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mot going out of themfclves, and by odious Words as
being for Fustification by Works : When it is the
themielves that overthrow all Juftification, and [hZ
Gofpel,as Juttifying us, and Juitification by Faseh it
felf, calling it? Credere, and a. Work : ~ Ridjcy.
lonﬁy,lh*aking% Credere and Faithyto fignify divers
1y 3,-And tell us not when it isthe Phrafe, and when
it 1S _thc the Mvdﬂing, that thcy Oppofe. If it e
the Phrafe that they oppofe, they condemn Chrigt
and the, Scripture ; that fay, Men are Jup;’
fied by their Words and Works. _If it be the Sence
Iet. them, tell what that Sence is, which theyt
accufe ; and not confound the Controverfies of the
Name, and of the Thing, . Thofe that they reproach;
Renounce all Works for Jultification or Salvatiop,
that arrogate the leaft part of the Office, Merits,
or Grace of Chrift; or that make the Rewarq
not of Grace, but of Debt :  Yea, all that Hq-
nour not Chrift and Grace, more than if he had
not required them ; and did not,as dwelling in yg.
by his Spirit, caufe them, and make them accepta-
hle to God : But we will not renounce Chrift living
in us, nor the ufe, and worth of the Image of God,

—————

: GHAP. LIL

T moderate Mens over-hor Cenfuring the
: ' Erronecous,

Reconeil. Y ¥ Aving enumerated a Century of their

. Errours, | fhall next tell you, how,and

why, notwithftanding all thefe grofs Corruptions,

you fhould moderate, and regulate your Cenfure of
the Men, and of other fuch.

Ortho.  Teis have rold me fufficieatly what tothink
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Chap.3.  Cenfuring of the Erroncous. 39

of ithem, when. yois bave told me what they hold 5 I muff
acither judge of the Faith by the Man, nor forbear judg=
ing of the Man by his Faith. « Can any man judge
too hardly of men that overthrow all Religion 2They
Jeemto me £0 be Atheiits, Infidels, Anti- Chriftians,Pro-
phane and open Enemies of all that is Holy and Good,
fave only. the Name of God, and Chrift, and  Free
Grace, and that Good which they oppofe. " -

This Charatter of them, I gather from yowr own
Words. .

1. They deny the only true God, and feign or miake
ns another God : The true God is Holy, and hateth
fin: Bus they feign a God, who isithe maker of fins
yea, that made his own Son the greateft finner in the
Woarld, by making all the fins committed by 'allithe
Elect, 1o be really his fins, and fo making him the worfE
of men, B

1. Yea, whereas Devils can but tempt men to fin
they feion God to tranflate our fins themfilves Ef-
Jentially on Chrift, and f[o to make bim a finner thae
could not be tempted ‘to it. it

ILl. They make us another (pretended) Chrift, and
Jo deny the true Chrift, and [o- are Anti-chrilts.
The true Chrift bad no finy bur only became a Sacri-
fice for our fin 5 which were laid upon himy %o f.ur-
ther than to fuffer for us,  But they feige a Chrifts

" that was a4 bater of God, an Atheift, a Servant of

the Devil, and the greateft finner in all the World,
and yet finned not himfelf . .‘

IV. They deny God dwelling in us. as Love, and
Chrift living in us by his Spirit, by feigning #s to
be never the better for his Grace and. inward Ope-
rations, as to any furtherance of ~our Salvation ; as
if the Life of Chrift within us, were not faving. '

: They deny the great Ends, and nfe of a Savi-
(Bry to fdve us from Sin, as a mears 10 [ave

' : s
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us from Hell and as the wcans of eur Glovificas;
o;z; and aI:. a L’rophet by bhis Dof;rine a;rdorg?:::;_

e, ta teack us homw to . [eck - [ T
ga;ﬂation. 6 j“;\‘md PR noe P‘”’Cbaﬁ* d

VI. They deny the Holy Gloft, by denyi
bis Sanitifying )llVorlc ‘ mxdyc‘raccfi, m}’”ﬁ bztfiecjzg
and ufed as_a furtherance of our Salvation : Beca, /i
Chrift hath [aved us by bimfelf alveady. 9

VIL. They dery the Gofpel, while they deny ir ¢
be the Law or Donation of God, which as an Az,'g
of Obliviony is his Inftrument of our Fuffification
and Pardon | our Titlero life (for Titulus eft fun-
damentum juris;) And as the Inftrument of our
wirtual Fuftification.

VI, They do as Anti-chriftians, deny Chrift’s
Prophetical Office, by which, by Duttrine and Ex.
ample,, be teacheth ws what we muft do to be faved.
And “his Kingly Office, by which e maketh Lams
to Rule us, or to Judge us by, as the impofed term of
Life and Death.

1X. They deny the Law of Innoceacy, and forge
another of their own instead of it, which nameel
Chrift as inftead of us.

X. They hold atl tie Elett Lawlefs, and [0 w0 Sub-
jeéts of Chrift, while they [ay, they arc under no Law.

XI1. Hereby they deny God and Chriff’s Govers.
ment by Law. ; '

XII. They have no bumiliation for ([in, and fay,
they have no fin, for fince ChrisPs death, it is none.
of theirs.

XII. They hold, that there is no fuch thing as
finin theWorld  of the Eleit ) becaufe Chrift took it

from them (before they were born or had ity) avd
ke bath none now in Heaven,

XIV. They deny all Fuftification by Faith, and
fay, that it 15 wot by Faith, but by the Objett of
Eaith only. KV, They

-

Chap. 3.
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Chap.3.  Cenfuring of the Erroneous.  4x

XV. Tl:z_y make “Christ o true Mediatory but
Juch a [urery as was a party in the Bond with sy
a.d [(vffered for his own (¢7, and was condemned : by
that Law of Innoceicy for us. 5

XVI. ’/'/)Jy deny f’}’/rﬂ[f)'ing Faithit /z{f’ while ine
Stead of it they feign a meer belief that we are Fun
Jified, : '

XVIL. They barden #ngodly men in their damning
Prefumption, o'truding on them a belicf, that they
are Elét and  Fustified, tho’ ungedly ; and telling
them, that this is coming out of ‘them|elves to Chrift,
and that they cannot believe this too. foon 5 and that
Cl“ hrift hath Repented, Belicved, and been Holy for
them, 3

XVIIIL. They dirveltly fight againft all mens Sals
Vation, by telling them ' that they onght to do no
Duty inward or outward, as a means of their Sal-
Vation, lest it be againft Chrift and Free Grace
which faveth them, = And that nothing that they do,
can do them any good, nor any fin, poffibly can do
t{aem any burt , becanfe they are already perfeit, and
Javed only by Chraft,

X1X. They expofe Chriftianity to the .fcorn of In=
fidels, by telling men, that it c‘oa.vﬁﬁeth in that wh'zch
every novice in Logick, or Reafoning, knoweth to !{‘?  Hk
poflible s that one mans Sins, and one mans Righte-
onfnefs, fhould be made anothers :  INaot only Jo far
as that others partake of the Effects (Chyift of onr
fins in [afferings, and we of the benefits of his Righ-
teoufnefs) which we all maintain 5 but thas the thing it
Jelfy is” effentially thus tvansferred : Ard fo the
Accidents dp granfire a Subjecto in Subjectum s
And. whereas Sin and Righteoufnefs, are Afmff?’“
i the three predicaments of Habit (or Privation’)
A&J, and. Relation, they - feign the Habits, Acts,
and Relation, of edions deformity of al the E/eéi't‘,
[}
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to become in themfelves the Habits, Aéts, and g,
Lzrtzom of Chrift And the Habits, Acts, and Re:
lations of perfetk Righteonfnefs in Chrift, to become
effintially the very Habits, Aits, and’ Relarig,; of
cvery Perfon Elelt,

XX. 'Ttgcy do (like the Papifts that hold Tran.
fubltanmqtmn) teach men to renounce comugn T Afe
and rmjr)n’, in bc‘llum[ﬂg that  no pain, or 70/} of
Gract, 45 a pt.mzﬂmza.'t ( tho® but Cﬂfh;g’ﬂfory) t
the Elctt, becanfe all punifhment is fuffered by Chrift.
As if Clrifts threatning [ whom 1 love, I rebule
and chaften] were a denying of bimfelf, 2

XXI. - Fhy de}h‘y the}wry effential principle of
elf-love. while they teach men to do nothine £
{h(fu Sa,lvmz”)ﬂ. 2 TR for

XXIL They confiquently teach men ‘to do nothin,
for their Lives, Health, or any Corporal good 5, o
Plow, o Sow, or Labour.  For sf they muft do pye
thing.. for the (quQI Of tbe.S_oul, mitch lefs of the
Body : ~ For Chrift is [ufficient for both,

XX[“_ They /}L’rﬂby, dcﬂroy all ])rL‘ac/Jing, and
all Churity to others ¢ For we muft love otheys
bt as owr [elvisy and if e may do nothing as for
our owi coody then not for any. others,

XX1V. They read wn Scripture, above Six Hyy,.
dred Texts, that [peaks of Inherent, and Atted pey..
fonal l\’{@/:tCOﬂﬁ/Lﬁ, joyned with the promifes of life
and Gods acceprance, and tlar(,’;m/i//‘g.t 1o them that
bave st not : And yer they by putid Contradich;.
on, fay, It is a Rightconfnofs thar makith no man
Righteons, tho’ but in tantum, fubordinate 20 the me-
ritorions. perfett R{gbrwzz]nejs of Christ o " _And thar
we are Fuftified never the more for it, than if we bad
it nor,  And [0 it is, as Learning' that makes nos
Learned, or likenefs that maketh not like, &cv That is 3
It is Righteanfnefs, and no Righteonfnefs.
L KXV, They

Chap. 5,
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XXV. Tley make the Baptifmal Covenant, and
the Lords Supper, to be 7o Covenanting or to haveno
Condition : _And yer their o Chupch=c. ovenants have
Conditions, and aré of Works.

XXVI. They deny all the Scripthire-promifes of
reward, :

XXVIL They deny. and reproach Heaven it felfy
4 great part whereof is in the perfection of Holinefs,
while they makg Holine[s here, and the Exercife of
.10 do us mo goody or fave mus,

XXVIIL' By all this; they wonld make, 1. The
Concord of Chriftians zmpo/]i[zlc, as if they must as
gree in all shis Errowr. = 2. They barden Papifts in
Contempt and fcorn of ProteStants. And, 3, They
nororsoufly milieate for the Kingdom of Satan,

And now rell me, whether there were ever damnas
ble Hereticks in the World, if thefe be none ?

Reconeil, Many that hold fomé of the fore-
mentioned Errours, yet hold not all the reft
All fpeak not fo grofly, as fome do. Therefore
lay your charge, but where it is due.

And all are not properly Hereticks, that hold
the. fame Errour that Hereticks do. I_f all Er
rour were Herefy, al men were Hereticks:

Ortho. ' But e 15 a Hererick, wio [ubverteth the
Fiindament als, & .

Reconcil,  If he do it direttly and knowingly,
he is an Infidel - For he is not to be called @
Chriftian, or a Believer, who denyeth any l;hx’ngj
Efiential to Chriftianity. ~ But you muft diftin-
guifh between, 1. Denying the Words, and deny-
Ing the Thing fignified by them. 2. Between deny~
g Direitly, and denying by Confequence. i e

1. When Words are ufed in diverfe Sences, he
that denyeth’ them in one Sence, denyeth th‘cm:
ROt in another ; And he thay miftaketh the

E meaning
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meaniug of a Word, may deny the Word, 5 d
yet hold faft the matter fignifyed by ir Aﬁl
he that {peaketh the greatelt Errour ip Tg-,,,;
not underftood, may meaw and hold the truth.

- 2. And Confequences not difcerned, wil] nop
prove a man to be a real Heretick, or onc thy,
holdeth not the truth, which by fuch confequey.
ces he. fubverteth :  Therefore all Pacificaroyg
conclude, that- Confequences are not to be char-
ged too far, when not underftood.

- Ortho. Who knoweth mens minds but by theiy
Words? What ever they be to God who fearche,
the bearts they are damnable Hereticks in foro Ec I
fiaftico. .

Reconcil. 1 excufe not the Words which I haye
largely accufed : 1 would fave others from them
I confefs it is Words that the Church muft iudgé
of, and judge by. But it muft be Words ag fip-
nificant of the Matter, and of the Mind of the
{peaker. And therefore the Church muft try the
{peakers meaning by informing and: convincin
queftions and explications. I pray you tell ‘me,
when you are Catechizing your Panﬂl‘l'o»ne}.s (young
or old ) do you meet none that in ignorance
fpeak words that fubvert the .Foundation? Ang
yet when you better fearch their meaning, yoy
may find that they mean better than they fpeak.
1 write againft all their dangerous words, efpecially
to fave others from being drawn by them to errour,
and to.Prevent the ervour that the Church and Go-
fpel may receive thereby. ‘

Ortho. But if they defend them, they are Flere.
ticks : For bow elfe [ball we know whether they deny
ot Fundamentals ?,

Reeoneil. 1 will tell you how ; “Ask him firft,
whether he believe the Fundamental Truth:?  If he

fay,

.




==

e
s;%r-&

et

SRR N

%“T};%T

=

===

Chap.3.  Cenfuring of the Erroncous; 45

fay, yea: Ask himi whether if he knew that his
Confequernce contradiéted or fubverted it, which
of the two he would let go ?» And by that, you
may know which it is'that he holdeth fafteft.

For Inftance, Ask fuch a oneas Dr. C7ifpe, whe:
ther he woltild hold that Chrift was réally a finner,
and God made him fuch, and the Eflence of all our
fins were his, and none of ours, if he knew that this
were inconfiftent with 'the perfection and Office
of Chrift; and the truth of the Gofpel ? ' Ask him
whether he would hold that the fin of the Elect cans
not poflibly do them any hurt; nor any Duty that
they do, be any means or help to their Good or
Salvation, if he knew that this were contrary to the
Gofpel and Free Grace, and tended to mens dam-
nation? 'Ask him whether he would hold that our

Jinherent and acted Righteoufhefs did not make us

fo far Righteous, and no whit furthered our Jufti-
fication or Salvation, if he knew this were a contia-
diction, and againft Chrift ?

Ortho. By this Rule, we [hall judge nore Here=
ticks, but Infidels; for whowill exprefly renonnce Chris
Stianity but they ? :

Reconcil, The Word Hereticks, is varioufly ufed
as men are inclined « 1. Of all that are ftiff in
any hartfol Errour,againft found Doctrine ; and fo
allor moft Chriftians are Hereticks. For all have
many Errours, and all men are too ftiffin their own
conceits. 2. For thofe that confequentially fubvert
Eflentials.

Améfins is not {ingular, who faith (in Caf. Confc.)
that Theolgy is fo concatenated, that every Errour’.
by confequence(near or remotey{ubverteth theFoun~
dation. I'would except only Genealogies,Chronolos
gies, Topography, Grammar, & fome Prophecies &

Pofitives ; But of meer moralsit is not improbable:
E 2 3. Foy

*
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3. For all that Schifmatically feparate from
the Apoftolical Churches and their Communion,
and gather Setsto themiclves, for the promoting
of their Errors 5 I provoke youto name to me any

Text of Scripture, that calleth any by the reproved
Name of Hereticks, that did not feparate from
the Catholick Church? Though all Schifmaticks
be not Hereticks (for fome caufe divifions in the
Church, and yet departnotfrom it): Yet all He-
reticks in ‘cripture-fence, were Schifmaticks ; for
aigems fignfieth ot only the choofing of a new
Doctrine, but alfo a new feparated Sect and Church,
for the promoting of it.

Ortho. Lhefe Libertines are generally Sep,;rm,'ﬂ_,_ ‘

Reconcil. You are hiftorically miftaken: Dr.
Crifpe was 2 Conformiflt himfelf; and fo have
been many hundreds, who have held fome of the
{orementioned miftakes. Have you read Luther
on the Gabuhians ? And eEpinus, and Gallus, and
Ambfdorphins, and Sl’J/“ﬂflUCfg’ﬂf, and abundance
fuch Lutherans, who damn Grorge Major for fay-
ing, That Good works are necellary. to Salvation,
and that maintained, that they were hurtful to
Salvation (tho’ no doubt they meant, that con-
fidence in them was hurtful). Have you read
Iflebins, that turned from Antinomianifm to be
a Papi§t Bifhop,and helpt to rectifie Luth:r’s Phrafe,
by calling him to oppofe him? Have you read
Learned Beza himfelf, and many, and many fuch
excellent men, both € alvinifts and Lutherans, of
imputed Righteoufnefs, and againft Imputing
Faith for Righteoufnefs, and of the definition of
" Vaith ? Till Camero, Placeus, Amyraldas,Capellus,Te-
[Fardus, Codurcus, Bloudel, Dalleus, Drelinconrt ftopt
them ; and before them AMelanchihon, Bucery and

aftes Cargius, Qlevian, rfine, Parcws, Scultenns, .

Wﬁ’?’ldbf
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Wendeliney ' Ludovicus Crocius,  Conradus Berging,
j’o!?;z.nne: Bergins, Martinins , and fuch other great
Divines ftopt them in Germany': How' many fpeak
indefenfibly ?  How many Bifhops and Confor~ |
mifts in England, have held, and written unjufti-
fiable words about Juftification ? Was Dr. Zully

"a Non-conformift ? No, nor Mr. Rolorough, Mr.

:V alker, and many fuch, before the Afemblics
1mes. t

Though Dr. Gelly Mr. Thorndike, and many
fuch did ill, in inveighing againft imputed Righrcon/
7efs, in undiftinguilhing words 5 yet too many by
avery ill fenceand fort of it, gave theni too much
occafion ; which put fo' many Learned, Judicious
Divines to explain it of whom in England the
chief were Ant. Woteon, Mr. William ' Bradfhaw,
Mr, Tho. Gataker, B,if'hop Davenant) Bifhiop Kobere
Abbot, Mr, William'" Feser, and other Zealous
Converting Preachers 5 fuch as o' Rogers, The.
Hooker, " T ho, Shephard, and the New - England
Churches againft Mrs. Hutchinfor,and My Wheeler,
that by Mr. Weld publi[])cd the Nurrative (f the
Antinomian Errors; and of-the ftrange Monfters
from Mys. Dyer, and Mrs, Hutchinfon, and her
,dcath; and of late, Mr- Benj.l‘l/oudbmdgc, Mr.
I'hy, Hotchkss, Mr. Tho. Warren, Mr. Graile, Mr.
Feflop 5 but efpecially Mr. Truman, Mr. Gibbons
of Blackfryers, and Dr. Stillingfleer, It is not a
thing unknown, that it was not only fuch as you’
call Separatifts, but many Bifhops and Confor-
mifts, that in oppofition  to Popery, for want of
diftinguifhing, have fich words abont Imputationy -
as encouraged the Antinomians.  Therefore you
cannot take all as Hereticks in the Scripture-fence,
who hold the fame Errors.

E 3 Ortho.
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.Ortho.. Thenwe (hall not know what Herefic is, if
men. do wiot-fegregate themfelves to propagate, it,
.. Reconcil. You,may know what opinions are per-
nicious, (or if you will Heretical ) when you
know not whether the man be a Heretick thar
owneth them: Even the Heretick Hereticating
Papifts fay, there muft be an obftinacy againft
fuflicient ‘light: of evidence. And all tenatja
oufnefs through prejudice, ignorance, or inca-
pacity is not obftinacy. If your Schollar or Ap-
prentice be feven years learning what you. teach
him, it may not by that be proved, obftinacy.
The word Heretick is ufed as pleafe the fpea.
ker, in various fences. ; 1. Some call all. Here-
ticks that obftinately oppofe any Qpinion (qr
truth) which the Church determineth to be Be-
lieved, . 2., Some caltli ‘au [jgrctl_cks that gather
nv fegregate Church to maintain or -propagate
2n§ Erx%)r-g 3. Some call all Hereticks, who up§ofc
any Point effentiall to Chriftianity 5 though byt
ignorantly by remote confequence. 4+ Some call
thofe Hereticks,. who deny fome one eflential Ar-
ticle of Chriftianity, directly and knowingly,
while they own thereft. " 5. And fome call none
Hereticks but thofe that joyn togethers the de-
nying of fome eflential Article dire@tly or by
plain evident confequence, and gather {egregare

Churches to propagate it, and do. this obitinate.,

iy againft fofficient  light: If you will ufe the
Name, tell men, which of thefe you mean.
Ortho, Lou enconrage Herefie by making it fo
bard to know a Herctick,: May we not know them
by their Doétrine ? ‘
Reconcil, You may know what is Error; and

Heretical, when you know not the man to be .

an Heretick: do what yon can juftly, to fave
men
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men from their Error, without unjuft-and uncha-
ritable cenfuring of the perfons. “To which end
I' remember you of the writing of worthy Dr.
Fowler, thar Holinefs is the defign of Chriftianity :
If thenit prove that many of thefe that hold thefe
bad opinions, are men of finccre Holintfs,) then
Chiriftianity in them hath reached to its defign? Now
I find that the moft of them that I have kdown,
feem to me to be perfons of ferious Holinefs
(‘notwithftanding their infirmities): Theyare Zed-
lous towards God; they greatly. honour Chrift 5
they avoid known Sin ; they live jultly and cha-
ritably towards men ; yea, it is the Piety and Strict-
nefs of the lives of many of them, which ‘hath
drawn many well-meaning ‘ignorant periofis’ to
their Errors, Bunmian,an unlearned Antindmiafi-
Anabaptift, ‘wrote againt 'the forefaid Book of
Dr. Fowler ; yet'(abating his feparation) I never
heard that Bunnian was not an honeft Godly man,
fth%ﬂ he attained the defigh of Chrilffianity,
was he not a‘ Chriftian? be e

Ortho. ‘Could he be Godly that faid and’ did fo
much againft-‘the Truth, and fo much to draw  men
to his Ergggs?

Reconcil. There js no man without many Er-
rors : And do not all defire that others {fhould
take that for Truth, which they take to be Truth ?
And how few be there in the world, that em-
body not with fome Sect or Faction, for the pro=
moting of their Opinions? And how few that
do not over - vilific and wrong thofe from whom
they differ ?

And Bumnians laft preachings give me hope tb?t
he repented of his Errors ; for he Zealoufly prea-
ched but the common acknowledged doctrine ?f
Chrift’s readinefs to receive and pardon conver-
ted finpers. E 4 Qrtha,
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... Ortho, But unkely Dottrine will not make
tholy, nor confist therewith. ‘
-+ 1 Reconcil., 1, It 15 ‘Holy DO&I‘iDC, pra&ical]y re-
ceived, that maketh them Holy ; and that which
is Unholy, is’received but notionally, and fo pre.
Twaileth not againft the power of truth, No doube
but falfe unholy ‘Doctrine greatly tendeth to up-
“holipefs of heart and life; Therefore let us g
do ouribeft to cure it. Butit is ot the fhar-
pelt cenfures, nor the greatelt fiercenefs, or fou-
lelt words, or punifhments, that are the right or
‘wifeft way of cure: But the cleareft explication
of the. Truth, and the moft loving and meek ip-
ftructing oppofers, if. God peradventure will give
them repentance, to .the acknowledging of the
uth. :
kT r Ortho. I am [ure General Councils, and Heathens,
.Biﬁ}bpl and Emperors. alfo of old, were Jevere againft
Hereticks, : o
' Reconcil. What will you fay, if I fully prove,
that. Hereticks themfelves, as fuch, did not sore

”men

bt to the Churchy than the ftir and violence,

ufed againft them that were accounted fuch, hatly
done, and ftill doth? No, nor fq Wch hurt .
But what need 1 more proof of this;"than whag
Popery hath done thefe 8oo. or 900. years in the
World ? Did Hergticks ever murder fo many
hundred . thoufands. as the Papifts did of the Wal-
denfis, Bubemians, French Proteftants, Dutch, Irifb,
Englifh, Polanders, Hungarians, &c. by Wars, Maf-
facres, Inquifitions, e, i
Ortho. Zhofe men were not Hereticks, but men faljly
accufcd of Herefie :  Why inj_fam‘c you in Papiﬂ;
vants ¢ : ,
" Reeoncil,  And who think you will be Judge whe
fhall fuffer as Hereticks? Will is not be thofg that
b : arc
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are vppermoft;and: get greateft ftrength ? And are
thofe ufually the wifeft : Whois the Judge, now
n the Lurks Dominions ? and among Chriltians ?
who is Judge in Mufcovy, where Preaching is fors
bidden ?

Ortho. But it is the Clergy thar is the Fudse of
Herefie. v o

Reconcil. And how fmall a part of the Earth is
fo happy s to have the major part of the Cler-
gy, wife, found, honeft and orthodox ¢ -Where’s
the Clergy fo powerful'as in the Roman Kingdom 2
And where more erroneous, or more cruel ?

Ortho. But you muft inftance in times of the

Churches Purity, andnat in the time of Auti Clrifis
Reign, :
. Reconcil, Few. of us areagreed, when the time -
of the Church-Purity ended; from the Apoities
dayss till the Fall of the, Pagan Empire, there were
great, Numbers of Hereticks in the Church; and
no Sword ‘was drawn, or defired, againit them, by
the Churches: ‘Apa- yet all the Number of that
time, mentioned by Epipharins, hutt not the Church,
fo much as the Pride and Contention of 'the Cler-
gy, even before Dioclefians Perfecution, if Eufebius
may be believed, 4b. 8. c. 1.

And for long time afters the Church abhorred
the ufe of the Sword, or Violence, again{t Here-
ticks: Orelfe Martin had not with fuch abhor-
rence,feparated from the Bifhops that were for the
ufe of the Sword, againft the Prifeilian Gnofticks.

And whereas Auftin is cited as the chief thac
changed his mind herein, his inftance is but one,
and it is vfually abufed. 1. It being not againft
Herefie, but Schifin, that he writeth: The Dona-
tifts were Prelatical Zealots, that thought them-

felves the greater Nymber, and fo called them-
: felves
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felves ‘the Church'; for being the fuppofed Ma;
rity in Africk , and having the trueft Irs)il}hop, ;?54 ?ﬁ;

Papifts and fome Prelatilts arrogate the Name of

the Church on thofe"Accounts : What Errour haq
they more than Cypriaz, and all his pious Coup.
cils_had, faving their Faltioufnefs for their ow
chofen Bifhop. U
~ 2. And it was not this Shifin' neither, that 4.
ftin, was for Violence againft, but to reprefs Force
with Force ; for the Donatilts ufed Murder ang
Violence.

But come to the Times and Councils that fup-
preffed Hereticks with the greateft Zeal. I haye
nothing herein to fay agam{t the Council of Vi .
though fome good men think that they had done
better to tolerate ‘the Eaffer-Day different ; yeq
and to have done lefs to ftir up-Difputes aboyt
Dne Subftance : . Bur do you think  Nefoyiys
did more hurt, by faying, That Mary was not te
be called, The Mother of God 5 but, [ The Mother
of bim:who is God,T] than was done by banifhing
him ? ‘Who was fo far from beinga Sectary, thag
he was the grcathk}Patriarch, and fo deadly ap
Enemy to- the tolerating of men, called Hereticks
that he began with urging the Emperour to pro.’
fecute them; and“was jultly fo ufed for his Vio-
lence, ‘as a Heretick himfelf: And being banifh=
ed, fet' up fo great a Party in Syria, and other
Countries, to thisday, called Neflorians, as con-
tinue the abhorrence of the Council of Calecedon
and Ephefusy and the Church of Rome, and the
great/ Divifions of the Chriftian Church), Would
the tolerating of the' accufed Phrafe have done
{fo much Hurt as this ? .

And did the Bifhops and Councils, that con-
demned ‘bis Adverfaries, Entiches and Diofoorns,

and

Sy e

P S s




Chap.3*  Cenfuring of the Ecioneows. - 53

and banifhed him that was the f{econd;Patriarch
of the Eaét, do lefs hurt to the Church, than-it
would hayve done, 'to:have patiently . inftructed
them in what fence Chrift’s Nature remained 7wo,
and to have granted, that in other fence and re-
fpect) they might be called' Owe, asagreeing and
united ?  When now the Eutychian Facobites, by
Diofcorus - Banithment, fill the vaft Country of A~

. baffiayand many other Countries, in Divilions from
other Churches, and Oppofition to the Council of

C alcedon. , :

And did the Monathelites do fo much harm, by
faying, that Chrift might be faid to have but Oe:
Will and-\Operation, (by Concord, called Oue ) as
all the Councils and Bifhops did, by their cons
demping and profccuting them, till the Luperiak
Churches were by it broken all to pieces ¢ 7

Andidid the three-Words in- the Writings of
Theodaret, Ibas and *Fheodore Mopfuefty. do. fo muchs

. hirt, as the Councils that condemned thefe Zria

Capitula: did, by woful Divifions2 sliv 1) |
' Or did they, that fufinian called Corrupticolay

do more hurt, than he did, by murdering thou=:

fands, and wafting e&gypt, and other Countrics,
by his blind Zeal againft Hereticks? « Surely there:
is no Comparifon in the hurt.- . i

Epiphamns himfelf recordeth how much hurt Hes:
reticating Heat did, againft Andins and others cal
led Hereticks: And Lugifecr Calaritanns was made
a Heretick, for hisinordinate Zeal againfl the .Arr

" vians themielves. And I think few now dounbt; but:

the blind Zeal of Epiph;c‘/iitl! himfclﬁ and of C)’?‘il
Alexand; and the Council 'that condepmed C‘br_y-‘
Joftom, as if he were not hot cnough againfl Origiy
did a great deal more harm than good : And thatr

Articus and Proclus; by their Indulgenceto the Fo- -
G j anites,

-
-
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anites, were fain to heal the Wounds that thog
mens Heats had made. And more than Socrates ang
Zozomene tell us, that the faid Articns and Proclys
did the Church more Service, againft ‘the Nowv,._
tians, by Gentlenefs and Liberty, than their Pre-
deceffors ever did by their zealous Fiercenefs.

The Church hath fuffered much by Seéts and He-
refie, but, I think, much more by the ignorant Tye
ranical Attempts of fupprefling them, and of fuch
as are falily accufed of them. s

Ortho. But the Errours of former Times muft nos
fiop onr Zeal agairzﬂ Evronry nor reconcile us to He-

refse,

\Reeoncil, But why do we not enquire how far,

even the godly Orthodox-Minilters, in thefe times,
alfo have been guilty of occafioning that which they
juftly reprehend ? :

I have feldom obferved alndeereﬁe or Errour
to rife up, but what the Orthodox were a culpable
tCau{'c og .. The Chief Rife of Anabaptifty hath been
by onr molt vile Abule of Infant:Baptifm, 1-Recei-
ving all Infants of Atheifts and Infidels. 2. And
that, on an unproved Title, and on the perfidious
Vows and Sponfions of God-fathers and God-mo-
thers, that never owned them, nor intended to per-
form their Vows. 3. And forceing Minifters to
baptife them again{t their Judgments. 4. And
worft of all;y inftead ofi cauling them at age, fo-
Jemnly to renew their Chriftian Covenants, chea:
ting thoufands of ignorant Souls, with a Ceremo-
ny, called, Confirmation.

So have the Separatifts rifen from the Corrupti-:
ons of the Clergy and 'Church,.and their wicked
Lives, and Tyrannical Impofitions and Perfecu-
tions.

And fo have thefe Antinomsans rifen, ficft, From

the
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_ the Papifts Falfe Dodtrines, about their Good

Works ; ahd next, From many godly Proteftants,
feldom, and unskilful opening the Myftery of Re=
demption and Grace, and preaching almoft all for
Humiliation, and too little of the wonderful Love
of God, revealed in Jefus Chrift 5 till Dr. Sibbes
and {uch others, led them into another ftrein:
And, thirdly, by their unskilful Managing the Do-
&rine and Controverfies of Juftification; till the
Breme and French Divines abroad, and Davinant,
Ant. Wotton, Bradfhaw, Gataker, and fuch others
at home , . taught them to {peak more diftinctly
and folidly, ( which L¢ Blanck, hath done above

all before him.)
And they, that by Uns
ed other mens Extreams,

rous agalnft them. :
Engquire into the Temper and Lives of molt of

this fort of men, 2among us of late, [even Dr- Crifpe,
Lancafter Town, W altey Cradok, Salt_mav_{h, Den,
Hobfon, and fuch other 7] and you will ﬁnd,'thal:
though they had their Temerities and Blemifhes
they were in the main, Men, far from wicked and
prophane Lives; much more, Mr. Walker, Mr. Ro-
borough, Mr. Crandon, Mr. Eyit, blind M. Zrough-
lar, Dr. Tully, and {fuch other that came too near
them.

‘I will now inftance more largely , in one, who,
in the Fervour of his Zeal,Preach’d at Pinners-Hall-
Leture, and afcer printed a Zgalous jgnorant Ser-
mon, againft fuch of us, as judge not as con ufed-
1y and erroncoufly as himfelf; when 1 had avoided

\ Preaching on any fuch Subject, and Printing what I
had long before written on it, left T fhould revive

kilfulnefs have occafion=
fhould not be over-rigo-

the Strife; and yet he is known to be a worthy
vertuous Man. N
I will
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I will give you yet another Proof, that fich
may be ferious godly Men, twho preach s Dorine
quoad Verba, Heretical or Anti-cvangelical. T2
Renovation of an unfan@ified Soul, Trequireth 2
Change o great, on all our Faculties, as muft
turn a mecr natural man Into a fpiritual and
ive a man a new End, néw Principles, and g new
%eart and Life ; and this by Divine transforming
Influence :  But to curé ofie of thefe Erronegys
Men, there needs not fo agreat Renovation, byt
only the better informing® of an ignorant mang
Judgment, that was carryed away by Educatjop
Prejudice, the Veneration of Hhis chief Tcachcrs:
and the weaknefs of his own dull undiﬂingui(h.
ing Mind 5 yea, perhaps, _the Cure of his Igno-
rance, in Grammar or Logick, in fome one word,
may make him Orthodox. o

Could you but get out Prejudice and Ignorance,
fo far, as to teach thefe men but Two'or Three
Diftinctions, in all Iikelihood 5 it would cure
them, | R o

1. To diltinguifh between a Surety antecedent,
-and fubfequent. )

2. To diltingnifh between the Rightconfnefs of
Chrift, given or imputed to us 7z fe it felf, (one
mans Accidents made anothérs’) and his Righte- -
oufliefs given us.in its Effects and Benefits, repu-
ted the fole meritorious Caufe.

3. Between Juftification by Efficiency, ( prin-
cipal and inftrumental ) and jultifying us confti-
tutively, (" as Matter and Form ') jultifying by
Grant in Law, or by Evidence, or by Witnefs,
or by an Advocate Defence, or by Judicial de-
cilive Sentence, or executely; and thefe, as' fup-

* pofing actual or legal Accufations.

4 Between the Law or Covenant of Hnocen-

SO S e e I R M s
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cy with Adam ; the Mediatorial Law or Cove-
nant to Chrift ; the 'Common Law of Grace,
made with Adam and Noab; the Covenant of
Preculianity with Abrabam the Political Law of
AMofes to the Jews; and.the Law or Covenant
of Chrift, of Grace, of Faith, by which Chrift
doth Govern, and will Judge his vifible Church.
Get unftodied ‘dull heads, but to underftand
thefe four diftinétions, and you cure them with-
out a new regeneration: And doth not this prove
that they are Godly? ' :

To inftance no more, but in the firflt ; an An-
tecedent ‘Surety' is either, '1. A party in the
Bond'; 2. Or anInftrument of the party Bound.

1. If two perfdns be bound disjunctively (chis
or ‘that) to a Duty or a Penalty, the bond is
anfwered if either of them perform it.- If the Law
to. Adam had either faid, thouy or Chrift for
thee fhalt perfectly Obey, fhalt drefs the Gar-
den, fhalt take Ewe for thy Wife s or that thou
or Chrift fhall fuffer for not doing it; then
Chrift’s performance had antecedently freed us
from Guilt and Punihment.

2. ‘Or- if the Law had faid or meant, thou fhalc
Obey or Suffer by thy felf; or ‘by thy fubftitute
Or peraliup as‘a man may pay his debt by his
Servant, or appear by his Attournéy ; then Chrift’s
Righteoufnefs or' Suffering would have- proved us
guiltlefs. _ : :

But a fubfequent Surety, who, after the guilty
doth' voluntarilyy as a Mediator, undertake the
difcharge of the_guilty, is no ftri& or abfolute
Reprefentative, but, as a” Mediator, purchafeth
the -Captive, to reccive his Grace on the terms,
and to the ‘ends, which by 'a Law or Covenant
of Grace, the Mediator fhall appoint. :
, CHAP.
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My Reafons dgainft a tedions needlefs Confutation,

Seitag T HE chief thing that I intended nexg

=~ to be done, that is, To Confute the
Hundred Errors before named; I am, on further
thoughts, difcouraged from performing: 1. Be.
caufe, upon pernfal, I find that I have already,
done it fo oft and largly in many Books unan-
fwered, thatrepetition is like to be difgracefully
paufeons : 2. And they that will neither anfwer
rior read: what I have written 34 years ago, or
20, are not like toread what I fhall writé now,

In my Confeffion of Eaith, Printed 1655. I haye
fo largely opened this Controverfy, about Jufti-
fication, Faich, and Works, in neceffary diftingj:
ons, and many fcore {elf-evideng Propofitions,,
and many f{core ‘Arguments, and -abundance of
exprefs Texts of Scripture, and above an hundreq
Yeltimonies of Proteftant Churches Confeffiops,
and eminent Divines, that I find very little need-
ful to be added.: And why fhould I think they will
read more that will not read that?

In my Apologies, I have Anfwered them that
have oppoféd, and have had no reply.

fa my Treatile of Juftificationy I have done it
over again.

In my  Catholick, Theolozy, 1 have thrice over-
done the fame by Explication and Confutation
diftinctly.

In my Treatife of Fuftifying. Righteonfnefs, in a
Difputation, and an Anfwer to Dr. Tully, and
to Mr. Cartwright; 1 have done the {ame, perhaps
too largly.

In

Chap. 4.
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In my Methodns Theologie, 1 have opened the
Cafe methodically and briefly.

Inmy Life of Faith; 1have clearly explained;
it z_A;ld muft [ expeft no Anfwer, and yet doall
again ? : \

2. But,my great dilfwafive is, that it will fwelk
the Book to fo great.a magnitude, that few will
read it; fhould I cite all, or moft,of the plain
Texts of Scripture that confute them, how great
a part of the Bible muft I Tranfcribe ¢ Yet do;
they lay Salvation on points that no. one Text of
Scripture mentioneth. ‘ ,

Sect, 2. 1. If 1 fhould citeall the Texts that
prove that we are truly Sinners, though Chrilk
hath been a Sacrifice for our fin, and that the
guilt of Faft and Fault, on us, is not taken off
by Chrift’s taking the penalty s but we are verily
finners {till ; How great @ part of the Bible may

I recite o prove it ? ‘ Bl B .
Sett, 3. -2, If | muft prove that Ghrift is and

. Was no finner, by true imputation of our finy as

to the. guilt of Faét or Faslt, but. only as aSa-
crifice bear. the Penaltys -it would be;a re-
proach to the Adverfaries, to need a Confutati=
on, of their Blafphemy, andjall the Gofpel would
confute them. / iy g
Sett. 4. 3. Should I cite all the Texts that
prave us to nced, and have an Inherent and Aét~
ed Righteoufnefs: by Grace; befides Chrifts Per=
fonal Righteoufnefs Meriting for-us, . above fix:
hundred; Texts of Scripture exprefly prove ity
and how tedious and needlefs a work.is ;this ? |
(. Sett, 5. 44 -Should 1 prove that  All Righte-
oufnefs; fo far maketh Righteous; and that making:
Righteous,-is a - Juftifying, which goethr before
Jndging us Righteous; and thatit is a putid-cons
. : F tfadlaio‘an
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tradiction, to fay, thatany Righteouffiefs doth fot
make Righteons, in tantum, School-boys would tur
it intota derilion of the ‘oppofers.

Set. %6, 5. Should ['prove by, Argument,that ho
Accident can by ye fame numerically in divers Sub-
jelts, nor traifire a Subjecko in Subjectum 5 and o the
HabityAct,and Relationof Righteoufefs in Chrifpg
perian,‘cannot init felf -be our Habit, A&, or Res
lation, unlefs our Perfonsyand Chrift’s, be really the
fame3 every novice in Logick, would be too much
occafioned to infult over the ignorant gain-fayer.

Sect. 7. 6. Should I prove,that to Jultify Effici.
éntly by making Righteous, and to Fultify Conftj.
tutively ( being our Righteoulnels ) and'to ]uﬂ;ify
by Plea, or by Witnefs, or by Evidence, and to Ju-
{tify in" Eftimation or ‘Account, and to Jultify by
decifive Sentence of a Judge, and to Jultify' Execy-
tively, and to Jultify privately in Confcience, and
to Jultify publickly before Rulers or the World, or
mm‘c-(.)u{)lickly;at thieBar of God, are feveral fences,

of the Word Fuftificition, and feveral forts; whiy |

man of fedfe’ would mot-pity’ the Confourider thag
denyéth“it, and talk, as’ if the "Word ‘had byt
one fence ? : ps : 18
Sect. 8., 77./Should I'prove that by Impating, pay)
smeancth truly accounting a man Fust that 4sifo's tee-
koning that to 'him which he hath, and not feign-
ing ‘him to have what hie/hathnot 3 even D, Crifpe
haelf fpared me that labour, vénturing to fay, that
the éotitrary Tence of Jmputing, maketh'God a Lyar,
or deceived. ‘God neverljudged a man Rightedus,
that ‘Was Hiot firlt 'made fo. " 1B33. Aign
Setklg /108, Should 1'prove, that by Works, Paul
meaneth thofe that make not the'Réward of Grace,
but of Dbty and Fames mearieth ‘thofe that are
the ‘Medts of Free Grace, ‘and 'purely fubordinate

tor
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Chap. 4. tedions, needlefs Confutation. 61
to Chrift, as commanded by him ; the exprefs Texts
do make it needlefs. ; :
Seét. yo. 9. 'Should I prove, that Chiriftis our
King, and Ruleth and Judgeth by his own Law;
and hath not made us Lawlefs, and all Judgment ot
Rule is now committed to himsand that the veryLiaw
of Nature, is now his Law ; and alfo the’ Lawiof

-

Supernatural Revelation, called by Panlythe Law

of Chrift, the Law of Faith and of Grace and.by
Fames,the Law of Liberty ; the whole feope of the
Gofpel, faveth me that labour. L ud
Set.v1. - 10; Should I prove, that Chrift in'effe
objéctivo, as the Objett'of Faith, is the very fpecify-
ing form of that Faithic felf; and fo, that'to:be
Jiitified by the Object as. fuch, and not b.yf'.thac‘
Fdith it felf} is' a'notorious putid Contradiction 3
or fhonld I ftand to prove that Faith. it'felf; Is
fiid by Panly tobe Imputed for Righteoufnefs 11
meer {ubordination tothemeritorious Sacrificeand
Riglitcoufnefs of Chrift, ‘and"in conjunckion with
Free pardon and Adoption purchafed by 'Chrift 3
how needlefs a work is this mideby the Text#1%
" Seét. 13, 11. Should I ftandto prové,th‘at};lcﬁ’
Tnfidels; Atheifts; or wickedMeén are not Juitified,
while fuch ( fave as God maketli them Juftby Con=
verfion & Parden)allthe Seriptareell usyit isnded-

T

lefs, and that Ete#nal Electing to Jufification, i$ not

Juftifying 3 ‘nor yet Chrifts dying for uS,’{‘t‘illF-'th?

bie given'ro us, as well as for us.\ \3- A0 22

Set. 13, “12. Should I ftard'to prove, that nien
fhall be judged according to'their Works,"afid ‘that
God is the Rewarder of them' that diligently: feek
him ; and that Chrift hath frequently promiféd Re-
wards; dnd that the fathe Slvation, whicli, a5 o
Palne, is no Débe; btit theerly ¥l Free Gife of Grace
throngh Chrift] is yer] 4 #b fhbOrder of Gonveyancey
8 s = glven
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given on Condition asi @ Reward, that-Fatherly Loqe
may attain its ends by Sapiential means, and pog
only by Power 5- Morally; producing Moral Effect,, in
conjundtion with- Love and Power; and thus,. thay
the pardoning and:faving Acts of the Covenapt

impofe Conditions, as receptive qualifications, whicly
yerare all the Effettsof Grace;the whole Scri Pture
makethi thisa needlefs task. _

Seét, 14+ - 13. Should I prove the diftin@inefs ;
r::Of theLaw and Govenant of Innocency. 2. And
of the Law and Covenant of Mediation. And
3..Qf the Mediators Law and Coyenant of Gracé
impofed von us; zand fealed in Sacraments; Ang
thatthe fame is both aLaw and Covenant, and thag
the 1Govenant of Grace, is the (Inftrumental Gif¢
of Pardon and Juftification;, How much of the Bj-
blemuft I tranfcribe? Wik i
1 Sett; 15~ The like Emay fay, of moftof the reft,
which ¥idoubt; Ihave been too large in proving-in
allithe fix, or’ fevenyot eight, Books :before nameg;
I thonght alfo, te;have diftinCtly; ;anfwered. the
Printed 4Pirmer;-Hg;ll;Le&ure‘, but -l]e that cannot
find it more than. fully. anfwered, in the forefaid
Books,cither never read them, or Anfwers to fuch

 armanyWill bevainiio: :

. And 1 am forry,y:that the fame hand in anothey
Lectureselfewhere publifhethothat £ “Lhar any are
& bromg bt yo believeint Fefusy13,as.great a Miracle, g3
<t the Refurreition of.Chrift fromthe dead) p-223;
« Andafter [ Thete is not, 4, greater Inftauce. of
S .the Power of God i the whole Worlds than this; in
& brinping-over thebears of a finner_to_beliove in
b ChFiﬂ:-:] ‘ 19fiDe 1t { oV 1Rt o
-1t grieveth my Sonl tothink what Scandals are

thus: given by good Men - to Papiftsy Infidels and pre- .

Judsced. Seornersy. andiwhat work: they will make
5 3 with
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found it hard, hath none (or hath it but in ghe feed,

Chap. 4. tedions,needlefs Confutation. 63
withit. No doubt but Faith isagreat and difficult
Work, and wrought by Almighty Power: For
God hath no other Powers but” Omnipotency :
omnis Dei Potentia eft Omnipotentia, quia Infinita.
Gods Power is his Eflfence:  But the Inftances and
Demonftrations of it, are as various as the Effects,
Your Finger or Tongue, moveth noty but by Om-
nipotency : But every Motion or Fiy, is not
as great an Inftance or Demonftration of Power,
as Faith'is, Nor Faith fo great an Inftance as the
making of Angels, Men, Heaven and Earth, ‘Sun,
Moon, and Stars, their Natures, Motion and Or-
der: Divines have hitherto taught, that Power is
eminently manifefted in Creation and Natura] Pre-
fervation, tho? with Wifdomand Love 3 and Wifdom
Eminently manifefted in Government, and Zove in
Glorifying ( tho’ they were conjunct in each)
Man cannot work Miracles, and that o great.  And
1do not believe that God damneth all unbelievers,
as for want of an At as great asthe motion of the
Suny or making the World. i

And if it be a Miracle, and as great a one as
Chrift’s Refurrection, How can any believer doubt
at all 7 Why was® Chrift’s Refurrection Prea-
ched by the Apoftles, fo much as the Proof of the
Truth of Chriftianity,and not the Faith of every bes
liever ? Then we need not go far to prove the Chri-
ftian Verity: Every poor Boy or Woman that be-
lieveth, hath the fulleft Proof, and as great and
miraculous as Chrift’s Refurretion. Why fend
we not Infidels and Doubters to this Miracle, which
is about them in all ages in thoufands : Over-doing
is undoing,. ;

And yet no doubt, the Author faith truly, that
Faith in Chriftis [o hard a Work, that he that ncyer

Eis and
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and yet unrooted, or untryed. But alas! Infidels
find it too hard to them. :

To conclude, Inftead of the larger part of the
Proof or Confutations which I intended ; 1. I fhalj
with this, Annex a brief Treatife, refolving a myl.
titude of Controyerfies about Juftification, which |
have laid by, about Fifteen Years.

2. I refer you to the forefaid former perfor.
formance of it.

3. Were 1 not difabled by Pain, and the ap:
proaches of Death, I would be ready to Anfwer any
fober, rational Objector, »
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A Polt-Leript.

Seét, 1. \/VHereas divers fay, they wete drawn

in to prefix their Names to this
Drs. Book, becaufe they were told, that the Er-
rours were expunged : 1lpon perufal, I find that
it is no fuch matter ; butin Fol. 3. S¢r- 3,4, &,
the Author rather more frequently inculcateth the
worit of them, viz. [ That fin cannot” burt' any
that ave Elett, on that ‘Christ dyed for.7] <And
that [z 1.]Joh. It is 2 powerful means ro Riep thent

from finning,” to bebicve that if they fin, it can do

them no burt.’] :

Seit. 5. The Text drew him to ufe theVante
of finning, [ I write to you, that. you  fin “not. ]
But did’ not' the' Contradiétion of it to his Do-
&rine cogvince him, while he read the Text a-
gaintt finning ; judge whether he took not the
thing to be impoffible ? He faith, Tho® fuch do
Murder, commit Adultery, Blafphemy, Idolatry,
or any fuch thing, they are no Murderers,, {’Ldul-
terers, Cc. or Sinners ; becaufe 1 1S Chrift’s fin,
and not theirs, and cannot be his and theirsto0;
fo that they may live in the AC, but canipt fin.
" Objet. But it was their fin once, before 1t Was
Chrifts fin?” "~ Fdlodne

Anfw. No; He faith, that it was Chrift’s fin, if -
not from Eternity, at 1éaft above Sixteen Hundred-
Years before 'we were borp. ; And' he that had
, G T WY
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no being, could have no fin: And Gods fore-
knowledge of future fin, maketh not fin : *Nay,
he could not fore-know, that which would never
be; fo that indeed, Chrift could not take our fin
as his, which was not ours, nor ever would be
at all:- And if he had; yet I hope. they will not
{ay, that now in Heaven he is the greateft -
ner. And fo, there neither was, 1or is, any fin
in ns or Chrift.

 Selt.3.  But as he repeateth this Errour, I will
repeat my Lamentations and Warning to -this
tempted SeéZ. Hear it as Speculatoris Tubam, the
Watch-mans Trumpet, that would deliver, if ir
mhay be, more than his own Soul.

1. Is it poflible, that that which is evil, anq
the greateft evil it felf, can be i us, and Ao
by usy and do us no hurt ? :

2. Can that do no hurt to the Elect, that mak.
eth fuch calamitous Confulions in the World 7
What, that which filleth the Earth with the dark.
nefs of Ignorance, Idolatry , Infidelity, bloody W ars,
Perfecutions, Torments, Flames, Famine, Malig-
nity, and yet do no hurt to any that are Elect,
no, not while they are fuch themfelves®?

3- Did Paxl call himfelf mad againft the Saints, -

unworthy to be called an Apoftle, a wretched
man, for that which did him no hurt 7.
" 4. Did David write all the lamenting Words

of Pfal. 51.and many others; and A/aph, Pfal. 77, -

¢c. for that which did them no hurt ?

~ 5. Did God pronounce all the Curfes, Ley, 26,
and Deut. 27. ¢rc. againft that fin that will not
hurt the Elect that then lived?

6 Are the recitals of the Fews fins and. punifh-
ments, Pfal,78. and 105, 106. @¢, of things that
gannot hurt the Efety = ~© ° ¢ T

7. Did

B e <
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Babylon for fins that do the Elett no hurt; even
for penitent Manaffes’s fins? 3

8. Are all God’s threatnings in the whole Scrip-
ture, even fuch as Chrift’s Words,, Job. 15. Heb. 6.

Heb.10- and Rev. 2, and 3. againit things that arefa = !
harmlefs ? Muft we ferve God acceptably with Re=~

verence and Godly Fear, becaufe he is a confuming
Fire ;-and becaufe it is a fearful ching to fall into
the Hands of the living God, if no fin can pofs
fibly do. us any hurt? i :

9. Doth not this opinion contradict every Ar;
ticle of the Creed, .every Petition in the Lords
Prayer, and every one of the Ten Commandements ?

10, If it be no hutt to be tormented with pofs
feflions of the Devil, to be Lunatick, Blind, Lame,
Dumb, Torn, ¢*e. Why is Chrift fo Praifed
for healing fuch, and why appealeth he to. his
Works-againft unbelievers ? :

11. If it be no hurt to be mad, what is Bedlam
good for? Or to be tormented with Stone, €ol=
lick , Convulfion, or any Difeafe; why will thefe
Phanaticks {eek to Phyficians, nfe Medicines, and
groan in Pain ? - Poffidonins would confute his
Tongue by a fower-face or a groan ; when he faid,,
O Pain, thou [halt not make me confefs that thou ar
( malwm ) ill, oc bad. _

12, Why do we ot take up with the threg
firft Petitions in the Lords Prayer, if our own In-
tereft be not next to be regarded and prayed for?

13.. Why pray we for our daily Bread, if there
be no hurt to want it or, for the pardon of fin,
if punithment be impoflible, or. hurt not 5 or a-

gainft temptations and the evil one, and eyil thingsy

if they be nofuch 2,
‘"14; Should

A Ptrjlﬁrép?'l B :
7. Did God fend. the Fews into ‘Captivity. to

»
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" 14. Should none pray but Reprob :
have no hurt to dep"‘%ate > epro at.csz,ﬂlf; otherg

" 15. Why‘thould we compaffionate the
fick, if fin do no hurt to txl)mm? € the poor, or

and Eat, if Famine hurt not, and La
good, b:g;lll]lfedChriﬂ: {l;ath 'do;le all? _bou.vr’ do v

17. y do Minifters Preach fo muc i
fin, if it can do no hurt? Z hxagam&
18, What is it that we are to repent of; if fin
do no hurt ? : : '

19. Why muft fafting, and watchfulnefs, and
refilting temptations be ufed againft Luft, and o-
ther fin, if it can do no hurt? -

20, What is Baptifm, the Lords Supper, Cons:
feflion, and Abfolution then for ? : '

21. Why then fhould we exhort each other
daily, left any be hardened by this deceitfulnefs
of fin ? -

22. Why is he called Leaft, in the Kingdom
of God, who breaketh the lealt Commandement,
and teacheth men fo?

23- Why is the Education of Children fo great
a Duty, and he that {pareth the Rod, hateth his
Child, if fin will do them no hurt ?

24. What is God’s Governing Jultice good for
in punithing fin, if it hurt not? £
. 25. Why muft Rulers be Juft, and a Terrour
to them that do evil, if fin do no hurt ?

‘26, How can that hurt any other Ele& Per-
fon, that hurteth not the finner himfelf ? :

27.' Why is it worfe to be cait into’ the Sea

with a ‘Mill-ftone, for fcandalizing the leaft, if thar
fcandal canpot hurt, them?' /"~ - iy 3

28. 'Why do Libertines labour to eftape’ Pri-

fons, Banifhments, Fines, or Hanging for fin, if it

°s  caf do them no hure? 29, Why

16, Why do men Plow'and Sow, and Labour, -

e
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the Serpents f{eed; if they cannot hurt ps? .

. WWar, if nothing can hurg us ¢

the Devil’s Servants, and to haye our Conver

~.Church-profperity, and the Thoufand Years Glos

R . b9
29, Why is man’s naturg afraid of Devils, andi

j0. ‘Why hust we others by Self-defence, and

31 ‘Why hath God put. Fear jato out, Nature,

if ‘nothing can bpre us 2 o L o pn
32, Was it no hurt to_the Elelt to be lozll_g
fi-

on fo long delayed, as with' many it.is?
“"43. Is fin worfe than foffering,if; it can; do no
hurt? N 4 g o é’ ." ¢
34, Is it no hurt to live and dye in rerrible
fear of Gods. difplealure, and in doubts of our
everlafting ftate ? ¥ &

'35. Is it no hurt to have Faith, Love, De-
{ite, and Joy, weak, and to bave {till the remnants
of unbelief, and other fuch like fins ? v

36. Is it no hurt to lofe fome degrees of Love
and Holinefs, which we have had ?

37. Is jt no hutt accordingly to have the lefs
of Glory in Heaven? .

38. Why -are thefe men for Scparation and
Church-Difcipline, if fin do no hurt 2

39. Why pray they for Reformation, and

rious State, if fin be fo harmlels a thing ?.

4o0. If all. that Chrift Merited, be really the
Ele@ts, immediately on his purchafe, are not all
the Elet in Heaven already ; -yea, before they
had any being ; whence then is all the grofs 1g:
norance and Errour, and blind Defence of Satans
falfehoods, under the Name of Chrift and Troth?
Why cenfire they Conformifts and others that
differ from them ? If all that Chrift hath, be
already ours, and we are as perfedt as he, what
¢an Duty, or more Grace,3 or Heaven, add

: X T to
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make up any imperfection in the Obedience o
Righteoufnefs of Chrift ? e L

41. Did Chrift redeem us from under his' own
Goyernment, and the Law of Grace ? Are we
yot under the Law [ of Chrift and Faith, and Li-
berty 1 to Chrift ? Or is there any tranfgreflion
_if no Law ? Or is it Law that we fhall not bé

Ruled and Judged by ? :

us like our Saviour in Holinefs, and Gods Image,
and ‘the Divine Nature, than not ?  Are Chrift>
Graces his difhonour ?
43. 1s it not a_vile abufe of his Grace, to
contemn it, becaufe it is our own? And to
take Righteoufnefs to ftand againft Free Grace, 'if
it be but our own ? And to pervert Pauls Words,
that accounted as dung his own R:gbfcoufncﬁ, which
) he fets in competition or oppofition to Chrift,
calling it that Righteoufnefs whnch was of ( Mofes)
Law; whenat the fame Word, 'he fets againft it a
Righteoufnefs alfo made his own, which is by the
Faith of Chrift. Could Chrifts Righteoufnefs Ju-
ftify vs, if it were not in fome kind of Caufali-
ty (mcritorious,matcrlal, or formal) made our
own: Can an Accident of another Subject be an
Accident of us? ‘And will not diftinct perfona-
lity continue to Men, as well ‘as’ to "Angels for
ever ? We abhor the thoughts'of any Righteouf-
nefs that is of our own pollefling or working, other-
~wife than as given and wrought in us, by the Me-
 rits of Chrift, and the Free Gift of undeferyed
Grace; or any that muft not by the fame Di-
vine Power and Grace be continued. <" And all that
pretendeth to the leatt ‘part’ of the Office or Per-

i e

tous ? And why would they have ‘men réad thejp.
Books, to do no good, and avoid no evil? Is it to

42. . Isit no greater Mercy and Grace, to make
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formance of Chrift ; but only what he freelg
giveth, and which -advanceth . the Honour of his X
Merits and Love, and tendeth to Pleafe and Glo-
rify God, and "attain the defigned’End of Red
demption and Salvation. :

S to the Twelve Namesthat are prefixed to the

Book, I leave it to themfelves, to fpeak_ their
own Caufe : Only Ican fay, that one of them raketh
the Words, if mean’t, as they are written (and ins
deed inculcated ) 1o overthrow Chriftianity, and Hu-
manity. And I doubt not, but fome of the reft are
of the fame mindy and had not read the Book, or
the Preface, fo as to kpow what was ip them.”







