

Jt ts not larrfnl for CathoUckj to marry nith 
JJtretUks or Rhemi fts-Teftament, in 

2 C#y.6.i4.'Where theyal-
The opinion of fo refer to St. Jtrcw, contrn 

the Rbem. :Jo.einimlJb,uandt9thcCoiiH'. 
cil/H ^/>Q^ice<iyeap^\Q .^'g 

Neither may i t be inferred of thefe Vhinpc, 
which we have faid that perfons thus tranf-
grcffing, mtift- pat art ay their yoki-feUows^ no, God 
forMd that any fhould fb imagine ; for thouph 
5i is truejGod fuffered that.fin once to he fo fe. 

V€rely 
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Vere/y puniflied, yet he hath no where by any 
/?.?«ti;«^ L^n: enjoyned fucha penalty» but oil 
the contrary, hath permitted fuch Marriages 
to continue as have been unlawfully made, as is 
evident in the cafe Leah, who was fraudu
lently given to J^foi', by which means ^aehcl 
the lawful Spoufe. was withheld from her HuC-
handi 

Shall mohal man he mre ju/f than God f fhaU 
f»an be more Ri^hteotii then his O^f^tk/ry Job 4. 

Nothing can be faid, why the Marriage o f 
Leah to Jacob ftould ft and, that wil l not as 
Well argue the continuance bf the 
Marriages of fuch as err in the cafe of theic 
choice as aforcfaid, the fin being rather greater 
in the one, than in the others for i t was not 
lawful to marry two Sifters , elpecially not m 
the life-time of each other. There was alfo i n 
this ad the fin o^Pernication or Adultery,The. 
Learned Proteftants affirm the fin to be Adul-r 
tery.5"ff Z^r.Willet in his Hexapla ifl gen, upon 
this Text. 

Again, Toligamy (of having more Wives 
than one) was neither according to the I»fii «-
tion of warri^^e,not -wdirmted by any pofuive 
Lavp afC^d, but is rather againft i t . And had 
its rife (fb far as the Scrip-
turs bears Record) from Gcn.4.i^ 
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guvicki^fff-^^i yet divers fuch"Marriages were 
permitted (when contraded) though never 
commanded, and lo never lawful by any an, 
pointment of God. 

When the fin of marrying unlawfully waj-
punilhed, by ftparating the perfoas fo couple^j 

. the C hiidren alfo was put away as well as the 
/̂ >Vf ;/,which howfoever it might Hand with the 
ftate of the Jewifh Church ( and perhaps ^.^^ 
nccelTaryinrefped of their Tcrrehrial Inheri, 

' tances, and the policy of their Nation) y,.̂  
furely it would be great cruelty for men pro, 
felling Chrifii^nity, to turn their Wives and 
Children out of doqrs, who ^ot\\ hy the i^^^ 
'of Nature, and Nations have as clear aright 
to all Temporal or Domeftical priviledges no^ 
;as the Husband.hiiiifelf in any Nation whatfo' 
. ever.- v]^'^y:S^ . r 

Finaliyi'fitn Gpd^ hatli grievoufly punifKcd 
this fin of 'marrying contrary to his pofitive 
Laws in that cafp, provided for his peoples 
good, chiefly in things pertaining to the wor-
Ihip and fcrvi'ce of God, let all Christians 
therefore fiand in aw, and fin not, but com
mune with their own hearts in this behalf 
leafhhey provoke the Lord to plead againij 
them by his judgments, for his eyes are upon 
the ways of men-jto render to them the fruit of 
their doingsj,.Chiefly thofe, who fin prefumptu-, 

Oufly 
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/ oufly, for fftcli; do reproaeh the I>oi"d, asi't is 
jfliy writtenA7«^/.15 30^31. 
.jioij' In • .{he • next place, 
,lW • OU ching .-^nd. things êC-9-4. 

id' ^/^"f'^'^ •> we know the vvifdom of,God hath 
W,'^- forbidden the eating thereof tovNoah and his 
A i | /or rzvr. A-nd when : . : 
5j' .,|J î ien had generally, forgot- Lev.i7.i?ii4>iJ-

the Lord,he.fevered y^- r 
.ir4^rt»7and his feed to be his. he;t;itagc, and 

fi'! i gave them th is £ a w .'to obferye (among others) 
{ f l which Law he hath, eitabliflied in the Chur-
\f^i ches of the GtntiUi'wx thole right: needful de-

crees\ wijich doth declare tlte repeal of the Ce-
)f',1' rimonial Law,^and gives continuant;c to' what 
ijr̂ ^̂  vvas generally neceffary, 
I f j Upon the delivery .whera^f ^ftvxS.i^. 
1*'' the Churches .were •:elfar 

jf hlifhcd^inthat /•. ly y<hid'a:km^in)f*^» 
and nit by the jfOfl(.! of th Lfir. 0! ; 

Trueitis that irhUh^C'e<h irdVh'M^^^ 
i f y f^'^tawan^ and conltqucntly bloyd'd<l>th nOt 
'hf defile any man by e.Uing thereof ,' .But difokL-
' 'V ^J'"^' which proccedcth from an; unlawful de-
tj^jl Ih-e to that which God hath forbidden, and fo 
y Cometh out of the man, that delilcth 'a .mani 
i j , fothen,not the fruit, which W</̂ ^ did eat, bat 

the hn-which he coirimittcd dchkd him, and 
y thefmlc v/ill defile his Follerity, i f they covet 
ft H 3 • ^nd 
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and take the thing which God hath forbid
den. 

The Dodrincof our Churches about Ap, 
parelisthis, that the adorning of Chriftians 
©Ught not to be that of pUtini? the hairy Tre^rir,„ 
cf Gold^ nor co/fly array^ with Rings and toys,as 
the humour of phantaftick perfons in City or 
Country commonly leads them. But that in, 
ftead thereof, moderation , modefly, and yej 
decency,accordihg to the flate and condition of 
perfons refpcdivcly, fhould be obfervecj 
on all fides, that fo Chriftians might be ex
amples to others, even in thefe matters. And 
what though fome perfon or perfons in the 
Church be more than ordinary fct againfl the 
x^ain falhlons of oitr days, and fbmctimes lets 
their zeal go a flcptoofar, is this fo offenfivc 
to our Brethren, that they can no way hear 
this without fuch a publick reprehenfion > j 
foar in fo doing they may have done the 
Church more difrervice,then thofc whom they 
inveigh agkinli. 

"What the Searchers fhould mean about thcfc 
matters being made the Efl-nti^ils of Cfimrun^.^ 
0/7, I cannot imagine, unlefs they would have 
ns to fuffer men to fin in thefe cafes without 
being called upon to reform, and in cafe of ob-
fllnacy to be withdrawn from by the Church 
as difordcrly perfons, that they may learn t o l r 
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aftiaraed, fyet we mean not that they (hould 
be accounted as enemies, but admonifhcd as 
Brethren; and furely, i f this be their meaning, 

f that offenders in thefe c f̂es mufl be let abne in 
jK-" i their fins we fhould in fo doing loofe thp or-
4^1 der,and intimethe EfTenceof Churches _ For 

*J fuppofc now a gallant of the Times fhould de-
/ fire to be Bapti2ed,and to Walk in Communion 
in with the Searchers, only he tells them they 
^̂ t '"if muft give him leave t» marry m of tht ^^tirch, 
I f J and allow him the liberty to tranfgre& the ^ -
; W f^fhlical decrees, in eating bloud and things 

* ftrangled,and meats offered to Idols: and 
# 7 ther4ithall that he may mar Gold, ̂ nd tread 
y j theflepsofthe Gallants in matters of^Ap^rel^ 
W!* &c. Would the Searchers now admit luch a 
i / j perfon into their Communion > i f not, then 
MJ they make thefe things as neceflary tô  Church-
rt,f">i communion as we do: And certainly that 
, which is ground fufficient to keep men out ot 

the Church, wi l l jufliliea Church in with-
d f ' d r a w i n g from fuch, i f they rcfufe to reform. 
, / , To give evidence by Oath,co terminate flrife 

nmongmen, wc have not one Congregation 
j ^ - y m England (that I can hear of) doth oppo^ i t , 
C^U^t ^indeed fome particular perfons arc dcubttul 
c^^^'/ m that matter, becaufe of our Saviours words, 
.5 A i f Sue^r not at all) and therefore i t was very un-
AA neccfTarily put to publick obfervation, as 
. H 4 an 



an EiTential of our Church-Communion. 
What the Searchers do fuggcfl againft fome 

as d tny J t '̂ ,V»̂ ;Ĵ  tuok^ftejh of the-, f^irgin Ai]^ 
rj^. is,I confeCs, a rrjatter p f great importance. 
And fure I am, many of our Congrtgatiqns 
rjeve?1:ieard of fuch a thing, t i l l the Searchers 

\ became their infojrmers;: nor do I think there 
• is fo much as one Congregation in £«^/^„^^ 

that holds fuch a thing (tor particulars no 
man may fpealO however upon this xDccafion J 
can do no lefs then pro;eft againft that Opinio 
pn'asa moft <imsf?'t'Zji> fo/̂ ca. ; nothing infe. 
riour to theirs that..«(̂ f_> /^rf/j^(/;r/{if^ and h'efed 

•ptrfon'tobe God by I^.itHre ; for as the one de-
nieshis Aianhuod, the Other denies his Godhead 
and fb between them we have little left to fix 
on, for our Redenaptjon and Salvatiop, 

And as I have fhevyed my diflike to thefe 
conceits (to fay no more at prefent) fo I hold it 
requifiteto proteftuiy Faith in this cafe, as! 
have been taught, and as I have believedjand as 
( I truft) I ftiall hold faft unto tlie end. 

That Faith which I have learned (and is the 
Faith of our Churclies, generally J is this 
Firft , ' ' ' ' ' 

That the Lord Jefi** , th; Savig/ir o^ f f -
JVorld « G,̂ -/ by Nuture^ and thergfore of bnl fu'^ 
jt.mce-irith the Father at tonchinq his Grdhead 
He is called the only begotten of the Father! 

'̂ , • ~ The 



B P The cxprefsimage of his Fathers perfoii: The 
/ ' true God and Eternal Life. The Lord A I -
\M irnghty. I t Is he by whom the Worlds were 
1. 0', '̂Tî de. \yifhout him nothi ng was made,which 
'Itf, was made. He is that very Lord who in the 
V 5 t̂ ê Foundation of the Earth, 

^^^^ t̂ îe Heavens are the worii of his Hands. 
'^^[^; He is the ^/p^4 and 6>w^̂ ,̂ the firft, and the 

He is faid to be before all things, and by 
jj(S him all things confift. ::Hc is the I AM; who 

' 'J / , "̂ '̂ iT̂ g in the form ofGod,tl\ouglit not robbery 
JA ^̂ ^̂ ex̂ qaal with God..He is God over all blct-

{ f<̂ d forever Amen. I conclude thcn,that he of 
'''Jl'i whoin thefe things are fpoken, is doubtlefs 
'"̂ pej, God by Nature. • / ' " ' ' 
^̂ „iKl 2. r^w LordJjfHi the SavUt4f O^,the W»rU if mm 
\{^\^^ 0̂' ./;«jv.He was made lovver then the Angels, 
''̂  he took not on him the Nature of Angels, but 
to ' j i ^̂ '̂ '̂  ^eedof ALrahim.Rc IS of one fubftance with 
j ) A Jds Church touching his Manhood', and for 

U'Hi' ^^^^ '̂̂ •̂ "'̂  ^I'-'isnotalhained to call them Bre-
• ^ j ^ ' thren. As they are partaker^ of flefh and 
' ' |,r '̂̂ ^^5 he alfo himfelf Jikewife took part of the 
, fi<'.. ' He was made of a Woman, raifed up 

of the fruit qf D.ir/i</.f Loins according to the 
,̂  ftefli. He is D..wicis Son, called frequently a 

/ ' l ^ •man -, and the Son of man. He. had the pro-
^̂ //'̂  pcrties and infirmities of man in all things, fin 
# ' c:xcepted. This his Birth, Growth, njanncr of 

4 ^ ' L i r , 
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Zife and Death do declare. I conclude then 
he of whom thefe things may be faid^is man by 
Nature. The fhort is this. ^ 

Jcfw ths Saviour of the fforld not before all 
things, and he that made all things^ therefore he is 
God iy Nature, Jefue ths Sawiour tf the ^rli 
ytos born in time, andfnjfered death, ot viae fL4in % 
therefore he is mun by Nature^ t r : 

Yet more fhortly 
This Jefus islmmanuel, or God-Man in one 

Ferfon. 

7 he Third T a r t . 

t Hcrveth that onr Brethrens fe]eUing and op^ 
feftng the fourth principle of Chrifts DQ^ 
£lritic, enforceih a difiinSHon in Communis 
on (it leap in part) between them, md the 

Churches rrhich rvalktth in the Religioffs obfervation 
of i^; and that all divifwns vthich happen in the 
Chtirch. are notprojgrly, 'hut accidentally ag^ij^^ 

her : as alfo that it ts no ahfardity to refufe to conr^ 
municate with a people rfho f!?jay he allowed the appgU 
iation of n (^httrch^ 

As 


