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BN ,Ectmsv latcly thh a wvery
worth Brothcr, at Eqf
= Haddon in the County of
) INirtkampron 5 he did mtmh
& importune me, to admit
Y of athort difpute with hlm
about the principle under
“confideration 5 to whom -

I confent, and he laid down -this Aﬂ‘crt1~
on: e
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. That Laying on of Hands, ch;é,i,

i not a foundation Priveiple . norg | !
Pmﬂiul Duty, - . 1h
Agiinﬁ v}hich 1 laid down this Poﬁti;)n; B
Viz. ' g

 Laying on of H;ndx Heb. 6. 2. & 4 |

: Principle of the Doflrine of Chrifly 1o |}
Y : ‘,bt‘pmai[m' by bis ‘Pe,ﬂl"f » a%d a pav: ‘
' ‘ of the Feandation there mentioned i
x c . Which my Oppofite did wholly deny,

‘: . s 1 'wasqrgucd that I thould be Opponent, §
- whereupon L offcred this Argument: -

SO o UOpponents. Argele :

- The word Principles, Heb, 6. 1. being of th,
plural pumber, is refer’d to all thefe particy,_
Jays ; namely, Repentance , Faith ; Baptifin,

- Layingon Of Hands, the Rehirre@ion of i
 dead,and the Eternal judgement. . ¢
~ Ergn, Layingon of Hands, Hel. 6, 3, i ¥
principle of the doérine of Chrift. 3
% Re.
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Refpondent. EAC
You ought mot toprove is @ Principle by thet
T excs, : : i et i3
; Opponenty,, o xiiihsn i R v
My pofition is I’;ot the Text, thercfore I S
By prove ic by this Text.. ) (e R
| . Refpondent. . oAl R ,ﬁ
The Text abous which we differ will wot prowe i
: ' \Opponent, « 7
Ifany Scripture will proveit , it is fuffici- -
<nt5 and therefore anfwer to the Arguments

Either diftinguith, or deny the Antecedent or =

. Refpondent, gr
3 1 will prove tl);u‘La)-ing on of Hands, HCb-‘- :
j§ *s no foundarionprinciple, thous, — < b ) RS

; '0ppomht. e S
Sir, you would by no means be Opponent,

* when I defired you to make good your Affer~ 1
‘ton 5 but complain’d, asif Lputyou uponthat |

# which was not your part : Why then do you .
E 4. oami NOWSEES )
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1 defire to know whether you

" Antecedent.

- X do grans your Antecedonts
: ; ‘:,?p.- ale At $ AR

~ branch of my Pofition, which you denied |
" ing, ldenyir all - for that the word P"'"cip[,_,"— .

_ thento Laying onof Handss and f the ¢
. fequence will follow. Thusyou grant as
- aslcandefire, -0 bl Rt

A e 1 14

o eiltproeise

:io-v:vf ‘xcﬁi‘feto' anfwer , and put your felf in,
'-flg. place of the Opponent, which you kn_o:,
is contrary 0 rule, {ithTam now to prove, -

S Refpondent.

el 1 anf) wer by denying the confequence,

Opponnent.’ ol .
A grant ¢
Antecedent , for your denial of the Confl‘éﬁ

quence only , fuppofeth that you grant g,
'_Refpbndent‘.‘
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Then take notice that you grant the firg
ﬂ)\
Heb, 6. 1. refer toallthe particulars afore(y;

On-
uch

A1 o7 booRefpordent:© ! B il
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R v-"‘Oppanqm... : R
~_Brother, 'you ought not to prove till yoube
Opponent, this you know bettex than I'do.
Thercfore either recal your anfwer tothe An-
tecedent, or confefs your exrour in denying the
fixft branch of my pofition. Kl

Doy "

."
well, for Argumins fakey 1 grant an errour i g
master of forum, s

i Refpond'ent.' ’

: SO oments . A0 A e ;
.. - No Brother, your errour is an errour ok = 4
~ judgement. Firft,to deny Laying 01.1~0.f'?_1?nd5% e
. Heb..6,2, to beaprinciple of the Doétrine 0
. Chrift, and then to grantits inone of thefe -
you muft needs exr injudgement, .
 Here my Refpondent was wo wsiling to acknon=_ |
ledge cn crrour sn judgement. An}i’«tber‘gfuuf(u : j
alfo for divers sther prefling occefions r/mt‘ was to ke
cewfidered, and ehe vise Uut fbore ) I pat @ period . ‘
10 ihe difpures MR
* And becaufe Y had miany other thingstofay,
which time would not then permicto be fpo-
ke 1 will now offer them to confiderations
and that as for other caufes, {0 chicfly for that |
T hope it may tend t0 the fatisfation of myhos
_noured Brothes, and others that are under the
fifuemitake, . o S
]
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' : Argument2, .
Laying on of Hands, Heb. 6. 2. w« a P’i”ciplg
ofthe Qracles of God.
<" Brgo, Laying on of Hands, Heb, 6.2, 27
Principbe of the dottrine of Chriff.

- The Antecedent is manifelt, becaufe the
fame particulars which is called the principles
~ of Chrifts do¢trine, Heb. 6. is called the prin.
ciplesof the Oracles of Gody Heb.5. 1:. which
is cvident 5 Becaufe as the princi les of Gods
Oracles, Hel. 5.12. were the things which
~ the Hebrew Church ought mnot to have any

need to be taught again 5 {o the principles of -

the doGrine of Chrift,Heb.6.1,2:ar¢ the thingg
which (as a foundation ) among them, ought
not to need any laying again. :

: “Argument 3.

Allthofe pariicuiars, which in Heb. 6, 1,2, the
Anoftie [aith be wonld intermit, and [0.g0 0n o per~
feftiin ; are she Principles of the Dullring of
Chriff = |
 Bu Laying onof Hands; Heb, 6.2, is one of
the particulars, which the Apoftie faid'y Heb. 6, ¢
~ ehut he wonld intermir. o 1

I‘:}fgo, :
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Ergo, Laying on of Hands, Heb. 6.2. &

Prinpleof the D.Elrine of Chrift. et

- therefore 1 proceed to the fecond branch
of the pofition, whichis; That laying
on of Hands , Hel. €-2. ought to be -
practifed by the people of God.

/

' . onof Ham}.f] which in the underftan -i!jg. ot
- any confidering man , muft needs fignific an
- Aty and thercfore cannot be reftrained to the

laid, is paffive as to the A, (but not in faith)
{0 the party impofing of Hands is active. And
evident it is, that the word | Principle] Heb.
6. 1. vefers to the Aé exprelsly, andto the paf=

derftand : Whence Iargue,

Argument 1.
as it 4 a Pringiple (or Dillrine of Chrift (if yos
Pleale) i morpeffive anlyy but attive aljro Trmft

meeds be prast fed, either by t.’:cfcrf-‘“f””"f‘[éf’/r
or the fervamis of Sathans e

9.4

1 take this Argument to be irrefrageble,,

But firft 1 muft explicate the words [ Laying :

paffive; for asthe fubject on whom Handsis. :

- five implicitly, asany confidering man may ufi=

&
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Seeing the Laying on of Hands, Heb. 6. 2 S
&
A
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a principle of the doltrine of Chrift | #s not 1o,

pragtifed by the (ervants of Sathan :

Ergo, Laysng orof Hands, asitis a princi.
ple of che doctrine of Chrift, is tole pratlifed by op,

Jervangs of Chriff,

The Major 15 p\lain. The.M!nor furely wil)
ot be denied. . For who will prefume to 3

. that the principles of Chrifts doérine (g

fuch) are to be pracifed by the fervants of
Sathan, Sceing it is Chriltians (#o: the de.
wils Vaffds ) who as they are once to lay ¢,
b are nor to lay agrin the Foundation,  Ag
for wicked men, they will perfecute the Saingg
again and again, and fo Chyiftians muft haye -
¢he hands of wicked men laid on them agai,

~ andagain; and that when they are gone on
~ to pertection, as well as when they begin theiy

rofelfion, fo then this Laying on of Hands,
Flel. 6. being but once to be laid, cannot by,

- that which the wicked do impofe 5 fith j¢

&ertain as they do it often, fo fureit is,: they
ought not to do it {0 much as once. . AL

. gain, Thé layingon of Hands by the micked,
porecute the Saintsy i the doltrine of the Dpyj)
 Exgo, moprinciple of the D -(Erine of Chrift, Byl
- 80, Nutthat laying on of Hands mentioned, Heb,

P A
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. not be denied.

(6iy

ity Argument 2. o S UEEE
Laying on of Han!., Heb. 6.2.. was beld and
- praélifed by the primisive Church, as & principle
of (orifts Dotrize e R
Ergo, it nght to be held and pratly dasa
 principie of Chrifts Dottrine now, by the [ubfe=
quent Chyrches. ; \ o reh
! The Antecedent is proved above, therefore.
. the confequencé is indubitable 5 which yet ¥
- may demontftrate thus. - ¢

A Argument 3. \ i
- None of the principles of Chrifts Dirine. i
( which were pratlical ) are abolifbedyno moreties 4
- thofe which are not pratticale ... : ke A
Ergo, Laying onof Hands as a practical prin=. 4
b ciple, Heb. 6. 2. ought now to be praitifed by the 3
i [ervanes of Chrift. ' o e A
- The Antecedent cannot be denied, without ’1
- manifeft danger to all the principles of Chrifts
Doérine; for ifone be abolithed, then why

- not the reft 2 So then the confequence m}lfﬁ e

9. The third branch of my poﬁtidﬁfpi"‘.?'\féd;j o8
§f° Viz. Thys the Laying on of Hands, Heb, 6:2. «
J0 % @ pars of the foundarion there mensionsd. B B
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But firlt, for explication of the word [ Fomp.

dation ] it is to be confidered s That when ¢

is applied to Chriftianity , or the Church of
God 3 It may be confidered firlt originally,ang
insthe main, and {o Chrift our Loxd is only the
foundat on. Or fecondly,demonttratively ,or iy,
the mean 5 and {o his doctrine may be faid ¢y

be the foundation,by an uftial manner of fPCC‘Ch,. .

when the thing containing or holding foye,
js taken for'the thing contained or held forh,
For, whatlocver Chrift is in himfelf, certain i

is held forth in his doétrine, Heb. 6. 1,2, ¢,
Hence' L argue, ;

: Argument 1. DT S

The word Fosndacivn Heb. 64' 1. cannor b,
refer’d 1o Chriff, s the fondision of bis Chargh
origim«lly, orin the maln, or in the bigheft or

syt [ublime confideration. [ LBl
- Ergo, The word [ Foundation ] is refrrd,,

the dotirine of Chrift, in the firft | or maff , afé

demonftration 5 to wit 5 the firfk ‘mdimm“’ 73

principles of Religion 5 even fich s Babes in Chyifp

sty kisow then:

- The Antecedent is true;, otherwife whiag

fhall we think of Panl. Would he not teach the
o : v Chaln

i "//!E

is, he isniot afoundation 7O US. But as he







