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TO THE RIGHT WORSHIPFUL

HIS REVEREND, LEARNED, AND WORTHY FRIENDS AND BRETHREN,
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IN THE

FAMOUS UNIVERSITY OF OXFORD.

Of this second address unto you in this kind, where-

unto I am encouraged by your fair and candid re-

ception of my former, I desire you would be pleased
to take the ensuing account. It is now, as I re-

member, about a year ago, since one Mr. Biddle

(formerly a master of arts of this university, by
which title he still owns himself) published two little

catechisms, as he calls them
; wherein, under sundry

specious pleas and pretences (which you will find

discussed in the ensuing treatise), he endeavours to

insinuate subtilely into the minds of unstable and un-

learned men, the whole substance of the Socinian

religion. The man is a person, whom, to my know-

ledge, I never saw
;
nor have been at all curious to

inquire after the place of his habitation, or course'of

his life. His opposition some years since to the

Deity of the Holy Ghost, and now to that of the Fa-

ther and Son also, is all that he is known to me by.
It is not with his person that I have any contest ;nie

stands or falls to his own master. His arguments

against the Deity of the Holy Ghost, were some-

while since answered by Cloppenburgh, then profes-
sor of divinity at Franeker, in Friesland, since at rest

in the Lord
; and, as I have heard, by one in Eng-

lish. His catechisms also are gone over the seas,
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whereof farther mention must afterward be made.

At their first publishing, complaint being given in

by some worthy persons to the honourable counsel

against them, as abusive to the majesty and autho-

rity of the word of God, and destructive to many
important truths of the gospel (which was done

without any knowledge of mine), they were pleased

to send forme, and to require of me the performance
of that work, which is here presented unto you. Be-

ing surprised with their request, I laboured to ex-

cuse myself to the utmost, on the account of my
many employments in the university and elsewhere,

with other reasons of the like nature, which to my
thoughts did then occur. Not prevailing with them,

they persisting in their command, I looked on it as

a call from God to plead for his violated truth, which

by his assistance, and according as I had opportu-

nity, I was in general alway resolved to do. Having,

indeed, but newly taken off my hand from the plough
of a peculiar controversy, about the perseverance of

the saints, in the following whereof I was somewhat

tired, the entrance into the work was irksome and

burdensome unto me
;
after some progress made,

finding, the searching into, and discussing of the

important truths opposed, of very good use to my-
self, I have been carried through the whole (accord-

ing as I could break off my daily pressing occasions

to attend unto it) with much cheerfulness and alac-

rity of mind. And this was the reason, why, find-

ing Mr. B. came short of giving a fair occasion to

the full vindication of many heads of religion by him

oppugned, I have called in to his assistance and so-

ciety one of his great masters, namely, Valentinus

Smalcius, and his catechism (commonly called the

Racovian), with the expositions of the places of

Scripture contended about by the learned Grotius,



VI THE EPISTLE DEDICATORY.

as also on several occasions, the arguments and an-

swers of most of the chief propugners of Mr. B.'s

religion. Now, besides your interest in the truths

pleaded for, there are other considerations also, in-

ducing me to a persuasion, that this endeavour of

mine will not be unacceptable unto you. Mr. B.'s

catechism, 1 said, being carried over and dispersed in

sundry places of the united province^, the professors
of their academies (who have all generally learned the

English tongue, to enable them for the understand-

ing of the treatises of divinity in all kinds written

therein, which they begin to make use of to the

purpose) cry out against them, and professedly un-

dertake the refutation thereof. JVow certainly it

cannot be for our advantage in point of repute

amongst them, that they (who are yet glad of the

occasion) should be enforced to undertake the con-

futation of a book, written by one who stiles him-

self a master of arts of this university (which they
also take notice of), wherein they are so little con-

cerned ;
the poison of it being shut up from their

people, under the safe custody of an unknown ton-

gue. ''Nicolaus Arnoldus, the professor of divinity
» Prodiit hoc anno in Anglia, Authore Jolianne Bidello, Artium Magistro, pneu-

matoniacho, duplex Catechesis Scripturaria, Anglico idioniate typis evulgata, qua
sub nomine reiigionis Clirislianffi puruin putuni Socinianisnium, orbi Christiano ob-
trudere satagit. Quanquam anteiii non videatur velie Sociiiianus haberi; attanien

cujus sit ingenii, sub fiiiem libelli prodit, cunt cominendat librum cui titulus, The
life of that incomparable man, Fauslus Sucinus Senensis, phrasin Scripturee ad dog-
mata mere Sociniana itadetorsit, ut nemo ante eum hieresin islam tam fraudulenter

instillarit; larvam illi detrahere post dies caniculares, cum Deo est animus. Nicol.
Arnold. Prsef. ad Lector.

Necessarium est hoc tristi tempore, quo Sociniana pestis, quam hand imnierito

dixeris oranis impietatis oxpowoXiy, videtur nunc in vicina Anglia sedem sibi metro-

politanam fixisse, nisi quod isthic facile admittat et bella cruenta, et judicia capi-
talia severissima, sub quorum umbonc crevit. Nam inter varias haereses, quibus
faelix ilia quondam insula et orthodoxia: tenacissinia hodie conspurcatur, tantura

eminet Socinianismus, quantum
' lenta solcnt inter viburna Cuprcssi ;' nee enira ara-

plius ibi horrendasua mysleria niussitat in angulis, sed sub dio explicat omnia vex-
illa sua; iniquitatis : non loquor inconiperta, benevole lector. Modo enim ex An-

glia allatus est Aiiglica lingua conscriptus catechisnius duplex, major et minor,
Londini publico excusus, hoc Anno 165-1 apud Jac. CoterelI.et Kich. Moone, &c.
Authore Johanne Bidello Magistro Artium Oxoniensi, &c. Sam. Mares. Uyd. Socin.
Refut. Tom. 2. Praefat. ad Lect.



THE EPISTLE DEDICATORY. Vll

at Franeker, gives an account of this book, as the

most subtle insinuation of the Socinian religion, that

ever w^as attempted, and promises a confutation of it.

Maresius, professor atGroning, a man well known

by his works published, goes farther
;
and on the

account of these catechisms, charges the whole na-

tion, and the governors of it, with Socinianism; and,

according to the manner of the man, raises a fear-

ful outcry, affirming, that that heresy hath fixed its

metropoliticalseat here in England, and is here openly

professed, is the head sect in the nation, displaying

openly the banners of its iniquity; all which he con-

firms by instancing in this book of a master of arts

of the university of Oxford. Of his rashness in cen-

suring, his extreme ignorance of the state of affairs

here amongst us, which yet he undertakes to relate,

judge, and condemn, I have given him an account in

a private letter to himself.

Certainly, though we deserved to have these re-

proaches cast upon us, yet of all men in the world,
those who live under the protection, and upon the

allowance of the United Provinces, are most unmeet
to manage them

;
their incompetency in sundry re-

spects for this service is known to all. However, it

cannot be denied, but that even on this account

(that it may appear, that we are as free from the

guilt of the calumnious insinuations of Maresius, so

in no need of the assistance of Arnoldus, for the con-

futation of any one arising among ourselves, speak-

ing perverse things to draw disciples after him), an
answer from some in this place unto those cate-

chisms, was sufficientl}^ necessary. That it is by
providence fallen upon the hand of one, more unmeet
than many others in this place, for the performance
of this work and duty, I doubt not but you will be

contented withal
; and am bold to hope that neither
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the truth, nor your own esteem, will too much suf-

fer, by my engagement herein. Yea, give me leave

to speak it, I have assumed the confidence, to aim
at the handling of the whole body of the Socinian

religion, in such a way and manner, as that those

who are most knowing and exercised in these con-

troversies, may find that which they will not alto-

gether despise, and younger students that whereby
they may profit. To this end I have added the Ra-
covian catechism, as I said before, to Mr. B.'s

;

which, as I was urged to do by many worthy per-
sons in this university, so I was no way discouraged
in the pubhshing of my answer thereunto, by the

view I took of Arnoldus's discourse to the same pur-

pose, and that for such reasons as I shall not express,
but leave the whole to the judgment of the reader.

From thence, whence in the thoughts of some I am
most likely to suffer, as to my own resolves, I am most
secure. It is in meddling with Grotius's annotations,

and calling into question what hath been delivered

by such a giant in all kinds of literature. Since my
engagement in this business, and when I had well

nigh finished the vindication of the texts of Scripture

commonly pleaded for the demonstration of the

Deity of Christ, from the exceptions put into their

testimonies, by the Racovian catechism, I had the

sight of Dr. H.'s apology for him, in his vindication

of his dissertations about episcopacy, from my oc-

casional animadversions, published in the preface of

my book of the perseverance of the saints. Of that

whole treatise I shall elsewhere give an account. My
defensative as to my dealing with Grotius's anno-

tations, is suited to what the doctor pleads in his

behalf, which occasions this mention thereof.

'This very pious, learned, judicious man (he tells

us) hath fallen under some harsh censures of late
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especially upon the account of Socinianism and Po-

pery.' That is, not as though he would reconcile

those extremes, but being in doctrinals a Socinian,

he yet closed in many things with the Roman inter-

est : as I no way doubt, but thousands of the same

persuasion with the Socinians, as to the person and

offices of Christ, do live in the outward communion
of that church (as they call it) to this day ;

of which

supposal I am not without considerable grounds, and

eminent instances for its confirmation. This, I say,

is their charge upon him. For his being a Socinian,

he tells us, 'Three things are made use of, to beget a

jealousy in the minds of men of his inclinations that

way. 1. Some parcels of a letter of his to Crellius.

2. Some relations of what passed from him at his

death. 3. Some passages in his annotations.' It is

this last alone wherein 1 am concerned. And what
I have to speak to them, I desire may be measured

and weighed by what I do premise. It is not that

I do entertain in myself any hard thoughts, or that

I would beget in others any evil surmises of the eter-

nal condition of that man, that I speak what I do.

What am I, that I should judge another man's ser-

vant ? He is fallen to his own master. I am very
slow to judge of men's acceptation with God, by the

apprehension of their understandings. This only I

know, that be men of what religion soever that is

professed in the world, if they are drunkards, proud,
boasters, &c. hypocrites, haters of good men^ per-
secutors and revilers of them, yea, if they be not re-

generate and born of God, united to the head Christ

Jesus, by the same spirit that is in him, they shall

never see God.

But for the passages in his annotations, the sub-

stance of the doctor's plea is, that the 'passages in-

timated are in his posthuma, that he intended not to
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publish them, that they might be of things he ob-

served, but thought farther to consider :' and an in-

stance is given in that of Col. i. 16. which he inter-

prets, contrary to what he urged it for, Johni. 1—3.

But granting what is affirmed as to matter of fact,

about his collections (though the preface'' to the

last part of his annotations will not allow it to be true) ;

I must needs abide in my dissatisfaction as to these

annotations, and of my resolves in these thoughts

give the doctor this account. Of the Socinian reli-

gion there are two main parts ;
the first is Photini-

anism, the latter Pelagianism : the first concerning
the person, the other the grace of Christ. Let us

take an eminent instance out of either of these heads :

out of the first, their denying Christ to be God by
nature

;
out of the latter, their denial of his satis-

faction.

For the first, I must needs tell the apologist, that

of all the texts of the New Testament and Old, where-

by the Deity of Christ is usually confirmed, and

where it is evidently testified unto, he hath not left

any more than one, that I have observed, if one,

speaking any thing clearly to that purpose. I say,

if one, for that he speaks not home to the business in

hand on John i. 1 shall elsewhere give an account
;

perhaps some one or two more may be interpreted

according to the analogy of that. 1 speak not of his

annotations on the Epistles, but on the whole Bible

throughout, wherein his expositions given, do for the

most part fall in with those of the Socinians, and of-

tentimes consist in the very words of Socinus and

Smalcius, and alway do the same things with them,

as to any notice of the Deity of Christ in them. So

•> Jam vero sciendum est, multo quidem citius, quam nunc demum teinporis earn

resunii, obsolvique potuisse, et quo minus id jampridem factum sit, per eum nou

stetisse virum, cujus fideli cuhb opus integruni ab authore ipso primum creditum fuit

et sedulo coniniendatum. Prajmou ad Lect.
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that I marvel the learned doctor should fix upon one

particular instance, as though that one place alone

were corrupted by him, when there is not one (or but

one) that is not wrested, perverted, and corrupted,
to the same purpose. For the full conviction of the

truth hereof, I refer the reader to the ensuing consi-

derations of his interpretations of the places them-

selves. The condition of these famous annotations,
as to the satisfaction of Christ is the same : not one

text of the whole Scripture, wherein testimony is

given to that sacred truth, which is not wrested to

another sense, or at least the doctrine in it concealed,
and obscured by them. I do not speak this with the

least intention to cast upon him the reproach of a

Socinian
;

I judge not his person ;
his books are pub-

lished to be considered and judged. Erasmus, I know,
made way for him, in most of his expositions about
the Deity of Christ

;
but what repute he hath there-

by obtained among all that honour the eternal God-
head of the Son of God, let Bellarmine on the one

hand, and Beza on the other evince. And, as I will

by no means maintain or urge against Grotius any of

the miscarriages in religion, which the answerer ofmy
animadversions undertakes to vindicate him from;
nor do I desire to fight with the dust and ashes of

men
; yet what I have said, is, if not necessary to

return to the apologist, yet of tendency, 1 hope, to

the satisfaction of others, who may inquire after the

reason of my calling the annotations of the learned

man to an account in this discourse. Shall any one
take liberty to pluck down the pillars of our faith,

and weaken the grounds of our assurance, concern-

ing the person and grace of our Lord Jesus Christ,
and shall not we have the boldness to call him to an
account for so sacrilegious an attempt ? With those

then who love the Lord Christ in sincerity, I expect



Xll THE EPISTLE DEDICATORY.

no blame or reproach for what I have endeavoured

m this kind
; yea, that my good will shall find ac-

ceptance with them, especially if it shall occasion

any of greater leisure and abilities farther and pro-

fessedly to remark more of the corruptions of those

annotations, I have good ground of expectation.
The truth is, notwithstanding their pompous shew
and appearance (few of his quotations, which was
the ^manner of the man, being at all to his purpose),
it will be found no difficult matter to discuss his

assertions, and dissipate his conjectures.
For his being a Papist, 1 have not much to say ;

let "^his epistles (published by his friends), written to

Dyonysius Petavius the Jesuit, be perused, and you
will see the character which of himself he gives ;

as

also what in sundry
•

writings he ascribes to the

]5ope.

What I have performed through the good hand

of God in the whole, is humbly submitted to your

judgment. You know, all of you, with what weight
of business and employment I am pressed; what is

the constant work that in this place is incumbent on

me, how many and how urgent my avocations are ;

the consideration whereof cannot but prevail for a

pardon of that want of exactness, which perhaps in

sundry particulars will appear unto you. With

those who are neither willing nor able to do any thing

in this kind themselves, and yet make it their busi-

ness to despise what is done by others, 1 shall very

c Grotius, in lib. 5. de veritat. Relig : Christian, in notis R, Sel. Aben Ezra et

Onkelos adducit : sed alienis oculis hie vidit, aut aliena fide retulit (forte authoribus

illis aut non intellectis, aut propter occupationes non inspectis) aur animositati et

authoritati in citandis authoribus, et referendis dictis aut factis, ut ipsi lioc usui venie-

bat, niniiuni in scriplis theologicis indulserit. Voet. disput. de advent. Messi.
'' RevercndeDoniine,sa2pe tibi molestus esse cogor....sumpsi banc ultimamope-

ram, niea antehac dicta et famam quoque a rainistris allatratani tuendi, in eo scripto

si quid est, autCatholicis sententiis discongruens, aut caeteroqui a veritate alienum,

de eo abs te viro eruditissimo, &c. cujus judicium plurinii facio nioncri percupio.

Epist. Grot, ad Dionys. Pelat. Epist. 204.
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little trouble myself. That which seems in relation

hereunto, to call for an apology, is my engagement
into this work, wherein I was not particularly con-

cerned, suffering in the meantime some treatises

against me to lie unanswered. Dr. Hammond's
answer to my animadversions on his dissertations

about episcopacy; Mr. Baxter's objections against

somewhat written about the death of Christ
;
and a

book of one Mr. Horn against my treatise about

universal redemption, are all the instances that I

know of, which in this kind may be given. To all

that candidly take notice of these things, my defence

is at hand. I do not know that I am more obliged

to answer a treatise written against myself, than any
other written against the truth, though I am not par-

ticularly named, or opposed therein. Nor do I in-

tend to put any such law of disquietness upon my
spirit, as to think myself bound to reply to every thing
that is written against me, whether the matter and

subject of it be worth the public ventilation, or no.

It is neither name nor repute, that I eye in these con-

tests
;

so the truth be safe, I can be well content

to suffer. Besides, this present task was not volun-

tarily undertaken by me, it was, as I have already

given account, imposed on me by such an authority
as I could not wave. For Mr. Horn's book, I sup-

pose you are not acquainted with it, that alone was
extant before my last engagement. Could I have met
with any one uninterested person, that would have

said it deserved a reply, it had not have laid so long
unanswered. In the meantime I cannot but rejoice,

that some like minded with him, cannot impute my
silence to the weakness of the cause 1 managed, but

to my incompetency for the work of maintaining it.

To Mr. Baxter, as far as I am concerned, I have

made a return in the close of this treatise
;
wherein
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I suppose I have put an end to that controversy.
Dr Hammond's defensative came forth much about

the time that half this treatise was finished
;
and

being about a matter of so mean concernment, in

comparison of those weighty truths of the gospel,
which I was engaged in the defence of, I durst not

desert my station, to turn aside thereto. On the

cursory view I have taken of it, I look upon what is

of real difference between that learned person and

myself, to be a matter of easy despatch. His leaves

are much more soft and gentle than those of Socinus,

Smalcius, Crellius, and Schlictingius. If the Lord

in his goodness be pleased to give me a little respite
and leisure, I shall give a farther account ofthe whole

difference between the learned doctor and me, in such

a way of process, as may be expected from so slow and
dull a person as I am

;
in the meantime, I wish him a

better cause to manage than that wherein against me
he is engaged, and better principles to manage a good
cause on than some of those in his treatise of schism,

and some others
;
fail he not in these, his abilities and

diligence will stand him in very good stead. I shall

not trouble you with things which I have advantages
other ways to impart my thoughts concerning; only
crave that you would be pleased candidly to accept
of this testimony of my respects to you ;

and seeing
no other things are in the ensuing treatise pleaded for,

but such as are universally owned amongst you, that

according to your several degrees, you would take it

into your patronage or use; affording him in his

daily labours the benefit ofyour prayers at the throne

of grace, who is, ,

Your unworthy fellow-labourer,

JOHN OWEN.
Oxon. Ch. Ch. Coll. April. 1.



TO THOSE THAT LABOUR IN THE WORD AND DOCTRINE, IN

THESE NATIONS OF ENGLAND, SCOTLAND, AND IRELAND,
WITH ALL THAT CALL UPON THE NAME OF JESUS CHRIST OUR
LORD : JOHN OWEN WISHETH GRACE AND PEACE FROM GOD
OUR FATHER, AND FROM THE LORD JESUS CHRIST.

That so mean a person, as I am, should presume in this

public manner, to make address to all those comprised in

the title of this epistle ;
I desire it may be ascribed to the

business I come about, and the message that I bring. It is

about your great interest and concernment, your whole

portion and inheritance, your all, that I am to deal with

you. If he who passes by his neighbour's house, seeing a

thief breaking up its foundations, or setting fire to its chief

materials, will be far from being censured as importune and

impudent, if he awake and call upon the inhabitants, though

every way his betters (especially if all his own estate lie

therein also), although he be not able to carry one vessel of

water to the quenching of it
;

I hope, that finding persons

endeavouring to put fire to the house of God, which house

ye are, and labouring to steal away the whole treasure

thereof, wherein also my own portion doth lie, I shall not

be condemned of boldness, or presumption, if I at once cry

out to all persons, however concerned, to take heed that we

be not utterly despoiled of our treasure
; though when I

have so done, I be not able to give the least assistance, to

the defence of the house, or quenching of the fire kindled

about it. That of no less importance is this address unto

you, a brief discovery of its occasion will evince.

The Holy Ghost tells us, that ' we are built upon the

foundation of the apostles and prophets, Jesus Christ him-

self being the chief corner stone, in whom the whole build-

ing fitly framed together groweth unto an holy temple in

the Lord, in whom we are built together for an habita-

tion of God through the spirit ;' Eph. ii. 20—22. And thus

do all they become the house of Christ,
* who hold fast the

confidence, and the hope of rejoicing to the end ;' Heb. iii. 6.

In this house of God there are daily builders, according as

new living stones are to be fitted to their place therein
;
and

continual oppositions have there been made thereto, and
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will be,
'
till we are come, in the unity of the faith, and of

the knowledge of the Son of God, unto a perfect man, unto

the measure of the stature of the fulness of Christ ;' Eph.
iv. 13. In this work of building are some employed by
Jesus Christ, and will be so to the end of the world

;
Matt.

xxviii. 20. Eph. iv. 12. and some employ themselves, at

least in a pretence thereof, but are indeed to a man every
one like the foolish woman, that pulls down her house with

both her hands. Of the first sort,
' other foundation can no

man lay,' nor doth go about to lay,
* save that which is laid,

which is Jesus Christ;' 1 Cor. iii. 11. But some of them

build on the foundation 'gold, silver, and precious stones,'

keeping fast in the work to the ' form of wholesome words,'

and contending for
' the faith that was once delivered to the

saints.'

Others again lay
' on wood, hay, and stubble;' either con-

tending about foolish questions, or ' vain and unprofitable

janglings;'or adding to what God hath commanded, or cor-

rupting, and perverting what he hath revealed and instituted,

contrary to the proportion of faith, which should be the rule

of all their prophecy, whereby they discharge their duty of

building in this house. Those with whom I am at present
to deal, and concerning whom I desire to tender you the

ensuing accounts, are of the latter sort; such, as not content

with others to attempt sundry parts of the building, to

weaken its contexture, or deface its comeliness, do with all

their might set themselves against the work itself; the great
foundation and corner stone of the church, the Lord Jesus,

who is
' God blessed for ever.' They are those, I say, whom

I would warn you of, in whom of old, and of late, the spirit

of error hath set up itself with such an efficacy of pride
and delusion, as by all ways, means, devices imaginable, to

despoil our dear and blessed Redeemer, our Holy One, of his

'eternal power and Godhead;' or to reject the eternal Son of

God, and to substitute in his room, a Christ of their own;
one like themselves, and no more

;
to adulterate the church

and turn aside the saints to a thing of naught. If I may
enjoy your patience, whilst I give a brief account of them,

their ways, and endeavours, for the compassing of their

cursed ends ;
of our present concernment in their actings

and seductions ; of the fire kindled by them at our doors ;
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of the sad diffusion of th«ir poison throup;liout the world,

beyond what enters into the hearts of the most of men to

imagine; I shall subjoin thereunto those cautions, and di-

rections, which, Avith all humbleness, I have to tender to you,
to guide some, and strengthen others, and stir up all, to be

watchful against this great, and I hope the last considerable

attempt of Satan (by way of seduction, and temptation),

against the foundation of the gospel.
Those then who of old opposed the doctrine of the Tri-

nity, especially of the Deity of Christ, his person and

natures, may be referred to three heads, and of them and

their ways this is the sum :

The first sort of them may be reckoned to be those, who
are commonly esteemed to be followers of Simon Magus,
known chiefly by the names of Gnostics and Valentinians.

These, with their abominable figments of iEons, and their

combinations, conjugations, genealogies, and unintelligible

imaginations, wholly overthrowing the whole revelation of

God concerning himself and his will, the Lord Jesus, and

the gospel, who chiefly with their leaders, Marcus, Basilides,

Ptolotnffius, Valentinus secundus (all following or imitating
Simon Magus and Menander), of all others most perplexed
and infected the primitive church. As Irenaus, lib. 1. Ter-

tullian, praescrip. ad heret. cap. 49. Philastrius, in his cata-

logue of heretics
; Epiphanius, in Panario, lib. 1. torn. 2.

and Augustine, in his book of ^Heresies, 'ad quod vult deus

manifeste.' To these may be added, Tatianus, Cerdon,

Marcion, and their companions (of whom see Tertullian at

large, and Eusebius in their respective places). 1 shall not

separate from them Montanus, with his enthusiastical formal

associates
;

in whose abominations it was hoped that these

latter days might have been unconcerned, until the present
madness of some, commonly called Quakers, renewed their

follies : but these may pass (with the Manichees) and those

of the like fond imaginations, that ever and anon troubled

the church with their madness and folly.

Of the second rank, Cerinthus is the head, with** judai-

zing Ebion ;
both denying expressly the Deity of Christ, and

*
Epiphan. Haeres. 47.

> E^iajv lafx.a^ii'rSiv l')(ii
ro CSeXupov, 'louJai'ouv to

ovofji.a, Na^aJ^aiaiv rhv yvvfxw, Kaf-

woxjaTittviv rhv KaxoTgowmv Epipli.

VOL. VIII. C
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asserting him to be but a mere man, even in the entrance

of the gospel ; being confounded by John, as is affirmed

by Epiphanius, Hgeres. 51. '

Hieronymus de Scriptoribus

Ecclesiasticis de Johanne.' The same abomination was

again revived by Theodotus, called Coriarius (who having
once denied Christ, was resolved to do so always), excom-

municated on that account by Victor, as Eusebius relates.

Hist. Eccles. 1. 5. c. ult. where he gives also an account of

his associates in judgment ; Artemon, Asclepiodotus, Nata-

lius, &c. and the books written against him are there also

mentioned. But the most notorious head and patron of this

madness was Paulus Samosatenus, bishop of Antioch, An.

272; of whose pride and passion, folly, followers, assistants,

opposition, and excommunication, the history is extant at

large in Eusebius- This man's pomp and folly, his com-

pliance with the Jews and Zenobia the Queen of the Palmy-
rians, who then invaded the eastern parts of the Roman

empire, made him so infamous to all Christians, that the

Socinians do scarce plead for him, or own him as the author

of their opinion. Of him who succeeded him in his oppo-
sition to Jesus Christ, some fifty or sixty years after, namely
Photinus, bishop of Sirmium, they constantly boast: of

Samosatenus and his heresy, see Euseb. Hist. Eccl. lib. 7.

cap. 29, 30. and Hilary de Synodis : of Photinus, Socrat :

Eccles. Hist. 1, 2. cap. 24, 25, and with these do our present
Socinians*^ expressly agree in the matter of the person of

Christ.

To the third head I refer that deluge of Arianism, whose

rise, conception, author, and promoters; advantages, success,

and propagation ;
the persecutions, cruelty, and tyranny of

the rulers, emperors, kings, and governors infected with it
;

its extent and continuance are known to all, who have taken

care in the least, to inquire what was the state of the church

of God in former days : that heresy being as it were the flood

of waters, that pursued the church for some ages. Of Ma-
cedonius, Nestorius, and Eutychus ;

the first denying the

«
Injuria afficit Franken complures, qui hac de re idem aut senserunt aut sen-

tiunt quod Socinus ; et ne de iisqui hodie vivunt, quidquam dicamus, duos tantum nomi-

nabimus, quorum alter ante annos mille ducentos, alter vero nostra setate vixit. Ille

Photinus fuit quondam Sirmii episcopus, ipsorum etiam adversariorura testiraonio

divinarum literarura doctissimus, &c. Fausl. Socin. disputat. de Adorat. Christ!,

cum Christian. Franken. p. 29.
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Deity of the Holy Ghost, the second the hypostatical union

of the two natures of Christ, and the last confounding them

in his person, I shall not need to speak. These, by the So-

cinians of our days, are disclaimed.'*

In the second sort chiefly we are at present concerned.

Now to give an account, from what is come down unto us,

by testimonies of good report and esteem, concerning those

named, Theodotus, Paulus, Photinus, and the rest of the men,
who were the predecessors of them, with whom we have to

do, and undertook the same work in the infancy of the

church, which these are now engaged in, when it is drawing
with the world to its period, with what were their ways, lives,

temptations, endi^, agreements, differences, among them, and

in reference to the persons of our present contests (of whom
a full account shall be given), is not my aim nor business.

It hath been done by others : and to do it with any exactness,

beyond what is commonly known, would take up more room
than to this preface is allotted. Some things peculiarly seem

of concernment for our observation, from the time wherein

some of them acted their parts, in the service of their master.

What could possibly be more desired for the safeguarding of

any truth, from the attempts of succeeding generations, and

for giving it a securitv above all control, than that upon
public and owned opposition, it should receive a confirma-

tion, by men acted by the Holy Ghost, and giving out their

sentence by inspiration from God. That among other im-

portant heads of the gospel (as that of justification by faith

and not by works, of Christian liberty, of the resurrection of

the dead), this most glorious truth of the eternal Deity of the

Son of God, underwent an open opposition from some of

them above written, during the life of some of the apostles,
before the writing of the gospel by John, and was expressly
vindicated by him in the beginning thereof, is acknowledged
by all, who have in any measure inquired into, and impar-

tially weighed, the reports of those days. What could the

heart of the most resolved unbeliever desire more for his

satisfaction, than that God should speak from heaven, for

the conviction of his folly and ignorance? or what can our

adversaries expect more from us, when we tell them, that

<> Socin. ad Weick, cap. 9. p. 151. Smalc. Respon. ad lib. Smiglec. lib. 1. cap. 1.

p. 1.

c 2
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God himself, immediately determined in the controversy
wherein they are engaged. Perhaps they think, that if he

should now speak from heaven, they would believe him. So

said the Jews to Christ, if he would come down from the

cross when they had nailed him to it
;

in the sight, and

under the contempt of many miracles greater than the deli-

very of himself could any way appear to be. The rich man
in torments thought his brethren would repent if one came
from the dead and preached to them. Abraham tells him,
*if they will not believe Moses nor the prophets, they would

not believe thoughr one should come from the dead.' Doubt-

less if what is already written, be not sufficient to convince

our adversaries, though God should speak from heaven, they
would not believe, nor indeed can, if they will abide by the

fundamental principles of their religion. Under this great

disadvantage, did the persuasion of the Socinians, that Christ

is only tpiXog av^pwirog, by nature no more but a man, set

out in the world
;
so that persons not deeply acquainted with

the methods of Satan, and the darkness of the minds of men,
could not but be ready to conclude it certainly bound up in

silence for ever. But how speedily it revived, with what pride
and passion it was once and again endeavoured to be propa-

gated in the world, those who have read the stories of Paulus

Samosatenus, are fully acquainted, who yu/xvy ry Kf^aA»7

blasphemed the Son of God, as one no more than a man.
In some space of time these men being decryed by the ge-
neral consent of the residue of mankind professing the name
of Jesus Christ, and their abomination destroyed by the

sword of faith managed in the hands of the saints of those

days ;
Satan perceiving himself at a loss, and under an im-

possibility of prevalency, whilst the grossness of the error

he strove to diffuse terrified all sorts from having any thing
to do therewith, he puts on it by the help of Arius and his

followers, another gloss and appearance, with a pretence of

allowing Christ a Deity, though a subordinate, created, made,
divine nature, which in the fulness of time, assumed flesh of

the virgin. This opinion being indeed no less really de-

structive to the true and eternal Deity of the Son of God,
than that of theirs before-mentioned, who expressly affirmed

him to be a mere man, and to have had no existence before

his nativity at Bethlehem
; yet, having got a new pretence and
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colour of ascribing something more excellent and sublime

unto him, than that whereof we are all in common partakers,
it is incredible with what speedy progress, like the breaking
out of a mighty flood, it overspread the face of the earth.

It is true, it had in its very entrance, all the advantages of

craft, fraud, and subtilty ;
and in its carrying on, of violence,

force, and cruelty ;
and from the beginning to its end, of ig-

norance, blindness, superstition, and profaneness, among the

generality of them, with whom it had to deal, that ever any

corrupt folly of the mind of man met withal. The rise, pro-

gress, cruelty, and continuance of this sect, with the times

and seasons that passed with it over the nations, its enter-

tainment by the many barbarous nations, which wasted,

spoiled, and divided among themselves the Roman empire,
with their parting with it upon almost as evil an account as

at first they embraced it, is not, as I said, my business now
to discover. God purposing to revenge the pride, ingrati-

tude, ignorance, profaneness, and idolatry, of the world,
which was then in a great measure got in amongst the pro-
fessors of Christianity, by another, more spiritual, cruel,

subtle, and lasting mystery of iniquity, caused this abomi-

nation of Arianism to give place to the power of the then

growing Roman antichristian state; which, about the sixth

or seventh century of years, since the incarnation of the Son
of God, having lost all church order and communion of the

institution of Jesus Christ, fell into an earthly, political,

carnal combination, authorised and animated by the spirit

of Satan for the ends of superstition, idolatry, persecution,

pride, atheism, which thereby ever since vigorously pursued.
With these 'Arians, as was said, do our Socinians refuse

communion, and will not be called after their name
;
not

that their profession is better than theirs, or that they have

« Ariani Cliristodivinura cultuni non tribueruiit. Atqui longe praesfat Trliiitarium

esse quatn Christo diviiium ciiltum non tribuere. Imo Trinitarius(meo quidem ju-

dicio) modo alioqui Oliristi praecepta conservct, nee ulla ratione eos persequatur, qui
trinitarii non sunt sed potius eum ipsis fraterne conferre, ac veritalem inquirere non

recuset, nierito Christianus diei debet. Qui vero Christum divina ratione non colit,

is nuUo modo Christianus dici potest : Quocirca non est dubitaudinn, quin Deo minus

disp'icuerunt Honiousiani Trinitarii, quam vulgus Arianorum. Quid igitur niirum, si

cum totus fere orbis Christianus in lias duas (iit ita dicani) factiones divisus esset,

Deus visionibus et miraculis testari voluisset utram ipsarum viani sahitis vcl adhuc

retineret, vol jam abjccisset. Addc Arianos acerrime tunc |)ersccutos fuisse iiiisc-

ros Homousianos, idque diu ct variis in locis: quare merito se Deus Arianis iratum

ostendit. Socin. ad Weick.
j).

15ii.
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much to blame, in what they divulge, though they agree not

with them in allowing a pre-existing nature to Christ before,

his incarnation, but that that generation of men, having
made themselves infamous to posterity, by their wickedness,

perjuries, crafts, and bloody cruelties, and having been pur-

sued by eminent and extraordinary judgments from God,

they are not willing to partake of the prejudices which they

justly lie under.

From the year 600, for divers ages, we have little noise

of these men's abominations, as to the person of Christ, in

the world. Satan had something else to busy himself about.

A design he had in hand, that was like to do him more

service than any of his former attempts. Having, therefore,

tried his utmost in open opposition to the person of Christ

(the dregs of the poison thus shed abroad infecting in some

measure a great part of the east to this day), by a way never

before heard of, and which Christians were not exercised

v/ith, nor in any measure aware of, he subtilely ruins and

overthrows all his offices, and the whole benefit of his me-

diation, and introduceth secretly a new worship, from that

which he appointed, by the means and endeavours of men,

pretending to act, and do all that they did, for the advance-

ment of his kingdom and glory. And therefore, whilst the

fatal apostacy of the western world, under the Roman anti-

christ, was contriving, carrying on, and heightening, till it

came to its discovery and ruin, he stirs not at all with his old

engines, which had brought in a revenue of obedience to his

kingdom, in no measure proportionable to this, which by
this new device he found accruing to him. But when the

appointed time of mercy was come, that God would visit his

people with light from above, and begin to unravel the mys-
tery of iniquity, whose abominations had destroyed the souls

of them that embraced it, and whose cruelty had cut off the

lives of thousands who had opposed it, by the reformation

eminently and successively begun and carried on, from the

year 1517
;
Satan perceiving that even this his great master-

piece of deceit and subtilty was like to fail him, and not to

do him that service, which formerly it had done, he again
sets on foot his first design of oppugning the eternal Deity
of the Son of God

;
still remembering that the ruin of his

kingdom arose from the Godhead of his person, and the effi-
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cacy of his mediation. So that as for the first three hundred

years of the profession of the name of Christ in the world,
he had variously opposed the Godhead of our blessed Saviour*

by Simon Magus, Ebion, Cerinthus, Paulus Samosatenus

Marcus, Basilides, Valentinus, Colobarsus, Marcion, Photi-

nus, Theodotus, and others
;
and from their dissipation and

scattering, having gathered them all to a head in Arius and
his abomination

; v^^hich sometimes with a mighty prevalency
offeree and violence, sometimes more subtilely (putting out

by the way the several branches of Macedonianism, Nesto-

rianism, Eutichianism, all looking the same way in their

tendency therewith), he managed almost for the space of the

next three hundred years ensuing; and losing at length that

hold, he had spent more than double that space of time, in

carrying on his design of the great antichristian papal apos-

tacy, being about the times before-mentioned most clearly
and eminently discovered in his wicked design, and being in

danger to lose his kingdom, which he had been so long in

possession of; intending if it were possible to retrieve his

advantage again ;
he sets on those men, who had been in-

strumental to reduce the Christian religion into its primitive
state and condition, with those very errors and abominations,

wherewith he opposed and assailed the primitive professors
thereof. If they will have the apostle's doctrine, they shall

have the opposition that was made unto it in the apostles'
times. His hopes being possibly the same, that formerly

they were; but assuredly Christ will prevent him. For as

whilst the professors of the religion of Jesus Christ were

spiritual and full of the power of that religion they did pro-

fess, they defended the truth thereof, either by suffering, as

under Constantius, Valens, and the Goths and Vandals
; or

by spiritual means and weapons ;
so when they were carnal,

and lost the life of the gospel, yet endeavouring to retain

the truth of the letter thereof, falling on carnal politic ways
for the supportment of it, and the suppressing of what op-

posed it, Satan quickly closed in with them, and accom-

plished all his ends by them, causing them to walk in all

those ways of law, policy, blood, cruelty, and violence, for

the destruction of the truth, which they first engaged in, for

the rooting out of errors and heresies ; 'baud ignota loquor.'

Those who have considered the occasions and advantages of
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the bishop of Rome's rise and progress, know these things
to be so. Perhaps, I say, he might have thoughts to ma-

nage the same or the Hke design, at the beginning of the re-

formation, when, with great craft and subtlety, he set on foot

again his opposition to the person of Christ; which being
the business chiefly under consideration, I shall give some

brief account thereof.

Those who have formerly communicated their thoughts
and observations to us, on this subject, have commonly
p-iven rise to their discourses from Servetus, with the trans-

actions about him in Helvetia, and the ending of his tragedy
at Geneva. The things of him being commonly known, and

my design being to deal with them, in their chief seat and

residence, where, after they had awhile hovered about most

nations of Europe, they settled themselves, I shall forbear

to pursue them up and down in their flight, and meet with

them only at their nest in Poland, and the regions adjoining.

The leaders of them had most of them separated themselves

from the papacy, on pretence of embracing the reformed re-

ligion ; and under that covert were a lono; time sheltered

from violence, and got many advantages of insinuating the

abominations (which they thoroughly drenched withal, be-

fore they left the papacy) into the minds of many who pro-

fessed the gospel.
The first open breach they made in Poland, was in the

year 1562 (something having been attempted before), being
most of the leaders, ^Italians, men of subtile and serpentine
wits. The chief leaders of them were Georgius Blandrata,

Petrus Statorius, Franciscus Lismaninus, all which had been

eminent in promoting the reformation.

Upon their first tumultuating, Statorius, to whom after-

ward Socinus wrote sundry epistles, and lived with him in

great intimacy, was summoned to a meeting of ministers,

upon an accusation, that he denied that the Holy Spirit was

to be invocated. Things being not yet ripe, the man know-

ing that if he were cast out by them, he should not know
where to obtain shelter, he secured himself by dissimulation,

f Detribus in una divina essentia personis anno 1562, controversiam moverunt, in

min. Pol. Itali quidam advenaj ; praecipui autem assertores contra S. S. Trinitatem

fuere, Georgius Blandrata Theologus ac Medicus, Petius Statorius, TonviJlanus,
Franciscus Lisniannius Thcologis Doctor, (luoruni tamen ab initio opera reform ationis

valde fuit Ecclesiae Dei procliva: Ilistor. Eccles. Slavon. lib. 1. p. 84.



THE PREFACE TO THE READER. XXV

and subscribed this confession: '
si receive and reverence

the prophetical and apostolical doctrine, containing the

true knowledge of God the Father, Son, and Holy Ghost, and

freely profess, that God the Father, Son, and Holy Ghost,

ought to.be worshipped with the same religion or worship,

distinctly, or respectively, and to be invocated according to

the truth of the Holy Scripture. And lastly, I do plainly
detest every heretical blasphemy, concerning God the Father,

Son, and Holy Ghost, whether it be Arian, Servetian, Eu-

nomian, or Starcarian.' And this confession is to be seen in

the acts of that convention, under his own hand to this day ;

which, notwithstanding, he was a fierce opposer of the doc-

trine here professed all his days afterward.

And I the rather mention this, because I am not without

too much ground of persuasion, that thousands of the same

j udgment with this man, do at this day, by the like dissimu-

lation, live and enjoy many advantages both in the papacy,
and among the reformed churches, spreading the poison of

their abominations as they can. This Statorius I find by the

frequent mention made of him by Socinus, to have lived

many years in Poland, with what end and issue of his life I

know not
;
nor more of him, but what is contained in Beza's

two epistles to him, whose scholar he had been, when he

seemed to have had other opinions about the essence of God,
than those he afterward settled in, by the instruction of

Socinus.

And this man was one of the first heads of that multi-

tude of men, commonly known by the name of Anabaptists,

among the Papists (who took notice of little but their out-

ward worship); who, having entertained strange, wild, and

blasphemous thoughts concerning the essence of God, were

afterward brought to a kind of settlement by Socinus, in

that religion he had prepared to serve them all, and into his

word at last consented the whole droves of Essentiators,

Tritheits, Arians, and Sibellians, that swarmed in those days,
in Silesia, Moravia, and some other parts of Germany.

e Proplicticam et apostolicam doctrinani,qua3 vcram Dei patris, fi!ii, et spiritus

sancti cognitioneni cont'mct, amplcctor ac vencror parique Rcligione Deuiii patrem
filiuni et spiriUim sanctum distiiictc secundum sacraruni litcrarum veritalem colen-

duin, implorandumqueprecibiis, libere profiteer. Deniqueomneiu hsercticam de Deo

patre filio et spiritu sancio blasplicmiaii), plane dclestor, sive Ariani ilia, sivc Scrve-

tiana, sive Eunoraiana, sivc Stancoriaua. Act Eccles. inino. Pol. i-ynod. I'iiiczovian.

An. 1659.
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For Blandrata, his story is so well known, from the epis-

tles of Calvin and Beza, and others, that I shall not insist

much upon it. The sum of what is commonly known of him

is collected by Hornbeck.

The records of the Synods in Poland of the reformed

churches, give us somewhat farther of him, as doth Socinus

also against Wiek. Being an excellent physician, he was en-

tertained at his first coming into Poland, by Prince Radzivil,

th 3 then great patron of the reformed religion in those parts
of the world : one of the same family with this captain-ge-
neral of the Polonian forces, for the great dukedom of Li-

thuania, a man of great success in many fights and battles

against the Muscovites, continuing the same oflice to this

day. To him ''Calvin instantly wrote, that he should take

care of Blandrata, as a man not only inclinable to, but

wholly infected with, Servetianism, in that, as in many other

things, he admonished men of by his epistles, that wise and di-

ligent.person had the fate to tell the truth, and not be believed.

See Calvin's epistles, about the year 1561. But the man on

this occasion being sent to the meeting at Pinkzow (as

Statorius), he subscribes this confession:
'* I profess myself to believe in one God the Father,

and in one Lord Jesus Christ his Son, and in one Holy
Ghost, whereof each is essentially God. I detest the plu-

rality of Gods, seeing to us there is one only God, indivisible

in essence; I confess three distinct persons; the eternal

Deity and generation of Jesus Christ; and the Holy Ghost,

true and eternal God, proceeding from them both.'

This did the wretched man think meet to do, that he

might serve the good esteem of his patron and reserve him-

•> De Georgio Blandrata, pro singular! suo in Ecclesiam Dei aniore prEemonuit
Polonos CI. vir Johan. Cal. quinetiani Illustrissimum Principem Palatiimm, Vilo-

censem, Nicolaum Radziviliuni, cujus Patrocinio Blandrata turn utebatur. Subol-

fererat enira vir doctus Blandratse ingenium ad Serveti sententiam esse compositum :

itaque serius principi suasor fuit, ut sibi ab eo caveret : sed liomo ille facile, technis

suis fallacibus, optimo Principi fucum fecit, adeo ut ille iratus Johanni Calvino,

Blandratam nomine suo ad Synodura Pinckzoviensem anno 1561. '25. Jun. liabitam,

delegaret cura Uteris, quibus serio postulabat in causa Blandratae, cum Ecclesiae, di-

cebatque male et prjecipitanter egisse Calvinum, quod Blandratam traduceret, et

Servetismi notaret. Ilegen. Hist. 1. 1. p. 85.
' Fateor me credere in unuui Deum patrem et in unum dominum Jesum Christum

filium ejus, et in unum Spiritum Sanctum, quorum quilibet est essentialiter Deus j

Deorum pluralitatem delestor : cum unus tantum sit nobis Deus, essentia indivisi-

bilis : fateor tresesse distinclas hypostases ;
et seternam ChristiDiviuitatem et gcne-

rationem ; et Spiritum Sanctum unum et a)ternum Deum ab utroque procedentem :

Act: Synod. Pinczov. Anno I.S61.
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self for a fitter opportunity of doing mischief: which also

he did, obtaining a testimonial from the whole meeting of

his soundness in the faith, with letters to prince Radzivil,

and to Calvin, signifying the same.

Not long after this, by the great repute of his skill in

physic, he became known and physician to Stephen, king of

Poland
; by whose favour, having no small liberty indulged

him, he became the patron of all the Antitrinitarians of all

sorts throughout Poland and Transylvania. What books he

wrote and what pains he took in propagating their cause,

hath been declared by others. The last epistle of Socinus

in order as they are printed (it being without date
; yet evi-

dently written many years before most of them that went

before it), is to this Blandrata
; whose inscription is,

* Am-

plissimo Clarissimoque viro Georgio Blandratae Stephani
invictlssimi regis Polonise, Slc. Archiatro et conciliario

intimo. Domino, ac patrono suo perpetua observantia co-

lendo : et subscribitur, Tibi in Domino Jesu deditissimus

Cliens Tuus F. S.' To that esteem was he grown amongst
them, because of his advantages to insinuate them into the

knowledge of great men, which they mostly aimed at. So

that afterward, when Socinus wrote his answer about magis-
trates to Palaeologus in defence of the Racovians, ''Marcel-

lus, Squarcialupus's countryman, a man of the same per-

suasion with him, falls foully on him, that he would venture

to do it, without the knowledge and consent of this great

patron of theirs.

But though this man by his dissimulation and falsehood

thus escaped censure, and by his art and cunning insinua-

tion, obtained high promotions and heaped up great riches in

the world, yet even in this life he escaped not the revenging
hand of God. He was found at length with his neck broke

in his bed, by what hand none knoweth. Wherefore 'So-

k Dixit heri vir amplissimus Blandrata, librum se tuum contra Palseoioguni acce-

pisse. Habes tu unum saltetu cui sis charissiruus, cui omnia debes, qui judicio iiiax-

inie polleat, cur tantum studiiiiu, confiliique pondus neglexisti? poteras non tantum

ejus censuram, absoluti jam iibri petere, scd consilium postuiare de subeuudo non
levi labore. Et possum atfirraare senis consilium tibi fine dubiosi petivisti, profutu-
rum fuisse. Ep. Marcel. Sciuarc. ad Faust. Socin.

' Moncndum lectorem haruiu reruui ignarum censui, Blandratam baud paulum
ante moriem suam vivente adbuc Stephaiio rege Poloiiiaj, in illius grutiaiii,

el quo
ilium erga se liberaliorem (ut fecit) redderet, plurimum remisisse de studio suo in

ecclesiis nostris Transilvanicis nostrisque hoininibus juvandis : inio eo tandem deve-

nisse ut vix existimaretur priorcm quam tantopcrc fovcrat deDeoct Chrislo sentcn-
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cinus, observing that this judgment of God upon him, as that

of Franciscus David (of which mention shall be made after-

ward), would be fixed on, in the thoughts of men, to the

prejudice of the cause which he favoured, considering more
what was for his interest, than what was decent or conve-

nient; descries him for an apostate to the Jesuits, before he

was so destroyed; and intimates that he was strangled in

his bed by a kinsman whom he had made his heir, for haste

to take possession of his great wealth.

The story I have adjoined at large, that the man's inge-

nuity and thankfulness to his friend and patron may be

seen. He tells us that before the death of Stephen, king of

Poland, he was turned from their profession by the Jesuits.

Stephen, king of Poland, died in the year 1588, according to

Helvitus. That very year did Socinus write his answer to

Volanus
;
the second part whereof he inscribed with all the

magnifical titles before-mentioned to Blandrata
; professing

himself his devoted client; and him the great patron of their

religion. So that though I can easily believe what he reports
of his covetousness and treachery, and the manner of his

death, yet as to his apostacy (though possibly he might fall

more and more under the power of his Atheism), I suppose
the great reason of imputing that to him, was to avoid the

scandal of the fearful judgment of God on him in his death.

For Lismaninus, the third person mentioned, he was ac-

cused of Arianism at a convention at "'Morden, anno 1553,
and there acquitted with a testimonial. But in the year
1561, at another meeting at Whodrislave, he was convicted

of double dealing, and after that wholly fell off to the Anti-

trinitarians, and in the issue "drowned himself in a well.

And these were the chief settled troublers at the first, of

the Polonian reformed churches; the stories of Paulus Al-

tiam retinere, sed potius Jesuilis qui in ea provincia tunc temporis Stephani regis
et ejus fratris Christopheri baud mul*G ante vitam functi opeac liberalitate non nie-

diocriter, florebant, jam adliaerere aut ceitc cum eis quodammodo colludere. lllud

certissimum est, cum ab co tempore quo liberalitateni quain ambiebat regis Stepliani

erga se est expertus, coepisse quosdam ex nostris homiuibus qnos cliarissimos prius
liabebat, et suis opibus juvabat spernere, ac deserere, etiam contra proniissa et obii-

gationem suam, et tandem illos penitus deseruisse, atque omni vera; et sincerae pie-
tatis studio valedixisse, ct solis pecuviis congerendis intentum fuisse, quae fortasse

justissimo Dei judicio, quod gravissirimm exercere solet contra tales desertores, ei

necera ab co quern suum lieredem fecerat conciliarunt. Socinus ad Weik. cap. 2.

p, 43, 44.
™ Act. Synod. Morden. An. 1553. " Bez. Epist. 81.
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ciatus, Valentinus Gentilis, Bernardus Ochinus, and some

others, are so well known out of the "epistles of Calvin, Beza,

Bullinger, Zanchius, with what hath of late from them been

collected by Cloppenburgius, Hornbeck, Maresius, Becma-

nuus, &c. that it cannot but be needless labour for me to go
over them again. That which I aim at is, from their own

writings, and what remains on record concerning them, to

give a brief account of the first breaking in of Antitrinita-

rianism into the reformed churches of Poland, and their

confused condition, before headed by Socinus, into whose

name they have since been all baptized.

This, then, was the state of the churches in those days.
The reformed religion spreading in great abundance, and

churches being multiplied every day in Poland, Lithuania,

and the parts adjoining; some tumults having been raised,

and stirs made by Osiander and Stancarus, about the essen-

tial righteousness and mediation of Christ (concerning which

the reader may consult Calvin at large), many wild and fool-

ish opinions being scattered up and down, about the nature

of God, the Trinity, and Anabaptism, by many foreigners ;

sundry being thereby defiled
;

the opinions of Servetus

having wholly infected sundry Italians. The persons before

spoken of then living at Geneva, and about the towns of the

Switzers, that embraced the gospel, being forced to flee for

fear of being dealt withal as Servetus was (the judgment of

most Christian rulers in whose days leading them to such a

procedure, how rightly T do not now determine), scarce

anyone of them escaping without imprisonment and abjura-
tion (an ill foundation of their after profession) ; they went

most of them into Poland, looked on by them as a place of

liberty, and joined themselves to the reformed churches in

those places. And continuing many years in their commu-

nion, took the opportunity to entice and seduce many mi-

nisters with others, and to strengthen them who were fallen

into the abominations mentioned, before their comino- to

them.

After many tergiversations, many examinations of them,

many false subscriptions, in the year "1362, they fell into

° Cum dici jus iion possint in ccclesiu delitcscere, manifesto scismate Pctiiconia;

anno \r)6^2, liabito prius colloquio eain scindunt et in sententiani suani pertraliuiit

pluriiuos tuni ex niinistris, tuni ex Patronis. Ministri qui partem eoruni sequchaiitur
erant in priiicipio Gregorius Pauli, &cc. Histor. Ecclesi. Slavon. Kegn. lib. 1. p. 86.
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open division and separation from the reformed churches.

The ministers that fell off with them, besides Lismannusand
his companion (of whom before), were Gregorius Pauli,

Stanislaus, Lutonius Martinus Crovicius, Stanislaus Pacle-

sius, Georgius Schomanus, and others
;
most ofwhom before

had taken good pains in preaching the gospel. The chief

patrons and promoters were Johannes Miemoljevius, Hie-

ronymusPliiloponius, Johannes Cazaccovius, the one ajudge,
the other a captain, the third a gentleman, all men of great
esteem.

The Pyear that this breach was made, Laelius Socinus,

then of the age of thirty-seven years, who laid the founda-

tions that his nephew after built upon, died in Switzerland;
as the author of the life of Faustus Socinus informs us. The
man's life is known : he was full of Servetianism, and had

attempted to draw sundry men of note to his abominations.

A man of great subtilty and cunning, as ''Beza says of him,

incredibly furnished for contradiction and sophisms ;
which

the author of the life of Socinus's phrases, he was '

sugge-
rendae veritatis mirus artifex.' He made, as I said, many
private attempts on sundry persons to entice them to Pho-

tinianism; on some with success, on others without. Of his

dealing with him, and the advantage he had so to do, ""Zan-

chius gives an account in his preface to his book 'DeTribus
Elohim.'

He was, as the author of the life of Faustus Socinus re-

lates, in a readiness to have published his notions and con-

ceptions, when God by his merciful providence, to prevent
a little the pouring out of the poison, by so skilful a hand,
took him off by sudden death

;
and Faustus himself gives

PLselius interim praematura morte extinctus est: incidit mors in diem parendinum
id. Mali. 1562, aetatis vero ejus septimi supra trigessimum. Eques Polon. vita Faus.

Socin. Senens.

1 Fuitetiam Laelius Socinus Senensis incredibiliter ad contradicendum et varies

nectendos nodos comparatus; nee nisi post mortem cognitus, hujusmodi pernicio-
sissiniis liaeresibus laborare. Epist. ad Eccle. Orthod. x. Epist. 81.

r Fuit is Laelius nobili honestaque familia natus, bene Greece et Hebraice doctus,

vitasque etiara externae inculpatae quaruni reruni causa niihi quoque intercesserat cum
illo non vulgaris amicitia, sed homo fuit plenus diversarum haeresiura, quas tanien

niihi nunquam proponebat nisi disputandi causa, et semper interrogans, quasi cupe-
ret doceri : banc vero Samosatanianam imprimis annos raultos fovit, et quoscunque
potuit pertraxit in eundem errorem : pertraxit autem non paucos : me quoque ut

dixi diversis tentabat rationibus, si eodem possit errore simul, et aeterno exitio secum
involvere. Zanch. Prefat. ad lib. de tribus.
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the same account of the season pf his death in an epistle to

Dudithius.^

At his death, Faustus Socinus, being then about the age
of twenty-three years, seizing upon all his uncle's books,
after awhile returned into Italy ;

and there spent in court-

ship and idleness in Florence twelve years, which he after-

ward grievously lamented, as shall be declared. Leaving
him awhile to his pleasure in the court of the great duke,
we may make back again into Poland, and consider the pro-

gress of the persons, who made way for his coming amongst
them. Having made their separation, and drawn many after

them, they at length brought their business to that height,
that they came to a disputation* with the reformed ministers

at Petricove (where the parliament of the kingdom then was),

by the permission of Sigismund the King, in the year 1565,
whereof the ensuing account is given by Antonius Possevine

the Jesuit, in Atheis. sui sseculi, cap. 13. fol. 15.

The assembly of states was called against the Musco-
vians

;
the nobility desiring a conference between the mi-

nisters of the reformed churches and the Antitrinitarians, it

was allowed by Sigismund the king. On the part of the

reformed churches, there were four ministers : as many
of the other side came also prepared for the encounter.

Being met, after some discourse, the chief martial of the

kingdom, then a Protestant, used these words :
" •

Seeing the

proposition to be debated is agreed on, begin in the name
of the one God, and the Trinity.'

Whereupon one of the opposite party instantly cried

out;
' ' We cannot here say amen : nor do we know that God,

the Trinity.'

Whereunto the ministersy subjoined,
* we have no need of

any other. proposition, seeing this hath offered itself
; for,

' Cum amicorum precibus permotus tandem constituisset, atqiie efiani coepisset,
saltern inter ipsos, noniiulla in apertum proferre. Socin. ad Andra;um Dudithium.

' Cum his Antitrinitariis publicam habueruiit evangelici disputationem Petrico-
iae in comitiis regni Sigism. 11. Aug. rege perniittente Anno. 1565. Disputatores
f\ierunt, &c. Regenvolsciiis. ubi supra.

« Jam igitur constituta propositione qua de agendum est, in nomine Dei unius et
Trinitatis exordimini.

* Nos vero hie non dicimus Amen, neque enim nos novimus Deura istum Trini-
tatem.

y Nulla jam alia propositione nobis opus est, cum haec se obtulerit, nos autem
Deo volente, et voluraus, ct parati sunius demonstrare, q\iod Spiritus Sanctus non
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God assisting, we will, and are ready to, demonstrate that

the Holy Ghost doth not teach us any other God in the

Scripture, but him only, who is Father, Son, and Holy Ghost;
that is, one God in Trinity.'

This colloquy continued three days. In the first, the

ministers who were the opponents (the other always choosing
to answer), by express texts of Scripture in abundance, con-

firmed the truth. In the beginning of their testimonies,

they appealed to the ^beginning of the Old and New Testa-

ment, and upon both places confounded their adversaries.

The second day, the testiaionies of the ancient writers of

the church were produced, with no less success.

And on the third, The stories of Arius, and some other

heretics of old. The issue of the disputation was to the

great advantage of the truth, which Possevine himself cannot

deny ; though he affirm a little after, that the Calvinists

could not confute the Trinitarians, as he calls them, though

they used the same arguments that the Catholicks did; chap.
14. p. 366.

'' Possevine confesses, that the ministers (as they called

themselves of Salmatia and Transylvania), in their book of

the true and false knowledge of God, took advantage at the

images of the Catholicks ;
for whose satisfaction, it seems,

he subjoins the theses ofThyreus,whereinhe labours to prove
the use of those abominable idols to be lawful

;
of which in

the close of this address.

And this was the first great obstacle that was laid in the

way of the progress of the reformed religion in Poland
;

which, by Satan's taking the advantage of this horrible

scandal, is at this day in those parts of the world, weak and

oppressed. With what power the gospel did come upon
aliurn nos Deum in Scriptura doceat, nisi solum Patrem.Filium, et Spiritum Sanctum,
id est, Deum unum in Trinitate.

'^ Nos quidem o araici liaud difficulter poterinius vobiscum eani rem transigere,

nam ubi priinuni biblia aperueiitis, et initium veteris et novae legis consideraveritis,

statim otFeiidf tis, id ibi asseri quod vos pernegatis, sic enim Geneseos prirao Scriptura

loquitur.
' Faciauius honiinem ad imagineni nostram.' Nostram inquit, non meam :

postea vero addit, Fecit Deus. Novaj auteai legis initium lioc est. Verbum erat

apud Deum, et verbum erat Deus. Videtis ut in veteri lege loquatur unus Deus

tanquam de tribus
;
hie vero quod Filius, verbum seternum (nam quod ab initio erat,

ffiternura est) erat apud Deum, et erat idem, non alius, uti vos perperam interpreta-

mini, Deus.
^ Mox agunt de imaginibus sanctissimae Trinitatis, non contenti simpliciorum

quorundara picturas convellere, eas item quas ab Ecclesia Catholica rite usurpatae

sunt, scommatibus et blaspherais carminibus proscindunt. Anton. Possev. Lib. 8.

cap. 15,16.



THE rREFACE TO THE READER. XXXIU

the inhabitants of those nations at the first, and what num-
ber of persons it prevailed upon to forsake their dumb idols,

which in Egyptian darkness they had long worshipped ;
is

evident from the complaint of ''Cichovius, the priest, who
tells us, that 'about those times in the whole parliament of the

dukedom of Lithuania, there were not above one or two

Catholicks,' as he calls them, 'besides the bishops.'

Yea, among the bishops themselves, some were come off

to the reformed churches, amongst whom Georgius Petro-

vicius, bishop of Sarmogitia, is reckoned by Diatericus,

Chron. p. 49.

Yea, and so far had the gospel influenced those nations,

.that in the year 1542, upon the death of king Sigismund the

second, during the interregnum, a decree was made in par-
liament with general consent, that no prejudice should

arise to any for the protestant religion ;
but that a firm union

should be between the persons of both religions. Popish and

Protestant. And that whosoever was chosen king, should

take an oath to preserve this union, and the liberty of the

Protestant religion. (Sarricius. Annal. Pol. lib. 8. p. 403.)

And when '^Henry, duke of Anjou, brother to Charles

the ninth, king of France, was elected king of Poland (being-

then a man of great esteem in the world, for the wars which

in France he had managed for the Papists against the Prince

of Conde, and the never enough magnified '^Gasper Coligni,

being also consenting at least, to the barbarous massacre of

the Protestants in that nation), and coming to the church

where he was to be crowned, by the advice of the clergy,

would have avoided the oath of preserving the Protestants,

and keeping peace between the dissenters in religion ;
John

Shirli, Palatine of Cracovia, took up the crown, and making-

ready to go away with it out of the convention, cried out,

'' Profeclo illis teniporibiis res calholicorum fere deplorafa erat
;
cum in amplissi-

mo senatu vix umis aut alter prajter Episcopos reperiebatur. Casper Cicoviiis Canon,

et Parock. Sardoni. Alloquia.
<= Neque vero lioc juraniendim pro tuenda pace cvangelica pratstitisset, nisi euni

Johannes Shirli Palatiniis Cracoviensis, vir jjlenus zeli et magna; cum potentia anlho-

ritatis, adegissct ;
fertur cnim cum rex Henricus jam coronaiidus essct nee paceni

inter dissidentes se conservaturuin Jurassct, sed sileutio ilhidere veilef, aeccptaquaj

K'gi turn pra;f'erebaliir corona, exiturn ex (ciiiplo parasse, ft in iia'C prorupisse verba,

si non jurabis non regnabis. Hist. Kcclcs. Slavon. Kegenvol. lib. 1, p. 9'-'.

<i Conda;o succedit Coiignius, vir natalibus et militia ciarus, qui nisi rcgi suo mo-

verct bellum, dissidii fomes et caput, virlutis lieroicaj exemplar erat, supra antiquos

duces, quos mirata est Griecia, quos Roma extulit, Gramond. Histor. Gal. lib. C.

VOL. VIII. D
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*
Si non jurabis non regnabis : if you will not swear you

^hall not reign ;' and thereby compelled him to take the

oath agreed upon.
This progress, I say, had the doctrine of the gospel made

in those nations, so considerable a portion of the body of

the people were won over to the belief of it, when, through
the craft and subtlety of the old enemy of the propagation

thereof, this apostacy of some to Treithism, as Georgius

Pauli; of some to Arianism, as ErasmiisJohannes; of some to

Photinianism, as Statoriiis Blandrata; some to Judaism, as

Sidelius, of whom afterward
;
the foundation of the whole

building was loosened
; and, instead of a progress, the re-

ligion has gone backwards almost constantly to this day.
When this difference first fell out, the ^Papists not once

moved a mouth, or pen for a long time, against the broachers

of all the blasphemies mentioned, hoping that by the

breaches made by them on the reformed churches, they
should at length be able to triumph over both. For which

end, in their disputes since with Protestants, they have striven

to make advantage of the apostacy of many of those who
had pretended to plead against the Papacy, in behalf of the

reformed churches, and afterward turned Antitrinitarians :

as I remember it is particularly insisted on in an Englisli
treatise which I saw many years ago, called Micheus, the

converted Jew : and indeed it is supposed, that both ^Paulus

Alciatus and Ochinus turned Mahometans.

Having thus then disturbed the carrying on of the re-

formation, many ministers and churches falling off to Tri-

theism and Samosatenianism, they laid the foundation of

their meeting at Racovia, from which place they have been

most known since, and taken notice of in the world. The
first foundation of what they call the church in that place,

was made by a confluence of strangers out of ^Bohemia and

« Quid interea bonus ille Hosus Cardinalis cum suis Catholicis ? Neinpe ridere

suaviter, et quasi ista nihil ad ipsos pertincrent, aliud quidvis agere, inio etiam nos-

trosundique, ad extinguenduni hoc incendiuin accurentes, probrosis libellis arcessere.

Bez. Ep.8l.
f Cum Gentilis de Paulo Alciato sodali suo rogaretur, factus estinquit Mahome-

tanus. Beza. Epist. ubi supra.
e Erant alii quoque Antitrinitai'ii secfa; Anabaptisticffi per Bohremiam et Mora-

viara longc lateque serpentis sectatoies, qui absurdamiilam bonorum communionera,
observaturi ultroabjectis suis conditionibus Racoviam se conlulerunt. Novam Hieni-

salem ibi lociextructuri,(ut aiebant) ad banc ineptam societatem plurlmosinvitabant

nobilei, &c. Regen. lib. 1. p. 90.



THE PREFACE TO THE READER, XXXV

Moravia, with some Polonians, known only by the name of

Anabaptists, but professing a community of goods, and a

setting up of the kingdom of Christ
; calling Racovia, where

they met, the New Jerusalem, or at least professing, that

there they intended to build and establish the New Jerusalem,

with other fanatical follies, which Satan hath revived in per-

sons not unlike them, and caused to be acted over again in

the days wherein we live
; though for the most part, with

less appearance of holiness and integrity of conversation

than in them who went before.

The leaders of these men who called themselves their

ministers, were GregoriusPauli, and Daniel Bielenscius; of

whom Bielenscius afterward recanted, and ''Gregorius Pauli

being utterly wearied, ran away from them, as from a hard

service.

And as Faustus Socinus tells us in his preface to his

answer to Pala3ologus, in his old age left off all study, and

betook himself to other employments : such were the persons

by whom this stir began.
This Gregorius Pauli, 'Schlusselburgius very ignorantly

affirms to have been the head of the Antitrinitarians, and

their captain, when he was a mere common trooper amongst
them, and followed after others, running away betimes : an

enthusiastical, antimagistratical heretic, pleading for com-

munity of goods. But this Gregory had said, that Luther

did but the least part of the work, for the destruction of

antichrist ;
and thence is the anger of Doctor Cunradus,

who every where shews himself as zealous of the honour of

Luther, as of Jesus Christ. So was the man, who had some

divinity, but scarce any Latin at all.

Be pleased now to take a brief view of the state of these

men, before the coming of Faustus Socinus into Poland and

Transylvania ;
both those nations, after the death of Sigis-

mund the second, being in the power of the same family of

the Bathori. Of those who professed the reformed religion,

•> Quid coramemoreni animosi illius Gregorii Pauli insalutato suo grege fiigam,
Bez.

'Novi istiAriani exorii sunt in Polonia, Lithuania, et ipsa iiimirum Transylvania,
ac eoruni caput et chiccni se profitctur Grcgdriiis Pauli minister Eccleisia' Riicovien-

sis, hoiuoJnipius, anibiliosus, ct in hlas; ln'niiis I'lhiliciKlis plane cflViniis ; ci iia

quideni jactabiinilus, ut aiiscribere sibi, < m:; aliis Arianis, non virt atur cxeihioiM ni

anticlirlsti ;
et cjusdem c.xtirpationeni ab iniis fundanientis : Luiheruui enini vix

minimam partem rcvelationis anticliristi reliquisse; Schluffelburgb.de Antitri. p. 3.

I) 2
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and were fallen from the Papacy, there were three sorts
;

Lutherans, and Calvinists, and the united brethren
;
which

last were originally Bohemian exiles
; but, professing and

practising a more strict way of church order and fellowship

than the other, had very many of the nobility of Poland, and

the people joined to their communion. The two latter agreed
in all points of doctrine, and at length came in sundry meet-

ings and Synods to a fair agreement and correspondency,

forbearing one another, wherein they could not concur in

judgment. Now as these grew up to union amongst them-

selves, the mixed multitude of several nations that had joined
themselves with them in their departure out of Egypt, fell a

lusting after the abominations mentioned ; and either with-

drew themselves, or were thrown out from their communion.

At first there were almost as many minds as men amongst
them : the tessera of their agreement among themselves,

being purely opposition to the Trinity, upon what principles

soever; had a man learned to blaspheme the Holy Trinity,
were it on Photinian, Arian, Sabellian, yea, Mahometan, or

Judaical principles, he was a companion and brother amongst
them. To this, the most of them added Anabaptism, with

the necessity of it, and among the Papists were known by
no other name. That they opposed the Trinity, that they
consented not to the reformed churches, was their religion :

for Pelagianism, afterward introduced by Socinus, there was
little or no mention among them. In this estate, divided

amongst themselves, notwithstanding some attempts in their

Synods (for Synods they had) to keep a kind of peace in

all their diversities of opinions, spending their time in dis-

putes and quarrellings, were they when Faustus Socinus came
into Poland, who at length brought theiTi into the condition

wherein they are, by the means and ways that shall be far-

ther insisted on.

And this state of things, considering how not unlike the

condition of multitudes of men is thereunto in these nations

wherein we live, hath oftentimes made me fear, that if Satan
should put it into the heart of any person of learning and

ability, to serve his lust and ambition with craft, wisdom,
and diligence, it were not impossible for him to gather the

dispersed, and divided opinionatists of our days to a consent

in some such body of religion, as that which Socinus framed
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for the Polonians. But of him, his person, and labours, by
what ways and means he attained his end, it may not be un-

acceptable from his own, and friends' writings to give some
farther account.

That Faustius Socinus, of Sene, was born of a good and

ancient family, famous for their skill in the law, in the month
of December, in the year 1539; that he lived in his own

country, until he was about the age of twenty years. That
then leaving his country after his uncle Lselius, he went to

Leyden, and lived there three years. That then upon the

death of his uncle, having got his books, he returned into

Italy, and lived in the court of the great duke of Tuscany
twelve years; about the close of which time he wrote his

book in Italian, 'de AuthoritateSacree Scripturas.' That leav-

ing his country he came to Basil, in Switzerland, and abode

there three years, and somewhat more, are things commonly
known, and so little to our purpose, that I shall not insist

upon them.

All the while he was at Basil, and about Germany, he

kept his opinions much to himself, being'' intent upon the

study of his uncle Lselius's notes, as the Polonian gentleman
who wrote his life confesseth: whereunto he added the dia-

logues of Bernardus Ochinus, as himself acknowledgeth,
which, about that time were turned into Latin by' Castellio,

as he professed, to get money by his labour to live upon
(though™ he pleads that he read Ochinus's dialogues in

Poland, and as it seems not before); and from thence he was

esteemed to have taken his doctrine of the mediation of

Christ.

The papers of his uncle Laelius, of whicli himself often

makes mention, were principally his comment upon the first

chapter of St. John, and some notes upon sundry texts of

Scripture, giving testimony to the Deity of Christ
; among

^ Illic sollidum triemiiiini quod excurrit tlieologise studio incubuit, paucissirnis

Lffilii patrui scriptis ct pluribus ab iis relictis notis multum adjutus est. Vita Fausti

Socini.
' Bernardini Ocliini Dialogos transtuli, non ut judex, sed ut translator; etexejus-

modi opera ad alendani faniiliani quajstuiii facere solitus. Caslel. Apol.
™ Illud certissiiiuun est, Grcgoriuni Zariiovccium niinistriini ut vocant evangelicum

qui noniiiiatini advcrsus disputationcm meam de Jcsu Cliristo Saivatore libellum Po-

loiiice cdidit, in ejus prset'ationc asserit, nie ex Ochiiii dialogis aiinis ab liinc circiter

trigiiita qu'uKjuc edilis seiitcntiatn illius inea} disputationis accepisse, nam ccrte in

Dialogis illis, quorum non pauca excnipla jaiudiu in ipsa Poionia niihi videre con-

tigit,
&c. Faust. Socin. Epist. ad Martinuni Vadovituni Acad. Craco. Profcssorcm.
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which Faustus extols that abominable corruption of John

viii. 58. of which afterward 1 shall speak at large. Socin.

Respon. ad Eras. Johan. His comment on the first of

John, "Beza tells us, is the most depraved and corrupt

that ever was put forth ;
its author having outgone all

that went before him in depraving that portion of Scrip-

ture.

The comment itself is published by Junius,
'
in defensione

sanctee Trinitatis,' and confuted by him
;
and Zanchius, at

large,
' de tribus Elohim. lib. 6. cap. 2. et deinceps ;' Faustus

varying something from his uncle in the carrying on of the

same design.
His book,

' de Jesu Christo servatove,' he wrote, as the au-

thor of his life assures us, whilst he was in, and about Basil ;

as also many passages in his epistles and other writings ma-

nifest.

Aboufthe year 1575, he began it, which he finished about

the year 1578; although the book was iiot printed till the

year 1594. For, upon the divulging of it (he then living at

Cracovia), a tumult was raised against him by the unruly and

disorderly students, wherein he was dragged up and dov/n,

and beaten, and hardly escaped with his life
;
which inhuman

precedence he expostulates at large in an epistle to Martin

Vaidovita, a professor of the university, by whose means he

was delivered from being murdered. But this fell out in the

year 1598, as is evident from the date of that epistle, four

years after the book was printed.

The book is written against one Covet, whom I know by

nothing else, but what of his disputes with Socinus is by him

published. Socinus confesseth that he was aP learned man,
and in repute for learning. And, indeed, if we may take an

estimate of the man from the little that is there delivered of

him, he was a godly, honest, and very learned man, and spake

n Lrelius in Saraosateni partes clam transiit; verbo Dei ut ex quodam ejus scripto

nunc liquet adeo veteratorie et plane versute depravato, ac prapsertim prinio evan-

gelii Joliann. capite, ut mihi quidem videatur onmes ejus corruptores superasse.

BezaEpist. 81.
o Cum Basili3e degeret ad annum usque 1575 dum lumen sibi exortum, ad alios

propagare studet, ab ainicis ad alienos sensira dilapso disserendi argumento, dispu-
tationem de Jesu Christo Servatore ore primum inchoatam, postca scripto compiex-
us est : cui anno 1578 sumraam manum iraposuit. Eques Polon. Vita Socin.

P Et sane mirum est cum bonis Uteris ut audio, et ex sermone quem simui lia-

buinius conjicere, atque ex tuis scriptis potui sis admoduni ex cultus te id non vidisse.

Socin. de Senratore, I. 1. part 1. c. 10.
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as much in the cause as might be expected, or was needful

before farther opposition was made to the truth he did de-

fend. Of all the books of him concerning whom we speak,
this his disputation 'de JesuChristoServatore' is written with

the greatest strength, subtlety, and plausibility ;
neither is

any thing said afterward by himself, or the rest of his follow-

ers, that is not comprised in it. Of this book he was wont
afterward to^ boast; as Crellius informs us, and to say, 'that

if he might have some excellent adversary to deal withal

upon the point, he then would shew what could farther be

spoken of the subject.'
This book at its first coming out, wa.s confuted by Gre-

gorius Zarnovecius (as Socinus testifies in his epistle to

Vadovita) in the Polonian language, which was afterward

translated into Latin by Conradus Huberus, and printed at

Franeker, an. 1618. Also, by one Otho Casmannus
;
and

thirdly, at large, by Sibrandus Lubbertus, anno 1611
; who,

together with his refutation, printed the whole book itself:

I hope to no disadvantage of the truth, though a late apos-
tate to Rome, whom we called here "^Hugh Cressey, but is

lately commenced B. Serenus Cressey, a priest of the order

of Benedict, and who would have been even a Carthusian,

(such high honour did the man aim at) tells us, that some of

his scholars procured him to do it, that so they might get
the book itself in their hands. But the book will speak for

itselfwith indifferent readers, and for its clearness is extolled

by^ Vossius. Generally, all that have since written of that

subject, in theses, commonplaces, lectures, comments, pro-
fessed controversies, have made that book the ground of

their procedure.
One is not to be omitted, which is in the hands of all

those who inquire into these things, or think that they are

concerned in the knowledge of them : this is Grotius's
' Defensio fidei catholicae de satisfactione Christi, adversus

Faustum SocinumSenensem.' Immediately upon the coming
out of that book, animadversions were put forth against it

1 Audiviiniis ex iis qui familiariter ipso sunt usi, cum significassc, sicut turn jacla-
batur, cxcdlens sibi si conlingeret advcrsarius, qui librum de Jesu Christo servatorc

adoriretur, turn denuim se totum hoc argumentum ab origitie explicaturum. Crelli.

Prajfat. Respon. ad Grot. p. 12.
 
Exoniologesis of Hugh Paulin de Cressey, &c.

" Post hiciilen(as Sihrandi Luberti commcntationcs Rdversum Socinum edita* Vos.

resp. ad judicium R»vcn$p.
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by Harmannus Ravenspergerus, approved, as it seems, by
'our doctor Prideaux.

The truth is, those animadversions of Ravenspergerus
are many of them slight, and in sundry things he was mis-

taken,.whereby his endeavours were easily eluded by the

learned Vossius," in his vindication of Grotius against him.

Not that the dissertation of Grotius is free from being liable

to many and just exceptions, partly in things wherein he

was mistaken, partly wherein he failed in what he undertook

(whereby many young students are deluded, as ere long may
be manifested); but that his antagonist had not well laid his

action, nor did pursue it with any skill.

However, the interpretations of Scripture, given therein

by that learned man, will rise up in judgment against many
of the annotations, which in his after-comments on the

Scripture he hath divulged. His book w^as at length an-

swered by Crellius, the successor of Valentinus Smalcius, in

the school and society of Racovia
;
after which Grotius

lived about twenty years, and never attempted any reply.

Hereupon it has been generally concluded, that the man was

wrought over to drink in that, which he had before published
to be the'' most destructive poison of the church

;
the be-

lief whereof was exceedingly increased and cherished by an

epistle of his to Crellius, who had subtilely managed the

man, according to his desire of honour and regard, and by
his annotations, of which we shall have cause to speak after-

ward. That book of Crellius has since been at larae con-

futed by^ Essenius, and enervated by a learned and ingenuous
author in his 'Specimen refutationis Crellii de Satisfactione

Christi ;' published about the same time with the well-de-

serving labour of Essenius, in the year 1648.

Most of the arguments and sophisms of Socinus about
this business are refuted and dissolved by David Parseus, in

his comment on the Romans, not mentioning the name of

him, whose objections they were.

About the year 1608, Michael Gitichius gathered to-

gether the sum of v/hat is argumentative in that book of

tin eosdera exercuitstylum ut Socinianismi suspicionem amoliretiir Hugo Grotius,
sed praevaricantem aliquoiies vellical in censura, Ravenspcrgenis, Prideaux lecti.

de justificatione.
" Vossii respon. ad judicium Ravensperger.

" Prssentissimura ecclesiae veneiiuni. J Tiiumphus Crucis Autore And. Essen.
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Socinus, asainst the satisfaction of Christ, which was an-

swered by^ Ludovicus Lucius, professor then at Hamburgh,
and the reply of Gitichius, confuted and removed out of the

way by the same hand. In that brief rescript of Lucius,

there is a clear attempt to the enervating of the whole book

of Socinus, and that with good success, byway of a logical

and scholastical procedure. Only I cannot but profess my
sorrow, that having; in his first answer laid that solid founda-

tion of the necessity of the satisfaction of Christ, from the

eternal nature and justice of God, whereby it is absolutely

impossible, that upon the consideration and supposition of

sin committed, it should be pardoned without a due com-

pensation ;
in his rejoinder to the reply of Gitichius, he

closes with a commonly known expression of Augustine;
' That" God could, if he Avould, have delivered us without sa-

tisfaction, but he would not.' So casting down the most

stable and unmoveable pillar of that doctrine, which he so

dexterously built up, in spite of its adversaries.

I dare boldly acquaint the younger students in these

weighty points of the religion of Jesus Christ, that the truth

of this one particular, concerning the eternal justice of God,

indispensably requiring the punishment of sin, being well

established (for which end they have not only the consent,

but the arguments of almost all who have handled these

controversies with skill and success), will securely carry

them through all the sophisms of the adversaries, and cut

all the knots, which with so much subtlety they endeavour

to tie, and cast upon the doctrine of the satisfaction of

Christ, as I have in part' elsewhere demonstrated. From this

book did also Smalcius take the whole of what he has de-

livered about the death of Christ in his Racovian catechism,

not addino" any thing at all of his own
;
which catechism

as it was heretofore confuted by Frederick Bauldwinus, by
order of the university of Wittenburgh, and is by several par-

cels by many removed out of the way, especially by Altin-

gius, and Maccovius ;
so of late it is wholly answered by

^ De gravissima quaestione utrum Christus pro peccatis nostris justitiffi divinae

satisfecerit necnc "! scliolastica disputalio.
» Gitichio itaque dc absoluta J)ci potentia seu potestatc (dc qua nulla nobis du-

bitatio) inaniter blateranti, elegantissimis Augustiui verbis respondeo, Omnia Deus

potuit si voluissct, &c. Lucius ad Gitich. p. 110.
^ Diatrih. dc jiibtit,

Divin. Vind.
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''Nicholaus Arnoldus, now professor at Franeker, which

coming lately to my hands prevented me from proceeding to

a just, orderly refutation of the whole, as I was intended to

do, although I hope the reader will not find any thing of im-

portance therein omitted.

To close the story of this book of Socinus, and the pro-

gress it hath made in the world. This I dare assure them,
who are less exercised in these studies, that though the whole
of the treatise have at first view a very plausible pretence and

appearance, yet there is a line of sophistry running through
it, which being once discovered (as indeed it may be easily

felt) with the help of some few principles, the whole fabric

of it will fall to the ground, and appear as weak and con-

temptible a piece, as any we have to deal withal in that war-

fare, which is to be undertaken for the truths of the gospel.
This also I cannot omit, as to the rise of this abomination of

denying the satisfaction of Christ
;
that as it seems to have

been first invented by the Pelagians, so in after ages, it was
vented by Petrus Abailardus, professor of philosophy at

Paris; of whom Bernard, who wrote against him, saith
;

'Habemusin Francia novum de vetere magistro Theologum,
qui ab ineunte ffitate sua in arte lusit dialectica, et nunc in

scripturis Sanctis insanit.' And in his** epistle (which is to

pope Innocent) about him, he strongly confutes his imagi-
nations about this very business, whereupon he was con-

demned in a* council at Rome, held by the same Innocent.

This part of our faith being of so great weight and im-

portance, the great basis and foundation of the churcli, you
will find it at large insisted on and vindicated, in the en-

suing treatise.

The*" author of the life of Socinus tells us (as he himself

also gives in the information), that Vv'hilst he abode about

Switzerland, at Basil, and Tiguri, he had a dispute with

Puccius, which also is since published : this was before his

going into Poland, in the year 1578.

The story of this Puccius, because it may be of some
use, as to the present estate of tlie minds of many in the

things of God, 1 shall briefly give from Socinus himself;
«=

Religio Sociniani refutata. <l Bcruard. Epist. 190.
<= Baroni. ad ann. 1140.

f Aliam interim cutn Francisco Puccio ineunte* an. 1578. Tiguri confecif. Vita
Fausti Socin.
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(Epist. 3. ad Matt. Radec) and that as a^tremendous ex-

ample of the righteous judgment of God, giving up a per-
son of a light unstable spirit to fearful delusions, with a

desperate issue. Originally^ he was a merchant, of a good
and noble family ;

but leaving- his profession he betook
himself to study, and for his advantage therein came hither

to'' Oxford. After he had stayed here until he began to vent

some paradoxes in religion, about the year 1565 (being not

able here to prevail with any to close with him), he went to

Basil, where there was a dispute between him and Socinus
before-mentioned

;
in the issue whereof, they both professed,

that they could agree in nothing in religion, but, that there

was a God that made the world. At Basil he maintained

universal redemption, and a natural faith, as they then

termed it; or an innate power of believing vvithout the effi-

cacy of the grace of God
;

for which he was compelled
thence to depart ;

which doing he returned again into Eng-
land

; where, upon the same account he was cast into pri-
son for a season

;
thence being released, he went into Hol-

land
;
from whence by letters he challenged Socinus to dis-

pute, and went one thousand miles (viz. to Cracovia in Po-

land) afterward, to make it good. After some disputes
there (both parties condescending to them on very ridicu-

lous conditions), Socinus seeming to prevail, by having
most friends among the judges, as the other professed, he

stayed there awhile, and, wrote a book, which he styled the

'Shut Bible, and of Elias;' wherein he laboured to deny all

ordinances, ministry, and preaching, until Elias should

come and restore all things. His reason was taken from

the defection and apostacy of the church
; wherein, said he,

all truth and order was lost, the state of the church being
not again to be recovered, unless some with apostolical au-

thority and power of working miracles were immediately-
sent of God for that purpose. How far this persuasion hath

prevailed with some in our days, we all know and lament.

Puccius at length begins to fancy, that he shall himself be

employed in this great restoration, that is to be made of the

church by immediate mission from God. Whilst he was in

e Ex nobili admoduin fainilia, quse etiam tres Cardinales habuit, iialus, nicrca-

tura rclicta se totiini sacraruin literaruin studio tradidit. %
h Quod ut comniodius facerc posset in AngUaiii se contulit, ibique in Oxoniensi

Gymnasio aliquandiu se exercuit, &c.



xlir THU PREFACE TO THE READER.

expectation of his call hereunto, there comes two English-
men into Poland

;
men pretending discourse with angels and

revelations from God
;
one of them was the chief at revela-

tions (their names I cannot learn), the other gave out what

he received, in his daily converse with angels, and words

he heard from God, about the destruction of all the present
frame of the worship of God. To these men Puccius joined

himself, and followed them to Prague in Bohemia, though
his friends dealt with him to the contrary, assuring him,
that one of his companions was a mountebank, and the other

a magician; but,^being full of his^former persuasions, of the

ceasing of all ordinances and institutions, with the necessity
of their restitution by immediate revelation from God, hav-

ing got companions fit to harden him in his folly and pre-

sumption, he scorned all advice and away he went to

Prague. No sooner came he thither, but his prophet had a

revelation by an angel, that Puccius must become Papist ;

his cheating companion having never been otherwise. Ac-

cordingly he turns Papist, begs pardon publicly for his de-

serting the Roman church, is reconciled by a priest ; in

whose society, after he had awhile continued, and laboured

to pervert others to the same superstition with himself, he

died a desperate magician. Have none in our days been

led in the like maze ? hath not Satan led some in the same

circle, setting out from superstition to profaneness, pass-

ing through some zeal and earnestness in religion, rising to

a contempt of ministry and ordinances, with an expectation
of revelations, and communion with angels? And how

many have again sunk down into popery, atheism, and hor-

rible abominations, is known to all in this nation, who
think it their duty to inquire into the things of God. I have

given this instance, only to manifest that the old enemy of

our salvation is not playing any new game of deceit and

temptation, but such as he hath successfully acted in former

generations. Let not us be ignorant of his deceits.

By the way a little farther to take in the consideration

of men like minded with him, last mentioned. Of those

who denied all ordinances, and maintained such an utter

loss, and defection of all church, state, and order, that it

was impossible it should be restored without new apostles,

evidencing their ministry by miracles, this was commonly
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the issue
;
that being pressed with this, that there was no-

thing needful to constitute a church of Christ, but that there

were a company of men believing in Jesus Christ, receiving
the word of God, and taking it for their rule

; they denied
that indeed now there was, or could be any faith in Jesus

Christ, the ministers that should beget it being utterly
ceased

;
and therefore, it was advisable for men to serve

God, to live justly, and honestly, according to the dictates

of the law of nature, and to omit all thoughts of Christ, be-

yond an expectation of his sending persons hereafter, to

acquaint the world again with his worship.
That this was the judgment of' Math. Radecius, his ho

noured friend Socinus informs us
; though he mollifies his

expression, p. 123. ascribing it to others
; whether many

in our days are not insensibly fallen into the same abomina-
tions a little time will discover. The main of the plea of

the men of this persuasion in those days, was taken from
the example of the Israelites under that idolatrous apostacy,
wherein they were engaged by Jeroboam. In the days of

Elijah there were, said they, seven thousand who joined
not with the residue in their false worship and idolatry ;

but yet they never went about to gather, constitute, and set

up a new church, or churches ; but remained in their scat-

tered condition, keeping themselves as they could from the

abominations of their brethren: not considerino; that there

is not the same reason of the Judaical and Christian

churches; in that the carrying on of the worship of God

among them, was annexed to one tribe, yea to one family
in that tribe, chiefly tied to one certain place, no public in-

stituted worship, such as was to be the bond of communion
for the church, being acceptable, that was not performed by
those persons, in that place. So that it was utterly impos-
sible for the godly in Israel then, or the ten tribes to set up
a new church state, seeing they neither had the persons, nor

were possessed ofthe place, without which no such constitu-

tion was acceptable to God
;
as being not of his appointment.

Under the gospel it is not so
;
neither as to the one or

other. All places being now alike, and all persons who are

enabled thereunto, having liberty to preach the word, in the

order by Christ appointed, the erecting of churches, and the
'

Epist. ad Kadec. 3. p. 87. 119.
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celebration of ordinances, is recoverable according to the

mind of God, out of the greatest defection imaginable,
whilst unto any persons there is a continuance of the word

and Spirit.

But to proceed with Socinus. Blandrata having got a

great interest in the king of Poland, and prince of Transyl-

vania, as hath been declared, and making it his business to

promote the Antitrinitarians, of what sort soever, being in

Transylvania, where the men of his own abomination were

exceedingly divided about the invocation and adoration of

Jesus Christ, Franciscus David carrying all before him, in

an opposition thereunto (of which whole business I shall

give a farther account afterward), he sends for'' Socinus, who
was known to them, and from his dealing with Puccius be-

gan to be famed for a disputant, to come to him into Tran-

sylvania, to dispute with, and confute Franciscus David, in

the end of the year 1578; where what success his dispute

had, in the imprisonment and death of David, shall be af-

terward related.

Being now fallen upon this controversy, which fell out

before Faustus's going into Poland, before I proceed to his

work and business there, I shall give a brief account of this

business which I have now mentioned, and on which occa-

sion he was sent for by Blandrata into Poland; referring

the most considerable disputes he had about that difference

to that place in the ensuing treatise, where I shall treat of

the invocation and worship of Christ.

After way was once made in the minds of men, for the

farther work of Satan, by denying the Deity of our blessed

Lord Jesus ; very many quickly grew to have more con-

temptible thoughts of him, than those seemed to be willing

they should, from whose principles they professed (and in-

deed righteously) that their mean esteem of him did arise.

Hence Franciscus David, Georgius Enjedinus, Christianus

Franken, and sundry others, denied that Christ was to be

worshipped, with religious worship, or that he might be in-

vocated, and called upon. Against these Socinus indeed

^ Multum ilia tempestate turbaruni dederat Transylvanicis Ecclesiis Francisci

Davidis et rcliquonim de hoiiore ac potestate Cliristi opinio ;
cui malo remedium

quaerens Georgius Blandrata Socinum Basiliae evocavit (Anno 1378). Ut pra3cipuum
factionis duceni Franciscum Davidem, a tani turpi et pernicioso errore abstraherct.

Vita Faust. Sociii,



THE PREFACE TO THE READER. xlvii

contended with all his might, professing that he would not

account such as Christians, who would not allow that Christ

might be invocated, and was to be worshipped ;
which that

he was to be, he proved by undeniable testimonies of Scrip-
ture. But yet when himself came to answer their arguments,

whereby they endeavoured to prove, that a mere man (such
as on both sides they acknowledged Christ to be) might
not be worshipped with religious worship, or divine adora-

tion, the man with all his craft and subtleties was entangled,

utterly confounded, silenced, slain with his own weapons,
and triumphed over, as I shall afterward manifest, in the

account which I shall give of the disputation between him
and Christianus Franken about this business. God in his

righteous judgment so ordering things, that he who would
not embrace the truth, which he ought to have received,

should not be able to maintain and defend that truth which

he did receive
;
for having what in him laid digged up the

only foundation of the religious worship and adoration of

Christ, he was altogether unable to keep the building up-

right ;
nor did this fall out for want of ability in the man,

no man under heaven being able on his false hypothesis, to

maintain the worship of Christ
; but, as was said, merely by

the just hand of God, giving him up to be punished by his

own errors and darkness.

Being hardened in the contempt of Christ by the suc-

cess they had against Socinus and his followers, with whom
they conversed and disputed, some of the men before-men-

tioned, stayed not with him at the affirming of him to be a

mere man, nor yet were they began, building on that suppo-
sition, that he was not to be worshipped, but proceeded yet
farther, and affirmed, that he was indeed a good man, and

sent of God, but yet he spake not by the spirit of prophesy ;

but so, as that whatever was spoken by him, and written

by his apostles, was to be examined by Moses and the pro-

phets, whereto if it did not agree, it was to be rejected :

which was the sum of the ''first and second theses of Fran-

'' Homo ille .Tes. Nazarcnus qui Christiis appellatur, non per spiritum proplieti-

cuni, seti per S()iritiiin sanctuni locutus est
;

id est, quanivis a Deo legatus fuerit, iion

tamen qiiajciinque verba ex ipsius J)ei ore provenisse censenda sunt. 2. Hiiic fit ut

illius et apostoloruni ejus verba, ad Mosaica; legis ct alioruui propheticorum oraculo-

rum norn)ain expendenda sint, et siquid contrarium vel diversuni ab liis iniliis repc-
litur, aut reperiri, videtur, id aut rcjicicnduin, aut certe ita intcrprctauduni sit, at
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ciscus David, in opposition to which ^Socihus gave in his

judgment in certain antitheses to Christopher Barthorteus,

prince of Transylvania ;
w^ho had then cast David into pri-

son for his blasphemy.
To give a little account by the way, of the end of this

man, w^ith his contempt of the Lord Jesus.

In-" the year 1579, in the beginning of the month of June,
he was cast into prison by the prince of Transylvania, and
lived until the end of November. That he was cast into

prison by the instigation of Socinus himself and Blandrata,
the testimonies are beyond exception : for this is not only
recorded by Bellarmine and others of the Papists, to whose
assertions concerning any adversary with whom they have

to do, I confess much credit is not to be given, but by
others also of unquestionable authority." This indeed"

Socinus denies, and would willingly impose the odium of it

upon others ; but the truth is, considering the keenness and

wrath of the man's spirit, and the ''thoughts he had of this

miserable wretch, it is more than probable, that he was in-

strumental towai'ds his death. The like apology does'!

Smalcius make in his answer to Franzius about the carriase

of the Samosatenians in that business of Franciscus David,
where they accused one another of craft, treachery, bloody

cum Mosis et Prophetarura doctrina consentiat qu?e sola morum et ilivini cultus

regula est.

' Theses quibus Francisci Davidis sententia de Christ! munere explicatur una
cum antiihesibusEccIesise aSocino coiiscriptis, et illustrissimoTransvlvaniae Principi

Christophero Barthoraeo oblatis.

"' Certuni est ilium in ipso initio mensis .Tunii carceri inclusum fuisse, et vixlsse

usque, ad mensem Novembris, nisi vehenicnter fallor, quo cxtinctus est. Socin. ad

Wiek. cap. 2. p. 44.
" lllud vero notandum.quod procurantibus Georgio Blandrata elFausto Socino,

in Transylvania e.xhulibus, J^ranciscus David morti traditus fuit. Adrian. Rcgen.
Histo. Eccles. Slavonica, lib. 1. p. 90.

Quod si Wiekus intelligit danuiandi verbo nostros ministros censuisse ilium

aliqua pcena afficicuduui, aut vult fallere, aut egregie faliitur : nam certum est, in

judicio illo, cum minister quidaui Calvinianus Christophero Principi, qui toti action!

interfuit, et pra^fuit, satis longa oratione pcrsuasisset, ut talem lioniinem e medio

tolleret, minilans iram Dei nisi id fecisset, ministros nostros proprius ad ipsum prin-

cipeni accedentes, reverenter illi supplicasse, ut miseri homiuis misereri vellet, et

cleraentein et benignum se erga ilium prajbere. Socin. ad Wiekuin. cap. 2. p. 47.

P Imo phisquam heereticum eum (Ecclesiffi nostras) judicaverunt, nam talem ho-

minem indignum Christiano nomine esse dixerunt; quippc qui Christo invocationis

cultum prorsus detrahendo, et cum curam Ecclesise gercre negando, simul rcipsa

negaret eum esse Christum, idem ubi supra.
1 Exemplum denique afFert iiostroruni (Thes. 108.) quomodo se gesserint in

Transylvania, in negotio Francisci Davidis: quomodo semetipsos in actu illo inter

se reos agant vafriciae, crudelilatis sanguinariaj, proditionis, Sec Smalcius. Refuta.

Thes. de Hypocrit, dispiit. 9. p. 298.
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cruelty, treason. Being cast into prison the miserable

creature fell into a 'frenetical distemper through the re-

venging hand of God upon him, as Socinus confesseth him-

self. In this miserable condition the devil (saith the histo-

rian) appeared unto him
; whereupon he cried out,

^ 'Behold

who expect me their companion in my journey;' whether

really, or in his vexed distempered imagination, disordered

by his despairing mind, I determine not
;
but most certain

it is, that in that condition he expired : not' in the year

1580, as Bellarmine, Weike, Ra^mundus, and some of ours

from them, inform us, but one year sooner, as he assures us

who best knew. And the consideration of this man's des-

perate apostacy and his companions, might be one cause

that about this time, sundry of the Antitrinitarians were

converted
; amongst whom was " Daniel Bielenscius, a man-

afterward of good esteem.

But neither yet did Satan stop here, but improved the

advantage given him by these men, to the utter denying
of Jesus Christ : for unto the principle of Christ's being not

God, adding another of the same nature, that the prophecies
of the Old Testament were all concerning temporal things ;

some amongst them at length concluded, that there was no

promise of any such person as Jesus Christ in the whole
Old Testament. That the Messiah or King promised, was

only a king promised to the Jews, that they should have
after the captivity, in case they did not offend, but walk
with God. "" ' The kingdom,' say they, 'promised in the Old

" De Phrenesi ista in quam inciderit, aliquid sane auditum est, iion tantum
biduo ante mortem sed pluribus diebus. Socin. ubi supra.

5 Ecce qui me coraitera itiiieris expectant. Flor. Remund, lib. 4. cap. 12.
* Manifeste in eo sunt decepti, qui hoc An. 1580, accidisse scribunt, cum cer-

tissimum sit ea facta fuisse uuo anno ante, hoc est, Anno 1579. Socinus : ad Weik,

p. 44.
" Duces hujus agrainis Anabaptistici, et Antitrinitarii erant Gregorius Paulus,

Daniel Bielenscius, et alii, quorum tandem aliqui phanatico propo.sito relicto, ad
ecclesiam evangelicam redierunt, ut Daniel Bielenscius, qui Cracoviaj omnium su-

orura eorum publice pcenitentiam egit, ibideraque, ecclesiac Dei commode prtefuit :

Adrian. Regenvol. liistor. Ecciesiai Slavonica;. lib. 1. p. 90.
^ Ita argumentor, quoties regnum Davidi usque in seculum promissum est, tale

necesse fuit, ut poster! ejus, iu quibus haec proraissio impleri debebat, haberent : sed

regnum mundanum Davidi usque in seculum promissum est, ergo regnum munda-
num posteri Davidis ut haberent necesse est : et per conscquens. Rex ille, quem
Prophetae ex hac proniissione post captivitatem Babylonicam regnaturum promise-
runt, perinde ut cacteri posteri Davidis, mundanum regnum debuit habere. Quod
quia Jesus ille non habuit, non cnim rcgnavit ut David, et posteri ejus, sed dicitur

habere cooleste regnum, quod e.st diversum a mundano regno, ergo Jesus ille non est

Rex, quem Propheta; promiserunt. Martin. Seidelius Epist. 1. ad Socinuni.

VOL. VIII. E
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Testament, is a kingdom of this world only ;
but the king-

dom which you assert to belong to Jesus of Nazareth, was a

kingdom not of this world, a heavenly kingdom, and so

consequently not promised of God, nor from God:' and

therefore, with him they would not have ought to do. This

was the argument of Martin Seidelius, in his ejoistle to So-

cinus and his companions.
What advantage is given to the like blasphemous ima-

ginations with this, by such Judaizing annotations on the

Old Testament as those of Grotius, time will evidence.

Now because this man's creed is such as is not to be paral-

leled, perhaps some may be contented to take it in his own
words, which are as followeth :

* Caeterum ut sciatis cujus sim religionis,quamvis id scrip-

to meo quod habetis, ostenderim,tamen hie breviter repetam.
Et primum quidem doctrina de Messia, seu rege illo pro-

misso, admeam religionem nihil pertinet : nam Rex ille tan-

tum Judasis promissus erat, sicut et bona ilia Canaan. Sic

etiam circumcisio, sacrificia, et reliquae ceremonisa Mosis ad

me non pertinent, sed tantum populo Judaico promissa, data,

et mandata sunt. Neque ista fuerunt cultus Dei apud
Judeeos, sed inserviebant cultui divino, et ad cultum divinum
deducebant Judseos. Verus autem cultus Dei quern meam
religionem appello, est Decalogus : qui est seterna, etimmu-
tabilis voluntas Dei

; qui Decalogus ideo ad me pertinet, quia
etiam mihia Deodatus est, non quidem pervocem sonantera

de coelo, sicut populo Judaico, at per creationem insita est

menti meas; quia autem insitus Decalogus, per corruptionem
naturae humanae, et pravis consuetudinibus, aliqua ex parte
obscuratus est, ideo ad illustrandum eum, adhibeo vocalem

decalogum, qui vocaHs decalogus, ideo etiam ad me, et ad
omnes populos pertinet, quia cum insito nobis decalogo
consentit, imo idem ille decalogus est. Haec est mea sen-

tentia de Messia, seu rege illo promisso, et haec est mea re-

ligio, quam coram vobis ingenue profiteor.' Martin. Seidelius

Olaviensis Silesius

To this issue did Satan drive the Socinian principles, in

this man and sundry others : even to a full and peremptory
denial of the Lord that bought them. In answering this

man, it fell out with Socinus much as it did with him in his

disputation with Franken, about the adoration and invo-
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cation of Jesus Christ
;
for granting Franken that Christ

was but a mere man, he could no way evade his inference

thence, that he was not to be invocated. So granting Sei-

dehus, that the promises of the Old Testament were all tem-

poral ; he could not maintain against him, that Jesus

Christ, whose kingdom is heavenly, was the King and Me-
sias therein promised : for ^ Faustus hath nothing to reply,
but that God gives more than he promised, of which no
man ought to complain. Not observing that the question
being not about the faithfulness of God in his promises, but
about the thing promised, he gave away the whole cause,
and yielded that Christ was not indeed the King and Me-
siah promised in the Old Testament.

Of analike opinion to this of Seidelius, was he of whom
we spake before, Franciscus David

; who, as to the kingdom
of Christ, delivered himself to this purpose : 'That he was

appointed to be a King of the Jews, and that God sent him
into the world to receive his kingdom, which was to be

earthly and civil, as the kingdoms of other kings : but the

Jews rejected him, and slew him, contrary to the purpose of

God, who therefore took him from them, and placed him in

a quiet place, where he is not at all concerned in any of the

things of the church, but is there in God's design a King,
and he will one day send him again to Jerusalem, there to

take upon him a kingdom, and to rule as the kings of this

world do, or have done.' (Thes. Francisci David de adorat.

Jes. Christi.)

The reminding of these abominations, gives occasion by
the way to complain of the carnal apprehensions of a king-
dom of Christ, which too many amongst ourselves have

filled their thoughts and expectations withal. For my part,
I am persuaded that before the end of the world, the Lord

Jesus, by his word and Spirit, will multiply the seed of Abra-

ham as the stars of heaven, bringing into one fold the rem-

nant of Israel, and the multitude of the Gentiles; and that his

church shall have peace after he hath judged and broken

the stubborn adversaries thereof, and laid the kingdoms of

y Nam quod dicinuis, si Deus niiindanum regcm iiiuiidaminique regnuni pro-

misit, caelestem autein regom, Cffilcste regniim reipsa prsestitit plus cum prajstitisse

quam promiserit, rccte oiiinino diciiiius, nam qui plus prsestat quam proniisit, suis

promissis non niodo non stetisse sed ca ctiam cumulate praestitisse est agiioscendus.
Socin. Epist. ad Seidelium, p. 20.

E 2
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the nations in a useful subserviency to his interest in this

world
;
and that himself will reign most gloriously, by a

spirit of light, truth, love, and holiness, in the midst of

them. But that he hath a kingdom of another nature and

kind to set up in the world, than that heavenly kingdom
which he hath peculiarly exercised ever since he was ex-

alted and made a Ruler and a Saviour, that he should set up
a dominion over men, as men, and rule either himself present
or by his substitutes, as in a kingdom of this world, which

is a kingdom neither of grace nor glory. I know it cannot

be asserted, without either the denial of his kingdom for the

present or that he is, or hitherto hath been, a king, which

was the blasphemy of Franciscus David before-mentioned ;

or the affirming that he hath, or is to have, upon the promise
of God two kingdoms of several sorts, of which in the

whole word of God there is not the least tittle.

To return. About the end of the year 1579, Faustus So-

cinus left ^Transylvania, and went into Poland, which he

chose for the stage whereon to act his design. In what es-

tate and condition the persons in Poland and Lithuania were,

who had fallen off from the faith of the Holy Trinity, was

before declared. True "it is, that before the coming of So-

cinus, Blandrata, by the help of Franciscus David had

brought over many ofthem from Sabellianisra, and Tritheism,

and Arianism, unto Samosatenianism, and a full plain denial

of the Deity of Christ.

But yet with that Pelagian doctrine, that Socinus came
furnished withal unto them, they were utterly unacquainted;
and were at no small difference many of them about the

Deity. The condition of the first man to be mortal and ob-

noxious to death, that there was no original sin, that Christ

was not a high-priest on the earth, that he made no satisfac-

tion for sin, that we are not justified by his righteousness,
but our own, that the wicked shall be utterly consumed and

annihilated at the last day, with the rest of his opinions,
which afterward he divulged, they were utterly strangers

* Anno 1515, jam quadragenarius niigravit in Poloniam. Vita Faust. Socin.
^ Extat apud nie ipsius Blandratae epistola, non tamenscripta sineTheseo (Stato-

rio) si Blandratuni bene novi, in quaGregorium Pauiiim a Tritheisrao ad Samosateni

dogma revocare niiitur. Incidit enim Blandrata in Transylvaniam rediens in quen-
dam Franciscum David, paulo magis, quam superiores illi ut aiunt providum. Beza,

Epist. 81.
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unto
;
as is evident from the contests he had about these

things with some of them in their synods, and by writing,

especially with Niemojevius, one of the chiefpatrons of their

sect.

In this condition of affairs the man beinfj wise and

subtle, obtained his purpose by the ensuing course of pro-
cedure.

He joined himself to none of their societies ; because,

being divided amongst themselves, he knew that by ad-

hering to any one professedly, he should engage all the rest

against him. That which he pretended most to favour and
for whose sake he underwent some contests, was the assem-

bly at Racovia, which at first was collected by Gregorius
Paulus, as hath been declared.

From these his pretence of abstaining, was their rigid

injunction of all to be rebaptized, that entered into their fel-

lowship and communion. But he who made it his design
to gather the scattered Antitrinitarians into a body, and a

consistency in a religion among themselves, saw plainly, that

the- rigid insisting upon Anabaptism, w^hich was the first

principle of some of them, would certainly keep them at an

unreconcilable distance. Wherefore he falls upon an opi-
nion much better suited to his design, and maintained, that

baptism was only instituted for the initiation of them, who
from any other false religion were turned to the religion of

Christ; but that it belonged not to Christian societies, or to

them that were born of Christian parents, and had never

been of any other profession or religion, though they might
use it, if they pleased, as an indifferent thing. And, there-

fore, he refused to join himself with the Racovians, unless

upon this principle, that they would desist for the time to

come, from requiring any to be baptized that should join

with them. In a short time he divided that meeting by this

opinion, and at length utterly dissolved them, as to their old

principles they first consented into, and built the remainder

of them by the hand of Valentin us Smalcius into his own
mould and frame.

The author ''of his life sets it forth, as a great trial of his

b Ecclcsiis Polonicis, quif soliuu patreni Domini Jesu suninuim Deiiiu agnoscunt,

piibiice adjungi arabivit, sed salis ricerbe alque din repulsuni passu.s est, cjua tanien

ignoiniiila minimc ::ccensus, vir, tioii tam indole qiinni aiiimi iiistituto, ad patifiiliaiii

compositus, nulla iinquain alicnali auiiiii vi-stigia dedit. Vita je'aust. Socin.
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prudence, piety, and patience, that he was repulsed from
the society at Racovia, and that with ignominy ;

when the

truth is, he absolutely refused to join with them, imless they
Avould at once renounce their own principles and subscribe
to his, which is as hard a condition as can be put upon any
perfectly conquered enemy. This himself delivers at large
on sundry occasions, especially insisting on and debating
that business in his epistles to Simon Ronembergius and to

Sophia Siemichovia. On this score did he write his dispu-
tation ' de baptismo aqua),' with the vindication of it from
the animadversions of A. D. whom I suppose to be Andrew
Dudithius, and of M. C. endeavouring with all his strength
to prove that baptism is not an ordinance appointed for the

use of Christians or their children, but only such as were
converted from Paganism or Mahomedism : and this he did
in the year 1580, two years after his coming into Poland, as

he declares by the date of the disputation from Cracovia, at

the close thereof. And in this persuasion he was so fixed, and
laid such weight upon it, that after he had once before broken
the assembly at Racovia, in his old days he encourages
Valentinus Smalcius,'^ then their teacher to break them

again, because some of them tenaciously held their opinion;
and for those, who, as Smalcius informed him, would there-

upon fall off to the reformed churches, he bids them go, and
a good riddance of them. By this means, I say, he utterly
broke up, and divided and dissolved the meeting at Racovia,
which was collected upon the principles before-mentioned,
that there remained none abiding to their first enoaoement.
but a few old v/omen, as '^Squarcialupus tells him, and as

himself confesses in his answer for them to ^Palasoloe-us.

By this course of behaviour, the man had these two advan-

« Nam qiiod mihiobjicis me coraraunionemcum fratribus, etChristifidelibus sper-
ncTC, nee curare ut cuin ipsis casnam Domini celebrem, respondeo, rae postquam in

Poloiiiam veni, nihil antiquius habuisse, quam ut me quam niaxime fratribus conjun-
gerem, licet invenissera illos in non parvis religionis nostra; capitibus, ame diversuiii

sentire; quemadmodum niulti hodieque sentiunt : quod si nihilurainus aquas baptis-
nium una cum illis non accipio, lioc prajterea fit, quia id bona conscieniia facere ne-

queo, nisi publice ante protestor, me non quod censeara baptismum aqua; mihi mei-

que siniilibus, ullo mode necessarium esse, &c. Epist. ad Sopliiam Sieniichoviam,
foeminam nobilem. Epistol. 11. ad Valentinuni Smalcium, Ann. 1601.

•* Dico secessionem Racovlensium ac delirium, esse ab etclesia ratione sejungen-
dura, nisi velis conciliabula qufeque amentiuni anicuiarum partes ecclesi® Christians
aut ecciesiam appellare, Men. Squarcialup. Epist. ad Faustum Soeinum, p. 8.

* Hue accedit, quod Racovieiises isti, sive coetus Racoviensis, quemtu petis atque
oppugnas, vel non araplius extat, vel ita hodie rautatus est, et in aliam quodammodo
formam versus, ut agnosci non qucat. Socin. priefat. ad Palsolog.
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tages : l.He kept fair with all parties amongst them, and

provoked not any by joining with them, with whom they
could not agree ;

so that all parties looked on him as their

own, and were ready to make him the umpire of all their

differences, by which he had no small advantage of working
them all to his own principles.

2. He was less exposed to the fury of the Papists, which

he greatly feared (loving well the things of this world),

than he would have been, had he joined himself to any visi-

ble church profession. And, indeed, his privacy of living
was a great means of his security.

His second great advantage was, that he was a scholar

and was able to defend and countenance them against
their opposers ;

the most of them being miserably weak
and unlearned. One of their best defensatives before his

joining with them, was a clamour against logic and learn-

ing, as himself confesseth in some of his epistles. Now this

is not only evident by experience, but the nature of the thing
itself makes it manifest, that so it will be

; whereas, men of

low and weak abilities, fall into by persuasions in religion,
as they generally at first prevail by clamours, and all sorts

of reproaches cast on learning, and learned men; yet if God
in his providence at any time, to heighten the temptation,
sutler any person of learning and ability to fall in amongst
and with them, he is presently their head and ruler without

control, some testimony hereof our own days have afforded:

and I wish we may not have more examples given us. Now
how far he prevailed himself of this advantage, the conside-

ration of them with whom he had to do, of the esteem they
had of his abilities, and the service he did them thereby, will

acquaint us.

For the leaders of them, they were for the most part un-

learned
;
and so unable to defend their opinions in any mea-

sure against a skilful adversary. Blandrata,^ their great

patron was not able to express himself in Latin, but by the

help of Statorius, who had some learning, but no judgment;
and therefore, upon his difference with Franciscus David, in

Transylvania, he was forced to send for Socinus out of Hel-

vetia, to manage the disputation with him. And what kind

f Petro Statorio operain oninera suara fucandis barbarissinii scriptoris Blandratae

comnieutis iiavante. Beza.
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of cattle those were, with whom he had to do at Cracovia,

as well as Racovia, is manifest from the epistle of Simon

Ronembergius, one of the leaders and elders of that which

they called their church, which is printed with Socinus's

answer unto it. I do not know that ever in my life I saw,
for matter and form, sense and language, any thing so sim-

ple and foolish, so ridiculously senseless and incoherent, un-

less it were one or two in our own days ; which, with this,

deserve an eminent place,
'
inter epistolas obscurorum viro-

rum.' And, therefore, Socinus justly feared that his party
would have the worst in disputes, as he acknowledges it be-

fell sLicinius in his conference with Smiglecius, at Novo-

grade ;
and could not believe ^Ostorodus, that he had such

success as he boasted in Germany with Fabritius
;
and tells

us himself a story of 'some pastors of their churches in Li-

thuania, who were so ignorant and simple that they knew
not that Christ was to be worshipped. What a facile thing
it was, for a man of his parts, abilities, and learning, to ob-

tain a kingdom amongst such as these, is easily guessed.
He'' complains, indeed, of his own lost time, in his young
days, by the instigation of the devil, and says that it made
him v^eary of his life to think of it, when he had once set up
his thoughts in seeking honour and glory, by being the head

and master of a sect, as Ignatius, the father of the Jesuits

did (with whom as to this purpose he is compared all along

by the gentleman that wrote his life), yet it is evident, that

his learning and abilities were such, as easily promoted him

to the dictatorship among them with whom he had to do.

s Dolerem equidem minim in modum si disputatio ista sic liabita fuisset, ut adver-

sarii affirmant, suspicor tamen niliiiominus, quatenus disputationem ab ipsis editam

percurrendo, apimadvertere ac coiisequi conjecfura potui, Liciiiii antagonistam arte

disputandi ct ipso superiorem esse, et id in ista ipsa disputatione facile plerisque
constitisse : nam ctsi (ni fallor) Licinius noster neiitiquara in ea liasresi est, in qua
non pauci ex nostris sunt, non esse Cbristiano bomini dandara operara diaiecticEe.

Epist. ad Balveroveciura, p. 358.
h Voidovius Ostorodi comes ea ad me scribit, quas vix mihi perniittunt ut exitum

disputationis illius euni fiiisse credam, quern ipse Ostorodus ad me scripsit. Epist.
ad Valenf. Sraalciiim quarta, p. 522.

> Quod totum fere pondus illius disputationis, adversus eos qui Cliristum adbuc

ignorare dici possunt, sustinueris, vebenienter tibi gratnlor nibil niilii novum fuit, ex

narratione ista percipere, pastures iilos Lithuanicos ab ejusmodi ignoralione minima

liberos deprehensos fuisse. Epist. 5. ad Smalcium.
^ Me imitari noli, qui r.escio quo malo genio diictore, cum jam divinro veritatis

fontes degustassem, ita sum abreptus,ut majoremet potioicni jiiventutis meas partem,
inanibus quibusdam aliis studiis, imo inertiae atque otio dederim, quod cum mecum

ipse reputo, reputo autem s;cpissime,tanto dolore afficior, ut me vivere quodam niodo

pigcat. Epist. ad Sraal. p. 513.
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It may then be easily imagined what kind of esteem such

men as those would have of so great an ornament and glory
of their religion, who at least was with them in that, wherein

they dissented from the rest of Christians.

Not only after his death, when they set him forth as the

most incomparable man of his time, but in his own life and

to himself, as I know not what excellent person :' that he

had a mind suited for the investigation of truth, was a philo-

sopher, an excellent orator, an eminent divine, that for the

Latin tongue, especially, he might contend with any of the

great wits of Europe, they told him to his face; such

thoughts had they generally of him : it is then no wonder

they gave themselves up to his guidance. Hence Smalcius

wrote unto him, to consult about the propriety of the Latin

tongue, and in his answer to him he excuses™ it as a great

crime, that he had used a reciprocal relative where there was
no occasion for it.

And to make it more evident how they depended on him,
on this account of his ability for instructions, when he had
told Ostorodus an ansvi'er to an objection of the Papists, the

man having afterward forgot it," sends to him again to have
his lesson over once more, that he might remember it.

And therefore, as if he had been to deal with school-boys,
he would tell his chief" companions, that he had found out,

and discovered such or such a thing in religion, but would
not tell them until they had tried themselves, and therefore

was afraid lest he should, through unawares, have told it to

any of them : upon one of which adventures Ostorodusi" mak-

' Ad te quod attinet, aniiiio cs tu quidcm ad omnem doctrinse rationem, ac veritatis

investigationcin nato, magna rcrum sophisticaruni cognitio, orator suniinus, et theo-

logus insignis, linguas tcncs maxinic Latinain, iit possis cum prascipuis totius Europa3
ingeniis certare. Marcel. Squarialup. Epist. ad. FaustiimSociii.

"Aliud interim in Latina lingua erratum, gravius quani istud sit, a me est commis-
sum, quod scilicet relative reciproco ubi nullus crat locus usus sum. Epist. 4. ad Va-
lentinuni Smalcium, p. 521.

" IXIcmini te milii hiijus rei solutionera cum esses Racoviae aflFerre, sed qua' mca
esttarditas, vel potius stupiditas,non bene illius recordor. Ostorod. Epist. ad Faus-
tum Socininn, p. 4."j6.

" Tibi sigiiifico me ni falior invenisse viam quomodo verum esse possii, quod Chris-
tiis plane libere et citra omnem necessitatem Deo perfectissime obcdirit, et tamen
necessariiim omnino fuerit ut sic obediret ; qucenam ista via sit, nisi earn ipse per te

(ut plane spero) iiiveneris, postea libi aperiam : volo enim prius tuum hoc in re et

Statorii iiigeniurn cxperiri, tnmetsi vereor nc jam earn illi indicaverim. Epist. ad Os-
tcrodum 1. p. 47'2.

I' De quiestione tibi proposila non bene conjccisti, nee quam affers solutioneni ea

probari ullo modo potest. Epist. G. ad Ostorod. p. 473.
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ingbold to give in his conception, he does little better than

tell him he is a blockhead. Being in this repute amongst
them, and exercising sticli a dominion in point of abilities

and learning, to prevail the more upon them, he was perpe-

tually ready to undertake their quarrels, which themselves

were not able with any colour to maintain. Hence most of

his books were written, and his disputations engaged in, upon
the desire of one assembly, synod, or company of them or

other, as I could easily manifest by particular instances ;

and by this means got he no small advantage to insinuate

his own principles. For whereas the men greedily looked

after, and freely entertained the things, which were profess-

edly written in their defence
;
he always wrought in together

therewith something of his own peculiar heresy, that poi-
son might be taken down with that which was most pleas-

ing. Some of the wisest of them, indeed, as Niemojevius,
discovered the fraud

; who, upon his answer to Andrseus Vo-

lanus, commending what he had written against the Deity
of Christ, which they employed him in, ''falls foul upon him,
for his delivering in the same treatise, that Christ was not

a priest whilst he was upon the earth; which one abomina-

ble figment lies at the bottom of his whole doctrine of the

justification of a sinner. The case is the same about his

judgment concerning the invocation of Christ, which was,
'that we might do it, but it was not necessary from any pre-

cept or otherwise, that so we should do.'

And this was nine years after his coming into Poland,
as appears from the date of that Epistle ;

so long was he in

getting his opinions to be entertained among his friends.

But though this man were a little weary, and held out some

opposition with him, yet multitudes of them were taken with

this snare, and freely drank down the poison they loathed,

being tempered with that which they had abetter liking to.

But this being discovered, he let the rest of them know, that

1 Perlecto scripto tuo contra Volanum aniniadverti argumenta ejus satis accurate

a te refutata, locaque scripturae pleraqiie examinata, ac elucidata, verum non sine

niJerore (ne quid gravius addam) incidi inter legendum iuquoddani paradoxon.scrip-
turffi sacra; contrarium ac plane horrcndiini, duni Christum in mortesuasive in cruce,

sacrificium obtulisse pernegas, luiror quid tibi in mentem venerit, ut tam confiden-

ter (ne quid aiiud dicam> contra manife-ia sn.crai script'irps tcstiinonia pugnare, ton-

trarianique sententiam tueri non tiineas. Epist. 1. Joii. Niemojev. ad Faust. -Socin.

p. 19<5.
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thougli lie was"" entreated to write that book by the Racovi-

ans, and did it in their name, yet, because he had published
somewhat of his own private opinions therein, they might
if they pleased denjr, yea, and forswear that they were not

written by their appointment.
And this was with respect to his doctrine about the sa-

tisfaction of Christ, which, as he says, he heard they were

coming over unto. And it is evident from what he writes

elsewhere to Balcerovicius, that he begged this employment
of writing against Volanus

;
it being agreed by them, that

he should write nothing but by public consent, because of

the novelties which he broached every day. By this readi-

ness to appear and write in their defence, and so commend-

ing his writing to them on that account, it is incredible

how he got ground upon them, and won them over daily to

the residue of his abominations, which they had not re-

ceived.

To these add as another advantage to win upon that

people the course he had fixed on, in reference to others,

which was to own as his, and of his party of the church, all

persons whatever, that on any pretence whatever opposed
the doctrine of the Trinity, and forsook the reformed church.

Hence he dealt with men as his brethren, friends, and com-

panions, who scarcely retained any thing of Christians
;

some nothing at all
;
as Martin Seidelius, who denied Christ;

with Philip Buccel, who denied all difference of good and
evil in the actions of men

;
with Eramus Johannes, an Arian

;

with Mathias Radecius, who denied that any could believe

in Christ, without new apostles ; indeed, with all or any sorts

of men whatever, that would but join with him, or did con-

sent unto the opposition of the Deity of our Lord Jesus

Christ, which was the principal work which he engaged in.

Unto these and the like advantages, the man added all

the arts and subtleties, all the diligence and industry, that

was any way tending to his end. Some of his artifices and

insinuations, indeed, were admirable
; though to them who

now review them in cold blood, without recalling to mind

•
Rogavit me doniinus Schomanus, domlnus Simon RoneniberL^iiis et alii ut ad pa-

rrenesin Andrea3 Volani respondcrcin, volui ut si quid in hac respoiisiotie vobis iriinus

rccte dictum videretur, non bona coiiscientia taiitnm, sed jure etiaiii, earn semper
cjurare possetis. Epist. ad Mur. Balceroviciura, p. 336.
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the then state of things, they may seem of another com-

plexion.^

By these and the like means, though he once despaired
of ever getting his opinions received amongst them, as he

professeth, yet in the long continuance of twenty-four years

(so long he lived in Poland), with the help of ValentinusSmal-

cius, Volkelius, and some few others, who wholly fell in with

him, he at length brought them all into subjection to him-

self, and got all his opinions enthroned, and his practice
taken almost for a rule. So that whereas in former days

they accused him for a* covetous wretch, one that did nothing
but give his mind to scrape up money, and were professedly
offended with his putting money to usury; for his full jus-

tification, Ostorodus and Voidovius, in the close of the com-

pendium of their religion which they brought into Holland,

profess that their" 'churches did not condemn usury, so that

it were exercised with moderation, and without oppression.'
I thought to have added a farther account in particular,

of the man's craft and subtlety, of his s.everal ways for the

instilling of his principles and opinions, of his personal tem-

per, wrath, and anger, and multiplying ofwords in disputes,
of the foils he received in sundry disputations with men of

his own Antitrinitarian infidelity, of his aim at glory and re-

nown, expressed by the Polonian gentlemen, wdro wrote his

life, his losses and troubles which were not many, with all

which and the like concernments of the man, and his busi-

ness in that generation, by the perusal of all that he hath

wrote, and of much that hath been written against him, with

what is extant of the conferences and disputations, synods
and assemblies of those days, I have some little acquaint-
ance

; but, being not convinced of much usefulness in my so

doing, I shall willingly spare my labour. Thus much was ne-

cessary that we might know the men and their conversation,

who have caused so much trouble to the Christian world
;

in which work, having the assistance of that Atheism and

those corrupted principles, which are in the hearts of all by

«
Spero fore, ut si quid ilium mecum sentiie vetet inlellexero facile viam inveniara

euro in mearn sententiam pertrahendi. Epist. secunda ad Balcerovicium.
t
Allqui fratrum putant congerendis pecuniis me nunc prorsus intentum esse. Epist.

ad Eliam Arcistriuni p. 407. vide epistolam ad Ciiristopli. Morstinuni. pp. .'iOS—505.
" Non simpliciter usurara daninant: niodo a?qiiitatis et charitatis regula non vio-

Ictur Compend. Rcligionis Ostorod.ct Voidovii.
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nature, without the infinite rich mercy of God, sparing a sin-

ful world as to this judgment, for his elects' sake they will

undoubtedly proceed.

Leaving him then in the possession of his conquest, Tri-

theists, Sabellians, Arians, Eunomians, with the followers of

Francis David, being all lost and sunk, and Socinians stand-

ing up in the room of them all, looking a little upon what
ensued

;
I shall draw from the consideration of the persons

to their doctrines, at first proposed.
After the death of Socinus, his cause was strongly carried

on by those whom in his life he had formed to his own mind
and judgment. Among whom Valentinus Smalcius, Hiero-

nymus Moscorovius, Johannes Volkelius, Cristopherus Os-

torodus, were the chief. To Smalcius he wrote eleven epis-
tles that are extant

; professing his great expectations of

him, extolling his learning and prudence. He afterward

wrote the Racovian Catechism, compiling it out of Socinus's

works ; many answers and replies to and with Smiglecius
the Jesuit, and Franzius the Lutheran; a book of the divinity
of Christ, with sundry others, and was a kind of professor

among them at Racovia. The writings of the rest of them
are also extant. To him succeeded Crellius, a man of more

learning and modesty than Smalcius, and of great industry
for the defence of his heresy : his defence of Socinus, against
Grotius's treatise 'de causis mortis Christi, de efFectu SS.'

his comments and ethics, declare his abilities and industry
in his way. After him arose Jonas Schlichtingius, a man no
whit behind any of the rest for learning and diligence, as in

his comments and disputations against Meisnerus, is evident.

As the report is, he was burned by the procurement of the

Jesuits some four years ago, that they might be sure to have

the blood of all sorts of men found upon them
;
what ad-

vantage they have obtained thereby, time will shew. I know
that generation of men retort upon us, the death of Servetus,
at Geneva

;
but the case was far different. Schlichtingius

lived in his own country and conversed with men of his own

persuasion, who in a succession had been so, before he was
born. Servetus came out of Spain, on purpose to disturb

and seduce them who knew nothing of his abominations.

Schlichtingius disputed his heresy without reproaching or

blaspheming God willingly, under pretence of denying the
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way and worship of his adversaries. Servetus stuffed all his

discourses with horrid blasphemies. Beza tells us, that he

called the Trinity, tricipitem Cerberum, and wrote that Moses
was a ridiculous impostor; Beza. Epist. 1. And there are

passages cited out of his book of the Trinity (which I have

not seen), that seem to have as mwch of the devil in them,
as any thing that ever yet was written or spoken by any of

the sons of men. If, saith he, Christ be the son of God,
* debuissent ergo dicere, quod Deus habebat uxorem quan-
dam spiritualem, vel quod solus ipse masculus fsemineus aut

hermaphroditus, simul erat pater et mater, nam ratio voca-

buli non patitur, ut quis dicatur sine matre pater : et si logos
filius erat, natus ex patre sine matre; die mihi quomodo
peperit eum, per ventrem an per latus.'

To this height of atheism and blasphemy had Satan

wrought up the spirit of the man. So that I must say, he is

the only person in the world, that I ever read or heard of,

that ever died upon the account of religion, in reference to

whom the zeal of them that put him to death may be ac-

quitted. But of these things, God will judge. Socinus

says he died calling on Christ
;
those that were present say

quite the contrary ;
and that in horror he roared out mise-

ricordia to the magistrates, but nothing else : but Arcana

Deo.

Of these men last named, their writings and endeavours

for the propagation of their opinion, others having written

already ;
I shall forbear. Some of note amongst them have

publicly recanted and renounced their heresy, as Vogelius
and Peuschelius, whose retractations are answered by Smal-

cius. Neither shall I add much as to their present condi-

tion. They have as yet many churches in Poland and

Transylvania, and have their superintendents after the man-
ner of Germany. Regenv." tells us, that all the others are

sunk and lost, only the Socinians remain. The Arians, Sa-

bellians, David Georgians, with the followers of Franciscus

David, being all gone over to the confession of Socinus
;

which makes me somewhat wonder at that ofJohannes Laetus,

who affirms that about the year 1619, in a convention of the

"
Denique Socinistse recensendi mihi veniunt quia Fausto Socino, per Poloniam et

Transylvaniam virus siium disseminante, turn nomen turn doctrinam sumpsere ; atque
hi soli, extinctis Farnesianis, anabaptistis, et Francisci Davidis sectatoribus supersuut;
homines ad faliaciaset sophisraata facti. Histor. Eccles. Slavon. lib. 1. p. 90.
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states in Poland, those who denied that Christ ought to be

invocated (which were the followers of Francis David,
Christianas Franken, and Pala^ologus), pleaded that the li-

berty that was granted to Antitrinitarians, was intended for

them, and not for the Socinians. And the truth is, they
had footino; in Poland before ever the name of Socinus was

there known, though he afterward "insults upon them, and

says that they most impudently will have themselves called

Christians when they are not so.

But what numbers they are, in those parts of the v>^orld,

how the poison is drunk in by thousands in the Papacy, by
what advantages it hath, and continues to insinuate itself

into multitudes living in the outward profession of the re-

formed churches, what progress it makes, and what ground
it gets in our native country every day, I had rather bewail,

than relate. This I am compelled to say, that unless the

Lord in his infinite mercy lay an awe upon the hearts of men,
to keep them in some captivity to the simplicity and mys-

tery of the gospel, who now strive every day to exceed one

another in novel opinions, and philosophical apprehensions
of the things of God, I cannot but fear that this soul-destroy-

ing abomination, will one day break in as a flood upon us.

I shall only add something of the occasions and advan-

tages that these men took, and had, for the renewing and

propagation of their heresy, and draw to a close of this

discourse.

Not to speak of the general and more remote causes of

these and all other soul-destroying errors, or the darkness,

pride, corruption, and wilfulness of men; the craft, subtlety,

envy, and malice of Satan, the just revenging hand of God,

giving men up to a spirit of delusion, that they might believe

lies, because they delighted not in the truth, [ shall only re-

mark one considerable occasion, or stumbling-block at which

they fell, and drank in the poison, and one considerable ad-

vantage that they had for the propagation of what they had

so fallen into.

Their great stumbling-block I look upon to be the horri-

ble corruption and abuse of the doctrine of the Trinity in the

*
Palaeologus prfecipuus fuit ex Antefignanis illoram qui Christum nee invocan-

dum, nee adoranduin essehodie affirmant et interim tamen se Christianos esse inipu-
denter profitcntur, quo vix quidciuatn scfleslius in religione nostra depravanda ex-

cogitari posse existimo. Socin. Ad. Wiek. Ref. ad cap. 4. cap. 2. p. 42.
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writings of the schoolmen, and the practice of the devotion-

ists among the Papists. With what desperate boldness,

atheistical curiosity, wretched inquiries and babbling, the

schoolmen have polluted the doctrine of the Trinity, and

gone off from the simplicity of the gospel in this great mys-

tery, is so notoriously known, that I shall not need to trouble

you with instances for the confirmation of the observation.

This, the men spoken of (being the most, if not all of them

brought up in the Papacy) stumbled at. They saw the doc-

trine concerning that God whom they were to worship ren-

dered unintelligible, curious, intricate, involved in terms and

expressions, not only barbarous in themselves, and not used

in the Scripture, but insignificant, horrid, and remote from

the reason of men ; which, after some struggling, set them at

liberty from under the bondage of those notions : and when

they should have gone to the law and testimony for their

information, Satan turned them aside to their own reason-

ings and imaginations, where they stumbled and fell. And

yet of the forms and expressions of their schoolmen are the

Papists so zealous, as that whoever departs from them in any
kind is presently an Antitrinitarian heretic. The dealings of

Bellarmine, Genebrard, Possevine, and others, with Calvin,

are known : one instance may be taken of their ingenuity.

Bellarmine, in his book ' de Christo,' lays it to the charge of

Bullinger, that in his book 'de Scripturae etEcclesise autho-

ritate,' he wrote, that there were three persons in the Deity,
*non statu, sed gradu, non subsistentia, sed forma, non po-

testate, sed specie differentes ;'
on which he exclaims, that

the Arians themselves never spake more wickedly : and yet

these are the very words of Tertullian against Praxeas, which

I confess are warily to be interpreted. But by this their

measuring of truth by the forms received by tradition from

their fathers, neglecting and forsaking the simplicity of the

gospel, that many stumbled and fell is most evident.

Schluffelburgius,=' in his wonted respect and favour unto

y Notatu vero digaissimuni est hisce novis Arianis ad apostasiam seu Arianismutn

occasioneii) fuisse, doctrinam Calvinistarum, id quod ipsi Ariani baud obscure pro-

fess! sunt. Recitabo bujus rei exeiuplura lueniorabile de Adamo Neusero ante paucos
annos Ecclesiie Heidelbergensis ad S. S. primario pastore nobilissimo sacraraentario.

Hie ex Zvingliaiiismo per Arianismum ad Mabometisrauni usque, cum abis non pau-
cis Calvinistis ConstantinopoHn circuincisionem judaicam recipiens et veritatein ag-

nitam abnegans progressus est. Hie Adamus sequentia verba dedit Coustantinopol.

D. Gerlacbio Anno 1574. nuUus nostro tempore mibi actus factus est Arianus qui
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the Calvinists, tells us, that from them and their doctrine

was the occasion administered unto this new abomination ;

also, that never any turned Arian, but he was first a Calvi-

nist, which he seems to make good by a letter of Adam

Neuserius, who, as he saith, from a sacramentarian turned

Arian
;
and afterward a Mahometan, and was circumcised

at Constantinople,
' This man,' says he,

' in a letter from

Constantinople to doctor Gerlachius, tells him, that none

turned Arians but those that were Calvinists first
;
and there-

fore, he that would take heed of Arianism, had best beware

of Calvinism.' I am. very unwilling to call any man's credit

into question, who relates a matter of fact, unless undenia-

ble evidence enforce me, because it cannot be done without

an imputation of the foulest crime ;
I shall therefore but

take leave to ask,
1. What credit is to be given to the testimony of this

man, who upon Conradus's own report, was circumcised,

turned Mahometan and had wholly renounced the truth

which he once professed ? For my part, I should expect

from such a person nothing but what was maliciously con-

trived for the prejudice of the truth, and therefore suppose
he might raise this on purpose, to strengthen and harden

the Lutherans against the Calvinists, whom he hated most,

because that they professed the truth which he had re-

nounced, and that true knowledge of Christ and his will,

which now he hated
;
and this lie of his he looked on as an

expedient for the hardening of the Lutherans in their error,

and helping them with a stone to cast at the Calvinists.

2. Out of what kindness was it that this man bare to

Gerlachius, and his companions, that he gives them this

courteous admonition to beware of Calvinism ? Is it any
honour to Gerlachius, Conradus himself, or any other Lu-

theran, that an apostate, an abjurer of Christian, religion,

loved them better than he did the Calvinists? What person

this Adam Neuserus was, and what the end of him was, we

have an account given by Maresius from a manuscript his-

tory of Altingius. From Heidelberg, being suspected of

a conspiracy with one Sylvanus, who for it was put to death,

he fled into Poland, thence to Constantinople, where he

non antca fucrit Calvinista. Servetus, &c. igitiir qui sil)i timet ne incidat in Arianis-

raum, caveat Calvinisniuiu.

VOL. VIII. F



Ixvi THE PREFACE TO THE READER.

turned M'ahometan and was circumcised
;
and after awhile

fell into such miserable horror and despair, that with dread-

ful yellings and clamours, he died
;
so that the Turks them-

selves confess, that they never heard of a more horrid, de-

testable, and tragical end of any man. Whereupon they com-

monly called him Satan Ogli, or the son of the devil ; and
so much good may it do Conradus, with his witness.

3. But what occasion, I pray, does Calvinism give to

Arianism, that the one should be taken heed of, if we in-

tend to avoid the other? What offence doth it give to men

inquiring after the truth, to make them stumble on their

abominations? What doctrine doth it maintain that should

prepare them for it ? But no man is bound to burden him-

self with more than he can carry, and therefore, all such in-

quiries Schlusselburgius took no notice of.

The truth is, many of the persons usually instanced in,

as apostates from Calvinism to Arianism, were such, as

leaving Italy and other parts of the pope's dominion, came
to shelter themselves, where they expected liberty, and op-

portunity of venting their abomination among the reformed

churches, and joined themselves with them in outward pro-
fession

;
most of them, as afterward appeared, being tho-

roughly infected with the errors against the Trinity, and
about the Godhead, before they left the Papacy where they
stumbled and fell.

In the practice of the church, as it is called, wherein

they were bred, they nextly saw the horrible idolatry that

was countenanced in abominable pictures of the Trinity,
and the worship yielded to them, which strengthened and
fortified their minds against such gross conceptions of the

nature of God, as by those pictures were exhibited.

Hence when they had left the Papacy, and set up their

opposition to the blessed Trinity, in all their books they
still made mention of those idols and pictures, speaking of

them as the God of those that worshipped the Trinity ;
this

instance makes up a good part of their book ' De falsa et

vera cognitione Unius Dei, Patris, Filii, et Spiritus Sancti,'
written in the name of the ministers of the churches in Sar-

raatia, and Transylvania ;
a book full of reproach and blas-

phemies ;
but this, I say, was another occasion of stumbling

to those miserable wretches
; they knew what thoughts the
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men of their communication had of God, by the pictures
made of him, and the worship they yielded to them. They
knew how abhorrent to the very principles of reason it was,

that God should be such as by them represented ;
and

therefore, set themselves at liberty (or rather gave up them-

selves to the service of Satan) to find out another God whom

they might worship.
Neither are they a little confirmed to this day in their

errors by sundry principles, which under the Roman apos-

tacy got footing in the minds of men professing the name
of Jesus Christ; particularly they sheltered themselves

from the sword of the word of God, evidencing the Deity
of Christ, by ascribing to him divine adoration, by the shield

of the Papists' doctrine, that those who are not God by na-

ture, may be adored, worshipped, and invocated.

Now that to this day the Papists continue in the same

idolatry (to touch that by the way), I shall give you for your
refreshment a copy of verses or two, whose poetry does

much outgo the old,

O crux spes unica Hoc passionis tempore

Auge piis coiistantiam Reisque dona veniam.

and whose blasphemy comes not at all short of it. The

first is of Clarus Bonarous the Jesuit, lib. 3. Amphitrial.

Honor, lib. 3. cap. ult. ad divinam Hallensem et Puerum

Jesum, as followeth
;

Haereo lac inter meditans, interque cruorem
Inter delicias uberis et lateris.

Et dice (si forte oculos super ubcra tendo)
Diva parens mammae gaudia posco tu».

Sed dico (si deinde oculos in vulnera verto),
O Jesu lateris gandia malo tui.

Rem scio, prensabo si fas erit ubera dextra

L?eva prensabo vulnera si dabitur.

Lac raatris raiscere volo cum sanguine uati,

Non possem antidoto nobiliore frui.

Vulnera restituant turpem ulceribus mendicum
Testa cui saniem radere sola potest,

libera reficient Ismaeleni sitientera

Quern Sara non patitur, quern neque nutrit Agar.
Ista mi hi ad pesteiu, procul et procul expungcndani

Ista mihi ad longas evalitura febrcs.

Ira vomit flanimas sumatquc libidinis iEtna

Suffbcare queo sanguine, lacte queo.
Livor iiicxplela rubigine secvit in artus

Dctergere queo lacte, cruorc queo :

Vanus lionos me perpetua prurigine tentat

Exsaturarc queo sanguine, lacte queo.

Ergo parens et nate, meis advertite votis

Lac pcto, depcreo sanguincm, utruraque volo.

F 2
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O sitio tamen ! o vocetn sitisintercludit.

Nate cruore sitim comprime lacte parens.
Die raatri, meus hie frater sitit, optima tnater,

.Vis e fonte tuo promere, deque meo.
Die nato, tuus hie frater mi niellee fill

Captivus monstrat vincula, lytron liabes.

Ergo Redemptorem monstra tc jure vocari
Nbbilior reliquis si tibi sanguis inest.

Tuque parens monstra, malrera te jure vocari
Ubera si reliquis divitiora geris,

O quando lactabor ab ubere, vulnere pascar?

Deliciisque fruar, mamma latusque tuis.

The other is of Franciscus de Mendoza in viridaiio utri-

usque eruditionis, lib. 2. prob. 2. as ensueth,
Ubera me matris, nati me vulnera pascunt

Scilicet hffic anirai sunt niedicina niei.

Nam raihi dum lachrymas amor elicit ubera sugo
Rideat ut dulci niaestus amore dolor.

At me pertentant dum gaudia, vulnera lambo
Ut me laeta pic mista dolore juvent.

Vulnera sic nati, sic ubera sugo parentis
Secura; ut variee sint mihi forte vices.

Quis sine lacte precor, vel quis sine sanguine vivaf?

Lacte tuo gcnetrix, sanguine nate tuo.

Sit lac pro ambrosia, suavi pro nectare sanguis
Sic me perpetuum vulnus et uber alit.

And this their idolatry is objected to them by Socinus/
who marvels at the impudence of Bellarmine closing his

books of controversies (as is the manner of the men of that

society) with *
Laiis Deo, Virginique matri Marise

;' wherein,
as he says (and he says it truly), divine honour with God, is

ascribed to the blessed virgin.

The truth is, I see not any difference between that dedi-

cation of himself and his work, by Redemptus Baranzanus
the priest, in these words,

'

Deo, virginique matri, Sancto

Paulo, Bruno, Alberto, Redempto, Francisco, Clarse, Joannas,
Catharinse Senensi, divisque omnibus, quos peculiari cultu

honorare desidero, omnis meus labor consecratus sit/ (Ba-
ranzan. Nov. Opin, Physic. Diglad.) and that of the Athe-

nians, by the advice of Epimenides: QtoTg 'Atrmo-, KaVEvpioTrig,
KOI AijBvrig, 3"£(5 ayvuxTTCf) kuX !Siiv(jo : both of them being suit-

able to the council of Pythagoras :

*A&avaTou; fxh wpZra Stioik;, vofjicii oif ^tasuireti,

Tifxa ;tai itbBov ogxov 'itUBiQ' ri^aiaq ayavovi;.

Tot; TE xaTct^&oviot/; o"£^£ Saiixova;, hyioy.a pE^aiv,

T Hoc tantum dicam, cum nuper Bellarmini disputationum primum tomum evol-

verem, supra modum nic miralum fuisse, quod ad finem fere singularum controver-
siarura homo alioqui acutus ac sagax ea verba ant curaverit aut permiserit adscribi;
Laus Deo, Virginique Matri ; quibus verbis raanifeste Virgini Mariae divinus cultus,
aut ex asquo cum ipso Deo, aut certe secundum Deum exhibetur. Socin. ad Weik.

cap. 1. p. 22.
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Let them be sure to worship all sorts that they may not -

miss. And by these means, amongst others, hath an oc-

casion of stumbling and hardening been given to these poor
souls.

As to the propagation of their conceptions, they had

the advantage, not only of an unsettled time, as to the civil

government of the nations of the world, most kingdoms
and commonweals in Europe undergoing in that age consi-

derable mutations and changes (a season wherein commonly
the envious man hath taken opportunity to sow his tares);

but also men being set at liberty from the bondage under

which they were kept in the Papacy, and from making the

tradition of their fathers the rule of their worship and walk-

ings, were found indeed to have, upon abiding grounds, no

principles of religion at all
;
and therefore were earnest in

the inquiry after something that they might fix upon. What
to avoid they knew, but what to close withal, they knew
not. And therefore, it is no wonder, if among so many (I

may say) millions of persons, as in those days there were,

that fell off from the Papacy, some thousands perhaps (much
more scores) might in their inquirings, from an extreme of

superstition, run into another almost of atheism. Such was

the estate of things and men in those days, wherein Soci-

nianism, or the opposition to Christ of this latter edition,

set forth in the world. Among the many that were convinced

of the abominations of popery, before they were well fixed

in the truth, some were deceived by the'cunning sleight of

some few men, that lay in wait to deceive. What event and

issue and alike state and condition of things and persons,

have gone forth unto, in the places and days wherein we

live, is known to all. And that the saints of God may be

warned by these things, is this address to them. To what

hath been spoken, I had thought for a close of this discourse,

to have given an account of the learning that these men pro-

fess, and the course of their studies, of their way of dis-

puting, and the advantages they have therein ;
to have in-

stanced in some of their considerable sophisms, and subtle

depravations of Scripture ;
as also to have given a specimen

of distinctions and answers, which may be improved to the

discovering and sleighting of their fallacies, in the most im-

portant heads of religion : but being diverted by new and
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unexpected avocations, 1 shall refer these, and other consi-

derations, unto a prodromus for the use of younger students

who intend to look into these controversies.

And these are the persons with whom we have to deal ;

these their ways and progress in the world. I shall now

briefly subjoin some advantages they have had, something
of the way and method wherein they have proceeded for the

diffusing of their poison, with some general preservatives

against the infection, and draw to a close of this discourse.

1. At the first entrance upon their undertaking, some of

them made no small advantage in dealing with weak and un-

wary men, by crying out, that the terms of trinity, person,

essence, hypostatical union, communication of properties,

and the like were not found in the Scripture, and therefore

were to be abandoned.

With the colour of this plea, they once prevailed so far

on the churches in Transylvania, as that they resolved and

determined to abstain from the use of those words
;
but

they quickly perceived, that though the words were not of

absolute necessity to express the things themselves to the

minds of believers, yet they were so, to defend the truth from

the opposition and craft of seducers, and at length recovered

themselves by the advice of Beza;^ yea, and Socinus^ himself

doth not only grant, but prove, that in general this is not

to be imposed on men, that the doctrine they assert is con-

tained in Scripture in so many words, seeing it sufficeth

that the thing itself pleaded for, be contained therein. To
which purpose I desire the learned reader to peruse his

^ Nam ego quidem sic statuo, etsi non pendet aliunde rerum sacrarum Veritas

quam ab unico Dei verbo, et sedulo vitanda est nobis omnis
>cEvo<fiMvi'a

: tamen sub-

lato essentia et hypostaseaon discrirnine (quibuscunque tandem verbis utaris) et ab-

rogate ofxoova-M, vix ac ne vix quidem istorum blaspheinorum fraudes detegi, et errores

satis perspicue coargui posse. Nego quoque sublatis vocabulis naturse, proprietatis,

hypostatics; unionis, ISiMfytaraiv xoivovi'aj posse Nestorii et Eutichei blaspheinias com-
mode a quoquara refelli : qua in re si forte hs,llucinor, hoc age, nobis deraoiistret qui

potest, et nos ilium coronabimus. Beza. Epist. 81.
* Ais igitur adversus id quod a me affirniatum fuerat, in controversis dogmatibus

probandis, aut iraprobandis, necesse esse literam adt'erre, et id quod asseritur mani-

feste demonstrare : id quod asseritur manifeste denionstraii debere plane concedo ;

literam autem adferre necesse esse prorsus nego ; nie autem jure hoc facere id aperte
confirmat, quod quaedam dogmata in Christi ecclesia receptissiuia, non solum per

expressam literam non probantur, sed ipsam sibi contrariam liabent. Exempli causa,
inter omncs fere Christiani nominis homines receptissiinura est, Deum non habere

aliqua membra corporis, ut aures, oculos, naves, brachia, pedes, njanus, et tamen non
niodo expresse et literaliter (ut vocant) id scriptum in sacris libris non est : verum

etiam contrarium omnino passim diserte scriptum extat. Faust. Socin. Frag, dis-

put. de Ador. Christi cum Fran. David, cap. 10. p 59.
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words, seeing he gives an instance of what he speaks, some-

what opposite to a grand notion of his disciple, with whom
I have chiefly to do: yea, and the same'' person rejects the

plea of his companions, of the not express usage of the

terras wherein the doctrine of the Trinity is delivered in the

Scripture, as weak and frivolous. And tliis hath made me a

little marvel at the precipitate undigested conceptions of

some, who in the midst of the flames of Socinianism kind-

ling upon us on every side, would (contrary to the wis-

dom and practice of all antiquity, no one assembly in the

world excepted) tie us up to a form of confession composed
of the bare words of the Scripture in the order wherein they
are there placed. If we profess to believe that Christ is God
blessed for ever, and the Socinians tell us, true

;
but he is

a God by office, not by nature ;
is it not lawful for us to say,

nay; but he is God of the same nature, substance, and es-

sence with his Father? If we shall say that Christ is God,
one with the Father, and the Sabellians shall tell us, true

;

they are every way one, and in all respects, so that the

whole Deity was incarnate ;
is it not lawful for us to tell

them, that though he be one in nature and essence with his

Father, yet he is distinct from him in person ? and the like

instances may be given for all the expressions wherein the

doctrine of the blessed Trinity is delivered. The truth is, we
have sufficient ground for these expressions in the Scripture,
as to the words, and not only the things signified by them :

the nature of God we have. Gal. iv. 8. the person of the

Father and the Son distinct from it, Heb. i. 3. the essence

of God, Exod. iii. 14. Rev. i. 4. the Trinity, 1 John v. 7.

the Deity, Col. ii. 9.

2. Their whole business in all their books and disputa-

tions, is to take upon themselves the parts of answerers; so

cavilling and making exceptions, not careing at all what be-

comes of any thing in religion, so they may with any colour

avoid the arguments wherewith they are pressed. Hence
almost all theirbooks, unless it be some few short catechisms

^ Simile quod affeis de vocabulis essentisB, et pcrsonarum a nobis repudiatis, quia
in Sanctis Uteris non inveniantur, non rst adinittondum, ncniiiii eniiii vere cordato

persuadebilis id (juod per ca vocabuli advcrsarii siguificare vohicruiit, idcirco repu-
diandum esse, quia ipsa vocabula scripta non inveniantur, inio quicunque ex nobis

liac rationc sunt usi, suspectani apud noniiullos, alioquiu ingenio, el eruditionc pra;-

stantes vires, causani nostram reddidere. Idem, ubi sup. p. 6Si.
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and confessions, are only answers and exceptions to other

men's writings. Beside the fragments of a catechism or two,

Socinus himself wrote very little but of this kind
;
so do the

rest. How heavy and dull they are in asserting, may be

seen in Volkelius's institution ; and here, whilst they es-

cape their adversaries, they are desperately bold in their in-

terpretations of Scripture. Though for the most part it suf-

fices, that what is urged against them is not the sense of

the place, though they themselves can assign no sense at all

to it. I could easily give instances in abundance to make

good this observation concerning them, but 1 shall not men-

tion what must necessarily be insisted on, in the ensuing
discourse. Their answers are,

* this may otherwise be ex-

pounded ;
it may otherwise be understood ;

the word may
have another signification in another place.'

3. Their greatest triumphs which they set up in their

own conceits are, when by any ways they possess themselves

of any usual maxim that passes current amongst men, being-

applied to finite, limited, created things, or any acknowledged
notion in philosophy, and apply it to the infinite, uncreated,

essence of God. Than which course of proceeding nothing
indeed can be more absurd, foolish, and contrary to sound

reason. That God and man, the creator and creature, that

which is absolutely infinite and independent, and that which

is finite, limited, and dependent, should be measured by the

same rules, notions, and conceptions, unless it be by way of

eminent analogy, which will not farther their design at all,

is most fond and senseless. And this one observation is suf-

ficient to arm us against all their profound disputes about

essence, personality, and the like.

4. Generally, as we said, in the pursuit of their design,

and carrying it on, they begin in exclaiming against the

usual words wherein the doctrines they oppose are taught
and delivered. They are not Scripture expressions, &c. for

the things themselves, they do not oppose them
;
but they

think them not so necessary as some suppose. Having got
some ground by this on the minds ofmen, great stress is im-

mediately laid on this, that a man may be saved though he

believe not the doctrine of the Trinity, the satisfaction of

Christ, &,c. so that he live holily, and yield obedience to

the precepts of Christ
;
so that it is mere madness and folly
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to break love and communion about such differences. By
this engine I knew not long since a choice society of Chris-

tians, through the cunning sleights of one lying in wait to de-

ceive, disturbed, divided, broken, and in no small part of it

infected. If they once get this advantage, and have there-

by weakened the love and valuation of the truth with any ;

they generally, through the righteous judgment of God,

giving up men of light and vain spirits to the imaginations
of their own hearts, overthrow their faith, and lead them cap-
tive at their pleasure.

5. I thought to have insisted in particular, on their par-
ticular ways of insinuating their abominations, of the baits

they lay, the devices they have, their high pretences to rea-

son, and holiness in their lives, or honesty ; as also to have

evinced by undeniable evidences, that there are thousands

in the Papacy, and among the reformed churches, that

are wholly baptized into their vile opinions and infidelity,

though for the love of their temporal enjoyments, which are

better to them than their religion, they profess it not.

As also how this persuasion of theirs hath been the great

door, whereby the flood of atheism which is broken in upon
the world, and which is almost professed by them who would
be accounted the wits of the times, is come in upon the na-

tions : farther, to have given general answers and distinc-

tions applicable to the most, if not all of the considerable

arguments, and objections wherewith they impunge the truth.

But referring all these to my general considerations, for tlie

study of controversies in divinity ;
with some observations

that may be preservatives against their poison, I shall speed-

ily acquit you from the trouble of this address. Give me
leave then in the last place (though unfit and unworthy), to

give some general cautions to my fellow-labourers and stu-

dents in divinity, for the freeing our souls from being tainted

with these abominations, and I have done,

1. Hold fast the form of wholesome words and sound doc-

trine : know that there are other ways of peace and accom-
modation with dissenters, than by letting go the least par-
ticle of truth. When men should accommodate their own
hearts to love and peace, they must not double with their

souls, and accommodate the truth of the gospel to other

men's imaginations : perhaps some will suggest great things
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of going a middle way in divinity between dissenters
;
but

what is the issue for the most part of such proposals ? After

they have by their middle ways raised no less contentions, than

was before between the extremes (yea, when things before

were in some good measure allayed), the accommodators

themselves, through an ambitious desire to make good, and
defend their own expedients, are insensibly carried over to

the party and extreme, to whom they thought to make a con-

descension unto
;
and by endeavouring to blanch their opini-

ons to make them seem probable they are engaged to the

defence of their consequences, before they are aware. Ami-
raldus (whom I look upon as one of the greatest wits of these

days) will at present go a middle way between the churches

of France, and the Arminians
;
what hath been the issue ?

Among the churches, divisions, tumult, disorder; among
the professors and ministers, revilings, evil surmisings ;

to

the whole body of tke people, scandals and offences
;
and

in respect of himself, evidence of daily approaching nearer

to the Arminian party, until, as one of them saith of him, he

is not far from their kingdom of heaven. But is this all ? nay,
but Grotius, Episcopius,*^ Curcellseus, &c. (quanta nomina)
with others, must go a middle way to accommodate with

the Socinians, and all that will not follpv,' are rigid men, that

by any means will defend the opinions they are fallen upon.
The same plea is made by others for accommodation with

the Papists, and still moderation, the middle way, condescen-

sion, are cried up. I can freely say, that I know not that

man in England, who is willing to go farther in forbear-

ance, love, and communion with all that fear God, and hold

the foundation than I am
;
but that this is to be done upon

other grounds, principles, and ways, by other means and

expedients, than by a condescension from the exactness

of the least apex of gospel truth, or by an accommodation
of doctrines by loose and general terms, I have elsewhere

sufficiently declared. Let no man deceive you with vain pre-
tences

;
hold fast the truth as it is in Jesus, part not with

one iota, and contend for it, when called thereunto.

2. Take heed of the snare of Satan in affecting eminency

'
Quotquot hactenus tlieologica tractarunt, id sibi negotii crediderunt solum dari,

ut (juaia give sors illis obtulerat, sive judicio amplexi eraiit sentuntiani, totis illam vi-

ribus tuercntur. Curccllaeus prEt'at. ad opera Episcop.
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by singularity. It is good to strive to excel, and to go be-

fore one another in knowledge and in light, as in holiness

and obedience. To do this in the road is difficult. Ahi-

maaz had not outrun Cushi, but that he took a by-path.

Many finding it impossible to emerge unto any considera-

tion, by walking in the beaten path of truth (all parts of

divinity, all ways of handling it, being carried already to such

an height and excellency, that to make any considerable im-

provement requires great pains, study, and an insight into

all kind of learning), and not yet able to conquer the itch

of being accounted rlvsg fxiyaXoi, turn aside into by-ways,
and turn the eyes of all men to them, by scrambling over

hedge and ditch, when the sober traveller is not at all re-

garded.
The Roman historian, giving an account of the degene-

racy of eloquence, after it once came to its height in the time

of Cicero, fixeth on this as the most probable reason. 'Dif-

ficile in perfecto mora est
; naturaliterque quod procedere

non potest, recedit; et ut ad consequendos quos priores du-

cimus accedimus : ita ubi prseteriri, aut sequari eos posse

desperamus, studium cum spe segnescit, et quod assequi
non potest, sequi desinit; et velut occupatam relinquens

materiam, quserit novam : prseteritoque eo in quo eminere non

possumus, aliquid in que nitamur conquserimus ; sequiturque
ut frequens ac mobilis transitus maximum perfecti operis

impedimentum sit.' Paterc. Hist. Rom. lib.

I wish some such things may not be said of the doc-

trine of the reformed churches. It was not long since raised

to a great height of purity in itself, and perspicuity in the

way of its delivery ;
but'' athletic constitutions are seldom

permanent: men would not be content to walk after others,

and finding they could not excel what was done, they have

given over to imitate it, or to do any thing in the like kind
;

and therefore, neglecting that v/herein they could not be emi-

nent, they have taken a course to have something peculiar,

wherein to put forth their endeavours. Let us then watch

against this temptation, and know that a man may be higher
than his brethren, and yet be but a Saul.

•• 'Ev roia-e yufAvas-rmoirtv ai lit' axpov Eue^ittf, ff^aKi^ai, nv h rai
£iry(^a,Tci>

laxnv' ov ya^
Si/vaVTat /xEVEiv £v T« (ivriai oiiie aT^E^iEiv Ittei Se ovk ar^e/xioua-iv ouSe -ri Ji/vavrai etti to

BeXtiov ETTiJiSgWi, ^El7rETctt Itti TO
j^E^pov. Hijjocrat. Aplioris. lib. 1. sect. 11.
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3. Let not any attempt dealing with these men, that is

not in some good measure furnished with those kinds of li-

terature, and those common arts, wherein they excel; as

first, the knowledge of the tongues, wherein the Scripture
is written

; namely, the Hebrew and Greek. He that is not

in some measure acquainted with these, will scarcely make

thorough work in dealing with them. There is not a word,
nor scarce a letter in a word (if I may so speak), which they
do not search, and toss up and down

;
not an expression

which they pursue not through the whole Scripture, to see

if any place will give countenance to the interpretation of

it, which they embrace. The curious use of the Greek ar-

ticles, which, as Scaliger calls them, are 'loquacissimse gen-
tis flabellum,' is their great covert against the arguments for

the Deity of Christ: their disputes about the Hebrew words,
wherein the doctrine of the satisfaction of Christ is delivered

in the Old Testament, the ensuing treatise will in part ma-
nifest. Unless a man can debate the use of words with

them in the Scripture, and by instances from other approved
authors, it will be hard so to enclose or shut them up, but

that they will make way to evade and escape. Press them

with any testimony of Scripture, if to any one word of the

testimony, whereon the sense of the whole in any measure

depends, they can except that in another place that word in

the original hath another signification; and therefore, it is

not necessary that it should here signify as you urge it, un-

less you are able to debate the true meaning and import of

the word with them, they suppose they have done enough
to evade your testimony. And no less, nextly, are the com-
mon arts of logic and rhetoric wherein they exercise them-

selves: among all Socinus's works there is none more per-

nicious, than the little treatise he wrote about sophisms,
wherein he labours to give instances of all manner of sophis-
tical arguments, in those which are produced for the con-

firmation of the doctrine of the blessed Trinity.

He that would reinforce those arguments, and vindicate

them from his exceptions, and the entanglements cast upon
them, without some considerable acquaintance with the prin-

ciples of logic, and artificial rules of argumentation, will find

himself at a loss : besides, of all men in the world in their

argumentations they are most sophistical. It is seldom that
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they urge any reason, or give any exception, wherein they
conclude not * a particular! ad universale,' or 'ab indefinite ad

universale, exclusive,' or 'ab aliquo statu Christi ad omnem,'
or *ab oeconomia Trinitatis ad Theologian! Deitatis,' or *ab

usu vocis alicubi' to
'

ubique.' As Christis a man, therefore not

God
;
he is the servant of the Father, therefore not of the

same nature
;
and the like instances may be given in abund-

ance : from which kind of arguing he will hardly extricate

himself, who is ignorant of the rudiments of logic. The

frequency of figurative expressions, which they make use of

to their advantage in the Scripture, requires the knowledge
of rhetoric also, in him that will deal with them, to any good

purpose. A good assistance (in the former of these especial-

ly) is given to students by Keslerus,
* in examine Logicae, Me-

taphysicse, et Physicse Photinianae.' The pretended maxims
also which they insist on from the civil law, in the business

of the satisfaction of Christ, which are especially urged by
Socinus, and Crellius in his defence against Grotius, will

make him who shall engage with them, see it necessary in

some measure to be acquainted with the principles of that

faculty and learning also.

With those who are destitute of these, the great Spirit of

truth is an abundantly sufficient preserver from all the cun-

ning sleights of men that lie in wait to deceive. He can give
them to believe and suffer for the truth

;
but that they should at

any time look upon themselves as called to read the books,

or dispute with the men of these abominations, I can see no

ground.
4. Always bear in mind the gross figments that they seek

to assert and establish in the room of that, which they cun-

ningly and subtilely oppose. Remember that the aim of

their arguments against the Deity of Christ, and the blessed

Trinity, is to set up two true Gods, the One so by nature,

the other made so
;
the one God in his own essence, the

other a God from him by office
;
that was a man, is a spirit,

and shall cease to be a God. And some farther account

hereof you will meet with in the close of the ensuing
treatise.

5. Diligent, constant, serious reading, studying, medi-

tating on the Scriptures, with the assistance and directions

of all the rules and advantages for the right understanding
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of them, which by the observation and diligence of many
worthies, we are furnished withal, accompanied with con-

tinual attendance on the throne of grace, for the presence of

the Spirit of truth with us to lead us into all truth, and to

increase his anointing of us day by day, shining into our

hearts to give us the *

knowledge of the glory of God, in the

face of Jesus Christ;' is, as for all other things in the course

of our pilgrimage and walking with God, so for our preser-
vation against these abominations, and the enabling of us to

discover their madness, and answer their objections, of in-

dispensible necessity. ApoUos, who was mighty in the Scrip-

tures, Acts xviii. 24. did mightily convince the gainsaying
Jews ; ver. 28. Neither in dealing with these men is there any
better course in the world, than in a good order and method

to multiply testimonies against them, to the same purpose.

For, whereas they have shifts in readiness to every particular,

and hope to darken a single star, when they are gathered
into a constellation, they send out a glory and brightness
which they cannot stand before. Being engaged myself
once in a public dispute about the satisfaction of Christ, I

took this course, in a clear and evident coherence, producing

very many testimonies to the confirmation of it
;
which to-

gether gave such an evidence to the truth, that one who
stood by, instantly aflirmed, that there was enough spoken
to stop the mouth of the devil himself. And this course in

the business of the Deity and satisfaction of Christ, will

certainly be triumphant. Let us then labour to have our

senses abundantly exercised in the word, that we may be

able to discern between good and evil, and that not by stu-

dying the places themselves that are controverted, but by a

diligent search into the whole mind and will of God, as re-

vealed in the word, wherein the sense is given in to humble

souls, with more life, power, evidence of truth, and is more
effectual for the begetting of faith and love to the truth,

than in a curious search after the annotations of men upon

particular places. And truly I must needs say, that I know
not a more deplorable mistake in the studies of divines,

both preachers and others, than their diversion from an im-

mediate direct study of the Scriptures themselves, unto the

studying of commentators, critics, scholiasts, annotators,

and the like helps, which God in his good providence making
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use of the abilities, and sometimes the ambition, and ends

of men, hath furnished us withal. Not that I condemn the

use and study of them, which I wish men were more diligent

in, but desire pardon if I mistake, and do only surmise by
the experience of my own folly for many years, that many
which seriously study the things of God, do yet rather

make it their business to inquire after the sense of other

men on the Scriptures, than to search studiously into them

themselves.

6. That direction in this kind, which with me is instar om-

nium, is, for a diligent endeavour to have the power of the

truths professed and contended for, abiding upon our hearts,

that we may not contend for notions
;
but what we have a

practical acquaintance within our own souls. When the

heart is cast, indeed, into the mould of the doctrine that the

mind embraceth
;
when the evidence and necessity of the

truth abides in us
;
when not the sense of the words only is

in our heads, but the sense of the things abides in our

hearts
;
when we have communion with God in the doctrine

we contend for; then shall we be garrisoned by the grace of

God against all the assaults of men. And without this, all

our contending is as to ourselves, of no value. What am I

the better, if I can dispute that Christ is God, but have no

sense or sweetness in my heart from hence, that he is a God
in covenant withmy soul? What will it avail me to evince by
testimonies and arguments, that he hath made satisfaction

for sin, if through my unbelief the wrath of God abides on

me, and I have no experience of my own being made the

righteousness of God in him ? If I find not in my standing
before God, the excellency of having ray sins imputed to

him, and his righteousness imputed to me
;
will it be any ad-

vantage to me in the issue, to profess and dispute that God
works the conversion of a sinner, by the irresistible grace of

his Spirit, if I was never acquainted experimentally with the

deadness and utter impotency to good, that opposition to

the law of God which is in my own soul by nature, with the

efficacy of the exceeding greatness of the power of God in

quickening, enlightening, and bringing forth the fruits of

obedience in me ? It is the power of truth in the heart alone,
that will make us cleave unto it indeed, in an hour of temp-
tation. Let us then not think that we are any thing the
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better for our conviction of the truths of the great doctrines

of the gospel, for which we contend with these men, unless

we find the power of the truths abiding in our own hearts,

and have a continual experience of their necessity and ex-

cellency, in our standing before God and our communion
with him.

7. Do not look upon these things, as things afar off,

wherein you are little concerned. The evil is at the door ;

there is not a city, a town, scarce a village in England,
wherein some of this poison is not poured forth. Are not

the doctrines of free will, universal redemption, apostacy
from grace, mutability of God, of denying the resurrection

of the dead, with all the foolish conceits of many about God
and Christ in this nation, ready to gather to this head.

Let us not deceive ourselves
;
Satan is a crafty enemy.

He yet hovers up and down in the lubricous vain imagi-
nations of a confused multitude, whose tongues are so di-

vided that they understand not one. the other. I dare boldly

say, that if ever he settle to a stated opposition to the gos-

pel, it will be in Socinianism. The Lord rebuke him, he is

busy in, and by many, where little notice is taken of him.

But of these things thus far.

A particular account of the cause and reasons of my en-

gagement in this business, with what I have aimed at in the

ensuing discourse, you will find given in my epistle to the

University ;
so that the same things need not here also be

delivered. The confutation of Mr. Biddle's and Smalcius's

catechism, commonly called the '

Racovian,' with the vin-

dication of all the texts of Scripture, giving testimony to the

Deity of Christ throughout the Old and New Testament,

from the perverse gloss and interpretations put upon them

by Hugo Grotius, in his annotations on the Bible, with

those also which concern his satisfaction, and on the occa-

sion hereof the confirmation of the most important truths

of the Scripture, about the nature of God, the person of

Christ and the Holy Ghost, the offices of Christ, &c. hath

been in my design. With what mind and intention, with

what love to the truth, with what dependance on God for

his presence and assistance, with what earnestness of sup-

plication to enjoy the fruit of the promise of our dear Lord

Jesus, to lead me into all* truth by his blessed Spirit, I have
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have gone through this work, the Lord knows. I only know
that in every particular I have come short of my duty therein,

that a review of my paths and pains would yield me very
little refreshment, but that I know in whom I have believed,

and am persuaded, 'that even concerning this also, he will

remember me for good, and spare me according to the great-

ness of his mercy.' And whatever becomes of this weak en-

deavour before the Lord, yet 'he hath made with me an ever-

lasting covenant, ordered in all things and sure
;
and this

is all my salvation, and all my desire, although he make it

not to grow :' what is performed is submitted humbly to the

to the judgment of them to whom this address is made.

About the thoughts of others, or any such, as by envy, in-

terest, curiosity, or faction, may be swayed or biassed, I am
not solicitous. If any benefit redound to the saints of the

Most High, or any that belong to the purpose of God's love

be advantaged, enlightened, or built up in their most holy
faith in the least, by what is here delivered, I have my re-

ward.

VOL. VI n. o





MR. BIDDLE'S PREFACE
TO HIS

CATECHISM.

1 HAVE often wondered and complained that there was no
catechism yet extant (that I could ever see or hear of),

from whence one might learn the true grounds of the Chris-

tian religion, as the same is delivered in the Holy Scripture ;

all catechisms generally being so stuffed with the sup-

posals and traditions of men, that the least part of them is

derived from the word of God. For when councils, convo-

cations, and assemblies of divines, justling the sacred writers

out of their place in the church, had once framed articles

and confessions of faith, according to their own fancies and

interests, and the civil magistrate had by his authority rati-

fied the same, all catechisms were afterward fitted to those

articles and confessions, and the Scripture either wholly
omitted, or brought in only for a shew, not one quotation

amongst many being a whit to the purpose, as will soon ap-

pear to any man of judgment, who taking into his hand the

said catechisms, shall examine the texts alledged in them :

for if he do this diligently and impartially, he will find the

Scripture, and those catechisms to be at so wide a distance

one from another, that he will begin to question whether the

catechists gave any heed at all to what they wrote, and did

not only themselves refuse to make use of their reason, but

presume that their readers also would do the same. In how
miserable a condition, then, as to spiritual things, must

Christians generally needs be, when thus trained up, not, as

the apostle adviseth, 'in the nurture and admonition of the

Lord,' but in the snpposals and traditions of men, having
little or no assurance touching the reality of their religion !

Which some observing, and not having the happiness to light

upon the truth, have quite abandoned all piety whatsoever,

thinkinof there is no firm c:round whereon to build the same.

To prevent which mischief in time to come, by bringing men
G 2
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to a certainty (I mean such men as own the divine authority
of the Scripture), and withal to satisfy the just and pious
desires of many, who would fain understand the truth of our

religion, to the end they might not only be built up them-

selves, but also instruct their children and families in the

same, I have here (according to the understanding I have

gotten by continual meditation on the word of God) com-

piled a Scripture catechism, wherein I bring the reader to a

sure and certain knowledge of the chiefest things pertaining
both to belief and practice, whilst I myself assert nothing

(as others have done before me), but only introduce the

Scripture faithfully uttering its own assertions, which all

Christians confess to be of undoubted truth. Take heed

therefore whosoever thou art that lightest on this book, and

there readest things quite contrary to the doctrines that

pass current amongst the generality of Christians (for I

confess most of the things here displayed, have such a ten-

dency), that thou fall not foul upon them, for thou canst not

do so without falling foul upon the Holy Scripture itself,

inasmuch as all the answers throughout the whole catechism

are faithfully transcribed out of it, and rightly applied to

the questions, as thou thyself mayest perceive if thou make
a diligent inspection into the several texts with all their

circumstances. Thou wilt perhaps here reply^that the texts

which I have cited do indeed in the letter hold forth such

things as are contrary to the doxitrines commonly received

amongst Christians, but they ought to have a mystical or

figurative interpretation put upon them, and then both the

doctrines and the texts of Scripture will suit well enough.
To which I answer, that if we once take this liberty to im-

pose our mystical or figurative interpretations on the Scrip-

ture, without express warrant of the Scripture itself, we
shall have no settled belief, but be liable continually to be

turned aside by any one that can invent a new mystical

meaning of the Scripture, there being no certain rule to

judge of such meanings, as there is of the literal ones : nor

is there any error, how absurd and impious soever, but

may on such terms be accorded with the Scripture. All

the abominable idolatries of the Papists, all the super-
stitious fopperies of the Turks, all the licentious opinions
and practices of the Ranters, may by this means be not only
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palliated, but defended by the word of God. Certainly

might we of our own heads figuratively interpret the Scrip-

ture, when the letter is neither repugnant to our senses, nor

to the scope of the respective texts, nor to a greater number
of plain texts to the contrary; (for in such cases we must of

necessity admit figures in the sacred volume, as well as we
do in profane ones, otherwise both they and it will clash

with themselves, or with our senses, which the Scripture
itself intimates to be of infallible certainty, see 1 John i. 2, 3.)

might we, I say, at our pleasure impose our figures and alle-

gories on the plain words of God, the Scripture wovild in

very deed be, what some blasphemously affirm it to be,
' a

nose of wax.' For instance
;
it is frequently asserted in the

Scripture, that God hath a similitude or shape, hath his place
in the heavens, hath also affections or passions, as love,

hatred, mercy, anger, and the like
;
neither is any thing to

the contrary delivered there, unless seemingly in certain

places, which neither for number nor clearness are compa-
rable unto those of the other side. Why now should I

depart from the letter of the Scripture in these particulars,
and boldly affirm with the generality of Christians (or

rather, with the generality of such Christians only, as being
conversant with the false philosophy that reigneth in the

schools, have their understandings perverted with wrong
notions), that God is without a shape, in no certain place,
and incapable of affections ? Would not this be to use the

Scripture like a nose of wax, and when of itself it looketh

any way, to turn it aside at our pleasure ? And would not

God be so far from speaking to our capacity in his word

(which is the usual refuge of the adversaries, when in these

and the like matters concerning God, they are pressed with

the plain words of the Scripture), as that he would by so

doing render us altogether incapable of finding out his

meaning, whilst he spake one thing, and understood the

clean contrary ? Yea, would he not have taken the direct

course to make men substitute an idol in his stead (for the

adversaries hold, that to conceive of God as having a shape,
or affections, or being in a certain place, is idolatry), if he

described himself in the Scripture otherwise than indeed he

is, without telling us so much in plain terms, that we might
not conceive amiss of him? Thus we see, that when sleep,
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which plainly argueth weakness and imperfection, had been

ascribed to God, Psal. xliv. 23. the contrary is said of him,
Psal. cxxi. 4. Again, when weariness had been attributed

to him, Isa. i. 14. the same ia expressly denied of him,
Isa. xl. 28. And would not God, think ye, have done the

like in those forementioned things, were the case the same
in them as in the others ? This consideration is so pressing,
that a certain author (otherwise a very learned and intelligent

man) perceiving the weight thereof, and not knowing how
to avoid the same, took vip (though very unluckily) one

erroneous tenet to maintain another, telling us in a late

book of his entitled Conjectura Cabalistica,
' that for Moses,

by occasion of his writings, to let the Jews entertain a con-

ceit of God as in human shape, was not any more a way to

bring them into idolatry, than by acknowledging man to.

be God, as (saith he) our religion does in Christ.' How can

this consist even with consonancy to his own principles,
whilst he holds it to be false that God hath any shape, but

true that Christ is God ? For will a false opinion of God
no sooner lead men into idolatry, than a true opinion of

Christ? But it is no marvel, that this author, and other

learned men with him, entertain such conceits of God and

Christ as are repugnant to the current of the Scripture,

whilst they set so high a rate on the sublime, indeed, but

uncertain notions of the Platonists, and in the meantime

slight the plain but certain letter of the sacred writers, as

being far below the Divine Majesty and written only to com-

ply with the rude apprehensions of the vulgar, unless by a

mystical interpretation they be screwed up to Platonism.

This is the stone at which the pride of learned men hath

caused them continually to stumble
; namely, to think that

they can speak more wisely and worthily of God, than he

hath spoken of himself in his word. This hath brought that

more than Babylonish confusion of language into the

Christian religion, whilst men have framed those horrid and

intricate expressions, under the colour of detecting and ex-

cluding heresies, but in truth to put a baffle on the sim-

plicity of the Scripture, and usher in heresies, that so they

might the more easily carry on their worldly designs, which

could not be eifected but through the ignorance of the peo-

ple ;
nor the people brought into ignorance, but by wrapping
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up religion in such monstrous terms, as neither the people
nor they themselves that invented them (or at least took

them from the invention of others) did vmderstand. Where-

fore there is no possibility to reduce the Christian religion

to its primitive integrity ;
a thing, though much pretended,

yea, boasted of, in reformed churches, yet never hitherto sin-

cerely endeavoured much less effected (in that men have by
severe penalties been hindered to reform religion beyond
such a stint as that of Luther, or at most that of Calvin),

but by cashiering those many intricate terms and devised

forms of speaking imposed on our religion, and by wholly

betaking ourselves to the plainness of the Scripture. For

I have long since observed (and find my observation to be

true and certain), that when to express matters of religion,

men make use of words and phrases unheard of in the

Scripture, they slily under them couch false doctrines, and

obtrude them on us : for without question the doctrines

of the Scripture can be so aptly explained in no language
as that of the Scripture itself. Examine therefore the ex-

pressions of God's being infinite and incomprehensible, of his

being a simple act, of his subsisting in three persons, or

after a threefold manner, of a divine circumincession, of

an eternal generation, of an eternal procession, of an in-

carnation, of an hypostatical union, of a communication of

properties, of the mother of God, of God dying, of God
made man, of transubstantiation, of consubstantiation, of

original sin, of Christ's taking; our nature on him, of Christ's

making satisfaction to God for our sins, both past, present
and to come, of Christ's fulfilling the law for us, of Christ's

being punished by God for us, of Christ's merits, or his

meritorious obedience both active and passive, of Christ's

purchasing the kingdom of heaven for us, of Christ's en-

during the wrath of God, yea, the pains of a damned man, of

Christ's rising from the dead by his own power, of the

ubiquity of Christ's body, of apprehending and applying
Christ's righteousness to ourselves by faith, of Christ's being
our surety, of Christ's paying our debts, of our sins imputed
to Christ, of Christ's righteousness imputed to us, of

Christ's dying to appease the wrath of God, and reconcile

him to us, of infused grace, of free grace, of the world of the

elect, of irresistible workings of the Spirit in bringing men
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to believe, of carnal reason, of spiritual desertions, of spi-
ritual incomes, of the outgoings of God, of taking up the

ordinance, &.c. and thou shalt find, that as these forms of

speech are not owned by the Scripture, so neither the things
contained in them. How excellent therefore was that advice

of Paul to Timothy in his second epistle to him, chap. i. 13.
' Hold fast the form of sound words which thou hast heard

of me, in faith and love which is in Christ Jesus V For if we
O'nce let go those forms of sound words learned from the

apostles, and take up such as have been coined by others in

succeeding ages, we shall together part with the apostles'

doctrine, as woful experience hath taught us. For after

Constantine the great, together with the council of Nice,
had once deviated from the language of the Scripture, in the

business touching the son of God, calling him co-essential

with the Father, this opened a gap for others afterward,

under, a pretence of guarding the truth from heretics, to

devise new terms at pleasure, which did by degrees so vitiate

the chastity and simplicity of our faith delivered in the

Scripture, that there hardly remained so much as one point
thereof sound and entire. So that as it was wont to be

disputed in the schools, whether the old ship of Theseus

(which had in a manner been wholly altered at sundry times

by the accession of new pieces of timber upon the decay of

the old) were the same ship it had been at first, and not

rather another by degrees substituted in the stead thereof:

in like manner there was so much of the primitive truth

worn away by the corruption that did by little and little

overspread the generality of Christians, and so many errors

in stead thereof tacked to our religion at several times, that

one might justly question whether it were the same religion
with that which Christ and his apostles taught, and not

another since devised by men, and put in the room thereof.

But thanks be to God through our Lord Jesus Christ, who,
amidst the universal corruption of our religion, hath pre-
served his written word entire (for had men corrupted it, they
would have made it speak more favourably in behalf of their

lusts and worldly interests, than it doth), which word, if we
with diligence and sincerity pry into, resolving to embrace
the doctrine that is there plainly delivered, though all the

world should set itself against us for so doing, we shall
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easily discern the truth, and so be enabled to reduce our

religion to its first principles. For thus much I perceive

by mine own experience, who being otherwise of no great

abilities, yet setting myself with the aforesaid resolution for

sundry years together upon an impartial search of the

Scripture, have not only detected many errors, but here pre-
sented the readers with a body of religion, exactly trans-

cribed out of the word God
;
which body, whosoever shall

well ruminate and digest in his mind, may, by the same me-
thod wherein I have gone before him, make a farther in-

quiry into the oracles of God, and draw forth whatsoever

yet lies hid, and being brought to light, will tend to the ac-

complishment of godliness amongst us, for at this only all

the Scripture aimeth. The Scripture, which all men who
have thoroughly studied the same, must of necessity be

enamoured with as breathing out the mere wisdom of God,
and being the exactest rule of a holy life (which all religions
whatsoever confess to be the way unto happiness) that can

be imagined, and whose divinity will never even to the

world's end be questioned by any, but such as are unwilling
to deny their worldly lusts, and obey the pure and perfect

precepts thereof. Which obedience, whosoever shall perform,
he shall not only in the life to come, but even in this life

be equal unto angels.

JOHN BIDDLE.

MR. BIDDLE'S PREFACE
BRIEFLY EXAMINED.

In the entrance of Mr. B.'s preface he tells the reader, very

modestly,
' that he could never yet see or hear of a catechism,

(although I presume he had seen, or heard at least of one or

two written by Faustus Socinus, though not completed ;
of

one by Valentine Smalcius, commonly called the ' Racovian

Catechism,' from whence many of his questions and answers

are taken
;
and of an exposition of the articles of faith in the

creed, called the apostle's, in way of catechism, by Jonas

Schlichtingius, published in French, anno 1 646
;
in Latin, anno

1651) from whence the true grounds of Christian religion
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mip;ht be learned, as it is delivered in Scripture ;'
and there-

fore, doubtless, all Christians have cause to rejoice at the

happy product of Mr. B.'s pains, wherewith he now acquaints
them (ushered in with this modest account), whereby at

length they may knovv' their own religion, wherein as yet

they have not been instructed to any purpose. And the

reason of this is, because '
all other catechisms are stuffed

with many supposals and traditions, the least part of them

being derived from the word of God,' Mr. B. being judge.
'And this is the common language of his companions, com-

paring themselves and their own writings with those of other

men. The common language they delight in is,
'

though
Christians have hitherto thought otherwise.'

Whether we have reason to stand to this determination,

and acquiesce in this censure and sentence, the ensuing con-

siderations of what Mr. B. substitutes in the room of those

catechisms which he here rejects, will evince and manifest.

But to give countenance to this humble entrance into his

work, he tells his reader, 'that councils, convocations, and

assemblies of divines have justled out the Scripture, and

framed confessions of faith according to their own fancies

and interests, getting them confirmed by the civil magis-
trate

; according unto which confessions, all catechisms are

and have been framed without any regard to the Scripture.'
What ' councils' Mr. Biddle intends, he informs us not, nor

what it is that in them he chiefly complains of. If he intend

some only, such as the apostatizing times of the church saw,

he knows he is not opposed by them with whom he hath to

do
;
nor yet if he charge them all for some miscarriages in

them, or about them.
If all, as that of the apostles themselves. Acts xv. toge-

ther with the rest that for some ages followed after, and that '

^ Quicunque si literas assidua manu versat, quantumvis nescio quos catechismos,
vel locos communes et commentaries quam famiiiarissimos sibi reddiderit, is statim

cum nostrorum libros vel semel inspexerit, intelliget quantum distant aera lupinis. Vai.

Smal.Res. Orat. Vogel. et Peuschel. Rac. An. 1617. p. 34. Scripta hsec, Dei glo-
riani et Christi Domini noslri honorem, ac ipsam nostram salutem, ab omni traditio-

num huraanarum labe, ipsa divina veritate literis sacris comprehensa repurgare ni-

tuntur, et expeditissinia explicandaj Dei gloriiE, honoris Christo Domino nostro asse-

rendi, et salutis consequendae ratione excerpta, ac omnibus proposita earn ipsissima
sacrarum literarum authoritafe sancire et stabilire conantur Hieron. Moscorov. Ep.
Dedic. Cat. llac.ad Jacob. M. B. R. nomine et jussu Ecciesia;. Polon. Neque porro

qneinquam esse arbitror, qui in tot ac tantis Christianse religionis placitis, a reliquis
honiinibus dissentiat, in quot quantisque ego dissentio. Socin. Eoist. ad Squarclalup.
An. 1581.



TO HIS CATECHISM EXAMINED. 91

as to the doctrine by them delivered, fall under his censure,

we have nothing but the testimony of Mr. B. to induce us

to a belief of this insinuation ;''
his testimony in things of

this nature, will be received only by them who receive his

doctrine.

What I have to offer on this account, I have spoken
otherwhere. That the confessions of faith which the first

general councils, as they are called, during the space of four

hundred years and upward, composed and put forth, were

framed according to the fancies and interests of men, besides

the word, is Mr. B.'s fancy and his interest to have it so es-

teemed. The faith he professeth, or rather the infidelity he

is fallen into, was condemned in them all, and that upon the

occasion of its then first coming into the world :

' Hinc illae

lachrimse :' if they stand, he must fall.
' That the catechisms

of latter days (I suppose he intends those in use amongst the

reformed churches) did wholly omit the Scripture, or brought
it in only for a shew, not one quotation amongst many being
a whit to the purpose,' you have the same "^testimony for, as

for the assertions foregoing. He that will say this, had need

some other way evince that he makes conscience of what he

says ;
or that he dare not say any thing, so it serve his turn.

Only Mr. Biddle hath quoted Scripture to the purpose. To

prove God to be 'finite, limited, included in heaven, of a vi-

sible shape, ignorant of things future, obnoxious to turbu-

lent passions and affections,' are some of his quotations pro-
duced

;
for the like end and purpose are the most of the

rest alleged. Never, it seems, was the Scripture alleged to

any purpose before. And these things, through the righteous
hand of God taking vengeance on an unthankful gen'eration,

not delighting in the light and truth which he hath sent

forth, do we hear and read. Of those who have made bold

aKivr]Ta Kivitv, and to shake the fundamentals of gospel truths

or the mystery of grace, we have daily many examples. The
number is far more scarce of them who have attempted to

blot out those Kotval ivoim, or ingrafted notions of mankind,

concerning the perfections of God which Mr. B. opposeth.
' Fabulas vulgaris nequitia non invenit.' An opposition to

the first, principles of rational beings must needs be talked of.

•* "atottov yaf, h o auTo; a<Bfia-ro(, it rourov Xoyoi Ig-ovrai ttio-toi. Arist. Rhet. lib. 3.

cap. 15. * Caluraniare fortitcr; aliquid adhsrebit.
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Other catechists, besides himself, Mr. Biddle tells you, 'have

written with so much oscitancy and contempt of the Scrip-

ture, that a considering man will question whether they gave

any heed to what they wrote themselves, but refused to make

use of their reason, and presumed others would do so also.'

And so you have the sum of his judgment concerning all

other catechisms besides his own, that he hath either seen

or heard of. 'They are all fitted to confusion of faith, com-

posed according to the fancies and interests of men, written

without attending to the Scripture or quoting it to any pur-

pose, their authors (like madmen) not knowing what they

wrote, and refusing to make use of their reason that they

might so do;' and this is the modest humble entrance of Mr.

B.'s preface.
All that have gone before him were knaves, fools, idiots,

madmen. The proof of these assertions you are to expect.

When a philosopher pressed Diogenes with this sophism,
'What I am, thou art not; I am a man, therefore thou art not;'

he gave him no other answer,
' but begin with me and the

conclusion will be true.' Mr. B. is a Master of Arts
;
and

knew doubtless, that such assertions as might be easily

turned upon himself, are of no use to any, but those who

have not ought else to say. Perhaps Mr. B. speaks only to

them of the same mind with him
;
and then, indeed, as So-

crates'' said, it was no hard thing to commend the Athenians

before the Athenians, but to commend tham before the La-

cedemonians was difficult ; no more is it any great under-

taking to condemn men sound in the faith unto Socinians,

before others it will not prove so easy.

It is not incumbent on me to defend any, much less all

the catechisms that have been written by learned men of the

reformed religion. That there are errors in some, mistakes

in others, that some are more clear, plain, and scriptural, than

others, I grant. All of them may have, have had, their use

in their kind. That in any of them there is any thing taught
inconsistent with communion with God, or inevitably tending
to the impairing of faith and love, Mr. B. is not I presume
such a (piXoTTovog, as to undertake to demonstrate. I shall

only add, that notwithstanding the vain plea of having given

^ Ou
j^ttXETTov 'A^maiov; Iv AS-iivaioij i'rra.tveXv, dXXa Iv AaKt^ai/xoviatg. Socrat. apud

Plat, in Meiiexeni. Cit, Arist. Rhetor, lib. 3. cap. 14.
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all his answers in the express words of Scripture (whereby
with the foolish bird he hides his head from the fowler, but

leaves his whole monstrous body visible; the teaching part

of his catechism being solely in the insinuating, ensnaring,

captious, questions thereof, leading the understanding of the

reader, to a misapprehension and misapplication of the words

of the Scripture, it being very easy to make up the grossest

blasphemy imaginable out of the words of the Scripture it-

self) ;
I never found, saw, read, or heard of any, so grossly

perverting the doctrine of the Scripture, concerning God,
and all his ways, as these of Mr. B. do. For in sundry par-

ticulars, they exceed those mentioned before of Socinus,

Smalcius, Schlictingius, which had justly gotten the repute
of the worst in the world ;

and for an account of my reason

of this persuasion, I refer the reader to the ensuing conside-

rations of them.

This then being the sad estate of Christians, so misin-

formed by such vile varlets, as have so foully deceived them,
and misled them, as above-mentioned

;
what is to be done, and

Avhat course to be taken, to bring in light into the world,

and to deliver men from the sorrowful condition, whereinto

they have been catechised? For this end he tells the reader,

doth "he shew himself to the world (Gfoc airo jue^^avfie), to un-

deceive them, and to bring them out of all their wanderings
unto some certainty of religion. This he discourses pp. 4,

5. The reasons he gives you of this undertaking are two ;

1. To bring men to a certainty. 2. To satisfy the pious de-

sire of some, who would fain know the truth of our religion.

The way he fixes on, for the compassing of the end pro-

posed, is, 1. By asserting nothing. 2. By introducing the

plain texts of Scripture to speak for themselves. Each

briefly may be considered.

1, What fluctuating persons are they, not yet come to

any certainty in religion, whom Mr. B. intends to deal with-

all ? Those, for the most part, of them who seem to be in-

tended in such undertakings, are fully persuaded from the

Scripture, of the truth of those things, wherein they have

been instructed. Of these, some, I have heard, have been

unsettled by Mr. B. but that he shall ever settle any (there

e Multa passim ab ultima vetiistate viiia admissa sunt, qujenerao praeter luc iii-

dicabit. Scalig.
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being no consistency in error or falsehood) is impossible.
Mr. B. knows there is no one of the catechists he so decries,

but directs them whom he so instructs, to the Scriptures,
and settles their faith on the word of God alone

; though
they labour to help their faith and understanding, by open-
ing of it, whereunto also they are called. I fear Mr. B.'s

certainty will at length appear to be scepticism ;
and his

settling of men, to be the unsettling
• that his '^conversions

are from the faith
;
and that in this very book he aims more

to acquaint men with his questions, than the Scripture an-

swers. But he says,
2. Those whom he aims to bring to this certainty, are

such as would fain understand the truth of our religion. If

by our religion he means the religion of himself, and his fol-

lowers (or rather masters) the Socinians, I am sorry to hear

that ^any are so greedy of its acquaintance. Happily this

is but a pretence ;
such as his predecessors in this work

have commonly used. For understanding the truth of it,

they will find in the issue what an endless work they have

undertaken. Who can make that strait, which is crooked
;

or number that which is wanting? If by our religion he

means the Christian religion, it may well be inquired who

they are with their just and pious desires, who yet under-

stand not the truth of Christian religion ? that is, that it is

the only true religion. When we know these Turks, Jews,

Pagans, which Mr. Biddle hath to deal withal, we shall be

able to judge of what reason he had to labour to satisfy their

just and pious desires, I would also willingly be informed

how they came to so high an advancement in our religion,

as to desire to be brought up in it, and to be able to instruct

others, when as yet they do not understand the truth of it,

or are not satisfied theiein. And,
3. As these are admirable men, so the way he takes for

their satisfaction is admirable also ; that is, by asserting

nothing. He that asserts nothing, proves nothing, for that

which any one proves, that he asserts ; intending then to

bring men to a certainty who yet understand not the truth
^ Hoc illis negotium est, non ethnicos convertcndi, sed nostros evertendi. Tertul.

de Pisescrip. ad Has.

S Expressere id nobis vota multorura, nuiltpeque etiam a remotissiiiiis orbis par-
tibus ad nos transniissa; preces. Prasfat. ad Cat. Rac. Nam rex Seleucus rac opere
oravit niaxinio, ut sibi latrones cogerem et conscriberem. Pyrgopol, in Flaut. Mil.

Glo.
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of our religion, he asserts nothing, proves nothing (as is

the manner of some), but leaves them to themselves. A
most compendious way of teaching (for whose attainment

Mr. B. needed not to have been Master of Arts) if it proves
effectual. But by not asserting, it is evident Mr. B. intends

nof silence; he hath said too much to be so interpreted.

Only what he hath spoken, he hath done it in a sceptical

way of inquiry ; wherein, though the intendment of his mind
be evident, and all his queries may be easily resolved into

so many propositions or assertions, yet as his words lie he

supposes he may speak truly, that he asserts nothing. Of
the truth then of this assertion, that he doth not assert any
thing, the reader will judge. And this is the path to athe-

ism, which of all others is most trod and beaten in the days
wherein we live. A liberty of judgment is pretended, and

queries are proposed, until nothing certain be left, nothing
unshaken. But,

4. He introduces the Scripture faithfully uttering its

own assertions. If his own testimony concerning his faithful

dealing, may be taken, this must pass. The express words
of the Scripture, I confess are produced ;

but as to Mr. B.'s

faithfulness in their production, I have sundry exceptions to

make.

As 1. That by his leading questions, and application
of the Scripture to them, he hath utterly perverted the scope
and intendment of the places urged. Whereas he pretends
not to assert or explain the Scripture, he most undoubtedly
restrains the signification of the places by him alleged unto

the precise scope, which in his sophistical queries he hath

included; and in such away of procedure, what may not

the serpentine wits of men, pretend to a confirmation of,

from Scripture, or any other book, that hath been written

about such things, as the inquiries are made after. It were

easy to give innumerable instances of this kind
;
but we fear

God, and dare not to make bold with him or his word.

2. Mr. B. pretending to give an account of the chiefest

things pertaining to belief and practice, doth yet propose no

question at all, concerning many of the most important
heads of our religion, and whereunto the Scripture speaks

fully, and expressly ;
or proposes his thoughts in the ne-

gative, leading on the Scriptures, from whence he makes his
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objections to the grand truths he opposeth, concealing, as

was said, the delivery of them in the Scripture, in other

places innumerable
;
so insinuating to the men of just and

pious desires, with whom he hath to do, that the Scripture is

silent of them. That this is the man's way of procedure, in

reference to the Deity of Christ, and of the Holy Ghost, the

satisfaction and merit of Christ, the corruption of nature,

and efficacy of grace, with many other most important heads

of Christian reljgion, will be fully manifest in our considera-

tions of the several particulars, as they shall occur, in the

method wherein by him they are handled.

3. What can be concluded of the mind of God, in the

Scripture, by cutting off any place, or places of it, from their

dependance, connexion, and tendency, catching at those

words which seem to confirm what we would have them so

to do (whether in the proper order, wherein of God they
are set and fixed, they do in the least cast an eye towards

the thesis, which they are produced to confirm or no), might
easily be manifested, by innumerable instances, were not the

vanity of such a course, evident to all. On the consideration

of these few exceptions to Mr. B.'s way of procedure, it

will easily appear, what little advantage he hath given him

thereby, and how unjust his pretence is, which by this course

he aims to prevail upon men withal. This he opens, p. 6.

'None,'saith he,
' can fall upon the things contained in his ca-

techism (which he confesseth to be quite contrary to the

doctrine that passeth current among the generality of Chris-

tians), as they are here displayed, because the answers are

transcribed out ofthe Scriptures.' But Mr. B. may be pleased
to take notice, that the displaying, as he calls it, of his doc-

trines, is the work of his questions, and not of the words of

Scripture produced to confirm them
;
which have a sense

cunningly and subtilely imposed on them by his queries, or

are pointed and restrained to the things, which in the place
of their delivery, they look not towards in any measure. We
shall undoubtedly find in the process of this business, that

Mr. B.'s questions being found guilty of treason against I

God, will not be allowed sanctuary in the answers which

they labour to creep into, and that they disclaiming their

protection, may be pursued, taken, and given up to the

justice and severity of truth, without the least profanation
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of their holiness. A murderer may be plucked from the

horns of the altar.

Nor is that the only answer insisted on for the removal
of Mr. B.'s sophistry, which he mentions, p. 7. and pursues
it for three or four leaves onward of his preface : viz.

' That
the Scriptures which he urgeth, do in the letter hold out

such things, as he allegeth them to prove, but yet they must
be figuratively interpreted.' For Mr. B.'s mystical sense,
I know not what he intends by it, or by whom it is urged.
This is applicable solely to the places he produceth for the

description of God and his attributes, concerning whom,
that some expressions of Scripture, are to be so interpreted,
himself confesses, p. 13. and we desire to take leave to in-

quire whether some others beside what Mr. B. allows, may
not be of the same consideration. In other things, for the

most part we have nothing at all to do with so much as the

interpretation of the places he mentions, but only to remove
the grossly sophistical insinuations of his queries; for in-

stance, when Mr. B. asks, 'whether Christ Jesus was not a

man or no,' and allegeth express Scripture affirming that he

was
;
we say not, that the Scripture must have a figurative

interpretation, but that Mr. B. is grossly sophistical; con-

cluding from the assertion of Christ's human nature, to the

denial of his divine, and desperately injurious to the per-
sons with whom he pretends he hath to do, who as yet un-

derstand not the truth of our religion, in undertaking to

declare to them the special chief things of belief and prac-

tice, and hiding from them the things of the greatest mo-
ment to their salvation, and which the Scripture speaks
most plentifully unto

; by not stating any question, or mak-

ing any such inquiry, as their affirmation might be suited

unto. The like instance may be given in all the particulars,

wherein Mr. B. is departed from the faith once delivered to

the saints. His whole following discourse then, to the end

of p. 13. wherein he decrys the answer to his way of proce-
dure which himself had framed, he might have spared. It

is true, we do affirm that there are figurative expressions in

the Scripture (and Mr. B. dares not say the contrary) and
that they are accordingly to be interpreted ; not that they
are to have a mystical sense put upon them, but that the

literal sense is to be received, according to the direction of
VOL. VIII. H
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the figure which is in the words. That those words of our

Saviour,
'

this is my body,' are figurative, 1 suppose Mr. B.

will not deny. Interpret them according to the figurative

import of them, and that interpi'etation gives you the literal,

and not a mystical sense, if such figures belong to speech
and not to sense. That sense, I confess, may be spiritually

understood (then it is saving), or otherwise : but this doth

not constitute different senses in the words, but only denote

a difference in the understandings of men. But all this in

hypothesi Mr. B. fully grants, p. 9. so that there is no dan-

ger by asserting it, to cast the least thought of uncertainty
on the word of God. But, p. 10. he gives you an instance,

wherein this kind of interpretation must by no means be

allowed, viz. in the Scriptures attributions of a shape, simi-

litude (that is, of eyes, ears, hands, feet), unto God, with

passions and affections like unto us
; which, that they are

not proper but figuratively to be interpreted, he tells you

pp. 10— 12.
' those affirm, who are perverted by false philoso-

phy, and make a nose of wax of the Scripture, which plainly

affirms such things of God.' In what sense the expressions
of Scripture intimated, concerning God, are necessarily to

be reviewed and understood, the ensuing considerations

will inform the reader. For the present I shall only say,

that I do not know scarce a more unhappy instance, in his

whole book, that he could have produced, than this; wherein

he hath been blasphemously injurious unto God, and his

holy word. And herein we shall deal with him from Scrip-
lure itself, right reason,"" and the common consent of man-

kind. How remote our interpretations of the places by him

quoted for his purpose are from wresting the Scripture, or

turning them aside from their purpose, scope, and intend-

ment, will also in due time be made manifest.

We say, indeed, as Mr. B. observes, that in those kids

of expressions God ' condescendeth to accommodate his

ways and proceedings' (not his essence and being) to our

apprehensions, wherein we are very far from saying, that

he speaks one thing and intends the clean contrary; but

only that the thing that he ascribes to himself, for our un-

derstanding, and the accommodation of his proceedings, to

'•"O yip Traa-i Soxe", TouTe siva
<j>a/i*£v.

'O Js avapaJv -rauTny tnv nlo'rtv ov Travu nKTrorcpa

i^ti'
Ari«t. Nieom. 3.
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the manner of men, are to be understood in him, and of

them,' in that which they denote of perfection, and not in

respect of that which is imperfect and weak. For instance,

when God says,
' his eyes run to and fro to behold the sons

of men,' we do not say, that he speaks one thing and under-

stands another, but only because we have our knowledge
and acquaintance with things by Our eyes, looking up and

down, therefore doth he, who hath not eyes of flesh as we
have, nor hath any need, to look up and down, to acquaint
himself with them, all whose ways are in his own hand, nor

can without blasphemy be supposed to look from one thing
to another, chose to express his knowledge of, and intimate

acquaintance with, all things here below, in and by his own
infinite understanding, in the way so suited to our appre-
hension. Neither are these kind of expressions in the least

an occasion of idolatry, or do give advantage to any, of cre-

ating any shape of God in their imaginations ;
God having

plainly and clearly in the same word of his, wherein these

expressions are used, discovered that of himself, his nature,

being, and properties, which will necessarily determine, in

what sense those expressions are to be understood
;
as in

the consideration of the several particulars in the ensuing
discourse, the reader will find evinced. And we are yet of the

mind, that to conceive of God, as a great man, with mouth,

eyes, hands, legs, &,c. in a proper sense, sitting in heaven,

shut up there, troubled, vexed, moved up and down with

sundry passions, perplexed about the things that are to

come to pass, which he knows not, which is the notion of

God, that Mr. B. labours to deliver the world from their

darkness withal, is gross idolatry. Whereunto the scrip-

tural attributions unto God mentioned, give not the least

countenance, as will in the progress of our discourse more

fully appear. And if it be true, which Mr. B. intimates, that

'things implying imperfection (speaking of sleep, and being

weary) are not properly attributed to God,' I doubt not but I

shall easily evince, that the same line of refusal, is to pass
over the visible shape, and turbulent affections, which are by
him ascribed to him; but of these more particularly in their

respective places.

But he adds, 'That this consideration is so pressing,
' Quae dicuntur de Deo 'Av^^naTroTrawSf, intelligenda sunt SEOOTjETrSf.

h2
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(pp. 13, 14.) that a certain learned author, in his book entitled

'Conjectura Cabalistica' affirms, that for Moses, by occasion

of his writing to let the Jews entertain a conceit of God as

in human shape, was not any more a way to bring them

unto idolatry, than by acknowledging man to be God, as

our religion doth in part ;' which plea of his Mr. B. exagi-

tates in the pages following. That learned gentleman, is of

age and ability to speak for himself; for mine own part, I

am not so clear in what he affirms, as to undertake it for

him; though otherwise very ready to serve him, upon the

account which I have of his worth and abilities
; though

I may freely say, I suppose they might be better exercised

than in such cabalistical conjectures, as the book of his,

pointed unto, is full of. But who am I that judge another?

we must every one give an account of himself and his la-

bours to God ;
and the fire shall try our works of what sort

they are
;

I shall not desire to make too much work for the

fire. For the present I deny that Moses in his writings,

doth give any occasion to entertain a conceit of God, as one

of a human shape ;
neither did the Jews ever stumble into

idolatry, on that account. They sometimes indeed, changed
their glory, for that which was not God. But whilst they

worshipped that God that revealed himself by Moses, Je-

hovah, Ehejeh, it doth not appear, that ever they entertained

in their thoughts any thing hutpurum mimen, a most simple,

spiritual, eternal being, as I shall give a farther account af-

terward. Though they intended to worship Jehovah both

in the calf in the wilderness and in those at Bethel, yet
that they ever entertained any thoughts, that God had such

a shape, as that which they framed to worship him by, is

madness to imagine. For though Moses sometimes speaks
of God in the condescensionbefore-mentioned, expressing
his power by his arm, and bow, and sword

;
his knowledge

and understanding, by his eye, yet he doth in so many places
caution them with whom he had to do, of entertaining any
thoughts of any bodily similitude of God, that by any thing
delivered by him, there is not the least occasion adminis-

tered, for the entertaining of such a conceit, as is intimated.

Neither am I clear- in the theological predication, which that

learned person hath chosen to parallel with the Mosaical

expressions of God's shape and similitude, concerning man
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being God
; though we acknowledge him who is man, to be

God, yet we do not acknowledge man to be God. Christ

under this reduplication, as man, is not a person, and so not

God. To say that man is God, is to say, that the humanity
and Deity are the same

; whatever he is as man he is upon
the account of his being man

;
now that he who is man, is

also God, though he be not God upon the account of his

being man, can give no more occasion to idolatry, than to

say that God is infinite, omnipotent. For the expression
itself, it being in the concrete, it may be salved by the com-
munication of properties ;

but as it lies, it may possibly be

taken in the abstract, and so is simply false. Neither do I

judge it safe to use such expressions, unless it be when the

grounds and reasons of them are assigned. But that Mr. B.

should be offended with this assertion, I see no reason.

Both he and his associates affirm, that Jesus Christ, as man

(being in essence and nature nothing but man), is made a

God, and is the object of divine worship, or religious ado-

ration on that account. I may therefore, let pass Mr. B.'a

following harangue against men's *

philosophical specula-

tions, deserting the Scripture in their contemplations of the

nature of God
;
as though they could speak more worthily

of God than he hath done of himself.' For though it may
easily be made appear, that never any of the Platonical phi-

losophers spoke so unworthily of God, or vented such gross
carnal conceptions of him as Mr. B. hath done, and the

gentleman of whom he speaks be well able to judge of

what he reads, and to free himself from being entangled in

any of their notions, discrepant from the revelation that

God hath made of himself in his word, yet we being resolved

to try out the whole matter, and to put all the differences

we have with Mr. B. to the trial and issue, upon the express

testimony of God himself, in his word, are not concerned in

this discourse.

Neither have I any necessity to divert to the considera-

tion of his complaint, concerning the bringing in of new ex-

pressions into religion ;
if he intends such as whose sub-

stance or matter, which they do express, is not evidently

and expressly found in the Scripture ;
what is the '

Babylo-

nish language,' what are
' the horrid and intricate expressions,

which he affirms to be introduced, under a colour of detect-
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in^ and confuting heresies, but indeed to put a baffle upon
the simplicity of the Scripture,' he gives us an account of

p. 19. where we shall consider it and them. In general, words

are but the figures of things. It is'' not words and terms,

nor expressions, but doctrines and things we inquire after.

Mr. B. 1 suppose, allows expositions of Scriptures, or else I

am sure he condemns himself in what he practices. His

book is in his own thoughts, an exposition of Scripture.
That this cannot be done without varying the words and li-

teral expressions thereof, I suppose will not be questioned.
To express the same thing that is contained in any place
of Scripture, with such other words as may give light unto

it, in our understandings is to expound it. This are we
called to

;
and the course of it is to continue, whilst Christ

continues a church upon the earth. Paul spake nothing
for the substance of the things he delivered, but what was

written in the prophets. That he did not use new expres-

sions, not to be found in any of the prophets, will not be

proved. But there is a twofold evil in these expressions.
That they are invented to detect and unfold heresies as is

pretended. If heretics begin first to wrest Scripture ex-

pressions to a sense never received nor contained in them,
it is surely lawful for them, who are willing to ' contend for

the faith once delivered to the saints,' to clear the mind of

God in his word, by expressions and terms suitable there-

unto.' Neither have heretics carried on their cause without

the invention of new words and phrases.
If any shall make use of any words, terms, phrases, and

expressions, in and about religious things, requiring the em-

bracing and receiving of those words. See. by others, without

examining either the truth of what by those words, phrases,
&.C. they intend to signify and express ;

or the propriety of

those expressions themselves, as to their accommodation for

the signifying of those things, I plead not for them. It is

not in the power of man, to make any word or expression

^ 'OvK h 'ixVi /wa'^'^oi'
Iv Jictvoia XHtai h aXn^eia. Greg. Naz.

'"^Hv oTttv ovx. nv. ifxoiovcriog.
Homo deificatus, &c. dixit Arius. 1. ulov 1^ ovx. ovriov

yeyiwa-Qai. 2, '^Eivai ttote ote oujc w, &c. Zozom. Hist. Eccles. lib. 1. cap. 14. p. 215.
Tlieodor, Hist. 1.1. c. 2. p. 3. Socrat. Schoiast. Hist. lib. 1. c. 3, ficc. 'OvxlXiyiyhf
'ivmaiv roZ \oyou roZ Seou iir^oc av^^nirov , iXXa Jt/o liraTTa^eii; eXej/E, kcu

Siaipsiriv. 'Ei Je

xai avSpoiTrov,
x,al Qecv a-nrExaXti tov XgiiTTov, aXXa ovu eti a>{ «|«£k, aXXa. Tn uyicni , Koi tn

o\Kniaiiv.a-ra.T0 7avra.aKhr,XQn;a^is-Kiil Sia tw UTrSjfJoAw tjij <|)iXiaj. Leont. deScct. dc
Ncstorio.
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not pTiTh)Q found in the Scripture to be canonical,"' and for

its own sake, to be embraced and received. But yet if any
word or phrase do expressly signify any doctrine or matter

contained in the Scripture, though the word or phrase itself

be not in so many letters found in the Scripture, that such

words or phrases may not be used for the explication of the

mind of God, I suppose will not easily be proved. And this

we farther grant, that if any one shall scruple the receiving
and owning of such expressions, so as to make them the way
of professing that which is signified by them, and yet do re-

ceive the thing or doctrine, which is by them delivered, for

my part, I shall have no contest with him. For instance;

the word ofioovaioQ, was made use of by the first Nicene

council, to express the unity of essence and being that is in

the Father and Son, the better to obviate Arius and his fol-

lowers, with their rjv orav ova ^v, and the like forms of speech,
nowhere found in Scripture, and invented on set purpose
to destroy the true and eternal Deity of the Son of God. If

now any man should scruple the receiving of that word, but

withal should profess that he believes Jesus Christ to be

God equal to the Father, one with him from the beginning,
and doth not explain himself by other terms, not found in

the Scripture, viz. that he was made a God, and is one with

the Father as to will, not essence, and the like, he is like to

undergo neither trouble nor opposition from me. We know
what troubles arose between the east and western churches,

about the words Hypostasis and Persona, until they under-

stood on each side, that by these different words, the same

thing was intended
;
and that vrrofTTaaig, with the Greeks,

was not the same with Substantia, with the Latins; nor Per-

sona with the Latins, the same with TrpocrtuTrov among the

Greeks, as to their application to the thing, the one and the

other expressed by those terms, that such 'monstrous terms

are brought into our religion, as neither they that invented

them, nor they that use them do understand,' Mr. B. may
be allowed to aver, from the measure he hath taken of all

men's understandings, weighing them in his own
;
and say-

ing, 'thus far can they go and no farther ;' this they can un-

derstand, that they cannot. A prerogative, as we shall see

n Vide Cal. Instltut. lib. 1. cap. 13. Alting. Theol. Elenct. loc. He Deo.
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in the process of this business, that he will scarcely allow

to God himself, without his taking much pains and labour

about it. I profess, for my part, I have not as yet the least

conviction fallen upon me, that Mr. B. is furnished with so

large an understanding, whatever he insinuates of his own

abilities, as to be allowed a dictator of what any man can

or cannot understand. If his principle, or rather conclusion,

upon which he limits the understandings of men be this,

what I cannot understand that no man else can, he would

be desired to consider, that he is as yet but a young man,
who hath not had so many advantages and helps for the

improving of his understanding, as some others have had
;

and besides that, there are some whose eyes are blinded by the

god of this world, that they shall never see nor understand

the things of God, yea, and that God himself doth thus of-

tentimes execute his vengeance on them, for detaining his

truth in unrighteousness.
But yet upon this acquaintance, which he hath with the

measure of all men's understandings, he informs his reader,

that * the only way to carry on the reformation of the church,

beyond what yet hath been done by Luther or Calvin, is by

cashiering those many intricate terms and devised forms of

speaking, which he hath observed slily to couch false doc-

trines, and to obtrude them on us. And by the way, that

this carrying on of reformation, beyond the stint of Luther

or Calvin, was never yet so much as sincerely endeavoured.'

In the former passage, having given out himself as a com-

petent judge of the understandings of all men, in this he

proceeds to their hearts. 'The reformation of the church,'

saith he, 'was never sincerely attempted, beyond the stint of

Luther and Calvin ;' attempted it hath been, but he knows
all the men, and their hearts full well, who made those at-

tempts, and that they never did it sincerely, but with guile and

hypocrisy. Mr. B. knows who those are that say ;
'with our

tongue we will prevail, our lips are our own.' To know
the hearts of men, and their frame towards himself, Mr. B.

instructs us in his catechism, that God himself is forced to

make trial and experiments. But for his own part, without

any great trouble he can easily pronounce of their sincerity
or hypocrisy in any undertaking. Low and vile thoughts of

God, will quickly usher in light, proud, and foolish thoughts
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concerning ourselves. Luther and Calvin, were men whom
God honoured above many in their generation ;

and on that

account we dare not but do so also. That all church refor-

mation is to be measured by their line, that is, that no far-

ther discovery of truth in, or about, or concerning the ways
or works of God may be made, but what hath been made to

them, and by them, was not that I know of ever yet af-

firmed, by any in or of any reformed church in the world.

The truth is, such attempts as this of Mr. B.'s, to overthrow

all the foundations of Christian religion, to accommodate
the gospel to the Alcoran, and subject all divine mysteries
to the judgment of that wisdom which is carnal and sensual,

under the fair pretence of carrying on the work of reforma-

tion, and discovering truth from the Scripture, hath perhaps
fixed some men to the measure they have received, beyond
what Christian ingenuity, and the love of the truth requireth
of them. A noble and free inquiry into the word of God,
with attendance to all ways by him appointed, or allowed,

for the revelation of his mind, with reliance on his gracious

promise, of leading us into all truth by his holy and blessed

Spirit, without whose aid, guidance, direction, light, and

assistance, we can neither know, understand, nor receive the

things that are of God, neither captivated to the traditions

of our fathers, for whose labour and pains in the work of the

gospel, and for his presence with them, we daily bless the

name of our God, neither yet carried about with every wind
of doctrine, breathed or insinuated by the 'cunning sleights
of men who lie in wait to deceive,' is that which we profess.
What the Lord will be pleased to do with us, by or in this frame

upon these principles, how, wherein we shall serve our ge-

neration, in the revelation of his mind and will, is in his hand

and disposal. About using or casting off words and phrases,

formerly used to express any truth or doctrine of the Scrip-

ture, we will not contend with any ; provided the things
themselves signified by them be retained. This alone makes
me indeed put any value on any word, or expression, not

prjTwc found in the Scripture-, namely, my observation that

they are questioned and rejected by none, but such as by
their rejection, intend and aim at the removal of the truth

itself, which by them is expressed, and plentifully revealed

in the word. The same care also was among them of old.
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having the same occasion administered. Hence" when Va-

lens, the Arian emperor, sent Modestus, his Praetorian Prse-

fectjto persuade Basil to be an Arian, the man entreats him
not to be so rigid, as to displease the emperor and trouble

the church St oXf-yrjv ^oyficiTtov aKpi(3£iav, far an over strict

observance of opinions ;
it being but one w^ord, indeed one

syllable, that made the difference, and he thought it not pru-

dent, to stand so much upon so small a business; the holy
man replied, roTc ^doig \6yoig IvreOpafifxivoi Trpoi^ai /xev tmv

^ei(i)v doyfiariov ovde fiiav liviyovTaL avWa^r\v: however chil-

dren might be so dealt withal,
* those who are bred up in the

Scriptures, or nourished with the word, will not suffer one

syllable of divine truth to be betrayed.' The like attempt to

this of Valens and Modestus upon Basil, was made by the

Arian" bishops at the council of Ariminum, who pleaded ear-

nestly for the rejection ofone or two words, not found in the

Scripture, laying on that plea much weight, when it was the

aversion of the Deity of Christ which they intended and at-

tempted. And by none is there more strength and evidence

given to this observation, than by him with whom I have

now to do
;
who exclaiming against words and expressions,

intends really the subversion of all the most fundamental and
substantial truths of the gospel ;

and therefore having, pp. 19
—21. reckoned up many expressions which he dislikes, con-

demns, and would have rejected, most of them relating to the

chiefest heads of our religion (though to his advantage, he

cast in by the way two or three gross figments), he concludes,
'that as the forms of speech by him recounted, are not used
in the Scripture, no more are the things signified by them
contained therein.' In the issue then, all the quarrel is fixed

upon the things themselves, which, if they were found in

Scripture, the expressions insisted on, might be granted to

suit them well enough. What need then all this long dis-

course about words and expressions, when it is the things
themselves signified by them, that are the abominations de-

cryed? Now though most of the things here pointed unto,
will fall under our ensuing coiisiderations, yet because Mr.
B. hath here cast into one heap, many of the doctrines, which

n Theodoret. Hist. Eccles. lib. 4. cap. 17. p. 126. Socrat. lib. 4. cap. 21, 22. Zo-
zoni. lib. 6. cap. 15— 17.

• Thcod. Hist. lib. 2. cap. 18. Zozom. lib. 4. cap. 13. Niceph. lib. 9. cap. 39.
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in the Christian religion he opposeth, and would have re-

nounced, it may not be amiss to take a short view of the

most considerable instances in our passage.
His first is, of God's being infinite and incomprehensi-

ble. This he condemns, name and thing, that is, he says,
' He is finite, limited,' of us to be comprehended. For

those who say he is infinite and incomprehensible, do say

only, that he is not finite, nor of us to be comprehended.
What° advance is made towards the farther reformation of

the church, by this new notion of Mr. B.'s is fully discover-

ed in the consideration of the second chapter of his cate-

chism ;P and in this, as sundry other things, Mr. B. ex-

cels his masters. The Scripture tells us expressly, that ' He
fills heaven and earth ;' that the * heaven and the heaven of

heavens cannot contain him,' that his presence is in heaven

and hell, and that his understanding is infinite (which how
the understanding of one that is finite, may be, an infinite

understanding cannot comprehend), that he dvvelleth in that
'

light which no man can approach unto, whom no man hath

seen, nor can see' (which to us is the description of one in-

comprehensible); that he is eternal, which we cannot com-

prehend. The like expressions are used of him in great
abundance. Besides, if God be not incomprehensible, we

may search out his power, wisdom, and understanding to

the utmost. For if we cannot, if it be not possible so to do,

he is incomprehensible. But,
' Canst thou by searching

find out God ? Canst thou find out the Almighty to perfec-
tion ? There is no searching of his understanding/ If by
our lines we suppose, we can fathom the depth of the es-

sence, omni]iOtency, wisdom, and understanding, of God, I

doubt not but we shall find ourselves mistaken. Were ever

any since the world began before, quarrelled withal, for as-

serting the essence and being of God to be incomprehensi-
ble? The ""heathen who affirmed, that the more he inquired,

the more he admired, and the less he understood, had a more

noble reverence of the eternal ""Being, which in his mind he

" Solent quidain iiiirionrs a;fliflcai'i in rninatn. Tcrlull. He Pra-sc. ad Ha^rcs.

I' Est autem hsec rnaanitiido ut ex iis intelligi potest, (jiiaj
de potenlia et potestate

Dei, iteraque de sapientia ejus dicta sunt, infmita et incomiiretiensibilis. Crell. de

Deo. seu do vera Rel. pra;fix. op. Voltel. lib. 1. cap. 37. p. 273.
1 Sinionides apud Ciceroiiein, lib. 1. de nat. Deoruni.

r Vide passim (|ua3 <le Deo dicuntur, apud Aratuni, Orplieuu), Houieruin, Ascle-

piuin, Plaloiicm, Plotinuin, Proclun), PselUnu jPorpliyriuui, Jainbiicliuiu, Pliniuni,
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conceived, then Mr. B. will allow us to entertain of God.

Farther, if God be not infinite, he is circumscribed in some

certain place; if he be, is he there fixed to that place, or

doth he move from it? If he be fixed there, how can he work

at a distance, especially such thiilgs as necessarily require

divine power to their production. If he move up and down,
and journey as his occasions require, what a blessed enjoy-
ment of himself in his own glory hath he ? But that this

blasphemous figment of God's being limited and confined

to a certain place, is really destructive to all the divine

perfections of the nature and being of God, is afterward de-

monstrated. And this is the first instance given by Mr. B.

of the corruption of our doctrine, which he rejects name
and thing, viz.

' that God is infinite and incomprehensible :'

and now, whether this man be a mere Christian, or a mere

Lucian, let the reader judge.
That God is a '

simple act,' is the next thing excepted

against, and decried, name and thing. In the room whereof,
that he is

*

compounded of matter and form,' or the like, must

be asserted. Those'' who afiirm God to be a simple act, do

only deny him to be compounded of divers principles, and

assert him to be always actually in being, existence, and

intent operation. God says of himself, that his name is

Ehejeh, and he is I am, that is, a simple being, existing in

and of itself. And this is that, which is intended by the

simplicity of the nature of God, and his being a simple act.

The Scripture tells us he is eternal : I am, always the same,

and so never what he was not ever. This is decried, and in

opposition to it, his being compounded and so being obnox-

ious to dissolution, and his being in potentia, in a disposition,

and passive capacity to be what he is not, is asserted ; for

it is only to deny these things that the term 'simple' is used,

which he condemns and rejects. And this is the second in-

stance that Mr. B. gives in the description of his God, by
his rejecting the received expressions concerning him who
Tullium, Senecara, Plutarchura, et qiife ex iis omnibus excerpsit. Eugub. de Prim.

Philos.
» Via remotioiiis utendum est, in Dei consideratione : nam diviiia substantia sua

iramensitate excedit omnem formam, quam intellectus noster iiUelligit, unde ipsuni
non possunius exacte cognoscere quid sit, sed quid non sit. Thorn. Con. Gentes, lib.

1. cap. 14. Merito dictum est a veteribus, potius in hac vita de Deo a nobis cog-
nosci quid non sit, quam quid sit

;
ut cnim cognoscamus quid Deus non sit, negatione

nimirum aliqua, quie propria sit divina; essentia, satis est unica negatio dependen-
tiae, &i.c. Socin. ad lib. 3. cap. 1. Mctaph. Aristor. Qu. 2. Sec. 4.
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is SO. He is limited, and of us to be comprehended ;
his es-

sence and being consisting of several principles, whereby he

is in a capacity of being what he is not. Mr. B. solus haheto.

I will not be your rival in the favour of this God.

And this may suffice to this exception of Mr. Biddle, by
the way, against the simplicity of the being of God : yet,

because he doth not directly oppose it afterward, and the

asserting of it, doth clearly evert all his following fond ima-

ginations of the shape, corporeity, and limitedness of the

essence of God (to which end also, I shall in the considera-

tion of his several depravations of the truth, concerning the

nature of God, insist upon it), I shall a little here divert to

the explication of what we intend by the simplicity of the

essence of God, and confirm the truth of what we so intend

thereby.
As was then intimated before, though simplicity seem to

be a positive term, or to denote something positively, yet
indeed it is a pure^ negation ;

and formally, immediately,
and properly, denies multiplication, composition, and the

like. And ye± though this only it immediately denote, yet
there is a most eminent perfection of the nature of God

thereby signified to us, which is negatively proposed, be-

cause it is in the use ofthings that are proper to us, in which

case we can only conceive what is not to be ascribed to

God. Now not to insist on the metaphysical notions and
distinctions of simplicity, by the ascribing of it to God, we
do not only deny that he is compounded of divers princi-

ples really distinct, but also of such as are improper, and
not of such a real distance

;
or that he is compounded of

any thing, or can be compounded with any thing whatever.

1. Then, that this is a property of God's essence or

being, is manifest, from his absolute independence and first-

ness in being and operation, which God often insists upon,
in the revelation of himself; Isa. xliv. 6.

*
I am the first, and

I am the last and besides me there is no God.' Rev. i. 8. 'I

am Alpha and Omega, the beginning and the ending, saith

the Lord, which is,' &c. so chap. xxi. 6. xxii. 13. which
also is fully asserted, Rom. xi. 35, 36. * who hath first given
to him, and it shall be recompensed to him again, for of him,
and through him, and to him are all tilings, to him be glory

• Suarea. Metaph. torn. 2. disput. 30. § 3. Cajetan. de Ente et Essen, cap. 2.
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for ever. Now if God were of any causes internal or exter-

nal, any principles, antecedent or superior to him, he could

not be so absolutely first, and independent. Were he com-

posed of parts, accidents, manner of being, he could not be

first
;

for all these are before that which is of them, and

therefore his essence is absolutely simple.

2. God is absolutely and perfectly one and the same,

and nothing differs from his essence in it.
' The Lord is one

Lord;' Deut. vi. 4. 'Thou art the same;' Psal. cii. 27. And
where there is an absolute oneness, and sameness in the

whole, there is no composition by an union of extremes.

Thus is it with God : his name is
'
I am

;
I am that I am

;'

Exod. iii. 14, 15.
* Which is;' Rev. i. 8. He then who is what

he is, and whose all that is in him is himself, hath neither

parts, accidents, principles, or any thing else, whereof his

essence should be compounded.
3. The attributes of God, which alone seem to be distinct

things in the essence of God, are all of them essentially the

same with one another, and every one the same with the

essence of God itself. For first, they are spoken one of an-

other, as well as of God : as there is his eternal power, as

well as his Godhead. And secondly, they are eitiier infinite,

and infinitely perfect, or they are not; if they are, then if they
are not the same with God, there are more things infinite

than one, and consequently more Gods
;

for that which is

absolutely infinite, is absolutely perfect, and consequently
God. If they are not infinite, then God knows not himself,

for a finite wisdom cannot know perfectly an infinite being.

And this might be farther confirmed, by the particular con-

sideration of all kinds of composition, with a manifestation

of the impossibility of their attribution unto God. Argu-
ments to which purpose, the learned reader knows where to

find in abundance.

4. Yea, that God is, and must needs be a simple act

(which expression Mr. B. fixes on for the rejection of it), is

evident from this one consideration, which was mentioned

before : if he be not so, there must be some potentiality in

God. Whatever is, and is not a simple act, hath a possibi-

lity to be perfected by act
;
if this be in God he is not per-

fect, nor all-sufficient: every composition whatever is of

power and act, which if it be, or might have been in God,
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he could not be said to be immutable, which the Scripture

plentifully witnesseth, that he is.

These are some few of the grounds of this affirmation of

ours, concerning- the simplicity of the essence of God; which,

when Mr. Biddle removes and answers, he may have more of

them, which at present there is no necessity to produce.
From his being, he proceeds to his subsistence, and ex-

pressly rejects his subsisting in three persons, name and

thing. That this is no new attempt, no undertaking, whose

glory Mr. B. may arrogate to himself, is known. Hitherto

God hath taken thought for his own glory, and eminently
confounded the opposers of the subsistence of his essence in

three distinct persons. Inquire of them that went before,

and of the dealino;s of God with them of old, what is become
of Ebion, Cerinthus, Paulus Samosatenus, Theodotus By-
zantinus, Photinus, Arius, Macedonius, &,c. hath not God
made their memory to rot, and their names to be an abomi-

nation to all generations ? How they once attempted to have

taken possession of the churches of God,- making slaughter
and havocof all that opposed them, hath been declared

;
but

their place long since knows them no more. By the sub-

sisting of God in any person, no more is intended, than that

person's being God. If that person be God, God subsists in

that person. If you grant the Father to be a person (as the

Holy Ghost expressly affirms him to be, Heb. i. 21.) and to

be God, you grant God to subsist in that person; that is all

which by that expression is intended. The Son is God, or

is not ; to say he is not God, is to beg that which cannot be

proved. If he be God he is the Father, or he is another per-
son. If he be the Father, he is not the Son. That he is the

Son, and not the Son, is sufficiently contradictory. If he be

not the Father, as was said, and yet be God, he may have

the same nature and substance with the Father (for of our

God there is but one essence, nature, or being), and yet be

distinct from him. That distinction from him, is his perso-

nality ;
that property, whereby, and from whence, he is the

Son. The like is to be said of the Holy Ghost. The thing
then here denied, is, that the Son is God, or that the Holy
Ghost is God

;
for if they are so, God must subsist in three

persons, of which more afterward. Now is this not to be

found in the Scriptures? Is there no text affirming Christ to
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be God, to be one with the Father, or that the Holy Ghost
is so ? No text saying,

'
there are three that bear witness in

heaven, and these three are one?' None ascribing divine per-

fections, divine worship, distinctly to either Son, or Spirit,

and yet jointly to one God ? Are none of these things found

in the Scripture, that Mr. B. thinks with one blast to de-

molish all these ancient foundations, and by his bare autho-

rity to deny the common faith of the present saints, and

that wherein their predecessors, in the worship of God, are

fallen asleep in peace ? The proper place for the considera-

tion of these things, will farther manifest the abomination

of this bold attempt, against the Son of God, and the eternal

Spirit.

For the divine ' circumincession' mentioned in the next

place, I shall only say that it is not at all in ray intention

to defend all expressions, that any men have used (who are

yet sound in the main) in the unfolding of this great, tre-

mendous mystery of the blessed Trinity, and could heartily

wish, that they had some of them been less curious in their

inquiries, and less bold in their expressions. It is the thing
itself alone, whose faith I desire to own and profess; and,

therefore, shall not in the least labour to retain and hold

those things or words, which may be left or lost, without

any prejudice thereunto.

Briefly, by the barbarous term ofmutual circumincession,

the schoolmen understand that, which the Greek fathers

called, iH7r£piX'i^>pr}(Tig, whereby they expressed that mystery,
which Christ himself teachesus,

' of his being in the Father,

and the Father in him;' John x. 38. and of the Father's 'remain-

ing in him, and doing the works he did ;' John xiv. 10. The

distinction of these persons, being not hereby taken away,
but the disjunction of them, as to their nature and being.

The eternal generation of the Son, is in the next place

rejected ;
that he may be sure to cast down every thing, that

looks towards the assertion of his Deity, whom yet the apo-
stle affirms, to be * God blessed for evermore ;' Rom. ix. 5.

That the word ' which in the beginning was (and therefore

is) God,' is the only begotten Son of God, the apostle af-

firms, John i. 14. That he is also the '

only begotten Son of

God,' we have other plentiful testimonies
; Psal. ii. 7. John

iii. 16. Acts xiii. 33. Heb. i. 4—6. A Son, so as in compa-
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rison of his Sonship, the best of sons by adoption are ser-

vants; Heb. iii. 5, 6. and so begotten, as to be an only Son;
John i. 14, though begotten by grace, God hath many ;

James i. 18. Christ then being begotten of the Father, hath

his generation of the Father
;
for these are the very same

things, in words of a diverse sound. The only question here

is, whether the Son have the generation, so often spoken of,

from eternity, or in time? Whether it be an eternal, or a tem-

poral generation, from whence he is so said to be begotten. As
Christ is a Son, so by him the * worlds were made ;' Heb. i. 2.

so that surely he had his Sonship before he ' took flesh in the

fulness of time ;'
and when he had his Sonship he had his

generation. He is such a Son, as by being partaker of that

name, he is exalted above angels ;
Heb. i. 5. and is the

'
first begotten, before he is brought into -the world ;' and,

therefore, his goings forth are said to be from the days of

eternity; Micah v. 2. and he had *

glory with the Father (as

the Son) before the world was ;'
John xvii. 5. Neither is he

said to be begotten of the Father, in respect of his incarna-

tion, but conceived by the Holy Ghost, or formed in the

womb by him, of the substance of his mother, nor is he thence

called the Son of God.

In brief. If Christ be the eternal Son of God, Mr. B. will

not deny him to have had an eternal generation ;
if he be

not, a generation must be found out for him, suitable to the

Sonship which he hath
;
of which abomination in its proper

place. This progress have we made in Mr. B.'s creed :

he believes God to be finite, to be by us comprehended, com-

pounded : he believes there is no Trinity of persons in the

Godhead
;
that Christ is not the eternal Son of God. The

following parts of it are of the same kind. The eternal pro-
cession of the Holy Ghost, is nextly rejected. The Holy
Ghost being constantly termed the Spirit of God, the Spirit

of the Father, and the Spirit of the Son (being also God, as

shall afterward be evinced), and so partakes of the same na-

ture with Father and Son (the apostle granting that God
hath a nature, in his rejecting of them, who by nature, are

not God's), is yet distinguished from them, and that eter-

nally (as nothing is in the Deity that is not eternal), and be-

ing moreover said kTrOjOtuco-.S'm,
or to 'proceed,' and* go forth'

from the Father and Son, this expression of his eternal pro-
VOL. VIll. I
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cession hath been fixed on; manifesting the property where-

by he is distinguished from Father and Son. The thing in-

tended hereby is, that the Holy Ghost, who is God, and is

said to be of the Father, and the Son, is by that name, of his

beinp- of them, distino-uished from them : and the denial

hereof, gives you one article more of Mr. B.'s creed, viz.

that the Holy Ghost is not God. To what that expression

of proceeding is to be accommodated, will afterward be

considered. The incarnation of Christ (the Deity and Tri-

nity being despatched) is called into question, and rejected.

By incarnation, is meant, as the word imports, a taking of

flesh (this is* variously by the ancients expressed, but the

same thing still intended), or being made so. The Scripture

affirming,
' that the Word was made flesh ;'

John i. 14. that

'God was manifest in the flesh;' 1 Tim. iii. 16. that ' Christ

took part of flesh and blood ;' Heb. ii. 14. that
' he took on

him the seed of Abraham;' Heb. ii. 16. that he was ' made of

a woman ;' Gal. iv. 4, 5.
* sent forth in the likeness of sinful

flesh
;'
Rom. viii. 3.

* made like unto us in all things;' Heb.

ii. 17. We thought we might have been allowed to say so

also, and that this expression might have escaped with a less

censure, than an utter rejection out of Christian religion.

The Son of God taking flesh, and so being made like to us,

that he might be the captain of our salvation, is that which

by this word, and that according to the Scripture, is affirmed,

and which, to increase the heap of former abominations (or
to carry on the work of reformation beyond the stint of

Luther or Calvin) is here by Mr. B. decried.

Of the hypostatical union, there is the same reason :

Christ, who as '

concerning the flesh,' was of the Jews, and is,

'God to be blessed for ever, over all;' Rom. xix. 5. is one

person : being God to be blessed over all, that is, God by
nature (for such as are not so, and yet take 'upon them to

be gods, God will destroy), and having flesh and blood, as

the children have, Heb. ii. 14. that is, the same nature ofman
with believers, yet being but one person, one mediator, one

Christ, the Son of God, we say both these natures of God
and men, are united in that one person, viz. the person of

'
'Evo-apxajc-if. iva-tUfAaToia-ig. IvavSpoiwDcrij. h hcrrroTiKh

iiti.lriij.la. r, Trapoua-U. h olM.ovoy.ia.
it Sia a-ajxo; o/xtXia. h SI av9fo7roTnTo^ iJjavEgoDa-if. h eXtua-jj. h xivoia-i;. h toD Xgia-roD ri kirt-
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the Son of God. This is that which Mr. B. rejects (now
his hand is in), both name and thing. The truth is, all these

things are but colourable advantages, wherewith he laboureth

to amuse poor souls
; grant the Deity of Christ, and he knows

all these particulars will necessarily ensue
;
and whilst he

denies the foundation, it is to no purpose to contend about

any consequences or inferences whatever. And whether we
have ground for the expression under present consideration

;

John i. 14. 18. xx. 28. Acts xx. 28. Rom. i. 3, 4. ix. 5.

Gal. iv. 4. Phil. ii. 6—9. 1 Tim. iii. 16. 1 John i. 1, 2. Rev.
V. 12— 14. with innumerable other testimonies of Scripture

may be considered. If the *

Word, the Son of God, was made
flesh, made of a woman, took our nature,' wherein he was

pierced and wounded, and shed his blood, and yet continues

our Lord, and our God, 'God blessed for ever,' esteeming it

*no robbery to be equal with his Father,' yet being a person
distinct from him, being the *

brightness of his person,' we
fear not to say, that the two natures of God and man are

united in one person, which is the hypostatical union here

rejected.
The "communication of properties, on which depend two

or three of the following instances, mentioned by Mr. B. is

a necessary consequent of the union before asserted
;
and

the thing intended by it is no less clearly delivered in Scrip-
ture than the truths before-mentioned. It is affirmed of the

man Christ Jesus, that he ' knew what was in the heart of man,'

that he 'would be with his, unto the end of the world,' and

Thomas putting his hand into his side, cried out to him,
'

my
Lord, and my God,' Sec." when Christ neither did, nor was so,

as he was man. Again, it is said, 'that God redeemed his

church with his own blood,' that the Son of God 'was made

of a woman,' that the 'Word was made flesh,' none of which

can properly be spoken of God, his Son, or eternal Word,^

in respect of that nature whereby he is so
;
and therefore we

say, that look what properties are peculiar to either of his

"Non ut Deus esset habitator, natura humana esset habitaculum: sed ut naturae

alter! sic niisceretur altera, ut quanivis alia sit quae suscipitur, alia vero qua; suscipit,

in tantani tan)en unitateui conveniret utriusque diversitas, ut unus ideaique sit tilius,

qui se, et secundum quod unus homo est, patre dicit niinorem, et secundum quod
unus Deus est, patri se profitetur requalem. Leo. Serm. 3. de Nat.

''
Toi/c /i*6V TaTTEivoii? Xoyoi/; TM Ik ixa^la.^ av^^aiTrai, ToLf Si aVYiy/xivovi,

Jtai BloTT^nriTi;
rt>>

tv afyji ovn Xoyii). Theod. Dial. Aavy)(_.

y Taura itavra. a-vfAZoKa. <r«,jKov t>){ otto ySj iiKnfAfxmi. Iraen. Lib. 3. ad. Hasrcs.

I 3
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natures, as to be omniscient, omnipotent, to be the object of

divine worship, to the Deity f to be born, to bleed and die,

to the humanity; are spoken of in reference to his person,

wherein both those natures are united : so that whereas the

Scriptures say, that God •' redeemed his church with his own

blood,' or that he was 'made flesh,' or whereas in aconsonancy
thereunto, and to obviate the folly of Nestorius, who made
two persons of Christ, the ancients called the blessed virgin,

the Mother of God, the intendment of the one and other, is

no more, but that he was truly God, who in his manhood
was a Son, had a mother, did bleed and die. And such

Scripture expressions, we affirm to be founded in this 'com-

munication of properties,' or the assignment of that unto

the ''person of Christ, however expressly spoken of as God
or man, which is proper to him in regard of either of

these natures, the one or other. God on this account

being said, to do what is proper to man, and man what is

proper alone to God, because he who is both God and man
doth both the one and the other. By what expressions and

with what diligence the ancients warded the doctrine of

Christ's personal union, against both ''Nestorius and Euti-

ches, the one of them dividing his person into two, the other

confounding his natures, by an absurd confusion, and mix-

ture of their respective essential proprieties (Mr. B. not

giving occasion), I shall not farther mention.

And this is all Mr. B. instances in, of what he rejects,
as to our doctrine about the nature of God, the Trinity, per-
son of Christ, and the Holy Ghost, of all which he hath left

us no more, than what the Turks, and other ''Mahometans,
will freely acknowledge. And whether this be to be a mere
Christian, or none at all, the pious reader will judo-e.

Having dealt thus with the person of Christ, he adds the

names of two abominable figments, to give countenance to

his undertaking, wherein he knows those with whom he hath
to do, have no communion : casting the Deity of Christ and

^ Salva proprietate utriusque naturae, suscepta est a niajestate humilitas, a virtute

infirmitas, ab setemitate modalitas. Leo. Epist. ad Flavi.
» ''OuTo? lo-T(v Tfotto; aVTiSaJa-E(W{ l;taTEpaj <|)ij<r£»j avTiSiSoi^trnf , t? iKa-vioa. ra i'Jja Sia

TW Ti?; i'Troa-racriaii; ravrornra, xa] rriv Ei'j aWti'ha. avrZy
TrE^iyoujijiriy. Danias. de Or-

thod. fide. lib. 3. cap. 4.

h AXi&S; TEXsaij aSiaipETw? acruyxuTii>i.\ide Evagrium lib. l.cap. 2,3 Socrat Hist
lib. 7. cap. 29. 32, S3. Nictpb. lib. 11. cap. 47.

e Vid. loh. Hen. Hotting. Histor. Oriental, lib. 1. cap. 3. ex Alko. sura. 30.
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the Holy Ghost, into the same bundle with transubstantia-

tion and consubstantiation, to which he adds the ubiquity of

the body of Christ after-mentioned self-contradicting fictions.

With what sincerity, candour, and Christian ingenuity, Mr,
B. hath proceeded, in rolling up together such abominations
as these with the most weighty and glorious truths of the

gospel, that together he might trample them under his feet

in the mire, God will certainly in due time reveal to himself

and all the world.

The next thing he decries is original sin. I will suppose
Mr. B. knows, what those whom he professeth to oppose, in-

tend thereby ;
and this he condemns, name and thing. "^That

the guilt of our first father's sin, is imputed to his posterity,
that they are made obnoxious to death thereby, that we are
'

by nature children of wrath, dead in trespasses and sins,

conceived in sin,' that our 'understandings are darkness,' so

that we 'cannot receive the things that are of God,' that we
are able to do no good of ourselves, so that unless we are

*born again we cannot enter into the kingdom of God,' that

we are 'alienated, enemies, have carnal minds, that are en-

mity against God,' and cannot be subject to him
;

all this

and the like, is at once blown away by Mr. B. there is no
such thing; 'una litura potest.' That Christ by nature is

not God, that we by nature have no sin, are the two great

principles of this mere Christian's belief.

Of Christ's taking our nature upon hira, which is again
mentioned, we have spoken before. *'If he was made flesh,

made of a woman, made under the law
;
if he partook of flesh

and blood, because the children partook of the same; if he

took on him the seed of Abraham, and was made like to us

in all things, sin only excepted ; if, being in the form of God
and equal to him, he took on him the form of a servant, and
became like to us, he took our nature on him :' for these,

and these only are the things, which by that expression are

intended.

The most of what follows, is about the grace of Christ,
which having destroyed, what in him lies, his person he doth
also openly reject. And in the first place begins with the

d Rom. V. 12. 15, 16. 19. Eph. ii. 1. 12. Psal. li. 3. John i. .5. Epli. iv. 18, 1 Cor.
ii. 14. John iii. 5, 6. Eph. ii. 12. Col. i. 21. Rom. viii. 6—8.
"John i. 14. Gal. iv. 4, 5. Heb. ii. 14. 16. ii. 18. Phil. 7, 8.
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foundation, his 'making satisfaction to God for our sins, all

our sins, past, present, and to come ;' which also, under sun-

dry other expressions, he doth afterward condemn. ""God is

a God of 'purer eyes than to behold iniquity,' and it is 'his

judgment, that they which commit sin, are worthy of death :'

yea it is
* a righteous thing with him, to render tribulation to

offenders :' and seeing we have 'all sinned, and come short

of the glory of God,' doubtless it will be a righteous thing

with him, to leave them to answer for their own sins, who so

proudly and contemptuously reject the satisfaction which he

himself hath appointed, and the ^ransom he hath found out.

But Mr. B. is not the first who hath 'erred, not knowing the

Scriptures,' nor the justice of God. The Holy Ghost ac-

quainting us, that God '''made to meet upon him the ini-

quity of us all
;
that he was bruised for our sins, and wounded

for our transgressions, and that the chastisement of our peace
was on him, that by his stripes we are healed ;

that he gave
his life a ransom for us, and was made sin for us, that we

might become the righteousness of God in him
;'
that he was

'for us made under the law, and underwent the curse of it,

that he bare our sins in his body on the tree ;'
and that by

his blood we are redeemed, washed, and saved : we doubt

not to speak as we believe, viz. That Christ underwent the

punishment due to our sins, and made satisfaction to the

justice of God for them
;
and Mr. B. who, it seems, is other-

wise persuaded, we leave to stand or fall to his own account.

Most of the following instances of the doctrines he re-

jects, belong to and may be reduced to the head last mention-

ed, and therefore I shall but touch upon them : seeing that

he, that "
will enter into life, must keep the commandments,'

and this of ourselves we cannot do, for in 'many things we
offend all,' and he that breaks one commandment, is guilty of

the breach of the whole law
;
God having sent forth " his son,

made of a woman, made under the law, to redeem them that

were under the law, that we might receive the adoption of

children ;' and that which was impossible to us by the law,

through the weakness of the flesh,
' God sending his own Son

' Hab. i. 13. Rom. i. "2. '2 Tliess. i. 6. t Job. xxxiii. 24
•' Isa. liii. 5, 6. 10, 11. 1 Pet. ii. 24. Matt. xx. 28. 1 Tim. ii. 6. 2 Cor. v. 21.

Gal. iii. 13. 1 Pet. i. 18. Eph. i. 7. Rev. i. 5, 6, &c.
' Matt. xix. 17. 1 John i. 8. James ii. 10.
>• Rom. V. 9. viii. 3, 4. x. 4. 1 Cor. i. SO. Gal. iv. 4, 5. Phil. iii. 8—10.
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in the likeness of sinful flesh, and for sin, condemned sin in

the flesh, that the righteousness of the law might be fulfilled

in us;' and so we are * saved by his life, being justified by
his blood,' he being

' made unto us of God righteousness,' and
we are by faith

' found in him, having on not our own righte-

ousness, which is by the law, but that which is by Jesus

Christ, the righteousness of God by faith;' we do affirm, that

Christ fulfilled the law for us, not only undergoing the pe-

nalty of it, but for us submitting to the obedience of it, and

performing all that righteousness which of us it requires, that

we might have a complete righteousness wherewith to ap-

pear before God. And this is that, which is intended by the

active and passive righteousness of Christ, after-mentioned;
all which is rejected, name and thing.

Of Christ's being punished by God, which he rejects
in the next place, and to multiply his instances of our false

doctrine, insists on it again under the terms of 'Christ's en-

during the wrath of God, and the pains of a damned man,*
the same account is to be given, as before of his satisfaction.

That God ''bruised him, put him to grief,' laid the 'chastise-

ment of our peace on him;' that for. us he underwent death,

the curse of the law, which enwrapped the whole punishment
due to sin, and that by the ""will of God, who so made him
to be '

sin, who knew no sin,' and in the undergoing where-

of he prayed and cried, and sweat blood, and was full of

heaviness and perplexity, the Scripture is abundantly evi-

dent; and what we assert amounts not one tittle beyond what

is, by, and in, them affirmed.

The false doctrine of the merit of Christ, and his pur-

chasing for us the kingdom of heaven, is the next stone,

which this master builder disallows and rejects:
"^ That

Christ hath '

bought us with a price,' that he hath 'redeem-

ed us from our sins, the world and curse,' to be a *

peculiar

people zealous of good works ;' so making us '

kings and

priests to God for ever
;' that he hath ' obtained for us eter-

nal redemption, procuring the Spirit for us, to make us meet
for the inheritance of the saints in light; God blessing us

with all spiritual blessings in heavenly places in him, upon
' Isa. liii. 5, 6, &c. Heb. ii. 9. 14.

 Heb. X. 9, 10. 2 Cor. v. 21. Luke xxii. 41—44.
n 1 Cor. vi. 20. 1 Pet. i. 18. Gal. i. 4. iii. 13. Titus ii. 14. Eph. v. 26. Rev. i.

5, 6. Heb. ix. 12—14. Eph. i. 3. Phil. i. 29.
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the account of his making his soul an offering for sin,' per-

forming that obedience to the law, which of us is required,

is that, which by this expression ofthe ' merit of Christ/ we

intend. The fruit of it being all the accomplishment of the

promise made to him by the Father, upon his undertaking

the great work of saving his people from their sins; in the

bundle of doctrines by Mr. B. at once condemned, this also

hath its place.
That Christ rose from the dead by his own power,

seems to us to he true; not only because he affirmed, that

he ' had power so to do, even to lay down his life, and to take

it up again;' John x. 18. but also because he said he would

do so, when he bade them 'destroy the temple/ and told them,

that ' in three days he would raise it again.' It is true that

this ' work of raising Christ from the dead/ is also ascribed

to the Father and to the Spirit (as in the work of his obla-

tion, his Father ' made his soul an offering for sin,' and he
' offered up himself through the eternal Spirit'), yet this hin-

ders not, but that he was raised by his own power, his Fa-

ther and he being one, and what work his Father doth, he

doing the same.

And this is the account which this mere Christian giveth

us, concerning his faith in Christ, his person and his grace.
He is a mere man, that neither satisfied for our sins, nor

procured grace or heaven for us. And how much this tends

to the honour of Christ, and the good of souls, all that love

him in sincerity, will judge and determine.

His next attempt is upon the way, whereby the Scripture
affirms that we come to be made partakers of the good
things which Clirist hath done and wrought for us

;
and in

the first place, falls foul upon that, of '

apprehending and

applying Christ's righteousness to ourselves by faith;' that

so there may no weighty point of the doctrine of the cross

remain not condemned (by this wise man) of folly. This,

then, goes also, name and thing : Christ is
' of God made unto

us righteousness ;' (that is,
'
to them that believe on him,' or

receive or apprehend him; John i. 12.) God °'

having set him

forth to be a propitiation through faith in his blood, to de-

clare his righteousness for the forgiveness of sins,' and de-

claring that every one who ' believes in him is justified from
o Rom. iii.25. Acts xiii. 38, 39. Rom. iv. 5. 7. v. 1. Phil. iii. 9, 10. Roin.x. 3, 4.
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all things, from which he could not be justified by the law;'

God imputing righteousness to them that so ^believe, those

who are so justified by faith, having peace with God, it

being the great thing we have to aim at, namely, that 'we

may know Jesus Christ and the fellowship of his sufferings,

and the power of his resurrection, and to be found not hav-

ing our own righteousness, which is by the law, but the

righteousness which is by the faith of Christ, Christ being
the end of the law to every one that believeth.' We say it is

the duty of every one, who is called, to apprehend Christ by
faith, and apply his righteousness to him; that is, believe

on him, as made '

righteousness of God to him,' unto justi-

fication and peace. And if Mr. Biddle reject this doctrine,

name and thing; I pray God give him repentance, before

it be too late, to the acknowledgment of the truth.

Of Christ's 'being our surety, of Christ's paying our

debt, of our sins imputed to Christ, of Christ's righteousness

imputed to us, of Christ's dying to appease the wratii of God
and reconcile him to us,' enough hath been spoken already,
to clear the meaning of them who use these expressions,
and to manifest the truth of that which they intend by
them : so that I shall not need again to consider them, as

they lie in this disorderly confused heap, which we have

here gathered together.
Our justification by Christ being cashiered, he falls upon

our sanctification in the next place, that he may leave us as

little of Christians, as he hath done our Saviour of the true

Messiah. 'Infused grace' is first assaulted. The various ac-

ceptations of the word '

grace' in the Scripture, this is no

place to insist upon. By
'

grace infused,' we mean grace

really bestowed upon us, and abiding in us, from the Spirit
of God. That a newP spiritual life or principles, enabling
men to live to God; that new, gracious, heavenly, qualities

and endowments, as light, love, joy, faith, &c. bestowed on

men, are called grace and graces of the Spirit, I suppose
will not be denied. These we call infused grace, and graces ;

that is, we say God works these things in us, by his Spirit,

giving us a '^' new heart' and a ' new spirit, putting his law

into our hearts, quickening us who were dead in trespasses

P Epli. ii. 1, 2. Gal. v. 25, 26.

1 Phil. i. G. ii. 13. Jer. xxxi. 33. xxxii. 39. Ezek. xi. 1 9. xxxvi. 26. Heb. viii. 9, 10.
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and sins/ making us light, who were darkness, filling us

with the fruits of the Spirit in joy, meekness, faith, which

are not of ourselves, but the gifts of God. Mr. Biddle hav-

ing before disclaimed all original sin, or the depravation of our

nature by sin in deadness, darkness, obstinacy, 8cc. thought
it also incumbent on him to disown and disallow all repara-

tion of it by grace ;
and all this under the name of a mere

Christian, not knowing that he discovereth a frame of spirit

utterly unacquainted with the main things of Christianity.

Free grace is next doomed to rejection. That all the

grace, mercy, goodness of God, in our election, redemption,

calling, sanctification, pardon, and salvation, is free, not de-

served, not merited, nor by us any way procured, that God
doth all that he doth for us bountifully, fully, freely, of his

own love, and grace, is affirmed in this expression, and in-

tended thereby. And is this found neither name nor thing
in the Scriptures? Is there no mention of God's loving us

freely, of his "
blotting out our sins for his own sake, for his

name's sake,' of his
*

giving his Son for us from his own love,'

of *
faith being not of ourselves, being the gift of God, of

his saving us not according to the works of righteousness,
which we have done, but of his own mercy, of his justifying
us by his grace, begetting us of his own will, having mercy
on whom he will have mercy,' of a covenant not like the old,

wherein he hath promised to be 'merciful to our sins and

our iniquities,' 8cc. or is it possible that a man assuming to

himself the name of a Christian, should be ignorant of the

doctrine of the free grace of God, or oppose it, and yet pro-
fess not to reject the gospel as a fable ? But this was, and
ever will be the condemnation of some,

*
that light is come

into the world, and men love darkness more than light.'

About the next expression, of the' world of the elect,' I

shall not contend. That by the name of the world (which
term is used in the Scriptures, in great variety of significa-

tions), the elect, as being in and of this visible world, and

by nature no better than the rest of the inhabitants thereof,

are sometimes peculiarly intended, is proved ^elsewhere, be-

yond whatever Mr. B. is able to oppose thereunto.

'
Eph. i. 4. John iii. 16, 1 John iv. 8. 10. Rom. v. 8. Eph. ii. 8. Tit. iii. 3—7.

James i. 18. Rom. ix. 18. Heb. viii. 10—12.
• Salus electorem sanguis Jesu, or the Death of Death, &c.
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Of 'the irresistible working of the Spirit,' in bringing men
to believe, the condition is otherwise; about the term 'irre-

sistible,' I know none that care much to strive. That' 'faith

is the gift of God, not of ourselves,' that it is wrought in us,

by the '

exceeding greatness of the power of God ;'
that in

bestowing it upon us by his Spirit (that is, in our conver-

sion) God effectually creates a new heart in us, makes us

new creatures, quickens us, raises us from the dead, 'work-

ing in us to will and to do of his own good pleasure,' as he

'commanded light to shine out of darkness, so shining into

our hearts, to give us the knowledge of his glory,' begetting
us anew of his own will, so irresistibly causing us to believe

because he effectually works faith in us, is the sum of what

Mr. Biddle here rejecteth, that he might be sure, as before,

to leave nothing of weight in Christian religion uncon-

demned. But these trifles and falsities being renounced,

he complains of the abuse of his darling, that it is called

carnal reason : which being the only interpreter of Scrip-
ture which he allows of, he cannot but take it amiss, that

it should be so grossly slandered, as to be called carnal.

The Scripture indeed tells us of a"
' natural man, that cannot

discern the things which are of God,' and that they are 'fool-

ishness to him
;' of a ' carnal mind that is enmity to God,' and

not like to have any reasons, or reasonings, but what are

carnal; of a wisdom that is carnal, sensual, and devilish;

of a wisdom that God will destroy and confound, and that

such is the best of the wisdom and reason of all unregene-
rate persons ;

but why the reason of a man in such a state,

with such a mind, about the things of God should be called

carnal, Mr. B. can see no reason
;
and some men perhaps

will be apt to think, that it is because all his reason is still

carnal. When a man is renewed '
after the imao:e of him

that creates him,' he is made spiritual
'

light in the Lord,'

every thought and imagination that sets up itself in his

heart, in opposition to God, being led captive to the obe-

dience of the gospel; we acknowledge a sanctified reason

in such a one, of that use in the dijudication of the things
of God, as shall afterward be declared.

*

Spiritual desertions' are nextly decried. Some poor souls

»
Eph. ii. 8. xviii. 19. 2 Cor. v. 17, &c. iv. 6.

 1 Cor. ii. 14. Rom. viii. 7. James iii. ib.
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would thank him to make good this discovery. They find

mention in the Scripture of God's''
'

hiding his face, with-

drawing himself, forsaking though but for a moment,' as of

them that on this account ' walk in darkness and see no light,'

that 'seek him, and find him not,' but are filled with trou-

bles, terrors, arrows from him, &c. And this in some mea-

sure they find to be the condition of their own souls ; they

have not the life, light, power, joy, consolation, sense of

God's love as formerly ;
and therefore, they think there are

spiritual desertions, and that in respect of their souls, these

dispensations of God are signally and significantly
so

termed
;
and they fear that those who deny all desertions,

never had any enjoyments from or of God.

Of '

spiritual incomes,' there is the same reason. It is

not the phrase of speech, but the thing itself we contend

about. That God who is the Father of mercy, and God of

all consolation, gives mercy, grace, joy, peace, consolation,

as to whom, so in what manner, or in what degree he pleas-

eth. The receiving of these from God, is by some (and that

perhaps not inaptly) termed spiritual incomes ;
with regard

to God's gracious distributions of his kindness, love, good-

will, and the receiving of them. So that it be acknow-

ledged that we do receive grace, mercy, joy, consolation,

and peace, from God, variously as he pleaseth, we shall not

much labour about the significancy of that, or any other ex-

pression of the like kind. The Scriptures, mentioning the
'

goings^ forth of God,' leave no just cause to Mr. B. of con-

demning them, who sometimes call any of his works, or dis-

pensations, his outgoings. His rehearsal of all these par-
ticular instances, in doctrines that are found neither name
nor thing in Scriptures, Mr. B. closeth with an &c. which

might be interpreted to comprise as many more, but that

there remain not as many more important heads in Chris-

tian religion. The nature of God being abased, the Deity
and grace of Christ denied, the sin of our natures, and their

renovation by grace in Christ rejected ;
Mr. B.'s remaining

religion, will be found scarce worth the inquiry after, by
those whom he undertakes to instruct; there being scarcely

"Job xiii. 24. Psal. xiii. 1. x. 1. xxvii. 9. xliv. 24. xxx. 7. Iv. 1. Ixix. 17. cii. 2.

Isa. xlv. 15. viii. 17. xlix. 14. liv. 6, 7. Ix. 15. I. 10, &c.
y Micah. V. 2.
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any thing left by him, from whence we are pecviliurly deno-

minated Christians
;
nor any thing that should support the

weight of a sinful soul, which approacheth to God for life

and salvation.

To prevent the entertainment of such doctrines as these

Mr. B. commends the advice of Paul; 2 Tim. i. 13.
* Hold

fast the form of sound words,' &c. than which we know none

more wholesome, nor more useful, for the safeguarding and

defence of those holy and heavenly principles of our reli-

gion, which Mr. B. rejects and tramples on
;
nor are we at

all concerned in his following discourse, of leaving Scrip-

ture terms, and using phrases, and expressions coined by
men

;
for if we use any word or phrase in the things of God,

and his worship, and cannot make good the thing signified

thereby, to be founded on, and found in the Scriptures, we

will instantly renounce it. But if indeed the words and

expressions used by any of the ancients, for the explication

and confirmation of the faith of the gospel, especially of

the doctrine concerning the person of Christ, in the vindi-

cation of it from the heretics, which in sundry ages bestirred

themselves (as Mr. B. now doth) in opposition thereunto,

be found consonant to Scripture, and to signify nothing
but what is written therein with the beams of the sun, per-

haps we see more cause to retain them, from the opposition

here made to them by Mr. B. than formerly we did
;
con-

sidering, that his opposition to words and phrases is not

for their own sake, but of the things intended by them.

The similitude of the ship,
' that lost its first matter and

substance, by the addition of new pieces, in way of supple-

ment to the old decays,' having been used by some of our

divines to illustrate the Roman apostacy, and traditional

additionals to the doctrines of the gospel, will not stand

Mr. B. in the least stead
;
unless he be able to prove, that

we have lost in the religion we profess, any one material

part of what it was, when given over to the churches by
Christ and his apostles, or have added any one particular

to what they have provided, and furnished us withal in the

Scriptures ;
which until he hath done, by these and the like

insinuations, he doth but beg the thing in question ;
which

being a matter of so great consequence and importance as

it is, will scarce be granted him on any such terms. I doubt
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not, but it will appear to every person whatsoever, in the

process of this business, who hath his senses any thing ex-

ercised in the word to discern between good and evil, and

whose eyes the God of this world hath not blinded, that

the glorious light of the gospel of God, should not shine

into their hearts, that Mr. B. as wise as he deems it, and

reports himself to be, is indeed like the foolish woman, that

puts down her house with both her hands, labouring to de-

stroy the house of God with all his strength, pretending
that this and that part of it doth not originally belong
thereto (or like Ajax,'' in his madness, who killed sheep, and

supposed they had been his enemies), upon the account of

that enmity which he finds in his own mind unto them.

The close of Mr. B.'s preface contains an exhortation to

the study of the word, with an account of the success he

himself hath obtained in the search thereof, both in the

detection of errors, and the discovery of sundry truths
;

some things I shall remark upon that discourse, and shut

up these considerations of his preface.
1. For his own success he tells us, 'that being otherwise

of no great abilities, yet searching the Scriptures imparti-

ally, he hath detected many errors, and hath presented the

reader with a body of religion from the Scriptures, which

whoso shall well ruminate and digest, will be enabled,' 8cc.

For Mr. B.'s abilities, I have not any thing to do, to

call them into question ;
whether small or great, he will one

day find, that he hath scarce used them to the end for

which he is intrusted with them; and when the Lord of his

talents, shall call for an account, it will scarce be comfort-

able to him, that he hath engaged them so much to his dis-

honour, as it will undoubtedly appear he hath done. I have

heard by those of Mr. B.'s time and acquaintance in the

university, that what ability he had then obtained, were it

more or less, he still delighted to be exercising of it, in op-

position to received truths in philosophy ;
and whether an

itching desire of novelty, and emerging thereby, lie not at

the bottom of the course he hath since steered, he may do
well to examine himself.

What errors he hath detected (though but pretended such,

which honour in the next place he assumes to himself) I

^
Sophoc. in Ajace. fjiaa-riyo^.
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know not. The error of the Deity of Christ was detected in

the apostles' days by Ebion,* Cerinthus and others
;
not

long- after by Pauliis Samosatenus,'' by Photinus by Arius,

and others
;
the error of the purity, simplicity, and spiritu-

ality of the essence of God, by Audeeus, and the Anthro-

pomorphites. The error of the Deity of the Holy Ghost,
was long since detected by Macedonius, and his companions;
the error of original sin, or the corruption of our nature, by
Pelagius ;

the error of the satisfaction and merit of Christ,

by Abailardus; all of them by Socinus, Smalcius, Crellius,

&c. What new discoveries Mr. B. hath made, I know not;
nor is there any thing that he presents us with, in his whole

body of religion, as stated in his questions, but what he hath

found prepared, digested, and modelled to his hand, by
his masters the Socinians

;
unless it be some few gross no-

tions about the Deity ; nor is so much as the language,
which here he useth of himself and his discoveries his own,
but borrowed of Socinus, Epist. ad Squarcialupum.

We have not then the least reason in the world, to sup-

pose that Mr. B, was led into these glorious discoveries, by
reading of the Scriptures, much less impartial reading of

them
;
but that they are all the fruits of a deluded heart,

given up righteously of God to believe a lie, for the neglect
of his word, and contempt of reliance upon his Spirit and

grace for a right understanding thereof, by the cunning

sleights of the forementioned persons, in some of whose

writings Satan lies in wait to deceive. And for the body
of religion which he hath collected, which lies not in the

answers which are set down in the words of the Scripture,
but in the interpretations and conclusions couched in his

questions, I may safely say, it is one of the most corrupt
and abominable, that ever issued from the endeavours of one

who called himself a Christian
;
for a proof of which asser-

tion I refer the reader to the ensuing considerations of it.

So that whatever promises of success Mr. B. is pleased to

make unto him who shall ruminate and digest in his mind,
this body of his composure (it being indeed stark poison,
that will never be digested, but fill and swell the heart with

» Euseb. Hist. lib. 3. cap. 21. Irsen. ad Hser. lib. 1. cap. 26. Epiphan. Haer. 1.

toiii. t. lib. 1. Ruff. cap. 27.
b Euseb. lib. 7. c. 22—24. August. Haeres. 44. Epiphan. Haeres. 1. lib. 2. So-

crab. Hist. 1. 2. cap. 24, &c.
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pride and venom, until it utterly destroy the whole person),
it may justly be feared, that he hath given too great an ad-

vantage to a sort of men in the world, not behind Mr. B.

for abilities and reason (the only guide allowed by him in

affairs of his nature), to decry the use and reading of the

Scripture, which they see unstable and unlearned men

fearfully to wrest to their own destructions. But let God
be true, and all men liars. Let the gospel run and prosper;
and if it be hid to any, it is to them whom the God of this

world hath blinded, that the glorious light thereof, should

not shine into their hearts. What may farther be drawn

forth of the same kind with what is in these catechisms

delivered, with an imposition of it upon the Scripture, as

though any occasion were thence administered thereunto,

I know not
;
but yet do suppose, that Satan himself is

scarce able to furnish the thoughts of men with many more

abominations of the like length, and breadth, with those

here endeavoured to be imposed on simple, unstable souls,

unless he should engage them into downright atheism, and

professed contempt of God. Of what tendency these doc-

trines of Mr. B. are unto godliness, which he nextly men-

tioneth, will in its proper place fall under consideration.

It is true, the gospel is a doctrine according to godliness,
and aims at the promotion of it in the hearts and lives of

men, in order to the exaltation of the glory of God. And
hence it is, that so soon as any poor deluded soul falls into

the snare of Satan, and is taken captive under the power of

any error whatever, the first sleight he puts in practice for the

promotion of it, is to declaim about its excellency and use-

fulness for the furtherance of godliness ; though himself in

the meantime, be under the power of darkness, and know
not in the least what belongs to the godliness, which he

professethto promote. As to what Mr. B. here draws forth

to that purpose, I shall be bold to tell him, that to the ac-

complishment of a godliness amongst men (since the fall of

Adam), that hath not its rise and foundation in the effectual,

powerful, changing of the whole man from death to life,

darkness to light, &c. in the washing of the pollutions of

nature by the blood of Christ, that is not wrought in us,

and carried on by the efficacy of the Spirit of grace, taking

away the heart of stone, and giving a new heart, circumcised
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to fear the Lord, that is not purchased and procured for us,

by the oblation and intercession of the Lord Jesus, a godli-

ness that is not promoted by the consideration of the vici-

ousness, and corruption of our hearts by nature, and their

alienation from God, and that doth not in a good part of it

consist in the mortifying, killing, slaying, of the sin of

nature, that dwelleth in us, and an opposition to all the

actings and workings of it. A godliness that is performed

by our own strength, in yielding obedience to the precepts
of the word, that by that obedience we may be justified

before God, and for it accepted, &c. there is not one tittle,

letter, nor iota in the whole book of God tending. Mr. B.

closeth his preface with a commendation of the Scriptures,
their excellency, and divinity, with the eminent success that

they shall find who yield obedience to them, in that they
shall be even in this life equtil unto angels. His expressions
at first view seem to separate him from his companions in

his body of divinity, which he pretends to collect from the

Scriptures, whose low thoughts, bold expressions, con-

cerning the contradictions in them, shall afterward be

pointed unto. But I fear

latet unguis in herba.

And in this kiss of the Scripture with hail unto it, there is

vile treachery intended, and the betraying of them to the

hands of men, to be dealt withal at their pleasure. I desire

not to entertain evil surmises of any (what just occasion

soever be given on any other account), concerning things
that have not their evidence and conviction in themselves.

The bleating of that expression, 'the Scriptures are the ex-

actest rule of a holy life,' evidently allowing other rules of

a holy life, though they be the exactest, and admitting other

things, or books, into a compartnership with them, in that

their use and service, though the pre-eminence be given to

them, sounds as much to their dishonour, as any thing

spoken of them by any, who ever owned them to have pro-

ceeded from God. It is the glory of the Scriptures, not

only to be the rule, but the only one of walking with God.

If you take any other into comparison with it, and allow

them in the trial to be rules indeed, though not so exact as

the Scripture, you do no less cast down the Scripture from

VOL. VIII. K
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its excellency, than if you denied it to be any rule at all. It

will not lie as one of the many, though you say never so

often that it is the best. What issues there will be of the

endeavour, to give reason the absolute sovereignty in judg-

ing of rules of holiness, allowing others, but preferring the

Scriptures, and therein without other assistance, determining

of all the contents of it, in order to its utmost end, God in

due time will manifest. We confess (to close with Mr. B.)

that true obedience to the Scriptures, makes men even in

this life, equal in some sense unto angels : not upon the

account of their performance of that obedience merely, as

though there could be an equality between the obedience

yielded by us, whilst we are yet sinners, and continue so,

(* for if we say we have no sin we deceive ourselves'), and the

exact obedience of them who never sinned, but abide in

doing the will of God
;
but the principal, and main work of

God required in them, and which is the root of all other

obedience whatever, being to ' believe on him whom he hath

sent,' to as many as so believe on him, and so receive him,
*

power is given to become the sons of God ;' who being so

adopted into the great family of heaven and earth, which is

called after God's name, and invested with all the privileges

thereof
; having fellowship with the Father and the Son,

they are in that regard, even in this life, equal to angels.

Having thus briefly as I could, washed off the paint, that

was put upon the porch of Mr. B.'s fabric, and discovered

it to be a composure of rotten posts and dead men's bones,

whose pargeting being removed, their abomination lies naked

to all
;
I shall enter the building or heap itself, to consider

what entertainment he hath provided therein, for those,

whom in the entrance he doth so subtilely and earnestly in-

vite to turn in, and partake of his provisions.
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CHAP. I.

Mr. B.'sfirst chapter examined. Of the Scriptures.

Mr, Biddle having imposed upon himself the task of insi-

nuating his abominations, by applying the express words of

Scripture, in way of answer to his captious and sophistical

queries, was much straitened in the very entrance, in that

he could not find any text or tittle in them, that is capa-
ble of being wrested to give the least colour to those imper-
fections, which the residue of men, with whom he is in the

whole system of his doctrine in compliance and communion,
do charge them withal. As that there are contradictions in

them, though in things of less importance ;='
that many things

are or may be changed and altered in them
;
that some of

the books of the Old Testament are lost, and that those that

remain, are not of any necessity to Christians, although they

may be read with profit ;
their subjecting them also, and all

their assertions to the last judgment of reason, is of the same
nature with the other. But it being not my purpose, to pur-
sue his opinions, through all the secret windings and turn-

ings of them, so to drive them to their proper issue, but only
to discover the sophistry and falseness of those insinuations,

which grossly and palpably overthrow the foundations of

Christianity ;
I shall not force him to speak to any thing,

beyond what he hath expressly delivered himself unto.

This first chapter then, concerning the Scriptures, both

in the greater and less catechisms, without farther trouble,

I shall pass over
; seeing that the stating of the questions

and answer in them may be sound, and according to the com-

mon faith of the saints, in those who partake not with Mr.

B.'s companions, in their low thoughts of them, which here

he doth not profess. Only I dare not join with him in his last

assertion, that such and such passages are the most affec-

tionate in the book of God
; seeing we know but in part,

and are not enabled, nor warranted, to make such peremp-
» Socin. dc Authorit.Sa. Scrip, cap.l. Racov. An. 1611. p. 13. Socin. Lcct. Sacr.

p. 18. Episcop. disput.de Author. Script, thes. 3. Volkel.de vera Relig. lib. v. cap.
V. p. 375. Socinus autcni videtur rectius de SS. opinari, Epist. ad Radcc. 3. p. 1 40.

Ego quidem sentio, nihil in Scriptis, quae coniniunitcr ab iis, qui Christiani sunt

dicti, recepta, et pro divinis habita sunt, constanter legi, quod non sit verissiiiium :

hocque ad divinain providentiam pertinerc prorsus arbitror, ut cjusmodi scripta, nun-

quam depraventur aut corrurapantur, neque ex toto, ncque ex parte.

K 2
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torydeterminations,concerning the several passages of Scrip-

ture set in comparison and competition for afFectionateness

by ourselves.

CHAP. II.

Of the nature of God.

His second chapter, which is concerning God, his essence,

nature, and properties, is second to none in his whole book,

for blasphemies and reproaches of God and his word.

The description of God, which he labours to insinuate,

is, that he is one person, of a visible shape and similitude,

finite, limited to a certain place, mutable, comprehensible,
and obnoxious to turbulentpassions, not knowing the things

that are future, and which shall be done by the sons of men,

whom none can love with all his heart, if he believe him to be

one in three distinct persons.
That this is punctually the apprehension, and notion con-

cerning God and his being, which he labours to beget, by
his suiting Scripture expressions to the blasphemous in-

sinuations of his questions, will appear in the consideration

of both questions and answers, as they lie in the second

chapter of the greater catechism.

His first question is, 'How many Gods of Christians are

there V And his answer is,
* One God ;' Eph. iv. 6. Whereunto

he subjoins, secondly, 'Who is this one God?' And answers,

'The Father of whom are all things;' 1 Cor. viii. 6.

That the intendment of the connexion of these queries,

and the suiting ofwords of Scripture to them, is to insinuate

some thoughts against the doctrine of the Trinity, is not

questionable ; especially being the work of him, that makes
it his business to oppose it, and laugh it to scorn. With
what success this attempt is managed, a little considera-

tion of what is offered will evince. It is true, Paul says to

us,
* there is one God :' treating of the vanity and nothing-

ness of the idols of the heathen, whom God hath threatened

to deprive of all worship, and to starve out of the world.

The question as here proposed, 'How many Gods of Chris-

tians are there/ having no such occasion administered unto

it as that expression of Paul, being no parcel of such a dis-
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course as he insists upon, sounds pleasantly towards the al-

lowance of many gods, though Christians have but one.

Neither is Mr. B. so averse to polytheism, as not to give oc-

casion (on other accounts) to this supposal. Jesus Christ he

allows to be a God. All his companions, in the undertak-

ing against his truly eternal divine nature, still affirm him to

be**
*Homo Deificatus,' and

' Deus Factus/ and plead
'

pro vera

Deitate Jesu Christi,' denying yet with him that by nature

he is God, of the same essence with the Father: so indeed

grossly and palpably falling into, and closing with that abo-

mination, which they pretend above all men to avoid, in their

opposition to the thrice holy and blessed Trinity. Of those

monstrous figments in Christian religion which on this oc-

casion they have introduced, of making a man to be an eter-

nal God, of worshipping a mere creature, with the worship
due ordy to the infinitely blessed God, we shall speak after-

ward.

2. We confess that to us there is one God, but one God,
and let all other be accursed. The gods that have not made
heaven and the earth, let them be'= destroyed, according
to the word of the Lord from under these heavens. Yet we

say, moreover, that '
there ure'' three that bear witness in

heaven, the Father, Word, and Spirit, and these three are

one.' And in that very place, whence Mr. B. cuts off his

first answer, as it is asserted, that there is one God
;
so one

Lord, and one Spirit, the fountain of all spiritual distribu-

tions are mentioned, which, whether they are not also that

one God, we shall have farther occasion to consider.

To the next query, concerning this one God, who he is,

the words are,
' the Father from whom are all things ;' in

themselves most true. The Father is the one God, whom
we worship in spirit, and in truth

j
and yet the Son also is

our '

Lord, and our God ;'
John xx. 28. even ' God over all

blessed for ever ;' Rom. ix. 5. The Spirit also is the God
' which works all in all ;'

1 Cor. xii. 6. 11. And in the name
of that one God, who is the Father, Son, and Holy Ghost,

•» Smalcius de divinit. Jes. Christ, edit. Racov. An. 1608. per Jacob. Sienienskia.

Volkel. de vera Relig. lib. v. cap. 10. p. yi5. 'Uifi. et antoa. p. '206. Catccli. Rac.

cap. 1. de cognit. Christ, quasst. 3. confession do foi, des Chresticns, quicroyeiit en

iin seulDieu le Perc, &c. p. If!, 19. .Tonas Schlichtingius, ad Mcisuer. Artie, dc Filio

Dei p. 387. Socin. Res. ad AVickuni p. 8. el passim reliqui.
' Jer. X. 11. ''1 John v. 7.
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are^ we baptized,whom we serve, who to us is the one God over

ail. Neither is that assertion, of the Father's being the one

and only true God, any more prejudicial to the Son's being

so also, than that testimony given to the everlasting Deity

of the Son, is to that of the Father, notwithstanding that to

us there is but one God. The intendment of our author in

these questions, is to answer what he found in the great ex-

emplar of his catechism, the Racovian ;^ two of whose ques-

tions are comprehensive of all that is here delivered, and

intended by Mr. Biddle. But of these things more after-

ward.

His next inquiry is after the nature of this one God,

which he answers, with that of our Saviour, in John iv. 24.

* God is a Spirit ;'
in this he is somewhat more modest,

though not so v^^ary as his great master, Faustus Socinus,

and his disciple (as to his notions about the nature of God)
Vorstius. His acknowledgment of God to be a Spirit, frees

him from sharing in impudence in this particular, with his

master, who will not allow any such thing to be asserted,

in these words of our Saviour. His words are, (Fragment

Disput de Adorat. Christi cum Christiano Francken, p. 60.)
' Non est fortasse eorum verborum ea sententia, quam plerique

omnes arbitrantur : Deum scilicet esse spiritum, neque enim

subaudiendum esse dicit aliquis verbum l<TTi, quasi vox ttveu-

jua, recto casu accipienda sit, sed airo koivov repetendum
verbum ^ijra, quod paulo ante prsecessit, et irvtvima quarto
casu accipiendum, ita ut sententia sit, Deum quserere et pos-
tulare spiritum,' Vorstius also follows him. Not. ad Disput.
3. p. 200. because the verb substantive '

is' is not in the

original expressed (than the omission whereof, nothing

being more frequent though I have heard of one, who from

the like omission, 2 Cor. v. 17. thought to have proved Christ

to be the new creature there intended), contrary to the con-

text, and coherence of the words design of the argument in

hand, insisted on by our Saviour (as he was a bold man),

<=Matt. xxviii. J8.

fExposuisti quaj cognitu ad salutem de essentia Dei sunt prorsus iiecessaria,

cx|)one Cjua; ad earn rem veliementer utilia esse censeas. R. Id quidein est ut cog-
noscamus in essentia Dei unam tantum personam esse. Demonstra hoc ipsum. R.
Hoc sane vei liinc patere potest, quod essentia Dei sit una numero ; quapropter plu-
res numero personEe, in ea esse nullo pacto possnnt. Quajnam est lia3c una persona
divina? R. Est ille Deusunus, Domini nostriJesu Christi Pater. 1 Cor. viii. 6. Catech.
Racov. cap. 1. de cognit. Dei. de Dei essentia.
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and emphaticalness of significancy in the expression as it

lies, he will needs thrust in the word *

seeketh/ and render the

intention of Christ to be, that God seeks a spirit, that is,

the spirit of men to worship him. Herein, I say, is Mr. B.

more modest than his master (as it seems following^ Crel-

lius, who in the exposition of that place of Scripture is of

another mind), though in craft and foresight he be outgone

by him
;
for if God be a Spirit indeed, one of a pure spiritual

essence and substance, the image, shape, and similitude,

which he afterward ascribes to him, his corporeal postures,
which he asserts (Qu. 4.) will scarcely be found suitable unto

him. It is incumbent on some kind of men, to be very wary
in what they say, and mindful of what they have said

;
false-

hood hath no consistency in itself, no more than with the

truth. Smalcius, in the Racovian catechism, is utterly silent

as to this question and answer. But the consideration of

this also, will in its due place succeed.

To his fourth query, about a farther description of God,

by some of his attributes, I shall not need to subjoin any

thing in way of animadversion
;

for however the texts he

cites come short of delivering that of God, which the im-

port of the question, to which they are annexed, doth re-

quire, yet being not wrested to give countenance to any per-
verse apprehension of his nature, I shall not need to insist

upon the consideration of them.

Qu. 5. He falls closely to his work in these words,
'
Is

not God, according to the current of the Scriptures, in a cer-

tain place, namely, in heaven V Whereunto he answers by
many places of Scripture, that make mention of God in

heaven.

That we may not mistake his mind and intention in this

query, some light may be taken from some other passages in

his book. In the preface he tells you,
' that God hath a si-

militude and shape' (of which afterward), and hath his place

in the heavens. That ' God is in no certain place,' he reckons

amongst those errors he opposes in the same preface. Of

e Significat enim Christus id, quod ratio ipsa dictat, Deum, cum Spiritus sit, non

nisi spiritualibus revera delectari. Crell. de Uco : seu de vera Rel. lib. J . cap. 15.

p. 108. Spiritus est Deus : animadvcrtcrunt ibi omnes prope S. literarum interpretes,

Dei iiomen, quod articulo est in Grajco iiotatum, subject! locum tcnere : vocem, spi-

ritus, qua; articulo caret, praedicati : et spiritualein sigiiificare substantiam. Ita

perinde est, ac si dictum fuisset, Deus est spiritus, seu spiritualis substantia. Idem

ibid. p. 107.
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the same kind he asserteth the belief to be, of God's '

being
infinite and incomprehensible :' et Cat. les. p. 6.

' that God

giisteneth with glory, and is resident in a certain place of

the heavens, so that one may distinguish between his right

and left hand by bodily sight.' This is the doctrine of the

man, with whom we have to do, concerning the presence of

God. ' He is,' saith he,
'
in heaven, as in a certain place.'

That which is in a certain place, is finite and limited
;
as

from the nature of a place, and the manner of any thing's

being in a place, shall be instantly evinced. God, then, is

finite and limited, be it so (that he is infinite and incom-

prehensible is yet Scripture expression); yea, he is so limited

as not to be extended to the whole compass and limit of

the heavens
;
but he is in a certain place of the heavens, yea,

so circumscribed, as that a man may see from his right hand

to his left
;
wherein Mr. B. comes short of Mahomet, who

affirms, that when he was taken into heaven to the sight of

God, he found three days journey between his eye-brows ;

which if so, it will be somewhat hard for any one to see

from his right hand to his left, being supposed at an an-

swerable distance to that of his eye-brows. Let us see then

on what testimony, by what authority, Mr. B. doth here

limit the Almighty, and confine him to a certain place, shut-

ting up his essence and being in some certain part of tlie hea-

vens, cutting him thereby short, as we shall see in the issue,

in all those eternal perfections, whereby hitherto he hath

been known to the sons of men.

The proof of that lies in the places of Scripture which,

making mention of God, say,
* He is in heaven, and that he

looketh down from heaven,' &c. Of which out of some con-

cordance, some twenty or thirty are by him repeated. Not
to make long work of a short business, the Scriptures say,
'God is in heaven.' Who ever denied it? but do the Scrip-
tures say he is nowhere else ? Do the Scriptures say he is

confined to heaven, so that he is so there, as not to be in all

other places ? If Mr. B. thinks this any argument, God is in

lieaven, therefore his essence is not infinite and immense,
therefore he is not everywhere, we are not of his mind. He
tells you in his preface, that he asserts nothing himself

;
I

presume his reason was, lest any should call upon liim for

a proof of his assertions. What he intends to insinuate.
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and what conceptions of God he labours to ensnare the

minds of unlearned and unstable souls withal, in this ques-

tion under consideration, hath been from the evidence of his

intendment therein, and the concurrent testimony of other

expressions of his to the same purpose, demonstrated. To

propose any thing directly, in way of proof of the truth of

that which he labours insensibly to draw the minds of men

unto, he was, doubtless, conscious to himself of so much

disability for its performance, as to wave that kind of pro-

cedure. And therefore his whole endeavour is, having filled,

animated, and spirited, the understandings of men with

the notion couched in his question, to cast in some Scrip-

ture expressions, that as they lie, may seem fitted to the

fixing of the notion before begotten in them. As to any at-

tempt of direct proof of what he would have confirmed, the

man of reason is utterly silent.

2. None of those texts of Scripture, where mention is

made of God's being in heaven, are in the coherence and

dependance of speech, wherein they lie, suited or intended

at all, to give answer to this question or any like it, con-

cerning the presence of God, or his actual existence in any

place, but only in respect of some dispensations of God

and works of his, whose fountain and original he would have

us to consider in himself, and to come forth from him there,

where in an eminent manner he manifests his glory. God

is, I say, in none of the places by him urged, said to be in

heaven, in respect of his essence or being, nor is it the in-

tention of the Holy Ghost, in any of them, to declare the

manner of God's essential presence and existence, in re-

ference to all or any places; but only by the way of emi-

nency, in respect of manifestions of himself, and o])erations

from his glorious presence, doth he so speak of him. And

indeed in those expressions, heaven doth not so much sig-

nify a place, as a thing; or at least a place, in reference to the

things theredone, or the peculiar manifestations of the glory

of God there ; so that if these places should be made use of,

as to the proof of the figment insinuated, the argument from

them would be, a noii causa pro causa. The reason why God

is said to be in heaven, is not because his essence is in-

cluded in a certain place, so called, but because of the more

eminent manifestation of his glory there, and the regard



138 OF THE NATURE OP GOt).

which he requires to be had of him, manifesting his glory,
as the first cause, and author of all the works, which out-

wardly are of him.

3. God is said to be in heaven in an especial manner, be-

cause he hath assigned that as the place of the saints' expec-
tation of that enjoyment and eternal fruition of himself, which

he hath promised to bless them withal. But for the limit-

ing of his essence to a certain place in heaven, the Scrip-

tures, as we shall see, know nothing ; yea, expressly and po-

sitively affirm the contrary.
Let us all then supply our catechumens, in the room of

Mr. B.'s with this question, expressly leading to the things

inquired after.
' What says the Scripture concerning the essence and pre-

sence of God, is it confined and limited to a certain place
oris he infinitely and equally present every where V

Ans. 'The Lord your God, he is God in heaven above,
and in earth beneath;' Jos. ii. 11.

'But will God indeed dwell on the earth? Behold the

heavens, and heaven of heavens cannot contain thee
;
how

much less the house that I have builded?' 1 Kingfs viii. 27.

'Whither shall I go from thy Spirit, or whither shall I

flee from thy presence ? If I ascend up into heaven thou art

there, if I make my bed in hell, behold thou art there,' &c.
Psal. cxxxix. 7— 10.

' The heaven is my throne, and the

earth my footstool;' Isaiah Ixvi. 1. Acts vii. 47,48.
' Am I a God at hand, saith the Lord, and not a God

afar off? Can any hide himself in secret places, that I shall

not see him? saith the Lord. Do not I fill heaven and earth?

saith the Lord ;' Jer. xxiii. 23, 24.

It is of the ubiquity and omnipresence of God, that these

places expressly treat
;
and whereas it was manifested before

that the expression of God being in heaven, doth not at all

speak to the abomination which Mr. B. would insinuate

thereby, the naked rehearsal of those testimonies, so di-

rectly asserting, and ascribing to the Almighty, an infinite,
unlimited presence, and that in direct opposition to the

gross apprehension of his being confined to a certain place
in heaven, is abundantly sufficient to deliver the thoughts
and minds of men from any entanglements that Mr. B.'s

questions and answers (for though it be the word of the
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Scripture he insists upon, yet, male diim r^ecitas incipit esse

tutim) might lead them into. On that account no more
need be added

;
but yet this occasion being administered,

that truth itself, concerning the omnipresence or ubiquity
of God, may be farther cleared, and confirmed.

Through the prejudices and ignorances of men, it is in-

quired, whether God be so present in any certain place, as

not to be also equally elsewhere, every where.

Place has been commonly defined to be, 'superficies cor-

poris ambientis.' Because of sundry inextricable difficulties

and impossibility, of suiting it to every place, this definition

is now generally decried. That now commonly received is

more natural, suited to the natures of things, and obvious to

the understanding. A place, is,
'

spatium corporis suscep-
tivum ;' any space wherein a body may be received, and con-

tained. The first consideration of it is, as to its fitness and

aptness, so to receive any body : so it is in the imagination

only. The second, as to its actual existence, being filled

with that body, which it is apt to receive. So may we ima-

gine innumerable spaces in heaven, which are apt and able

to receive the bodies of the saints ; and which actually shall

be filled with them, when they shall be translated thereunto,

by the power of God.

Presence in a place, is the actual existence of a person in

its place ;
or as logicians speak, in its ubi; that is, answering

the inquiry after him, where he is. Though all bodies are in

certain places, yet persons only, are said to be present in

them
;
other things have not properly a presence to be as-

cribed to them. They are in their proper places, but we do

not say, they are present in, or to their places. This being
the general description of a place, and the presence of any
therein, it is evident, that properly it cannot be spoken at

all of God, that he is in one place or other
;
for he is not a

body, that should fill up the space of its receipt; nor yet in

all places, taking the word properly, for so one essence can

be but in one place ;
and if the word should properly be as-

cribed to God in any sense, it would deprive him of all his

infinite perfections.
It is farther said, that there be three ways of the presence

of any, in reference to a place, or places ; some are so in a

place, as to be circumscribed therein, in respect of their parts.
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and dimensions, such is their length, breadth, and depth; so

doth one part of them fit one part of the place wherein they

are, and the whole the whole, so are all solid bodies in a

place : so is a man, his whole body in his whole place, his

head in one part of it, his arms in another: some are so con-

ceived to be in a place, as that in relation to it, it may be

said of them, that they are there in it, so as not to be any
where else, though they have not parts and dimensions filling

the place wherein they are, nor are punctually circumscribed

with a local space ;
such is the presence of angels and spi-

rits, to the places wherein they are, being not infinite or im-

mense. These are so in some certain place, as not to be at

the same time wherein they are so, without it, or elsewhere,

or in any other place. And this is proper to all finite, im-

material substances, that are so in a place, as not to occupy
and fill up that space wherein they are. In respect of place,

God is immense, and indistant to all things and places, ab-

sent from nothing, no place, contained in none
; present to

all, by and in his infinite essence and being, exerting his

power variously, in any or all places as he pleaseth, reveal-

ing and manifesting his glory, more or less, as it seemeth

good to him.

Of this omnipresence of God, two things are usually in-

quired after. 1. The thing itself, or the demonstration, that

he is so omnipresent. 2. The manner of it, or the manifesta-

tion and declaring how he is so present. Of this latter per-

haps sundry things have been over curiously and nicely, by
some disputed : though upon a thorough search, their dis-

putes may not appear altogether useless. The schoolmen's

distinctions of God's being in a place, repletive, immen-

sive, impletive, superexcedeiiler, conservative, attinctive, mani-

festative, &c. have, some of them at least, foundation in

the Scriptures and right reason. That which seems most

obnoxious to exception, is their assertion of God to be every
where present, instar pnnctl: but the sense of that and its

intendment, is to express how God is not in a place, rather

than how he is. He is not in a place as quantitive bodies,

that have the dimensions attending them. Neither could his

presence in heaven, by those who shut him up there, be any
otherwise conceived, until they were relieved by the rare no-

tions of Mr. B. concerning the distinct places of his right



OF THE NATURE OF GOD. 141

hand and left. But it is not at all about the manner of God's

presence that I am occasioned to speak, but only of the

thing itself. They who say, he is in heaven only, speak as

to the thing, and not as to the manner of it. When we say,
he is every where, our assertion is also to be interpreted, as

to that only; the manner of his presence being purely of a

philosophical consideration, his presence itself divinely re-

vealed, and necessarily attending his divine perfections.

Yea, it is an essential property of God. The properties of

God are either absolute, or relative. The absolute proper-
ties of God are such, as may be considered, without the sup-

position of any thing else whatever, towards which their

energy and efficacy should be exerted. His relative are

such as in their egress and exercise, respect some things in

the creatures, though they naturally and eternally reside in

God. Of the first sort is God's immensity ;
it is an absolute

property of his nature and being; for God to be immense,

infinite, unbounded, unlimited, is as necessary to him, as to

be God
; that is, it is of his essential perfection, so to be.

The ubiquity of God, or his presence to all things and per-

sons, is a relative property of God
;
for to say that God is

present in, and to all things, supposes those things to be.

Indeed the ubiquity of God, is the habitude of his immensity
to the creation

; supposing the creatures, the world that is,

God is by reason of his immensity indistant to them all : or

if more worlds be supposed (as all things possible to the

power of God, without any absurdity may be supposed), on
the same account as he is omnipresent, in reference to the

present world, he would be so to them and all that is in

them.

Of that which we affirm in this matter, this is the sum
;

God, who in his own being and essence is infinite and im-

mense, is by reason thereof, present in, and to the whole

creation, equally, not by a diffusion of his substance, or

mixture with other things, heaven or earth, in or upon them,
but by an inconceivable indistancy of essence to all things,

though he exert his power, and manifest his glory, in one

place more than another : as in heaven, in Sion, at the

ark, &.C.

That this is the doctrine of the Scriptures, in the places

before-mentioned, needs no great pains to evince. In that.
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1 Kings viii. 27. the design of Solomon in the words gives

light to the substance of what he asserted ; he had newly
with labour, cost, charge, and wisdom, none of them to be

paralleled in the world, built a temple for the worship of

God. The house being large and exceedingly glorious, the

apprehensions of all the nations round about (that looked

on, and considered the work he had in hand) concerning the

nature and being of God being gross, carnal, and supersti-

tious, themselves answerably worshipping those who by
nature were not God, and his own people of Israel, exceed-

ingly prone to the same abominations
;
lest any should sup-

pose, that he had thoughts of including the essence of God
in the house that he had built, he clears himself in this con-

fession of his faith, from all such imaginations ; affirming
that though indeed God would dwell on the earth, yet he was
so far from being limited unto, or circumscribed in the house

that he had built, that the heavens, even the heaven of hea-

vens, any space whatever that could be imagined, the highest
heavens could not, cannot contain him, so far is he from

having a certain place in heaven, where he should reside, in

distinction from other places, where he is not
;
'He is God

in heaven, and in earth;' Josh. ii. 11. That which the tem-

ple of God was built unto, that the heaven and the heaven

of heavens cannot contain. Now the temple was built to

the being of God, to God, as God
;

so Acts vii. 47. ' But
Solomon built him a house;' Him ver. 48, that is, the Most

High, who dwelleth not (is not circumscribed) in temples
made with hands.'

That of Psal, cxxxix. is no less evident; the presence or

face of God, is expressly affirmed to be everywhere: 'Whi-
ther shall I go from thy face? If I ascend up into heaven thou

art there
;
if I go into hell, behold thou art there.' As God is

affirmed to be in heaven, so every where else
;
now that he

is in heaven, in respect of his essence and being is not ques-
tioned.

Neither can that of the prophet, Isa. Ixvi. 1. be otherwise

understood, but as an ascribing an ubiquity to God, and a

presence in heaven and earth :
' Heaven is my throne and the

earth is my footstool ;' the words are metaphorical, and in

that way expressive of the presence of a person ;
and so

God is present in heaven and earth. That the earth should
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be his footstool, and yet himself be so inconceivably dis-

tant from it, as the heaven is from the earth (an expression
chosen by himself, to set out the greatest distance imagina-

ble), is not readily to be apprehended. 'He is not far from

any one of us, for in him we live, and move, and have our

being;' Acts xvii. 27, 28.

The testimony which God gives to this his perfection in

Jer. xxiii, 23, 24. is not to be avoided
;
more than what is

here spoken by God himself, as to his omnipresence, we
cannot, we desire not, to speak ;

' can any one lie hid from

me? do not I fill heaven and earth? saith the Lord.' Still

where mention is made of the presence of God, thus heaven

and earth (which two are comprehensive of, and usually put
for, the whole creation) are mentioned; and herein he is nei-

ther to be thought afar off, or near, being equally present

every where, in the hidden places, as in heaven
;
that is, he

is not distant from any thing or place ; though he take up
no place, but is nigh all things, by the infiniteness and ex-

istence of his being.
From what is also known of the nature of God, his attri-

butes, and perfections ;
the truth delivered may be farther

argued, and confirmed. As,
1. God is absolutely perfect; whatever is of perfection,

is to be ascribed to him
;
otherwise he could neither be ab-

solutely self-sujfficient, all-sufficient, nor eternally blessed in

himself. He is absolutely perfect, inasmuch as no perfec-
tion is wanting to him ;

and comparatively above all that we
can conceive, or apprehend of perfection. If then ubiquity
or omnipresence be a perfection, it no less necessarily be-

longs to God, than it does to be perfectly good and blessed.

That this is a perfection, is evident from its contrary. To be

limited, to be circumscribed, is an imperfection and argues
weakness. We commonly say, we would do such a thing in

such a place, could we be present unto it
;
and are grieved

and troubled that we cannot be so
;
that it should be so, is

an imperfection attending the limitedness of our natures. Un-

less we will ascribe the like to God, his omnipresence is to

be acknowledged. If every perfection then be in God (and

if every perfection be not in any, he is not God) this is not

to be denied by him.

2. Again : If God be now in a certain place in heaven.
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I ask where he was before these heavens were made ? These

heavens have not always been
;
God was then where there

was nothing but God
;
no heaven, no earth, no place. In

what place was God, when there was no place ? When the

heavens were made, did he cease this manner of being in him-

self, existing in his own infinite essence, and remove into the

new place made for him ? Oris not God's removal out of his

existence in himself into a certain place, a blasphemous
imagination ?

' Ante omnia Deus erat, solus ipse sibi, et

locus, et mundus, et omnia.' Tertul. Is this change ofplace
and posture to be ascribed to God ? Moreover, ifGod be now

only in a certain place of the heavens, if he should destroy
the heavens, and that place, where would he then be ? In

what place ? Should he cease to be in the place wherein he

is, and begin to be in, to take up, and possess another ? And
are such apprehensions suited to the infmite perfections of

God ? Yea, may we not suppose, that he may create another

heaven ? Can he not do it? How should he be present there ?

Or must it stand empty? Or must he move himself thither?

Or make himself bigger than he was, to fill that heaven

also?

3. The omnipresence of God is grounded on the infinite-

ness of his essence. If God be infinite, he is omnipresent ;

suppose him infinite, and then suppose there is any thing
besides himself, and his presence with that thing, wherever

it be, doth necessarily follow
;
for if he be so bounded, as

to be in his essence distant from any thing, he is not infinite.

To say God is not infinite in his essence, denies him to be

infinite or unlimited in any of his perfections or properties;
and therefore, indeed, upon the matter Socinus denies God's

power to be infinite, because he will not grant his essence

to be. Catech. chap. 11. part 1. That which is absolutely

infinite, cannot have its residence in that which is finite and

limited
;
so that if the essence of God be not immense and

infinite, his power, goodness, &c. are also bounded and li-

mited
;
so that there are, or may be many things, which in

their own natures are capable of existence, which yet God
"

cannot do, for want of power. How suitable to the Scrip-

tures, and common notions of mankind, concerning the na-

ture of God, this is, will be easily known. It is yet the com- I

mon faith of Christians, that God'is uTrtpiypa(pog,Ka\ aireipog.
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4. Let reason (which the author of these catechisms,

pretends to advance and honour, as some think above its

its due, and therefore cannot decline its dictates) judge of
the consequences of this gross apprehension concerning the

confinement of God to the heavens, yea, a certain place in

the heavens, though he glisten never so much in glory, there

where he is. For first, he must be extended as a body is,

that so he may fill the place, and have parts as we have, if

he be circumscribed in a certain place ; which, though our au-

thor think no absurdity, yet, as we shall afterward manifest,
it is as bold an attempt to make an idol of the living God as

ever any of the sons of men engaged into. 2. Then God's

greatness and ours as to essence and substance, differ only

gradually, but are still of the same kind. God is bigger
than a man it is true, but yet with the same kind of great-
ness, differing from us as one man differs from another. A
man is in a certain place of the earth, which he fills and takes

up ;
and God is in a certain place of the heavens, which he

fills and takes up ; only some gradual difference there is ;

but how great or little that difference is, as yet we are not

taught. 3. I desire to know of Mr. B. what the throne is

made of that God sits on in the heavens and how far the

glistening of his glory doth extend, and whether that glisten-

ing of glory doth naturally attend his person, as beams do
the sun, or shining doth fire, or can he make it more or less

as he pleaseth. 4. Doth God fill the whole heavens, or only
some part of them ? If the whole, being of such substance

as is imagined, what room will there be in heaven for any

body else ? Can a lesser place hold him ? Or could he fill a

greater ;
if not, how came the heavens so fit for him ? Or

could he not have made them of other dimensions less

or greater? If he be only in a*" part of heaven, as is more

tljan insinuated in the expression, that he is in a certain

place in the heavens, I ask why he dwells in one part of

the heavens rather than another? Or whether he ever re-

moves, or takes a journey, as Elijah speaks of Baal, 1 Kings
xviii. or is eternally, as limited in, so confined unto, the cer

tain place wherein he is ? Again how doth he work out those

•i Si spatium vacat super caput Creatoris.ct si Deus ipse in locoest, erit jam locuj

iile major et Ueo et inuiido
; nihil eniin non inajus est id quod capit, illo quod capitur.

Tertui. ad Max. lib. 1. cap. 1.5.

VOL. VIII. L
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effects of almighty power, which are at so great a distance

from him as the earth is from the heavens, which cannot be

effected by the intervenience of any created power : as the

resurrection of the dead, &c. The power of God doubtless

follows his essence; and what this extends not to, that can-

not reach. But of that which might be spoken to vindicate

the infinitely glorious being of God from the reproach which

his own word is wrested to cast upon him, this that hath

been spoken is somewhat, that to my present thoughts doth

occur.

I suppose that Mr. B. knows, that in this his circum-

scription of God to a certain place, he transgresses against
the common consent of mankind

;
if not, a few instances of

several sorts may, I hope, suffice for his conviction : I shall

promiscuously propose them, as they lie at hand, or occur

to my remembrance. For the Jews, Philo' gives their judg-
ment. Hear, saith he, of the wise God, that which is most

true, that God is in no place ;
for he is not contained, but

containeth all. That which is made, is in a place ;
for it

must be contained, and not contain. And it is the obser-

vation of*" another of them, that so often as DipD a place, is

said of God, the exaltation of his immense, and incompara-
ble essence (as to its manifestation) is to be understood.

And the learned' Buxtorf tells us, that when that word is used

of God, it is by an antiphrasis, to signify that he is infinite,

illocal, received in no place, giving place to all. That known

saying of Empedocles passed among the heathen,
' Deus

estcirculus, cujus centrum ubique, circumferentia nusquam.'
And of Seneca :""

' Turn which way thou wilt, thou shalt see

God meeting thee
; nothing is empty of him, he fills his own

work.' ' All things are full of God,' says the" poet : and ano-

ther of them,

Estque Dei sedes nisi ferrse, et pontus, et aer,
Est coelum, et versus superos, quid quaeriraus ultra :

Jupiter est quodcuuque vides, quocunque raoveris.

' "Axotia-ov wapa Toy I'ma-rafxivov Qiov pna-iV aXnBicndTiiv , oij o Qbo^oIx} '^''"' "" ?*? "'^^

giixerat, dX^a
TTEgifp^Ei

to ttSv to $6
ysvo'^wEvov Iv towoj •

7r£fi£;),^£<r9aj ya^ airo, aXXi oy

TTt^ti^eiv avetyxaiov. Philn. lib. 2. Alleg. Leg.
'' Maimon. Mor. Nevoch p. 1. cap. 8.

' Buxtorf. in Lexic : verbo Diptt.™
Quocunque tc flexeris, ibi illura (Deura) videbis occurrentem tibi, nihil ab ilto

vacat, opus suura ipse impiet. Senec. de benef. lib. 4. cap. 8.
" Jovis omnia plena. Virg. Eel. iii. 60. « Lucan lib. 3.
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Of this presence of God, I say, with and unto all things, of

the infinity of his essence, the very heathens themselves, by
the light of nature ^which Mr. B. herein opposes) had a

knowledge : hence did some of them term him Kocrinmroibg

vovQ,
' a mind framing the universe :' and affirmed him to be

infinite.
' Primus oainium rerum descriptionem et modum,

mentis Infinitse in ratione designari et confici voluit/ says

Cicero, of Anaxagoras : Tull. de nat Deor. lib. 1. all things
are disposed of, by the virtue of one infinite mind : and

Plutarch, expressing the same thing, says he is, vouc Ka^apbg,
KoX uKparog IjufieiMyfxivog ttckji : a '

pure and sincere mind, mix-

ing itself, and mixed' (so they expressed the presence of

the infinite mind) 'with all things :' so Virgil ;

'
Jovis omnia

plena:" all things are full of God :' (for God they intended

by that name. Acts xvii. 25. 28, 29. and says Lactantius,
* Convicti de uno Deo, cum id negare non possunt, ipsum se

colere, affirmant, verum hoc sibi placere, ut Jupiter nomi-

netur;' lib. i. c. 2.) which, as Servius on the place observes,
he had taken from Aratus, whose words are : 'Ek Sibg apvw-
fiecf^a, Tov ovEe ttot avcptg SMfiev apprjTov' fxtaTol ce Sibg.Traaai

fXiv ayviai, Traaai S' dv^pioirwv ayopai, jUferrj) ce ^aXacraa, koI

\ifxev£g. iravTYi St ^Log Kii'\pr]fxe'^a TravTEg, giving a full descrip-
tion, in his way, of the omnipresence and ubiquity of God.
The same Virgil, from the Platonics, tells us in another

place:

Spiritus infiis alit, totamque infusa per artus

Mens agitat molem. .En. vi. 726.

And much more of this kind might easily be added. The
learned know where to find more for their satisfaction; and
for those that are otherwise, the clear texts of Scripture,
cited before, may suffice.

Of those on the other hand, who have no less grossly,
and carnally, than he of whom we speak, imagined aP diffu-

sion of the substance of God through the whole creation,
and a mixture of it with the creatures, so as to'' animate,
and enliven them in their several forms, makins; God an es-

sential part of each creature, or dream of an assumption of

creatures, into an unity of essence with God, I am not now
to speak.

P Vide Beza, Epist. ad Philip. Mamix.
1 Vide Virg. jEn. lib. 6. Principio caslum &c. ex Piatonicii.

L 2
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CHAP. III.

Of the shape and bodily visiblefigure of God.

Mr. Biddle's question.
•Is God in the Scripture said to have any likeness,—si-

militude,—person,
—

shape ?'

The proposition which he would have to be the conclu-

sion of the answers to these questions, is this
;
That accord-

ing to the doctrine of the Scriptures, God is a person shaped
like a man. A conclusion so grossly absurd, that it is re-

fused as ridiculous, by Tully, a heathen, in the person of

Cotta (de Nat. Deorum), against Velleius, the Epicurean ;

the Epicureans only amongst the philosophers, being so

sottish, as to admit that conceit. And Mr. B, charging
that upon the Scripture, which hath been renounced by all

the heathens,* who set themselves studiously to follow the

light of nature, and by a strict inquiry to search out the

nature and attributes of God, principally attending that safe

rule of ascribing nothing to him, that eminently included

imperfection, hath manifested his pretext of mere Christia-

nity, to be little better than a cover for downright atheism,

or at best, of most vile, and unworthy thoughts of the di-

vine Being. And here also doth Mr. B. forsake his mas-

ters.'' Some of them have had more reverence of the Deity,
and express themselves accordingly, in express opposition
to this gross figment.

According to the method I proceeded in, in considera-

tion of the precedent questions, shall I deal with this
;
and

first, consider briefly the Scriptures produced to make good
this monstrous horrid assertion. The places urged and in-

sisted on of old, by the Anthropomorphites,'^ were such as

partly ascribed a shape in general to God
; partly such as

mention the parts and members of God, in that shape ;
his

a Sine corpoie ullo Deuin esse vult, ut Graeci dicunt aa-uiy-aTov. Tull. de Nat.
Deor. lib, 1. de Platone. Menssoiutaet libera, segregata ab omni concretione mor-
tal!. Id.

b Ex his autem intelligitur, membra huraani corporis, quae Deo in sacris literis

ascribuntur, uti et partes quaedam aliarura animantium, quales sunt alae, non nisiim-

proprie Deo tribui. Siquidera a spiritus natura prorsus abhorrent. Tribuuntur au-
tem Deo per metaphorara cum metonymia conjunctam. Nempe quia facultates vel

actiones Deo conveniunt, illarum similes, quae membris illis, aut insunt, aut per ea
exerccntur. Crellius de Deo ; sive de vera Relig. lib. 1. cap. 15. p. 107.

•
Epiphan. tom. 1. lib. 3. Haeres. 70. Theodoret, lib. 4. cap. 10»
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eyes, his arms, his hands, &,c. from all which they looked

on him, as an old man, sitting in heaven on a throne. A
conception that Mr. B. is no stranger to. The places of

the first sort are here only insisted on by Mr. B. and the

attributionof a likeness, image, similitude, person, and shape,
unto God, is his warrant to conclude, that he hath a visible,

corporeal image and shape, like that of a man, which is

the plain intendment of his question. Now if the image,

likeness, or similitude, attributed to God as above, do no

way, neither in the sum of the words themselves, nor by the

intendment of the places where they are used., in the least

ascribe or intimate, that there is any such corporeal, visi-

ble shape in God, as he would insinuate, but are properly

expressive of some other thing, that properly belongs to

him
;
I suppose it w^ill not be questioned, but that a little

matter will prevail with a person, desiring to emerge in the

world by novelties, and on that account casting off that re-

verence of God, which the first and most common notions

of mankind would instruct him into, to make bold with

God and the Scripture, for his own ends and purposes.
1 say then first in general. If the Scripture may be allowed

to expound itself, it gives us a fair and clear account of its

own intendment, in mentioning the image and shape of God,
which man was created in ; and owns it to be his righteous-
ness and holiness, in a state whereof, agreeable to the con-

dition of such a creature, man being created, is said to be

created in the image and likeness of God
;
in a kind of resem-

blance unto that holiness and righteousness which is in him;

Eph. iv. 23, 24, &.c. what can hence be concluded, for a

corporeal image, or shape, to be ascribed unto God, is too

easily discernable. From a likeness in some virtue or pro-

perty, to conclude to a likeness in a bodily shape, may well

befit a man that cares not what he says, so he may speak
to the derogation of the glory of God.

2. For the particular places by Mr. B. insisted on, and

the words used in them, which he lays the stress of this pro-

position upon. The two first words, are mrai and ob^ both

of which are used in Gen. i. the word niDl is used Gen. v. 1.

and CDh'H Gen. ix. 6. but neither of these words, do in their

genuine signification, imply any corporeity or figure. The

most learned of all the rabbins, and most critically skilful
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in their language, hath observed and proved, that the pro-

per Hebrew word, for that kind of outward form or simili-

tude is nND
;
and if these be ever so used, it is in a meta-

phorical and borrowed sense, or at least, there is an am-

phiboly in the words
;
the Scripture sometimes using them

in such subjects, where this gross corporeal sense cannot

possibly be admitted, wm DIDID '

like the serpent,' Psal.lviii.

4. Here is indeed some imaginable, or rather rational resem-
blance in the properties there mentioned, but no corporeal
similitude

;
vide Ezek. i. 28- and xxiii. 15. To which may be

added many more places, where if rniDT shall be interpreted
of a bodily similitude, it will afford no tolerable sense. The
same likewise may be said of obii

;
it is used in the Hebrew

for the essential form, rather than the figure or shape ;
and

being spoken of men, signifies rather their souls, than body;
so it is used, Psal. Ixxiii. 20. which is better translated,

' Thou
shalt despise their soul,' than their 'image ;' so where it is

said, Psal. xxxix. 6.
'

Everyman walketh in a vain shew (the
same word again), however it ought so to be interpreted, it

cannot be understood of a corporeal similitude; so that
these testimonies are not at all to his purpose. What in-

deed is the image of God, or that likeness to him, wherein
man was made, I have partly mentioned already, and shall

farther manifest, chap. ii. and if this be not a bodily shape,
it will be confessed, that nothing can here be concluded for
the attribution of a shape to God

;
and hereof an account

will be given in its proper place.
The sum of Mr. B.'s reasoning from these places is, God

in the creation of the lower world, and the inhabitancy
thereof, making man, enduing him with a mind and soul

capable of knowing him, serving him, yielding him volun-

tary and rational obedience, creating him in a condition of
holiness and righteousness, in a resemblance to those blessed

perfections in himself, requiring still of him to be holy as
he is holy, to continue and abide in that likeness of his, giv-
ing him in that estate, dominion over the rest of his works
here below, is said to create him in his own image and like-

ness, he being the sovereign lord over all his creatures, infi-

nitely wise, knowing, just, and holy; therefore, he hath a

bodily shape and image, and is therein like unto a man ;
*

quod erat demonstandum,'
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The next quotation is from Numb. xii. 7, 8. where it is

said of Moses, that he shall behold the 'similitude of the

Lord :' the word is Themunah, which , asitis sometimes taken

for a corporeal similitude, so it is at other times for that

idea, whereby things are intellectually represented ;
in the

former sense is it frequently denied of God, as Deut. iv. 16.
'

you saw no similitude,' &c. But it is frequently taken in

the other sense, for that object, or rather impression, where-

by our intellectual apprehension is made, as in Job iv. 16.
' an image was before mine eyes,' viz. in his dream; which is

not any corporeal shape, but that idea, or objective repre-

sentation, whereby the mind of man understands its object;
that which is in the schools commonly called phantasm, or

else an intellectual species, about the notion of which it is

here improper to contend. It is manifest, that in the place
here alleged, it is put to signify the clear manifestation of

God's presence to Moses, with some such glorious appear-
ance thereof, as he was pleased to represent unto him

;
there-*

fore, doubtless, God hath a bodily shape.
His next quotation is taken from James iii. 9, 'madt

after the similitude of God.' Towc kuB' o/xoiuxtiv 3'tou jeyovo
rag. Certainly Mr. B. cannot be so ignorant, as to think the

word bfioioxng, to include in its signification a corporeal si-

militude ;
the word is of as large an extent as similitude in

Latin
;
and takes in as well those abstracted analogies,

which the understanding of man finds out, in comparing
several objects together, as those other outward conformities

of figure and shape, which are the objects of our carnal eyes.

It is the word by which the Septuagint use to render the

word mm of which we have spoken before. And the ex-

amples are innumerable in the Septuagint translation, and

in authors of all sorts, written in the Greek language, where

that word is taken at large, and cannot signify a corporeal

similitude, so as it is vain to insist upon particulars ; and

this also belongs to the same head of inquiry with the

former, viz. what likeness of God it was, that man was

created in, whether of eyes, ears, nose &.c. or of holiness, &c.

His next allegation is from Job xiii. 7, 8,
'
will ye

accept his person,' V3Dn irpocFwirov avrov. An allegation so

frivolous, that to standto answer it studiously would be ri-

diculous. 1. It is an interrogation, and doth not assert any
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thing. 2, The thing spoken against is Trpo(TioTr\r]\pla,
which

hath in it no regard to shape or corporeal personality, but

to the partiality, which is used in preferring one before

another in justice. 3. The word mentioned, with its deri-

vatives, is used in as great, or greater variety of metaphorical

translations, than any other Hebrew word
;
and is by no

means determined to be a signification of that bulky sub-

stance, which with the soul concurs to make up the person

of man. It is so used. Gen. xxxiii. 18. >3D—nx 'Jacob

pitched his tent before (or in the face of) the city.' It is

confessed that it is very frequently translated TrpocrwTrov by
the Seventy, as it is very variously translated by them ;

sometimes o ocpOaXfiog, see Jer. xxxviii. 26. Neh.ii 13. Job

xvi. 16. Deut. ii. 36. Prov. xxvii. 23. Besides that, it is

used in many other places for avrX, svavri, airevavTl, liravu)'

IvwTTiov, and in many more senses
;
so that to draw an ar-

gument concerning the nature of God, from a word so am-

phibological, or of such frequent translation in metaphorical

speech, is very unreasonable.

Of what may be hence deduced, this is the sum
;
in every

plea or contestabout the ways, dispensations, and judgments
of God, that which is right, exact, and according to the

thing itself, is to be spoken. His glory not standing in the

least need of our flattery or lying ;
therefore God is such a

person, as hath a bodily shape and similitude, for there is

no other person, but what hath so.

His last argument is from John v. 37. ' Ye have neither

heard his voice at any time, nor seen his shape,' ovre hEoq
avTov itDpaKUTt. But it argues a very great ignorance in all

philosophical, and accurate writings, to appropriate il^og to

a corporeal shape, it being very seldom used, either in

Scripture, or elsewhere, in that notion. The Scripture

having used it, when that sense cannot be fastened on it,

as in 1 Thess. v. 22, 'Atto Travrog eiEcrovg ttovtjqov a7ri)(£(TdE,

which may be rendered,
* abstain from every kind, or every

apearance,' but not from every shape of evil
;
and all other

Greek authors, who have spoken accurately, and not figu-

ratively of things, use it perpetually almost in one of those

two senses, and very seldom, if at all, in the other.

How improperly, and with what little reason, these places
are interpreted of a corporeal similitude or shape, hath been
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shewed. Wherein the image of God consists, the*^ apostle

shews, as was declared, determining it to be in the intel-

lectual part, not in the bodily; Col. iii. 10. 'Evdvaa/xtvoi rbv

viov (ai'0|OW7rov) tov avaKaivovfievov dg eiriyvoJCTLV, icar' HKOva

Tov KTicravTog avTov. The word here used tlKwv, is of a grosser

signification than aldog, which hath its original from the in-

tellectual operation of the mind, yet this the apostle deter-

mines to relate to the mind, and spiritual excellencies, so

that it cannot from the places he hath mentioned, with the

least colour of reason be concluded, that God hath a cor-

poreal* similitude, likeness, person, or shape.
What hath already been delivered concerning the nature

of God, and is yet necessarily to be added, will not permit
that much be peculiarly spoken to this head, for the removal

of those imperfections from him, which necessarily attend

that assignation of a bodily shape to him, which is here

aimed at. That the Ancient of Days is not really one in the

shape of an old man, sitting in heaven on a throne, glistening
with a corporeal glory, his hair being white, and his raiment

beautiful, is sufficiently evinced, from every property and

perfection, which in the Scripture is assigned to him.

The Holy Ghost, speaking in the Scripture concerning
God, doth not without indignation suppose any thing to be

likened or coinpared to him. Maimonides hath observed,
that these words Aph Ira, &.c. are never attributed to God,
but in the case of idolatry ;

that never any idolater was so

silly, as to think that an idol of wood, stone, or metal, was

a god that made the heavens and earth, but that through
them, all idolaters intend to worship God. Now to fancy a

corporeity in God, or that he is like a creature, is greater
and more irrational dishonour to him, than idolatry.

' To
whom will ye liken God, or what likeness will ye compare

<J Plato said tlic same thing expressly, apud Stobaeura, Eclogae Ethicae, lib. 2.

cap. 3. p. 163.
* 0EOJ IcTTi

'TTvevf/.a, voipv, oIk
i)(^ov fx.op'priV. Posidonius apud StobaJum. Eclogae

Physicffi. lib. 1. cap. 1. p. 2. I confess Epicurus said, AvQjaiTroEiJei'c eTvai tou? Seouj.

Stoba»u3 ibidem, cap. 3. p. 5. And possibly Mr. B. might borrow his misshapen

divinity from him, and tlie Anthropomorphitcs : and then we have the pedigree of

his wild positions. But the more sober philospliers (as Stobajus there tells us) held

otherwise. Qeov ov^ amlv oLSi opaTov, ol^i /xet^htov, ouJe Siaa-Tarov, ouJe aXXoo tivi

irtifA,ari ofxoiov, &c. which Guil. Caiitcrus renders thus;
' Quod ncc tangi, nee cerni

potest Deus, neque submensuram, vel lermiiium cadit aut alicui estcorpori simile.

' Videsis Rab. M. Maimonid. de Idolal. sect. 2, 3, 6lc. et Notas Dionysii Voiiii

ibidem.
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to him ?' Isa. xl. 1 8.
' Have ye not known, have ye not heard

hath it not been told you from the beginning, have ye not

understood from the foundation of the earth T ver. 22, 'it is

he that sitteth 8cc. to whom then will he liken me, or shall

1 be equal saith the holy one V Because the Scripture

speaks of the eyes and ears, nostrils and arms, of the Lord,

and of man being made after his likeness, if any one shalls

conclude, that he sees, hears, smells, and hath the shape of

a man
;

he must upon the same reason conclude that he

hath the shape of a lion, of an eagle, and is like a drunken

man, because in Scripture he is compared to them, and

so of necessity make a monster of him, and worship a

chimera.

Nay, the Scripture plainly interprets itself, as to these

attributions unto God :

' his arm is not an arm of flesh
;'

2 Chron. xxxii. 8. 'Neither are his eyes of flesh, neither

seeth he as man seeth ;' Job x. 4. Nay, the highest we can

pretend to (which is our way of understanding), though it

hath some resemblance of him, yet falls it infinitely short

of a likeness, or equality with him. And the Holy Ghost

himself gives a plain interpretation of his own intendment

in such expressions. For whereas, Luke xi. 20. our Saviour

says, that he with the finger of God cast out devils. Matt,

xii. 28. he affirms, that he did it by the Spirit of God, in-

tending the same thing. It neither is, nor can righteously
be required, that we should produce any place of Scripture,

expressly affirming, that God hath no shape, nor hands, nor

eyes, as we have, no more than it is, that he is no lion or

eagle: it is enough that there is that delivered of him abun-

dantly, which is altogether inconsistent with any such shape
as by Mr. B. is fancied

;
and that so eminent a difference, as

that now mentioned, is put between his arms, and eyes, and

ours, as manifests them to agree in some analogy of the thing

signified by them, and not in an answerableness in the same
kind

;
wherefore I say, that

The Scripture' speaking of God, though it condescends
to the nature and capacities of men, and speaks for the most

part to the imagination (farther than which, few among the

sons of men were ever able to raise their cogitations), yet

e Quae de Deo dicuiUur in sacro codice ovfljanro'/ra&aij, tnierpretanda sunt
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hath it clearly delivered to us such attributes of God, as will

not consist with that gross-notion which this man would

put upon the Godhead. The infinity, and immutability of

God, do manifestly ''overthrow the conceit of a shape and

form of God. Were it not a contradiction that a body
should be actually infinite, yet such a body could not have

a shape, such a one as he imagines. The shape of any thing
is the figuration of it

;
the figuration is the determination of

its extension towards several parts, consisting in a deter-

mined proportion of them to each other; that determination

is a bounding and limiting of them; so that if it have a

shape, that will be limited which was supposed to be infinite;

which is a manifest contradiction. But the Scripture doth

plainly shew that God is infinite and immense, not in mag-
nitude (that were a contradiction, as will appear anon) but

in essence : speaking to our fancy, it saith,' that he is higher
than heaven, deeper then hell ;' Job xi. 8. that ' he fills heaven

and earth
;' Jer. xxiii. 24. ' That the heaven ofheavens cannot

contain God
;' 1 Kings viii. 27. and hath many expressions

to shadow out the immensity of God, as was manifest in our

consideration of the last query. But not content to have

yielded thus to our infirmity, it delivers likewise in plain
and literal terms, the infiniteness of God. ' His under-

standing is infinite ;' Psal. cxlvii. 5. And therefore his es-

sence is necessarily so : this is a consequence that none can

deny, who will consider it, till he understands the terms of

it, as hath been declared. Yet, lest any should hastily ap-

prehend that the essence of God were not therefore neces-

sarily infinite, the Holy Ghost saith, Psal. cxxxv. 3.
* That

his greatness hath no end,' or is inconceivable, which is

infinite. For seeing we can carry on our thoughts, by cal-

culation, potentially in hijiiiitum, that is, whatever measure
be assigned, we can continually multiply it by greater and

greater numbers, as they say, in i/ifinitiim ; it is evident, that

there is no greatness, either of magnitude or essence, which
is unsearchable or inconceivable, beside that which is

actually infinite : such therefore is the greatness of God, in

the strict and literal meaning of the Scripture : and there-

fore, that he should have a shape, implies a contradiction.

'' Vid. D. Barnes in 1. partem Aquinatis. Quaest. ."i. Art. 1. et Scholasticos

Passim.
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But of this, BO much before, as I presume we may now take

it for granted.
Now this attribute of infinity, doth immediately and de-

monstratively overthrow that gross conception of a human

shape we are in the consideration of, and so it doth by con-

sequence overthrow the conceit of any other, though a sphe-
rical shape. Again,

Whatever is incorporeal, is destitute of shape; whatever

is infinite is incorporeal, therefore what is infinite, is desti-

tute of shape.
All the question is of the minor proposition. Let us

therefore suppose an infinite body, or line, and let it be bi-

sected ;
either then each half is equal to the whole, or less.

If equal, the whole is equal to the part ;
if less, then that

half is limited within certain bounds, and consequently is

finite, and so is the other half also : therefore two things

which are finite shall makeup an infinite
;
which is a contra-

diction.

Having therefore proved out of Scripture that God is

infinite, it follows also, that he is incorporeal, and that he

is without shape.
The former argument proved him to be without such a

shape, as this catechist would insinuate : this, that he is

without any shape at all. The same will be proved from

the immutability or impassibility of God's essence, which

the Scripture assigns to him. Mai. iii. 6.
'
I am the Lord,

I change not.'
' The heavens are the work of thy hands. They

shall perish, but thou endurest
; they shall be changed, but

thou art the same
;'

Psal. cii. 25, 26.

If he be immutable, then he is also incorporeal, and con-

sequently without shape.
The former conseqence is manifest, for every body is ex-

tended, and consequently is capable of division, which is

mutation
;
wherefore being immutable he hath no shape.

Mr. Biddle'sgreat plea for the considering his catechism,
and insisting upon the same way of inquiry with himself, is

from the success which himself hath found in the discovery
of sundry truths, of which he gives an account in his book
to the reader. That among the glorious discoveries made by
him, the particular now insisted on is not to be reckoned, I

presume Mr. B. knoweth. For this discovery, the world is
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beholding to one Audseus, a monk, ofwhom you have a large
account in Epiphanius, tom. 1. lib. 3. Hseres. 70. as also in

Theodoret, lib. 4. Eccles. Hist. cap. 10. who also gives us

an account of the man, and his conversation, with those that

followed him. Austin also acquaints us with this worthy

predecessor of our author, de Hseres cap. 50. He that thinks

it worth while to know, that we are not beholden to Mr. B.

but to this Audseus for all the arguments, whether taken from

the creation of man in the image of God, or the attribution

of the parts and members of a man unto God in the Scrip-

ture, to prove him to have a visible shape, may at his lei-

sure consult the authors above-mentioned, who will not suf-

fer him to ascribe the praise of this discovery to Mr. B.'s

ingenious inquiries. How the same figment was also enter-

tained by a company of stupid monks in Egypt, who in pur-
suit of their opinion came in a great drove to Alexandria, to

knock Theophilus the bishop on the head, who had spoken

against them, and how that crafty companion deluded them

with an ambiguity' of expression, with what learned stirs en-

sued thereon, we have a full relation in Socrat. Eccles. Hist,

lib. 6. cap. 7.

As this madness of brain-sick men, was always rejected by
all'' persons of sobriety, professing the religion of Jesus

Christ, so was it never embraced by the Jews, or the wiser

sort of heathens, who retained any impression of those com-
mon notions of God, which remain in the hearts of men.
The Jews to this day do solemnly confess in their public

worship, that God is not corporeal, that he hath no corpo-
real propriety, and therefore can nothing be compared with

him. So one of the most learned of them of old. "Oute yd^

av^pfOTTOfiopcpog 6 ^eoQ, oure ^ioeictg av^ptoTTivov (twjuo, Phil,

de opificio mundi. 'Neither hath God a human form, nor

does a human body resemble him.' And in Sacrifi. Abel.

ovSt ra uaa av^piviroiQ, etti 3'eou KvpioXoyHrai, Kara^prjaig Se

ovojuarwv ectti Trapriyopovcra ti)v i^fxtTipav aa^evdav.
' Neither are

those things which are in us spoken properly of God, but

there is an abuse of names therein relieving our weakness.*

Likewise the heathens, who termed God vovv, and \pv-

' Ouraif ujuaj eTSovoj? Beov im^ia-amm. Zozom. Hist. Ec. lib. 8. cap. 11.
^ Minut. Faelix. in Octav. Lactan. dc vera sap. Mutius pansa Pianensis de osciilo

ethnicae et Cliristiana; Theol. c. S.*). Origen. in Gen. Horn. 3. August. 1. 83. Quaest. 22.
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Xwaiv, and TTVi:Vfia and ^vvanoiroiov or '^vvafxiv, had the same

apprehensions of him. Thus discourses Mercurius ad Tatium,

in Stob£eus : serm. 78. Gtov filv vofjcrat x«^f7rov, (^poCTm St

u^vvaTov- TO yap aaoJfiaTOV awfiari (Tj]|ufjvat
a^vvarov- (cat ro rl-

Xttov T(^ ctTfAa KaraXa^to-3'at ou dwarov. koi to aiciov t(^ oXlyo-

Xpovitj^ avyyivia^ai, SuctkoXoi'. bplvjapaulaTi,To^e7rapipxtTai.

KOL TO piv aXii^tia 1(tt\, to Se vrrb <j>avTnmag aKUiKiTai. to Be

aa^eviaTepov row icrxvpOTepov, Kcii to tXiiTTOV tov KpeiTTOVog

gteoTjjicE TorjovTOv, oCToy to ^vr}TOV tov ^ilov. i)dl pecrr] tovtmv

BiaaTamg, apavpol ti)v tov koXov ^iav. 6(j)^aXpoXg plv yap to.

mopuTa ^eaTa, y\u)TTy St to. opttra, Xekto, to St aawpaTov Kal

a(j>avtg,Ka\acTxnpuTi(JTOv,Ka\ pwe i^ vXr)gvTroKSipevov,vTroTil)V

ypeTipojv al(T^{](T£(i)v KaraXTj^S-fjyai ov dvvaTai. 'EvvoovpaL w tut

Ivvoovpai, o i^eiTTHV oi) Svvutov, tovto Icftiv 6 Qeog' And Ca-

licratides apud Stob. serm. 83. To St tv Igtiv apiaTov avTog,

oTTEp lo-rt KaTTav evvoiav, ^wov ovpaviov, a(l)^apTov, apxaTE Kal

aiTia Tag rwv oXwv ciaKOtjpamog'

Of the like import is that distich of Xenophones in Cle-

mens Alexan. Strom. 5.

©Jte
Sifjia^;

S'vuT&T'criv o/xoitog, ovSi vor,y.a,.

There is one great God, aiuoag gods and men,

Wlio is liiic to mortals neilher'as to body nor mind.

Whereunto answers that in Cato,
Si Deus est animus nobis ut carmina dicunt, &c.

And ^schylus, in the same place of Clemens, Strom. 5.

Xmjite BvnrZv tov Seov ytcti
fj,ii

5j;cii

"Ojitoiov aur-ji ira^KiKov na^ia-ravai.

'

Separate God from mortals, and think not thyself of

flesh, like him.'

And Posidonius plainly in Stobscus as above, 6 ^eog eaTi

irvtvpa vofpov koi irvpCoBsg, ovk ixov popcprjv,
' God is an intelli-

gent fiery Spirit, not having any shape.' And the same ap-

prehension is evident in that of Seneca, 'Quid est Deus?

Mens universi. Quid est Deus? Quod vides totum, et quod
non vides totum. Sic demum magnitude sua illi redditur,

qua nihil majus excogitari potest. Si solus est omnia, opus
suum extra et intra tenet. Quid ergo interest inter naturam

Dei et nostram ? Nostri melior pars animus est, in illo nulla

pars extra animum. Natural. Quzest. lib. l.Prsefat. Itwould

be burdensome, if not endless, to insist on the testimonies,

that to this purpose might be produced, out of Plato, Aris-

totle, Cicero, Epictetus, Julius Firmicus, and others of the
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same order. I shall close with one of Alcinous de Doctrina
Platen, cap. 10. ^Atottov Se ttov ^ibv 1^ uXrjc fo'flt koL u^ovg.
ov yap Igtcu airXovq ovce ap)(^iKog'

'

It is absurd to say tliat

God is of matter and form : for if so, he could neither be

simple, nor the principal cause.'

The thing is so clear, and the contrary even by the

heathen pilosophers accounted so absurd, that I shall not
stand to pursue the arguments flowing from the other attri-

butes of God, but proceed to w^hat follows.

CHAP. IV.

Of the attribution of passions, and affections, anger, fear, repentance
unto God: in vhat sense it is done in the Scripture.

His next inquiry about the nature of God, respects the at-

tribution of several affections and passions unto him in the

Scriptures, of whose sense and meaning he thus expresseth
his apprehension.

Quest.
' Are there not according to the perpetual tenor of

the Scriptures, affections and passions in God; as anger,

fury, zeal, wrath, love, hatred, mercy, grace, jealousy, re-

pentance, grief, joy, fear?' Concerning which he labours to

make the Scriptures determine in the affirmative.

The main of Mr. B.'s design in his questions about the

nature of God, being to deprive the Deity of its distinct per-

sons, its omnipresence, prescience, and therein all other in-

finite perfections, he endeavours to make him some recom-

pense for all that loss, by ascribing to him in the foregoing

query, a human visible shape, and in this, human, turbulent

affections, and passions. Commonly where men will not as-

cribe to the Lord that which is his due, Hie gives them up
to assign that unto him which he doth abhor. Neither is

it easily determinable, whether be the greater abomination.

By the first, the dependance of men upon the true God is

taken off; by the latter, their hope fixed on a false. This,

on both sides at present, is Mr. B.'s sad employment. The

Lord lay it not to his charge, but deliver him from the snare

of Satan, wherein he is
*" taken alive at his pleasure.'

» Jer. xliv. 15, 16. b 2 Tim. ii. 26,
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2. The things here assigned to God are ill associated, if

to be understood after the same manner. Mercy and grace
we acknowledge to be attributes of God

;
the rest mentioned,

are by none of Mr. B.'s "

companions, esteemed any other,

than acts of his will
;
and those metaphorically assigned to

him.

3. To the whole I ask, whether these things are in the

Scriptures ascribed properly unto God, denoting such affec-

tions and passions in him, as those in us are, which are so

termed, or whether they are assigned to him, and spoken of

him metaphorically, only in reference to his outward works

and dispensations, correspondent and answering to the act-

ings of men, in whom such affections are, and under the

power whereof they are in those actings. If the latter be

affirmed, then as such an attribution of them unto God, is

eminently consistent with all his infinite perfections and

blessedness, so there can be no difference about this ques-

tion, and the answers given thereunto
;

all men readily ac-

knowledging, that in this sense the Scripture doth ascribe

all the affections mentioned unto God
;
of which we say as

he of old, ravra av^pwTroTra^wg fxlv Xijovrai, ^eow^eTTojg Si

voovvrai. But this, 1 fear, will not serve Mr. B.'s turn : the

very phrase and manner of expression used in this question ;

the plain intimation that is in the forehead thereof, of its

author's going off from the common received interpretation
of these attributions unto God, do abundantly manifest, that

it is their proper significancy which he contends to fasten

on God, and that the affections mentioned are really and

properly in him, as theyareinus. This being evident to be his

mind and intendment, as we think his Anthropopathism in this

query, not to come short in folly and madness of his Anthro-

pomorphism in that foregoing ;
so I shall proceed to the removal

of this insinuation in the way and method formerly insisted on.

Mr. Biddle's masters tell us, that '' these affections are
* vehement commotions of the will of God, whereby he is

carried out earnestly to the object of his desires, or earnestly
declines and abhors what falls not out gratefully, or ac-

ceptably to him.' I shall first speak of them in general,
<= Crellius de Deo : seu vera Relig. cap. 29. p. 295.

<> Voluntatis divinae commotiones, praesertiin vehementiores, seu actus ejusmodi,
quibus voluntas velienientius vel in objectum suunifertur, vel ab eo refugit, atqueab-
horret, &c. Creli. de Deo : seu vera Relig. cap, 29. p. 295. Vid. etiam cap. 30,31.
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and then to the particulars (some or all) mentioned by Mr.
Biddle.

First, In general, that God is perfect and perfectly blessed,
*1 suppose will not be denied; it cannot be, but by denying
that he is God. He that is not perfect in himself, and per-

fectly blessed, is not God. To that which is perfect in any
kind, nothino; is wanting; in that kind. To that which is

absolutely perfect, nothing is wanting at all. He who is

blessed, is perfectly satisfied and filled, and hath no farther

desire for supply. He who is blessed in himself, is all-suf-

ficient for himself. If God want or desire any thing for him-

self, he is neither perfect nor blessed. To ascribe, then, af-

fections to God properly (such as before-mentioned), is to

deprive him of his perfection and blessedness. The consi-

deration of the nature of these, and the like affections, will

make this evident.

1. Affections considered in themselves, have always an

incomplete, imperfect act of the will, or volition joined with

them. They are '^something that lies between the firm pur-

pose of the soul, and the execution of that purpose. The

proper actings of affections lie between these two
;
that is,

in an incomplete tumultuary volition. That God is not ob-

noxious to such volitions raid incomplete actings of the will,

besides the general consideration of his perfections and

blessedness premised, is evident- from that manner of pro-

cedure which is ascribed to him. His purposes and his

works comprise all his actings. As the Lord § hath purposed
so hath he done. ' He worketh all things according to the

counselof his will. Who hath known his mind, and who hath

been his counsellor ? Of him, and from him, are all things.'

2. They have their dependance on that, wherewith he,

in whom they are, is affected; that is, they owe their rise

and continuance to something without him, in whom they

are. A man's fear ariseth from that or them, ofwhom he is

afraid
; by them it is occasioned, on them it depends ;

what-

ever affects any man (that is the stirring of a suitable

affection), in all that frame of mind and soul, in all the vo-

litions and commotions of will, which so arise from thence,

e Deut. xxxii. 4. Job xxxvii. 16. Rom. i. 25. ix. 5. 1 Tim. i. 11. vi. 15.

f Crellius de Deo ubi supra.

s Isa. xiv. 24. Eph. i. 11. Rom. xi. 33—35. Isa. xl. 13.

VOL. VIII. M
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he depends on something without him. Yea, our being

affected with something without, lies at the bottom of

most of our purposes and resolves. Is it thus with God?

with him who is M am? Is he in dependance upon any-

thing without him? Is it not a most eminent contradiction

to speak of God in dependance on any other thing? Must

not that thing either be God, or reduced to some other,

without and besides him who is God? As the causes of all

our affections are.
' God' is one mind, and who can turn

him
;
whatever he pleaseth that he doth.'

3. Affections are necessarily accompanied with change

and mutability. Yea, he who is affected properly, is really

changed : yea, there is no more unworthy change or alteration

than that which is accompanied with passion, as is the

change that is wrought by the affections ascribed to God.

A ^
sedate, quiet, considerate alteration, is far less inglo-

rious and unworthy than that which is done in and with

passion. Hitherto we have taken God upon his testimony,

that he is the ''
Lord, and he changeth not ;' that with him

' there is neither change nor shadow of turning;' it seems

like the worms of theeartli, he varieth every day.
4. Many of the affections here ascribed to God, do emi-

nently denote impotence, which, indeed, on this account,

both by Socinians and Arminians, is directly ascribed to^the

Almighty. They make him affectionately, and with commo-
tion of will, to desire many things in their own nature not

impossible, which yet he cannot accomplish nor bring'about;
of which I have elsewhere spoken. Yea, it will appear, that

the most of the affections ascribed to God by Mr. Biddle,

taken in a proper sense, are such as are actually ineffectual,

or commotions through disappointments, upon the account

of impotency, or defect of power.
Corel. To ascribe affections properly to God is to make

him weak, imperfect, dependant, changeable and impotent.

Secondly, Leta short view be takenoftheparticulars,some
or all of them, that Mr. Ciddle chooseth to instance in; 'anger,

fury, wrath, zeal' (the same in kind, only differing in degree
and circumstances), are the first he instances in

;
and the

»" Exod. iii. 14. ' Job. xxiii. 13.
•• Tt av aa^idn/xa uttl^dv yiyetro rou-j'7ro'Kaf4.0iv(iv to drffarrov T^iwiJ-biti . Philo.

'Mai. iii. 6.
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places produced to make good this attribution to God, are.

Numb. XXV. 3, 4. Ezek.v.13. Exod. xxxii. 11, 12. Rom. i. 18.

1. That mention is made of the anger, wrath, and fury
of God in the Scripture, is not questioned; Numb. xxv. 4.

Deut.xiii.il. Josh. i. 26. Psal. xviii. 29. Isa. xiii. 9. Deut.
xxix. 24. Judg. ii. 14. Psal. xiv. 1. Ixix. 24. Isa. xxx. 30.

Lament, ii. 6. Ezek. 5. 15. Psal. xviii. 49. Isa. xxxiv. 2.

2 Chron. xxviii. 11. Ezra x. 14. Hab. iii. 8. 12. are farther

testimonies thereof. The words also in the original, in all

the places mentioned, express or intimate perturbation of

mind, commotion of spirit, corporeal mutation of the parts
of the body, and the like distempers of men acting under
the power of that passion. The whole difference is about

the intendment of the Holy Ghost in these attributions, and
whether they are properly spoken of God, asserting this

passion to be in him, in the proper significancy of the

words, or whether these things be not taken av^pwiroTra^ojc,
and to be understood 3-£07rp£7r(uc> iw such a sense, as may an-

swer the meaning of the figurative expression, assigning
them their truth to the utmost, and yet be interpreted in a

suitableness to divine perfection and blessedness.

2. The anger then which in the Scripture is assigned to

God we say denotes two things.

1. His"" vindictive justice, or constant and immutable will

of rendering vengeance for sin : so God's purpose of the de-

monstration of his justice, is called his being 'willing to

shew his wrath or anger;' Rom. ix. 22. so God's anger and

his judgments are placed together, Psal. i. 6. and in that

anger he judgeth, ver. 8. and in this sense is the wrath of

God said to be revealed from heaven, Rom. i. 18. that is,

the vindictive justice of God against sin, to be manifested

in the effects of it, or the judgments sent, and punishments
inflicted on and throughout the world.

2. By anger, wrath, zeal, fury, the effects of anger are

denoted ;
Rom. iii. 5.

'
Is God unrighteous who taketh ven-

geance V The words are, o lTn(j)tp(ov rrjv 6p7?7v, who inflicteth

or bringeth anger on man
;
that is, sore punishments, such

as proceed from anger ;
that is, God's vindictive justice. And

m Vid. Andr. Rivetnm in PsnI. 2. p. 11. et in Exod. 4. p. 14. ct Aquinat. 1. part.

Q. 3. Art. 2. ad secnndimi. Ira dicitur de Deo secundnm sirnilitudineni efTectns,

quia proprium oil irati pimiro, ejus ira piiniiio metapliorice vocatur,

M 2
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Eph. V. 6.
' For this cause cometh the wrath ofGod upon the

children of disobedience.' Is it the passion or affection of

anger in God, that Mr. Biddle talks of, that comes upon
the children of disobedience ? Or is it indeed the '"effect of

his justice for this sin? Thus the day of judgment is called

the 'day of wrath,' and of 'anger,' because it is the day of the
' revelation of the righteous judgment of God;' Rom. ii. 5.

After thy hardiness, &c. In the place of Ezekiel, chap. v.

13. mentioned by Mr. B. the Lord tells them, he will
' cause his fury to rest upon men ;' and accomplish it upon
them. I ask whether he intends this of any passion in him

(and if so, how a passion in God can rest upon a man), or

the judgments which for their iniquities he did inflict? We
say then, anger is not properly ascribed to God, but meta-

phorically, denoting partly his vindictive justice whence all

punishments flow, partly the effects of it in the punishments
themselves, either threatened or inflicted, in their terror and

bitterness, upon the account of what is analogous therein to

our proceeding, under the power of that passion ;
and so is

to be taken in all the places mentioned by Mr. Biddle. For,
3. Properly, in the sense by him pointed to, anger, wrath,

Sec. are not in God. Anger is defined by the philosopher to be,

ope^i^ ftera XvTrrj^ rijuw/omc (paivofievrig, dia (paivofxivr^v oXtyu)-

piav,
' Desire joined with grief of that which appears to be re-

venge, for an appearing neglect or contempt.' To this "grief
he tells you there is a kind of pleasure annexed, arising from

the vehement fancy which an angry person hath of the re-

venge he apprehends as future
; which, saith he,

*
is "like the

fancy of them that dream;' and ascribes this passion mostly
to weak impotent persons : ascribe this to God, and you
leave him nothing else. There is not one property of his

nature wherewith it is consistent. If he be properly and

literally angry, and furious, and wrathful, he is moved,
troubled, perplexed, desires revenge, and is neither blessed
nor perfect; but of these things in our general reasons

against the property of these attributions afterward.

4. Mr. Biddle hath given us a rule in his preface, that

when any thing is ascribed to God in one place, which is

•n 'h opyn Tou flsou, Divina ultio, Rom. i. 18. Col. iii. 6. Grotius in locum.
" 'H ouv Tore eyyivOjUEvw <pavTa,a'ia riJov

rtv!Toi£X,ai(r7re^ h rZv IvfTrviaiv. Aristot. 1. 2. cap. 2.
" A(o nifjivovTei;, TC^ofxlWi, IfSvTEf, Si^wvtej , oXao; iTrt&u/LtouvTEj, •A.ai

fjiri Karo^bovvric,
ifyiXci (10-1. Id. ubi sup.
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denied of him in another, then it is not properly ascribed to

him. Now God says expressly, that '

fury or anger is not

in him ;' Isa. xxvii. 4. and therefore it is not properly as-

cribed to him.

5. Of all the places where mention is made of God's re-

pentings or his repentance, there is the same reason. Exod.

xxxii. 14. Gen. vi. 6, 7. Judg. x. 16. Deut. xxx. 9. are pro-

duced by Mr. B. That one place of the 1 Sam. xv. 29. where

God affirms, that he 'knoweth no repentance,' casts all the

rest under a necessity of an interpretation suitable unto it.

Of all the affections or passions which we are obnoxious to,

there is none that more eminently proclaims imperfection,

weakness, and want in sundry kinds, than this of repentance.

If not sins, mistakes, and miscarriages (as for the most part

they are), yet disappointment, grief, and trouble, are always

included in it. So is it in that expression. Gen. vi. 6.
' ^It re-

pented the Lord that he had made man on the earth, and it

grieved him at the heart.' What but his mistake and great

disappointment, by a failing of wisdom, foresight, and power,
can give propriety to these attributions unto God? The

change God was going then to work in his providence on

the earth, was such, or like that, which men do, when they

repent of a thing, being
'

grieved at the heart' for what they

had formerly done. So are these things spoken of God, to

denote the kind of the things which he doth, not the na-

ture of God himself; otherwise such expressions as these

would suit him, whose frame of spirit and heart is so de-

scribed :

* Had I seen what would have been the issue of

making man, I would never have done it. Would I had

never been so overseen, as to have engaged in such a busi-

ness. What have I now got by my rashness? nothing but

sorrow and grief of heart redounds to me.' And do these

become the infinitely blessed God ?

6. Fear is added, from Deut. xxxii. 26, 27. Fear, saith the

P Theodoret upon on this place tells us, oh ju«v, i; rmq 4)ao-iv, &c. Non autem ut

fuerunt quidam (so that Mr. B. is not the first that held this opinion), ita qnadain et

pcEnitentia ductus Deus haic cgit: Tavra ya^ rot avSgoiwiva TriSu h U &£ia
<f>va-ti;

iXev-

Sripa vaSiiv. And then he adds, ti ShiroTi Toiviv, &c. Quoniodo ergo poenitentia ca-

dat in Deuin ? His answer is, oLx. oSv ettj beov /xirafjiiXeia, &c. Quare pffinitentia
Dei

nihil aliud est, quam niutatio dispensationis ejus. Pocnitet nie (inquit) quod con-

stituerim Saul regeni, pro co quod est, statui ilium deponere. Sic in hoc loco (Gen.

vi .6.) poenitet fecisse nie hominera ;
hoc est, decrevi perdere humanum genus. Theod.

in Gen. Quaest. 50. Tom. 1. p. 41, 42.
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wise man, is a '

betraying of those succours which reason of-

fereth :' nature's avoidance of an impendent evil. "^Its con-

trivance to fly and prevent what it abhors, being in a proba-

bility of coming upon it : a turbulent weakness. This God
forbids in us, upon the account of his being our God, Isa.

XXXV. 4.
• Fear not, O worm Jacob,' &c. Every where he

asserts fear to be unfit for them, who depend on him, and

his help, who is able, in a moment to dissipate, scatter, and

reduce to nothins;, all the causes of their fear. And if there

ought to be no fear, where such succour is ready at hand,

sure there is none in him who gives it. Doubtless it were

much better to exclude the providence of God out of the

world, than to assert him afraid properly and directly of fu-

ture events. The schools say truly 'Quod res sunt futures,

a voluntate Dei est (effectiva vel permissiva).' How then

can God be afraid of what he knows will, and purposeth
shall come to pass? He doth, he will do things in some like-

ness to what we do, for the prevention of what we are afraid

of. He will not scatter his people, that their adversaries may
not have advantage to trample over them. When we so act as

to prevent any thing, that (unless we did so act) would be-

fall us, it is because we are afraid of the coming of that

thing upon us : hence is the reason of that attribution unto

God
;

that properly he should be afraid of what comes to

pass, who' knows from eternity what will so do, who can
with the breath of his mouth destroy all the objects of his

dislike, who is infinitely wise, blessed, all-sufficient, and the

sovereign disposer of the lives, breath, and ways of all the

sons of men, is fit for Mr. B. and no man else to affirm.

All the nations are before him, as the drop of the bucket,
and the dust of the balance, as vanity, as nothing ; he up-
holds them by the word of his power,

'

in him all men live,
and move, and have their being,' and can neither live, nor act,
nor be without him : their life and breath, and all their ways
are in his hands

;
he brings them to destruction, and says,

•return ye children of men;' and must he needs be properly
afraid of what they will do to him, and against him ?

1 'Eittib Se <f)o0of, XiJ7r»T«{ ii ra^axn Ik
<f)aVTtto-i'a; (UEXXovto; xaxoi! ri f^ajnixev, n Xvwnpov.

Arist. Rhetor, lib. 2. caj). 6.

 Acts XV. 18. a bam. x\ii. 16. Job iv. 9. Psal. xviii. Ih. Rom. i. 'il. Gen. xvii. 1.
Rom. ix. 16— 18, &c. xi.34—36. Isa. xl. lo. Heb. i 3. Psal. xxxiii. V. Acts xvii '>S

?8. Psal. 1. 8. Dan. vi. 23. Psal. xc. 3. Job xxxiv. 19.
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7. Of God's jealousy and hatred, mentioned from Psal.

V. 4, 5. Exod. XX. 5. Deut. xxxii. 21. there is the same

reason. Such effects as these things in us produce, shall

they meet withal, who provoke him by their blasphe-
mies and abominations. Of love, mercy, and grace, the

condition is something otherwise; piincipally they denote

God's essential goodness and kindness, which is eminent

amongst his infinite perfections ;
and secondarily, the effects

thereof, in and through Jesus Christ, are denoted by these

expressions. To manifest that neither they nor any thing

else, as they properly intend any aflections or passions of

the mind, any communions of will, are properly attributed

to God, unto what hath been spoken already, these ensuing
considerations may be subjoined.

1. Where no cause of stirring up affections or passions

can have place, or be admitted, there no affections are to be

admitted. For to what end should we suppose that, whereof

there can be no use to eternity. If it be impossible any af-

fection in God should be stirred up, or acted, is it not impos-
sible any such should be in him? The causes stirring up all

affections, are the access of some good desired
;
whence joy,

hope, desire. Sec. have their spring; or the approach of

some evil to be avoided, which occasions fear, sorrow, an-

ger, repentance, and the like. Now if no good can be added

to God, whence should joy, and desire be stirred up in him?

if no evil can befall him, in himself, or any of his concern-

ments, whence should he have fear, sorrow, or repentance?
'Our goodness extends not to him

;
he hath no need of us

or our sacrifices.
' Can a man be profitable to God, as he

that is wise may be profitable to himself? Is it any pleasure

to the Almighty that thou art righteous, or is it gain to him

that thou makest thy ways perfect ?'

2. The apostle tells us, that God is blessed for ever, Rom.
ix. 5. 'He is the blessed and only potentate;' 1 Tim. vi. 15.

God all-sufficient; Gen.xvii. 1. Tiiat which is inconsistent

with absolute blessedness and all-sulHciency, is not to be as-

cribed to God ;
to do so casts him down from his excellency.

But can he be blessed, is heall-sufficient, who is tossed up and

down with hope, joy, fear, sorrow, repentance, anger, and

the like? Doth not fear take off from absolute blessedness?

» Psal. xvi. 2. 1. 8—10. Job xxxv. 6— 8. xxii. t, 3.
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Grant that God's fear doth not long abide, yet whilst it doth

so, he is less blessed than he was before, and than he is

after his fear ceaseth. When he hopes, is he not short in

happiness of that condition, which he attains in the enjoy-
ment of what he hoped for? And is he not lower, when he is

disappointed, and falls short of his expectation ? Did ever the

heathens speak with more contempt of what they worship-

ped? Formerly the pride of some men heightened them to

fancy themselves to be like God, without passions or affec-

tions
;' being not able to abide in their attempt against their

own sense and experience ;
it is now endeavoured to make

God like to us, in having such passions and affections. My
aim is brevity, having many heads to speak unto. Those
who have written on the attributes of God, his self-suffi-

ciency and blessedness, simplicity, immutability, &c. are

ready to tender farther satisfaction to them who shall de-

sire it.

CHAP. V.

Of God's prescience orforeknotvledge.

His next attempt is to overthrow and remove the prescience
or foreknowledge of God

;
with what success, the farther

consideration of the way whereby he endeavours it, will ma-
nifest. His question (the engine whereby he works) is thus
framed:

'As for our free actions, which are neither past, nor pre-
sent, but may afterward either be or not be, what are the
chief passages of Scripture from whence it is wont to be ga-
thered, that God knoweth not such actions until they come
to pass, yea that there are such actions V

That we might have had a clearer acquaintance with the

intendment of this interrogation, it is desirable Mr. B. had

given us his sense on some particulars, which at first view

present themselves, to the trouble of every ordinary reader.

As,

1. How we may reconcile the words of Scripture given in

answer to his preceding query, with the design of this. There

'Psal. I. 21.
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it is asserted, that God understands our thoughts (which cer-

tainly are of our free actions, if any such tliere are) afar off.

Here, that he knows not our free actions that are future, and

not yet wrought or performed.
2. By whom is it wont to be gathered from the following-

Scriptures, that God knoweth not our free actions until they
come to pass ? Why doth not this mere Christian, that is of

no sect, name his companions and associates in these learned

collections from Scripture ? Would not his so doing discover

him to be so far from a mere Christian, engaged in none of

the sects that are now amongst Christians, as to be of that

sect, which the residue of men so called, will scarce allow

the name of a Christian unto ?

3. What he intends by the close of his query,
'

yea' that

there are such actions,' an advance is evident in the words

towards a farther negation of the knowledge of God, than

what was before expressed. Before he says,
' God knows not

our actions that are future contingent :' here, he knows not

that there are such actions. The sense of this must be, ei-

ther that God knows not that there are anv such actions, as

may or may not be, which would render him less knowing
than Mr. B. who hath already told us, that such there be

;

or else that he knows not such actions when they are, at

least without farther inquiring after them, and knowledge
obtained, beyond what from his own infinite perfections and

eternal purpose he is furnished withal. In Mr. Biddle'snext

book or catechism, I desire he would answer these questions
also.

Now in this endeavour of his, Mr. B. doth but follow his

leaders.'' Socinus, in his prelections, where the main of his

design is to vindicate man's free-will into that latitude and

absoluteness, as none before him had once aimed at, in his

eighth chapter, objects to himself this fore-knowledge of God,
as that which seems to abridge, and cut short the liberty

"
Stegraan. Photin. "Refut. Disput 1. q. 2. An Photiniani ullomodo Christiani dici

queant. Neg. Martin. Smiglec. Jes. Nova monstra, novi Ariani. cap. 1. Arianos
nullo ruodo Christianns dici posse.

" Ut ad rationem istam iion minus plenc quam plane respondearaus, animadverten-
dum est, infallibilem istam Dei pra;notionem, quam pro re concessa advcrsarii su-

munt, a nobis non admitti. Socin Prailec. c. 8. p. 25. Cum igitur nulla ratio, nullus

Sacraruni literarum locus sit, ex quo aperte colligi possit.Uium omnia qua; fmnt, sci visse

antC4i!ara fierent, concludendum est, minime asserendamcsse a nobis istani Dei praj-
scicntiam : prasserlira, cum ct rationes non paucae, ct sacra testinionia non desint,
unde earn plane ncgandam esse apparet. Idem, cap. 1 1. p. 38.
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contended for. He answers, that he grants not the fore-

knowledge pretended, and proceeds, in that and the two fol-

lowing chapters, labouring to answer all the testimonies and

arguments which are insisted on for the proof and demon-

stration of it; giving his own arguments against it, chap.xi.

'^Crellius is something more candid, as he pretends, but in-

deed infected with the same venom with the other; for after

he hath disputed for sundry pages, to prove the fore-know-

ledge of God, he concludes at last, that for those things that

are future contingent, he knows only that they are so, and

that possibly they may come to pass, possibly they may not.

Of the rest of their associates few have spoken expressly to

this thing. '^Smalcius once and again manifests himself to

consent with his masters, in his disputations against Franzius,

expressly consenting to what Socinus had written in his pre-

lections, and affirming the same thing himself, yea disputing

eagerly for the same opinion with him.

For the vindication of God's fore-knowledge, I shall pro-

ceed in the same order as before, in reference to the other

attributes of God, insisted on, viz. 1. What Mr. B. hath done,

how he hath disposed of sundry places of Scripture for the

proof of his assertion, with the sense of the places by him

so produced, is to be considered. 2. Another question and

answer is to be supplied in the room of his. 3. The truth

vindicated, to be farther confirmed.

For the first.

In the proof of the assertion proposed, Mr. B. finds him-

self entangled more than ordinarily; though I confess his

task in general be such, as no man not made desperate by
the loss of all, in a shipwreck of faith, Avould once have un-

dertaken. To have made good his proceeding according to

his engagement, he was at least to have given us texts of

Scripture, express in the letter, as by him cut off from the

state, condition, and coherence, wherein by the Holy Ghost

they are placed, for the countenancing of his assertion. But

c
Itaque in considerate illi faciunt, qui futura contingentia Deiim determinate

scire aiunt, quia alias iion essct ouiniscius : cum potius, ideo ilia determinate futura

lion concipiat, quia est oniiiiscius. Crellius do ^'era Relig. lib. 1. cap. 24. p. 201.
<* Nam si omnia futura qualiactinque sunt, Deo ab omni aeleniitate deternimate

cognita fuisse contendas; neccsse est statuere omnia necessario fieri, ac futura esse.

Unde sequiiur, nuiiam esse, aut fuisse unciuam, humane voluntatis libortateni, ac

porro nee religionem. Idem ibid. p. 202. Smalcius Refutat. Thes. Franz, disput. 1.

de Trinitat. p.
3. dispul. 12. dc cans, pcccat. p. 4-J8, 429, &c. 435.
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here, being not able to make any work in his method pro-

posed and boasted in, as signal and uncontrollable
;
no apex

or tittle in the Scripture being pointed towards the denial of

God's knowing any thing, or all things, past, present, and to

come
\
he moulds his question into a peculiar fashion, and

asks, whence or from what place of Scripture may such a

thing as he there avers, be gathered ? At once plainly de-

clining the trial he had put himself upon, of insisting upon
express texts of Scripture only ;

not one of the many quoted

by him, speaking one word expressly to the business in hand,
and laying himself naked to all consequences, rightly de-

duced from the Scripture, and expositions given to the latter

of some places suitable to the ^proportion of faith. That

then which he would have, he tells you, is gathered from the

places of Scriptuie subjoined ;
but how, by whom, by what

consequence, with what evidence of reason, it is so gathered,
he tells you not. An understanding, indeed, informed with

such gross conceptions of the nature of the Deity, as Mr. B.

hath laboured to insinuate into the minds of men, might ga-
ther from his collection of places of Scripture for his purpose
in hand, that God is afraid, troubled, grieved, that he re-

penteth, altereth, and changeth his mind to and fro
; but of

his knowledge, or foreknowledge of things, whether he have

any such thing or not, there is not the least intimation, un-

less it be in this, that if he had any such fore-knowledge, he

need not put himself to so much trouble and vexation, nor

so change and alter his mind, as he doth. And with such

figments as these (through the infinite, wise, and good pro-
vidence of God, punishing the wantonness of the minds and

lives of men, by
''

giving them up to strong delusions' and
vain imaginations, in the darkness of their foolish hearts, so

far ^as to change
' the glory of the incorruptible God,' into

the likeness of a corruptible, weak, ignorant, sinful man) are

we now to deal.

But let the places themselves be considered. To these

heads they may be referred : 1 . such as ascribe unto God, fear,

and being afraid
;
Deut. xxxii. 26, 27. Exod. xiii. 17. Gen. iii.

22, 23. are of this. sort. 2. Repentance; 1 Sam. xv. 10, 11.

ult. 3. Change, or alteration of mind
;
Numb. xiv. 27. 30.

1 Sam. ii. 30. 4. Expectation, whether a thing will answer
t Ruin. xii. ().

f 2 Tliess. ii. 10—12. E Jluiii. i. ',»a.
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his desire or no
;

Isa. v. 4. Conjecturing; Jer. xxxvi. 1—3.

Ezek. xii. 1, 2. 5. Trying of experiments; Judg. iii. 1. 4.

Dan. viii. 2. 2 Chron. xxxii. 31. From all which and the

like, it may, by Mr. B.'s direction and help, be thus gathered:
• If God be afraid of what is to come to pass, and repenteth

him of what he hath done, when he finds it not to answer his

expectation, if he sits divining, and conjecturing at events,

being often deceived therein, and therefore tries and makes

experiments, that he may be informed of the true state of

things, then certainly he knows not the free actions of men,
that are not yet come to pass.' The antecedent Mr. B. hath

proved undeniably from ten texts of Scripture ;
and doubt-

less the consequent is easily to be gathered by any of his dis-

ciples. Doubtless it is high time that the old musty cate-

chisms of prejudicate persons, who scarce so much as once

consulted with the Scriptures in their composures, as being-

more engaged into factions, were removed out of the way
and burned, that this mere Christian may have liberty to

bless the growing generation with such notions of God, as

the idolatrous pagans of old would have scorned to have re-

ceived.

But do not the Scriptures ascribe all the particulars men-
tioned unto God ? Can you blame Mr. Biddle without re-

flection on them ? If only what the Scripture affirms in the

letter, and not the sense wherein and the manner how it af-

firms it (which considerations are allowed to all the writings
and speakings of the sons of men), is to be considered, the

end seeming to be aimed at in such undertakings as this of

Mr. B. namely, to induce the atheistical spirits of the sons of

men to a contempt and scorn of them, and their authority,
will probably be sooner attained, than by the efficacy of any
one engine raised against them in the world besides.

As to the matter under consideration, I have some few

things in general to propose to Mr. Biddle, and then I shall

descend to the particulars insisted on.

1. Then, I desire to know whether the things mentioned,
as fear, grief, repentance'', trouble, conjecturings, making

^ Poenitentia infert igiiorantiaixi prsteriti, praesentis, et futuri, niutationem volun-

tatis, et eiTorem in consiliis, quorum nihil in Deum cadere potest : dicitur tamen ille

nietaphorice poenitentia duci.quemadmoduiu nos, quando alicujus rei poenitet, abole-

nius id quod antea frceraraus : quod fieri j)otest sine tali mutatione voluntatis, qua
nunc homo aliquid facit, quod post mutato animo, destruit. Manasseh Ben. Israel.
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trials of men for his own information, are ascribed properly
to God as they are unto men, or tropically and figuratively,

with a condescention to us, to express the things spoken of,

and not to describe the nature of God ? If the first be said,

namely, that these things are ascribed properly to God, and

really signify of him the things in us intended in them
;
then

to what hath been spoken in the consideration taken of the

foregoing query, I shall freely add, for mine own part, I will

not own nor worship him for my God, who is truly and pro-

perly afraid what all the men in the world either will or can

do
;
who doth, can do, or hath done any thing, or suffered

any thing to be done, of which he doth, or can truly and pro-

perly repent himself, with sorrow and grief for his mistake
;

or that sits in heaven divining and conjecturing at what

men will do here below : and do know, that he whom I

serve in my spirit, will famish and starve all such gods out

of the world. But of this before. If these things are as-

cribed to God figuratively and improperly, discovering the

kind of his works and dispensations, not his own nature or

property; I would fain know what inference can be made,

or conclusion be drawn from such expressions, directly call-

ing for a figurative interpretation? For instance; If God be

said to repent that he had done such a thing, because such

and such things are come to pass thereupon, if this repent-

ance in God be not properly ascribed to him (as by Mr. B.'s

own rule it is not), but denotes only an alteration and change
in the works that outwardly are of him, in an orderly sub-

serviency to the immutable purpose of his will
;
what can

thence be gathered to prove, that God foreseeth not the free

actions of men ? And this is the issue of Mr. Biddle's con-

firmation of the thesis, couched in his query insisted on

from the Scriptures.

2. I must crave leave once more to mind him of the rule

he hath given us in his preface, viz. That where *a thing is

improperly ascribed to God, in some other place it is de-

nied of him ;'
as he instances in that of his being weary ;

so

that whatever is denied of him in any one place, is not pro-

perly ascribed to him in any other. Now, though God be

conciliat. in Gen. vi. q. 23. Poenitentia, cum iiuitabilitatem importet, non potest esse

in Deo, dicitur tamen pcEiiitere, co quod admodum poenitentis se habct, quando de

struit quod fecerat. Lyra ad 1 Sam. xv. 35.
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said in some of the places by him produced, to repent ; yet

it is in another expressly said, that he doth not so, and that

upon such a general ground and reason as is equally exclu-

sive of all those other passions and affections, upon whose

assignment unto God the whole strength of Mr. Biddle's

plea against the prescience of God doth depend, 1 Sam. xv.

29. ' Also the strength of Israel will not lie, nor repent, for

he is not a man that he should repent.' The immutability of

'his nature, and unlikeness to men in obnoxiousness to altera-

tions, is asserted as the reason of his not repenting ;
which

will equally extend its force and efficacy to the removal

from him of all the other human affections mentioned. And

this second seneral consideration of the foundation of Mr.

B.'s plea, is sufficient for the removal of the whole.

3. I desire to know whether indeed it is only the free

actions of men that are not yet done, that Mr. B. denies to

be known of God ? Or whether he exclude him not also from

the knowledge of the present state, frame, and actings of the

hearts of men, and how they stand affected towards him :

being therein like other rulers among men, who may judge
of the good and evil actions of men, so far as they are mani-

fest and evident, but how men in their hearts stand affected

to them, their rule, government, and authority, they know

not. To make this inquiry, I have not only the observation

premised from the words of the close of Mr. Biddle's query,

being of a negative importai c^ (yea, that there are such ac-

tions), but also from some of the proofs by him produced, of

his former assertion, being interpreted according to the literal

significancy of the words, as exclusive of any figure, which

he insisteth on. Of this sort is that of Gen. xxii. 1, 2. 10—
12. 'where God is said to tempt Abraham, and upon the issue

of that trial says to him (which words Mr. B. by putting

them in a different character, points to, as comprehensive of

what he intends to gather, and conclude from them),
' Now I

know that thou fearest God, seeing thou hast not withheld

thy son, thine only son fromme.' The collection which Mr. B.

guides unto from hence, is, that God knew not that which

he inquired after, and therefore tempted Abraham that he

' Ex hac actione propter qiiam ab omnibus Deutn timens vocaberis, eognoscent cra-

nes, quantus in te sit timor Dei, et quosque pertingat. R. Mos. Ben Maimon. more

Nevoch. p. 3. cap. 24.
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might so do, and upon the issue of that trial says,
' now I

know.' But what was it that God affirms that now he knew ?

Not any thing future
;
not any free action, that was not as

yet done
;
but something of the present condition and frame

of his heart towards God : viz. His fear of God
;
not whether

he would fear him, but whether he did fear him then. If this

then be properly spoken of God, and really, as to the nature

of the thing itself, then is he ignorant no less of things pre-

sent, than of those that are for to come. He knows not who
fears him, nor who hates him, unless he have opportunity to

try them, in some such way as he did Abraham : and then

what a God hath this man delineated to us ? How like the

dunghill deities of the heathen who speak after this rate.''

Doubtless the description that Elijah gave of Baal would
better suit him, than any of those divine perfections, which

the living, all-seeing God, hath described himself by. But
now if Mr. B. will confess that God knows all the thino-s

that are present, and that this inquiry after the present frame

of the heart and spirit of a man, is improperly ascribed to

him, from the analogy of his proceedings in his dealings with

him, to that which we insist upon when we would really find

out what we do not know
;
then I would only ask of him,

why those other expressions which he mentions, looking to

what is to come, being of the same nature and kind with

this, do not admit of, yea, call for the same kind of exposi-
tion and interpretation.

Neither is this the only place insisted on by Mr. B. where
the inquiries ascribed unto God, and the trial that he makes,
is not in reference to things to come, but punctually to what
is present. Deut. viii. 2. xiii.3. ' The Lord your God proveth

you, to know whether you love the Lord your God with all

your heart, and with all your soul.' 2 Chron. xxxii. 31. 'God
left him to try him, that he might know what was in his

heart;' and Phil. iv. 6.
' In every thing let yoiir request be

made known to God.' Let IMr. Biddle tell us now plainly,
whether he suppose all these things to be spoken properly
of God, and that indeed God knows not our hearts, the

frame of them, nor what in them we desire and aim at, with-

out some eminent trial and inquiry, or imtil we ourselves do
^

Contigerat nostras infamia teniports aiires:

Quam ciipiens falsam snmnio delabor Olympo,
Et Deushiimana liistro <.ub imagine tfrras. Ovid. Met. i. Cl 1.
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make known what is in them unto him. If this be the man's

mind (as it must be, if he be at any agreement with himself

in his principles, concerning these scriptural attributions

unto God), for my part, I shall be so far from esteeming him

eminent as a mere Christian, that I shall scarcely judge him

comparable, as to his apprehensions of God, unto many that

lived and died mere pagans. To this sense also is applied
that property of God, that he trieth the hearts, as it is urged

by Mr. Biddle from 1 Thess. ii. 4. that is, he maketh inquiry
after what is in them, which but upon search and trial, he

knoweth not. By what ways and means God accomplisheth
this search, and whether hereupon he comes to a perfect un-

derstanding of our hearts or no, is not expressed. John

tells us, that
' God is greater than our hearts, and knoweth

all thino-s ;' and we have thouo;ht on that acccount (with that

of such farther discoveries as he hath made of himself, and

his perfections unto us) that he had been said to search our

hearts, not that himself, for his own information, needs any
such formal process by way of trial and inquiry; but because

really and indeed he doth that in himself, which men aim at

in the accomplishment of their most diligent searches and

exactest trials.

And we may by the way see a little of this man's consis-

tency with himself. Christ he denies to be God. A great

part of his religion consists in that negative. Yet of Christ

it is said,
' that he knew all men, and needed not that any

should testify of man, for he knew what was in man
;'
John

ii. 24, 25. and this is spoken in reference to that very thing
in the hearts of men, which he would persuade us that God
knows not without inquiry. That is, upon the account of

his not committing himself to those, as true believers, whom

yet upon the account of the profession they made, the Scrip-
ture calls so, and says,

*

they believed in his name when

they saw the miracles that he did,' ver. 23. Though they
had such a veil of profession upon them, that the Holy
Ghost would have us esteem them as believers, yet Christ

could look through it into their hearts, and discover and

know their frame, and whether in sincerity they loved him
and believed in his name or no

;
but this God cannot do,

without inquiry; and yet Christ (if we believe Mr. B.) was

but a mere man, as he is a mere Christian. Farther, it seems
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by this gentleman, that unless ' we make known our requests
to God,' he knows not what we will ask. Yet we ask no-

thing but what is in our thoughts ; and in the last query he

instructs us, that God knows our thoughts, and doubtless

knows Mr. Biddle's to be but folly. Farther yet, if G od must
be concluded ignorant of our desires, because we are bid to

make our requests known to him, he may be as well con-

cluded forgetful of what himself hath spoken, because he

bids us put him in remembrance, and appoints some to be

his remembrancers. But to return
;

This is the. aspect of almost one half of the places pro-
duced by Mr. Biddle, towards the business in hand. If they
are properly spoken of God, in the same sense as they are

of man, they conclude him not to know things present, the

frame of the heart of any man in the world towards himself

and his fear, nay the outward, open, notorious actions of

men. So it is in that place of Gen. xviii. 21. insisted on by
'

Crellius, one of Mr. B.'s great masters. *
I will go down

and see (or know) whether they have done altogether ac-

cording to the cry that is come up unto me.' Yea, the places
which in their letter and outwai'd appearance seem to as-

cribe that ignorance of things present unto God, are far more

express and numerous, than those that in the least look for-

ward to what is yet for to come, or was so, at their delivery.

This progress then have we made under our catechist, if we

may believe him, as he insinuates his notions concerning
God

;
God sits in heaven (glistening on a throne), whereunto

he is limited ; yea, to a certain place therein, so as not to be

elsewhere ; being grieved, troubled, and perplexed, at the

affairs done below which he doth not knovv, making inquiry

after what he doth not know, and many things (things future),

he knoweth not at all.

Before I proceed to the farther consideration of that

which is eminently and expressly denied by Mr. Biddle,

viz. 'God's foreknowledgeof our free actions that are future,'

because many of his proofs, in the sense by him urged, seem

'Nimis longe a propria veibornm significatione rccedcndum est, et sententi^rum

vis enervanda, si eas cum dclinita ilia fiituroniiii contiiigentiiiiu pricscientia coiiciiare

vclis, ut Geii. xviii. '21. xxii. 1'2. Qiiicquid cnim alias de iittiusq'ue ;
loci sentontia

statuas, illud tameii facile est cerntTc, Deum novum quoddain, et insigne cxi eri-

meiitum, illic quide-u imjjietatis SodoniiticjE ct Goinorrlia;a3, vidcre voluisse, hie

vero pietatis Abraharaica! vidisse, quod anteqnam ficret, plane cerium et exploratu
nonesset. Crellius devera Relig. cap. 24. p. 209.

VOL. VIII. N
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to exclude him from an acquaintance with many things

present, as in particular, the frame and condition of the

hearts of men towards himself, as was observed ;
it may

not be amiss, a little to confirm that perfection of the know-

ledge of God as to those things from the Scripture, which

will abundantly also manifest that the expressions insisted

on by our catechist are metaphorical, and improperly as-

cribed to God. Of the eminent predictions in the Scripture

which relate unto things future, I shall speak afterward.

He knew, for he foretold the flood, the destruction of Sodom
and Gomorrah, the famine in Egypt, the selling and exalta-

tion of Joseph, the reign of David, the division of his king-

dom, the Babylonish captivity, the kingdom of Cyrus, the

return of his people, the state and ruin of the four great

empires of the world, the wars, plagues, famines, earthquakes,

divisions, which he manifestly foretold. But farther, he

knows the frame of the hearts of men. He knew that the

Keilites would deliver up David to Saul if he stayed amongst
them, which probably they knew not themselves

;
1 Sam.

xxiii. He knew that Hazael would murder women and in-

fants, which lie knew not himself. He knew that the Egyp-
tians would afflict his people, though at first they entertained

them with honour
;
Gen. xv. 13. He knew Abraham, that he

would instruct his household
; Gen. xviii. 19. He knew

that some were obstinate, their neck an iron sinew, and their

brow brass
;

Isa. xlviii. 4. He knew the imagination, or

figment of the heart of his people; Deut. xxxi. 21. That
the church of Laodicea (notwithstanding her profession) was

lukewarm, neither hot nor cold
;
Rev. iii. 15.

' Man looketh

on the outward appearance, God looketh on the heart;'
1 Sam. xvi. 7. 'He only knows the hearts of all the children

of men ;' 1 Kings viii. 39. ' Hell and destruction are before

the Lord, how much more then the hearts of the sons of
men ;' Prov. xv. 11. so also Prov. xxiv. 12. Jerem. xvii. 9,

10. Ezek. xi. 5. Psal. xxxviii. 9. xciv. 11. Job. xxxi. 4.

Matt. vi. 4. 6. 8. Luke xvi. 15. Acts i. 24, &c. Innumerable
other places to this purpose may be insisted on; though it

is a surprisal to be put to prove that God knows the hearts
of the sons of men. But to proceed to that which is more

directly under consideration.

3. The sole foundation of Mr. Biddle's insinuation, that
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God knows not our free actions that are future, being laid

(as was observed), on the assignation of fear, repentance,

expectation, and conjecturing unto God, the consideration

which hath already been had of those attributions in the

Scripture, and the causes of them is abundantly sufficient

to remove it out of the way, and to let his inference sink

thither, whence it came. Doubtless never was painter so

injurious to the Deity (who limned out the shape of an old

man on a cloth or board, and after some disputes with him-

self, whether he should sell it for an emblem of winter, set

it out as a representation of God the Father) as this man is

in snatching God's own pencil out of his hand, and by it

presenting him to the world in a gross, carnal, deformed

shape. Plato would not suffer Homer in his Commonwealth,
for entrenching upon the imaginary blessedness of their

dunghill deities
; making ""Jupiter to grieve for the death of

Sarpedon, Mars to be wounded by Diomedes, and to roar

thereupon with disputes and conjectures in heaven among
themselves about the issue of the Trojan war

; though he

endeavours to salve all his heavenly solecisms, by many
noble expressions, concerning purposes not unmeet for a

deity ; telling us in the close and issue of a most contin-

gent affair, Aibg Se IreXedeTo /SouXt}. Let that man think

of how much sorer punishment he shall be thought worthy
(I speak of the great account he is one day to make) who
shall persist in v/resting the Scripture to his own destruction,
to represent the living and incomprehensible God unto the

world, trembling with fear, pale with anger, sordid with

grief and repentance, perplexed with conjectures and various

expectations of events, and making a diligent inquiry after

the things he knows not, that is altogether such a one as

himself; let all who have the least reverence of, and ac-

•" Horn. Iliad. Rhapsod. tir. ver. 431, &c.

Tohi; Se ISaiv i\in<ri K^otov ttaXs ayx,v\ofjt,firsa.

"Hftiv Je
'TTfocrUi'Sire

^
SI jwoi iyiiv, on /xoi lapirMva, (piXranv iyifaiv,

Moif
'

iiTTo narpoxXou MevofTJaJao Safjtma,i.

" Horn. Iliad. Rhapsod. e. ver. 859, &c.

oJ' IBfa^i yakx-ioi; 'Apnj,
'Ocro'ov T hwcf)(yKoi ETn'ttj^ov, n ifKiyCKoi

'AvtpEj Iv no\ifji,a} HaQe^ero, 6v/ao9 a,lv)(ttv,

A£~^£v S' cUfx^^oTOV aJfMt
 —

Kai
p' oXo;})i/fi3jt*£Voj.

• Horn. Iliad. Rhapsod. J. in princip.

N 2
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qujiintance with, that Majesty with whom we have to do,

judge and determine. But of these things before.

4, The proposure of a question to succeed in the room

of that removed, with a scriptural resolution thereof, in or-

der to a discovery of what God himself hath revealed, con-

cerning his knowledge of all things, is the next part of our

employment. Thus then it may be framed :

Q. Doth not God know all things, whether past, pre-

sent, or to come, all the ways and actions of men, even be-

fore their accomplishment, or is any thing hid from him?

What says the Scripture properly and directly hereunto?

Ans.
' God is greater than our hearts, and knoweth all

things ;'
1 John iii. 20.

' Neither is there any creature that

is not manifest in his sight ;
but all things are naked and

open to the eyes of him, with whom we have to do;' Heb.

iv. 12. 'He is a God of knowledge;' 1 Sam. ii. 3. 'Thou

knowest my downsitting and mine uprising, thou understand-

est my thought a far off. Thou compassest my path and my
lying down, and art acquainted with all my ways. For there

is not a word in my tongue, but lo, O Lord, thou knowest it

altogether ;' Psal. cxxxix. 2—5.
' Great is our Lord, and of

great power, his understanding is infinite;' Psal. cxii. 5.

'Who hath directed the Spiritof the Lord, or being his coun-

sellor hath taught him? With whom took he counsel, or

who instructed him, and taught him in the paths ofjudg-

ment, and taught him knowledge and shewed to him the

way of understanding ?* Isa. xl. 13, 14. 'There is no search-

ing of his understanding ;' ver. 28. Rom. xi. 34—36. ' Of him
are all things ;' and

* known unto God are all his works from

the beginning of the world;' Acts xv. 18, &c.

Of the undeniable evidence and conviction of God's pre-
science or foreknowledge of future contingents, from his

predictions of their coming to pass, with other demonstra-

tions of the truth under consideration, attended with their

several testimonies from Scrripture, the close of this dis-

course will give a farther account.

It remains only, that according to the way and method

formerly insisted on, I give some farther account of the per-

fection of God pleaded for, with the arguments wherewith

it is farther evidenced to us, and so to proceed to what fol-

ioweth.
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1. That knowledge is proper to God, the testimony of

the Scripture unto the excellency and perfection of the

thing itself, doth sufficiently evince.p *
I cannot tell (says

the apostle), God knoweth ;' 2 Cor. xii. 2, 3. It is'the gene-
ral voice of nature, upon relation of any thing that to us is

hid and uijknown, that the apostle there makes mention of;
' God knoweth.' That he knoweth the things that are past,

Mr. B. doth not question. That at least also some things
that are present, yea some thoughts of our hearts are known
to him, he doth not deny. It is Jiot my intendment to en-

gage in any curious scholastical discourse about the under-

standing, science, knowledge, or wisdom of God
;
nor of the

way of God's knowing things, in and by his own essence

through simple intuition. That which directly is opposed,
is his knowledge of our free actions, which in respect of

their second and immediate causes, may, or may not be.

This, therefore, I shall briefly explain, and confirm the truth

of it by Scripture testimonies, and arguments from right

reason, not to be evaded, without making head against all

God's infinite perfections : having already demonstrated,

that all that which is insisted on by Mr. B. to oppose it, is

spoken metaphorically, and improperly of God.

That God doth foresee all future things was amongst^
mere pagans so acknowledged, as to be looked on as a com-

mon notion of mankind. So*" Zenophon tells us
;
'That both

P Intellectio secundum se ejus est, quod secundum se optimum est. Julius Pe-

tronellus. lib. 3. cap. 4. ex Arist. Metaph. lib. 12. cap. 7. Sed et intellectum duplicem
video ;

alter enim intelligere potest, quamvis non iiitelligat, alter etiam intelligit

qui tamen nondum est perfectus, nisi et seiuper intelligat, et omnia
; et ille denium

absolutissimus futurus sit, qui et semper, et omnia, et simul intelligat. Maxim. Ty-
rius. dissertat. 1. Uno mentis cernit in ictu quae sint, quai fueritit, veniantque.
Boeth.

'1 Ti? Je /ueXXei (p^iva, Ji'av Ka^o^av, o^iv dBuas-ov: ^schyl. Aonki Se jWOI
o naT^eo/xev

S'E^jU.ov,
aSavttTov TE EiTcti nai Vi3E~v TTaVTcj, Hal o^av, xcti aKOvitv, Ktti EiSEVai, TO. ovTct, KO-l ra.

fjt.i'KMvra
£V£3-&a(. Hippoc. dc Princip. To the same purpose is that of Epicharmus,

olSh IxtfiEiJj'Ei
TO ^iiov, avro(; trb a.[/.Zt etiroTtrag, &c. 7Vnd the anonymous author in Sto-

ba;us (vid. Excer[)ta Stobici, p. 117.) speaking of God adds,—"ov ovH sTc Xix-ii2rtv

oiiSe £V TTOiZv, ouS' dv TTotna-oiv, juSe TTETrom^tij TraXar o Se
7ra.i>ijv aTravra^oh, ffavr' 1^ avctyxr);

oTSe, &c. In short, the pagans generally received custom >)f consulting oracles, of

using their oi»vo3-xo7ria, their Auguria, and Ausj)icia, &c. by which they expected
answers from their god's, and significations of tlieir will concerning future things,

are evident demonstrations that they believed their gods knew future contingents.
r OuJtouv ii? jt*£V xai"EXX»VE;, Kctl Sap^apot Seolj? hyoZvrat TTavra £ij£vai, ra re ovra xal

ra u-iKKoira tv^nXov Tratrai yovv ai ttoXeic xal Travra ra eSv;: Sii fji.avriy.ni; liti^CDraia-i rov^

&E01;? rl T£
p^pJi

xal Ti ov
j^pJi

•nroiErv xa) ij,h oVi
\oixi?^oi/.iy

te Juvacxflai alrovq, xa) eS xal

xaxZq TTOiEfv, xal touto £ra<fi£f Travre; yoZv alrovvrai toL? ^Bovg, ra. /xiv (f>av\a airor^iruui

rayaQa Se SiSovai. oZrci roivvv o itayra EiSste; - - - Sii Ss to
WfOEiSivai xai 6 rl e^ sxairTsv

a.ito&ri(TiTa.i, &c. Zenti]ih. 2TMnOZ.
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Grecians and barbarians consented in this, that the god's
knew all things present, and to come.' And it may be worth

our observation, that whereas^ Crellius, one of the most

learned of this gentleman's masters, distinguisheth between

tabixeva and fiiWovra, affirming, that God knows to. 'taojUEva,

which though future are necessarily so, yet he ^nows not

ra julXXovra, which are only, says he, likely so to be. Zeno-

phon plainly affirms, that all nations consent, that he knows
TO. fiiWovTa. And this knowledge of his (saith that great

philosopher) is the foundation of the prayers and suppli-

cations of men, for the obtaining of good, or the avoiding

of evil. Now that one calling himself a mere Christian,

should oppose a perfection of God, that a mere pagan af-

firms all the world to acknowledge to be in him, would seem

somewhat strange, but that we know all things do not answer,

or make good, the names whereby they are called.

For the clearer handling of the matter under considera-

tion, the terms wherein it is proposed are a little to be ex-

plained.
1. That prescience, or foreknowledge is attributed to

God, the Scripture testifieth: Acts ii. 23. Rom.viii.29. xi. 2.

1 Pet. i. 2. are proofs hereof. The term indeed (foreknow-

ing) rather relates to the things known, and the order where-

in they stand one to another and among themselves, than is

properly expressive of God's knowledge. God knows all

things as they are ; and in that order wherein they stand.

Things* that are past, as to the order of the creatures, which

he hath appointed to them, and the works of providence,
which outwardly are of him, he knows as past : not by re-

membrance as we do, but by the same act of knowledge,
wherewith he knew them from all eternity, even before they

' Cum ergo Deus omnia prout reipsa se habent cognoscat, la-oy,eva seu certo fu-

tura cognoscit ut talia, similiter et fjiiwovra nt (ueXXovth, seu verisimiliter eventnra,

pro ratione causarum unde pendent, Crellius de Vera Relig. lib. 1. cap. 24. p. 201.
t Sciendum, quod omnino aliter se habet antiqua vel asterna scientia ad ea quas fiunt

et facta sunt, et aliter retem scientia : esse namque rei entis est causa scientiae nos-

trae, scientia vero seterna est causa ut ipsa res sit. Si vero quando res est postquara
non erat, contingeret noviter in ipsa scientia antiqua, scientia superaddita, queniad-
modum contingit hoc in scientia nova, sequeretur utique quod ipsa scientia antiqua
esset causata ab ipso ente : et non esset causa ipsius. oportet ergo quod non contin-

gat ibi mutatio, scilicet in antiqua scientia, quemadmodum contingit in nova : scien-
dum autem, quod hie error idcirco accidit, quia scientia antiqua mensuraturabimpe-
ritis cum scientia nova,cujus mensurationis modus Titiosissimus est: projicitquippe
quandoque hominem in barathrum, unde nunquam est egressurus. Rab. Aben. RosL
Interpret. Raymuiid. Martin. Pugi. Fidei. P. P. cap. 25. sect. 4, 5. p. 201.
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were. Their existence in time, and being cast by the suc-

cessive motion of things, into the number of the things

that are past, denote an alteration in them, but not at all in

the knowledge of God. So it is also in respect of things

future. God knows them in that esse intefligibile which

they have, as they may be known and understood ;
and how

that is, shall afterward be declared. He sees and knows

them as they are, when they have that respect upon them

of being future : when they lose this respect by their actual

existence, he knows them still as before. They are altered,

his knowledge his understanding is infinite, and changethnot.
2. God's "knov/ledge of things is either of simple intelli-

gence (as usually it is phrased) or of vision. The first is his

knowledge of all possible things; that is, of all that he him-

self can do. That God knows himself, I suppose will not

be denied. An infinite understanding knows throughly all

infinite perfections. God then knows his own power or

omnipotency, and thereby knows all that he can do. Infi-

nite science must know (as I said) what infinite power can

extend unto. Now
,
whatever God can do is possible to be

done; that is, whatever hath not in itself a repugnancy to

being. Now that many things may be done by the power
of God that yet are not, nor ever shall be done, I suppose
is not denied. Might he not make a new world? Hence

ariseth the attribution of the knowledge of simple intelli-

gence, before-mentioned, unto God. In his own infinite un-

derstanding he sees and knows all things that are possible

to be done by his power, would his good pleasure concur to

their production.
Of the world of things possible which God can do, some

things, even all that he pleaseth, are" future. The creation

itself, and all things that have had a being since, were so

future before their creation. Had they not sometimes been

future, they had never been. Whatever is, was to be,

before it was. All things that shall be to the end of the

world are now future. How things which were only possible

in relation to the power of God come to be future, and in

what respect, shall be briefly mentioned. These things God

" In Deo simplex est intuitiis, quo simplicitcr videntur quns composita sunt, iiiva-

riabiliter qurc variabilin sunt, ct simii! qu;« successiva.

* Ad lianc h>)^eiii animus noster aptanilus est, hrmc sequatur, Iniic parcaf, ct quae-

cunque, fiunt dcbuisse fieri putet. Senec. Epist. 108.
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knoweth also. His science of them is called, of vision. He
sees them, as things which in their proper order shall exist.

In a word,
* Scientia visionis,' and

'

Simplicis intelligentiEB,'

may be considered in a threefold relation
;
that is, in

' ordine

ad objectum, niensuram, modum.' 1.
' Scientia visionis' hath

for its object things past, present, and to come, whatsoever

had, hath, or will have, actual being. 2. The measure of this

knowledge is his will : because the will, and decree of God

only make those things future, which were but possible be-

fore; therefore we say 'scientia visionis fundatur in volun-

tate.' 3. For the manner of it, it is called 'scientia libera,

quia fundatur in voluntate,' as necessarily presupposing a free

act of the divine will, which makes things future, and so ob-

jects of this kind of knowledge. 2. That '

scientia,' which

we call 'simplicis intelligentise ;' the object of itis possible,
the measure of it omnipotency ;

for by it he knows all he

can do
;
and for the manner of it, it is

* scientia necessaria,

quia non fundatur in voluntate, sed potestate' (say the

schoolmen) ; seeing by it he knows not what he will, but what
he can do. Of that late figment, of a middle science in God,

arising neither from the infinite perfection of his own being,
as that of simple intelligence, nor yet attending his free pur-

pose and decree, as that of vision, but from a consideration

of the second causes that are to produce the things fore-

known, in their kind, order, and dependance, I am not now to

treat. And with the former kind of knowledge it is, or rather

in the former way (the knowledge of God being simply one
and the same) is it, that we affirm him to know the thino-s

that are future, of what sort soever, or all things before they
come to pass.

3. The things inquired after are commonly called con-

tingent. Contingencies are of two sorts:

1. Such as are only so.

2. Such as are also free.

1. Such as are only so, are contingent only in their ef-

fects : such is the falling of a stone from a house, and the

killing of a man thereby. The effect itself was contino-ent,

nothing more ;
the cause necessary : the stone being loosed

from what detained it upon the house, by its own weight
necessarily falling to the ground. 2. That which is so con-

tingent as to be also free, is contingent both in respect of
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the effect, and of its causes also. Such was the soldier's

piercing of the side of Christ. The effect was contingent,
such a thing might have been done, or not; and the cause

also
;
for they chose to do it, who did it, and in respect of

their own elective faculty, might not have chosen it. That
a man shall write, or ride, or speak to another person to-

morrow, the agent being free is contingent, both as to the

cause, and to the effect. About these is our principal in-

quiry ; and to the knowledge of God, which he is said to

have of them, is the opposition most expressly made by
Mr B. Let this then be our conclusion ;

God ^perfectly knows all the free actions of men, before

they are wrought by them; all things that will be done, or

shall be to all eternity, though in their own natures contin-

gent, and wrought by agents free in their working, are known
to him from eternity.

Some previous observations will make way for the clear

proof and demonstration of this truth. Then,
1. God certainly knows every thing that is to be known

;

that is, every thing that is scihiJe. If there be in the nature

of things an impossibility to be known, they cannot be known

by the divine understanding. If any thing be scibile, or may
be known, the not knowing of it, is his imperfection who
knows it not. To God this cannot be ascribed (viz. that he

should not know what is to be known) without the destruc-

tion of his perfection. He shall not be my God, who is not

infinitely perfect. He who wants any thing to make him

blessed in himself, can never make the fruition of himself

the blessedness of others.

2. Every thing that hath a determinate cause is scibile,

may be known, though future, by him that perfectly knows
that cause, which doth so determine the thing to be known
unto existence. Now contingent things, the free actions of

men, that yet are not, but in respect of themselves may, or

may not be, have such a determinate cause of their existence,

as that mentioned. It is true, in respect of their immediate

1 Dixit R. Juchanan : omnia ridentur uno intuitu. Dixit Rab. Nachnian filius

Isaaci ; sic ctiani nos didicinuis: quod scriptum est Psal. xxxiii. 15. formans siniul

coreorum, iutelligcns omnia opera coruiii, quninodo intdligcnduni est? T^iccnduui

est, dici, Deuni adunare siiiitd corda totius niundi? Kcce, vidcnius non ila rem se

liaberu : sed sic dicenduni est, Foriiiaiis sivo creator vidct siiiiul cor conn;!, ct intel-

liget omnia opera coruin. Tnlmud. Roscli. liascliana : inferprct. Joseph, de Vo^sin.
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causes, as the wills of men, they are contingent, and may be,

or not be
;
but that they have such a cause as before spoken

of, is evident from the light of this consideration. In their

own time and order they are : now whatever is at any time,

was future
;
before it was, it was to be. If it had not been

future, it had not now been. Its present performance is

sufficient demonstration of the futurition it had before. I

ask, then, whence it came to be future
;
that that action was

rather to be, than a thousand others, that were as possible
as it? For instance; that the side of Christ should be

pierced with a spear, when it was as possible in the nature

of the thing itself, and of all secondary causes, that his

head should be cutoff. That, then, which gives any action

a futurition, is that determinate cause wherein it may be

known, whereof we speak. Thus it may be said of the same

thing, that it is contingent, and determined, without the

least appearance of contradiction, because it is not spoken
with respect to the same things, or causes.

3. The determinate cause of contingent things, that is,

things that are future (for^ every thing when it is, and as it

is, is necessary), is the will of *God himself concerning their

existence and being, either by his efficiency and working,
as all good things in every kind (that is, that are either

morally or physically so, in which latter sense, all the

actions of men, as actions, are so), or by his permission,
which is the condition of things morally evil, or of the ir-

regularity and obliquity attending those actions, upon the

account of their relation to a law, which in themselves are

entitative and physically good, as the things were which
God at first created. Whether any thing come to pass
besides the*" will of God, and contrary to his purpose, will

not be disputed with any advantage of glory to God, or

honour to them that shall assert it. That in all events the

will of God is fulfilled, is a common notion of all rational

'^

Quicquid enimest, dum est, necessario est. Aquinas 1. part, qusest. 19. art. 3.
a Vide Scot, in 1. lib. Sent. dist. 39.qufest.unica. Durand ibid. Dist. 38. Quasst.

3. Jo. Major, in 1. Dist. 38,39. Quacst. 1. Art. 4. Alvarez, de Auxiliis. lib. 2. Dis-

put. 10. p. 5.5, &c. et Scliolasticos in Lombardum ibid. Dist. 38, 39. quos fuse
enumerat Joh. Marlines de Ripalda in 1. Sent. p. 127, et 131.

^ Quid niihi scire quas futura sunt.' qua;cunque illevult, hfec futurasunt. Origen,
Horn. 6. in Jesumnave. Vid. Frider. Spanhemiuni Dub. Evang 33. p. 272. in illud

Matli. Totuni hoc factum est, ha ttXij^m&S to
pij&Ev viro rou Kv^iov, Paul. Ferriuni

Schol. Orthodoxi. cap. 31. et in Vindicii.s, cap. 5. sect. 6.
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creatures. So the accomplishment of his determinate

counsel, is affirmed by the apostle, in the issue of that mys-
terious dispensation, of the crucifying of his Son. That of

James iv. 15. lav 6 Kvpiog ^tXijmj, intimates God's will to be

extended to all actions, as actions, whatever. Thus God
knew, before the world was made, or any thing that is in it,

that there would be such a world, and such things in it:

yet, than the making of the world, nothing was*^ more free

or contingent. God is not a necessary agent, as to any of

the works, that outwardly are of him
;
whence then did God

know this ? Was it not from his own decree and eternal

purpose, that such a world there should be ? And if the

knowledge of one contingent thing be from hence, why not

of all? In brief, these future contingencies depend on some-

thing for their existence, or they come forth into the world

in their own strength and upon their own account, not de-

pending on any other. If the latter, they are God
;

if the

former, the will of God, or old fortune, must be the princi-

ple on which they do depend.
4. God can work with contingent causes, for the accom-

plishment of his own will and purposes, without the least

prejudice to them, either as causes, or as free and contin-

gent. God moves not, works not in, or with any second

causes, to the producing of any effect, contrary, or not

agreeable, to their own natures. Notwithstanding any pre-
determination or operation of God, the wills of men in the

production of every one of their actions, are at as perfect

liberty as a cause in dependance of another, is capable of.

To say it is not in dependance, is atheism. The purpose of

God, the counsel of his will concerning any thing as to its

existence, gives a*^ necessity of infallibility to the event, but

changes not the manner of the second cause's operation be

it what it will. That God cannot accomplish and bring
about his own purposes by free and contingent agerits,

without the destruction of the natures he hath endued them
withal is a figment unworthy the thoughts of any who
indeed acknowledge his sovereignty and power.

5. The reason why Mr, B.'s companions in his under-

<: Vid. Aquinat 1. Quaest. 83. Art. 1. ad 3.
•• Vid. Didac. Alvarez, de Auxiliis Gratise, lib. 3. disput. 25. Aquinat. part. 2.

Quaest. 112. Art. o. E. 1. Part. Qu«st. 19. Art. 8. ad. $.



188 OF god's prescience

takings, as others tliat went before him of the same mind,

do deny this foreknov/ledge of God, they express on all

occasions to be, that the granting of it is prejudicial to that

absolute independent liberty of will, which God assigns to

men : so Socinus pleads, Praelect. Theol. cap. 8.^ thus far I

confess more accurately than the Arminians. These pretend

(some of them at least) to grant the prescience of God, but yet

deny his determinate decrees and purposes, on the same

pretence that the other do his prescience ;
viz. of their pre-

judicialness to the free-will of man. Socinus discourses

(which was no difficult task) that the foreknowledge of God
is as inconsistent with that independent liberty of will and

contingency, which he and they had fancied, as the prede-
termination of his will : and therefore rejects the former as

well as the latter. It was^ Augustine's complaint of old

concerning Cicero, that '
ita fecit homines liberos, ut fecit

etiam sacrilegos.' Cicero was a mere pagan ;
and surely our

complaint against any that shall close with him in this at-

tempt, under the name of a mere Christian, will not be less

just than that of Augustine. For mine own part, I am fully

resolved, that all the liberty and freedom that as creatures

we are capable of, is eminently consistent with God's abso-

lute decrees, and infallible foreknowledge. And if I should

hesitate in the apprehension thereof, I had rather ten

thousand times deny our wills to be free, than God to be

omniscient, the sovereign disposer of all men, their actions,

^ Crell. de Vera Rclig. lib. 1. cap. 24. Smalcius ad Franz, disput. 12.

f In lias angustias Cicero coarctat aniniutu religiosura, ut ununi eligat aduobus:
aut esse aliquid in nostra voluntate, aut esse prffiscientiam futurorum : quoniam
utrumque arbitratur esse non posse, sed si alterum confirniatur, alterum toili. Si

eiigcrimus prffiscientiani futurorum, tolli voluntatis arbitriuni. Si eligerimus volun-

tatis arbitriuni, tolli prffiscieiitiaiii futurorum. Ipse itaque ut vir magnus et doctus,
et vitffi liumanre plurinium et peritissime consulens, ex his duobus eligit liberum vo-

luntatis arbitriuni. Quod ut confirinareturj negavit prrescientiam futurorum, atque
jtadum vult facere liberos, facit sacrilegos. Religiosus autem animus utrumque eli-

git, utrumque confitetur, et fide picfatis utrumque confirmat. Quomodo inquit:
Nam si est pra3scientia futurorum, sequantur ilia omnia, qua connexa .sunt, donee eo

perveniatur, ut nihil sit in nostra voluntate. Porro, si est aliquid in nostra volun-

tate, cisdem rccursis gradibus eo pervcnitur, ut ni3n sit pra-scielitia futurorum. Nam
per ilia omnia sic rccurritur. Si est voluntatis arbitriuni, non omnia fato fiunt. Si

non omnia fato fiunt, non est omnium certus ordo causarura. Si certus causaruia

ordo non est : nee rerum certus est ordo prajscienti Deo, quaj fieri non possunt nisi

praicedentibus, et efficienlibus causis. Si rerum ordo prajscienti Deo certus non est,

non omnia sic veniunt, ut ea ventura prrescivit. Porro, si non omnia sic eveniunt
ut ab illo eventura prajscita sunt, non est, inquit in Deo prsscientia futurorum.
Nos adversus istos sacrilegos ausus, et inqjios, et Deum dicinius omnia scire ante-

quani fiant; et voluntate nos facere, cpicquid a nobis non nisi volentibus fieri senti-

nius et novinius. August, de Civit. Dei lib. 5. cap. 9.
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and concernments, or to say that any thing comes to pass

without, against, or contrary to, the counsel of his will. But

we know through the goodness of God that these things
have their consistency, and that God may have preserved to

him the glory of his infinite perfection, and the will of man
not at all abridged of its due and proper liberty.

These things being premised, the proof and demonstra-

tion of the truth proposed lies ready at hand, in the ensuing

particulars :

1. He who knowss all things, knows the things that are

future, though contingent. In saying they are things future

and contingent, you grant them to be among the number of

things, as you do those which you call things past ;
but

that God knows all things, hath already been abundantly
confirmed out of Scripture. Let the reader look back on
some of the many texts and places, by which I' gave answer

to the query, about the foreknowledge of God, and he will

find abundantly enough for his satisfaction, if he be of those

that would be satisfied, and dares not carelessly make bold

to trample upon the perfections of God. Take some few of

them to a review : 1 John iii. 20. ' God is greater than our

hearts, and knoweth all things.' Even we know things past
and present : if God knows only things of the same kind,

his knowledge may be greater than ours by many degrees,
but you cannot say his understanding is infinite

; there is

not on that supposition an infinite distance between his

knowledge and ours, but they stand in some measureable

proportion. Heb. iv. 13. 'All things are open and naked
before him with whom we have to do.' Not that which is

to come, not the free actions of men that are future, saith

Mr. Biddle. But to distinguish thus, when the Scripture
doth not distinguish, and that to the great dishonour of God,
is not to interpret the Word, but to deny it. Acts xv. 18.
' Known unto God are all his works from the foundation of

the world.' I ask, whether God hath any thing to do in the

free actions of men ? For instance ; had he any thing to do
in the sending of Joseph into Egypt, his exaltation there,

and the entertainment of his fatlier's household afterward

B Causamquare Dous futura contingcntia praasciat (ianiiis lianc, quod sitinfinita

ipsiiis iiitellectus perfectio oiiitiia cogiiosci.-ntis. Et sicut Dons cognoscit pra-terita
secundum esse quod liabucruut.ita etiani cognoscit futura secundum illud esse quad
habitura sunt. Dan. Clascn. Tlicol. Natural, cap. 22. p. 128.
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by him in his greatness and power ? All which were brought
about by innumerable contingencies, and free actions of

men : if he had not, why should we any longer depend on

him, or regard him in the several transactions, and concern-

ments of our lives ?

Nullum numen abest, si sit prudentia : noste,

Nos facimus fortuna Deutn.*

If he had to do with it, as Joseph thought he had, when he

affirmed plainly,s
' that God sent him thither, and made him

a father to Pharaoh, and his house,' then the whole was
known to God before; for 'known unto God are all his

works from the foundation of the world.' And if God may
know any one free action beforehand, he may know all;

for there is the same reason of them all Their contingency
is given as the only cause, why they may not be known

;

now every action that is contingent, is equally interested

therein; 'a quatenus ad omne valet argumentum.' That

place of the psalm before recited, Psal. cxxxix. 2—6. is ex-

press, as to the knowledge of God concerning our free ac-

tions that are yet future. If any thing in the world may
be reckoned amongst our free actions, surely our thoughts

may ;
and such a close reserved treasure are they, that Mr.

B. doth more than insinuate in the application of the texts

of Scripture which he mentioneth, that God knoweth them
not when present without search and inquiry. But these

(saith the psalmist)
' God knows afar of,' before we think

them
; before they enter into our hearts. And truly I mar-

vel, that any man, not wholly given up to a spirit of giddi-
ness, after he had produced this text of Scripture to prove
that God knows our thoughts, should instantly subjoin a

question, leading men to a persuasion, that God knows not
our free actions, that are future

; unless it was with a Julian

design, to impair the credit of the word of God, by pretend-

ing it liable to self-contradiction
;
or with Lucian, to deride

God, as bearing contrary testimonies concerning himself.

2. God hath by himself and his holy prophets,'' which
have been from the foundation of the world, foretold many

* Nullum Numen habcs, si sit prudentia: sed te
Nos facimus, Fortuna, Deara, coeloque locamus. Jut. Sat. x. 365. [Editor.]

* Gen. xlv. 5—8.
'' Prajscientia Dei tot habet testes, quot fecit prophetas. Tertul. lib. 2 contra

Marcionem.
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of the free actions of men, what they would do, what they
should do, long before they were born who were to do them.

To give a little light to this argument, which of itself will

easily overwhelm all that stands before it, I shall handle it

under these propositions :

1. That God hath so foretold the free actions of men.

2. That so he could not do unless he knew them, and

that they would be, then when he foretold them.

3. That he proves himself to be God by these his pre-
dictions.

4. That he foretels them as the means of executing many
of his judgments, which he hath purposed and threatened,

and the accomplishment of many mercies, which he hath

promised ;
so that the denial of his foresight of them, so

exempts them from under his providence, as to infer, that

he rules not in the world by punishments and rewards.

For the first :

1. There need no great search or inquiry after witnesses

to confirm the truth of it, the Scripture is full of such pre-
dictions from one end to the other. Some few instances

shall suffice : Gen. xviii. 18, 19.
'

Seeing that Abraham shall

surely become a great and mighty nation, and all the na-

tions of the earth shall be blessed in him
;
for I know him,

that he will command his children and his household after

him, and they shall keep the way of the Lord, to do justice
and judgment ;

that the Lord may bring upon Abraham,
that which he hath spoken of him.' Scarce a word but is

expressive of some future contingent thing, if the free ac-

tions of men be so, before they are wrought. That Abra-

ham should become a mighty nation
;
that the nations of

the earth should be blessed in him; that he would command
his children and household after him to keep the ways of

the Lord
;

it was all to be brought about by the free actions

of Abraham, and of others
;
and all this I know, saith the

Lord, and accordingly declares it. By the way, if the Lord

knew all this before, his following trial of Abraham was not

to satisfy himself whether he feared him or no, as is pre-
tended.

So also. Gen. xv. 13, 14.
' And he said unto Abram,

Know of a surety that thy seed shall be a stranger in a land

that is not their's, and shall serve them
;
and they shall
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afflict them four hundred years; and also that nation, which

they shall serve will I judge ;
and afterward shall they come

out with great substance.' The Egyptians' affliction on the

Israelites^jwas by their free actions, if any be free; it was

their sin to do it
; they sinned in all that they did for the

effecting of it. And doubtless if any, men's sinful actions

are free; yet doth God here foretel they shall afflict them.

Deut. xxxi. 16— 18. you have an instance beyond all possi-

ble exception :

' And the Lord said unto Moses, Behold, thou

shalt sleep with thy fathers
;
and this people will rise up, and

go a whoring after the gods of the strangers of the land, wdii-

ther they go to be among them, and will forsake me, and break

my covenant which I have made with them. Then my anger
shall be kindled against them in that day, and I will forsake

them, and I will hide my face from them, and they shall be

devoured, and many evils and troubles shall befall them; so

that they will say in that day. Are not these evils come upon
us, because our God is not among us ?' &c. The sum of

a good part of what is recorded in the book of Judges, is

here foretold by God. The people's going a whoring after

the gods of the strangers of the land
;
their forsaking of

God, their breaking his covenant, the thoughts of their

hearts, and their expressions, upon the consideration of the

evils and afflictions that should befall them, were of their

free actions ;
but now all these doth God here foretel

;
and

thereby engages the honour of his truth, unto the certainty
of their coming to pass.

1 Kings xiii. 2. is signal to the same purpose: 'Behold,
a child shall be born unto the house of David, Josiah by
name

;
and upon thee shall he offer the priests of the high

places, that burn incense upon thee, and men's bones shall

be burnt upon thee.' This prediction is given out three hun-
dred years before the birth of Josiah. The accomplishment
of it you have in the story, 2 Kings xxiii. 17. Did Josiah

act freely ? Was his proceeding at Bethel by free actions,
or no ? If not, how shall we know what actions of men are

free, what not ? If it was, his free actions are here foretold,
and therefore, I think, foreseen.

1 Kings xxii. 28. The prophet Micaiah in the name of
the Lord, having foretold a thing that was contingent, and
which was accomplished by a man acting at a venture, lays
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the credit of his prophecy, and therein his life (for if he had

proved false as to the event, he was to have suffered death

by the law), at stake before all the people, upon the cer-

tainty of the issue foretold.
* And Micaiah said. If thou re-

turn at all in peace, the Lord hath not spoken at all by me.

And he said. Hear all ye people.'

Of these predictions the Scripture is fidl. The prophe-
cies of Cyrus in Isaiah

;
of the issue of the Babylonish war

and kingdom, in Jeremiah ;
of the several great alterations

and changes in the empires of the world, in Daniel ; of the

kingdom of Christ in them all, are too long to be insisted

on. The reader may also consult Matt. xxiv. 5. Mark
xiii. 6. xiv. 30. Acts xx. 29. 2 Thess. ii. 3, 4, &c. 1 Tim. iv. 1.

2 Tim. iii. 1. 2 Pet. ii. 1. and the Revelation almost

throughout. Our first proposition then is undeniably evi-

dent, that God by himself, and by his prophets, hath fore-

told things future, even the free actions of men.

2. The second proposition mentioned is manifest, and

evident in its own light. What God foretelleth, that he

perfectly foreknows. The honour and repute of his vera-

city and truth, yea of his being, depend on the certain ac-

complishment of what he absolutely foretels. If his pre-

dictions of things future are not bottomed on his certain

prescience of them, they are all but like Satan's oracles, con-

jectures and guesses of what may be accomplished or not
;

a supposition whereof, is as high a pitch of blasphemy as

any creature in this world can possibly arrive unto.

3, By this prerogative of certain predictions, in reference

to things to come, God vindicates his own deity : and from

the want of it convinces the vanity of the idols of the gen-

tiles, and the falseness of the prophets that pretend to speak

in his name; Isa. xli. 21—24. ' Produce your cause, saith

the Lord ; bring forth your strong reasons, saith the King of

Jacob. Let them bring them forth, and shew us what shall

happen : let them shew the former things, what they be
;
or

declare us things for to come
;
shew the things which are

to come hereafter, that we may know ye are gods. Be-

hold you are of nothing.' The Lord calling forth the idols

of the Gentiles, devils, stocks, and stones, to plead for them- .

selves, before the denunciation of the solemn sentence er-

suing, ver. 24. he puts them to the plea of foreknowledge
VOL. VIII. o
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for the proof of their deity. If they can foretel things to

come certainly and infallibly, on the account of their own

knowledge of them, gods they are, and gods they shall be es-

teemed. If not,saithhe/youare nothing, worse than nothing,

and your work is of nought, and he is an abomination that

chooseth you.' And it may particularly be remarked, that the

idols, ofwhom he speaketh, are in especial those of the Chal-

deans, whose worshippers pretended above all men in the world

to divination, and predictions. Now this issue doth the Lord

drive thinas to betwixt himself and the idols of the world ;
if

they can foretel things to come, that is, not this or that

thino- (for so by conjecture, upon consideration of second

causes, and the general dispositions of things, they may do,

and the devil hath done), but any thing, or everything, they

shall go free ; that is, is there nothing hid from you that is

yet for to be ? Being not able to stand before this interro-

gation, they perish before the judgment mentioned. But

now if it may be replied to the living God himself, that this

is a most unequal way of proceeding, to lay that burden

upon the shoulders of others, which himself will not bear;

bring others to that trial, which himself cannot undergo ;

for he himself cannot foretel the free actions of men, be-

cause he doth not foreknow them, would not his plea render

him like to the idols, whom he adjudgeth to shame and con-

fusion ? God himself there concluding, that they are vanity

and nothing, who are pretended to be gods, but are not

able to foretel the things that are for to come, asserts his

own Deity, upon the account of his infinite understanding
and knowledge of all things, on the account whereof he can

foreshew all things whatever, that are as yet future. In

like manner doth he proceed to evince what is from him-

self, what not, in the predictions of any, from the certainty

of the event. Deut. xviii. 21, 22. ' If thou say in thine

heart. How shall we know the word that the Lord hath not

spoken? When a prophet speaketh in the name of the Lord,

if the thing follow not, nor come to pass, that is the thing
which the Lord hath not spoken, but the prophet hath

spoken presumptuously : thou shalt not be afraid of him.'

4. The fourth proposition, that God by the free actions

of men (some whereof he foretelleth), doth fulfil his own
counsel as to judgments and mercies, rewards and punish-
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ments, needs no farther proof nor confirmation, but what

will arise from a mere review of the things before-mentioned,

by God so foretold, as was to be proved. They were things
of the greatest import in the world, as to the good or evil of

the inhabitants thereof: and in whose accomplishment as

much of the wisdom, power, righteousness, and mercy of

God was manifest, as in any of the works of his providence
whatever. Those things which he hath disposed of, as to be

subservient to so great ends, certainly he knew that they
would be. The selling of Joseph, the crucifying of his Son, the

destruction of antichrist, are things of greater concernment,

than that God should only conjecture at their event. And in-

deed, the taking away of God's foreknowledge ofthings con-

tingent, renders his providence useless, as to the government
of the world. To what end should any rely upon him, seek unto

him, commit themselves to his care through the course of

their lives, when he knows not what will, or may befall them

the next day? How shall he judge, or rule the world, who

every moment is surprised with new emergencies, which he

foresaw not, which must necessitate him to new counsels

and determinations? On the consideration of this argument
doth Episcopius conclude for the prescience of God, Epist. 2.

* ad Beverovicium de termino vitae,' which he had allowed to be

questioned in his 'private 'Theological Disputations,"" though
in his public afterward he pleads for it. The sum of the ar-

gument insisted on, amounts to this :

Those things which God foretels, that they shall cer-

tainly and infallibly come to pass, before they so do, those

he certainly and infallibly knoweth, whilst they are future,

and that they will come to pass.

But God foretels, and hath foretold all manner of future

contingencies and free actions of men, good and evil, duties

*

Speciem et poudus videtur habere liajc objectio; nee panel sunt, qui ejus, viadeo

nioventur, ut divinan) fiiturorum contingeritium prscscientiani negarc, et qua; pro ea

facere videntur loca, atque argumenta, magno conatu torquere malint, et flectere in

sensus, non minus periculosos quani difficiles. Ad me quod attinet, ego liactenus

sive religione quadam animi, sive divinaj majestatis reverentia, non potui prorsus in

aniniutii meuni induccre, rationem istain allcgatam tanti esse, ut propter earn Deo
futurorum contingentium prfRscicntia detrahcnda sit: maxime cum vix videam, qno-
modo alioquin diviiiarum pra^dictionum Veritas salvari possit, sine aliqua aut incerti-

tudinis macula, aut falsi possibiiis suspicione. Sim. Episcop. Respons. ad sccund.

Epist. Johan. Bevcrovi.
''

Episcop. institut. Thcol. lib. 4. cap. 17, 18. Episcop. disput. dc Deo Tlics. 10.

' O 2
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and sins, therefore he certainly and infallibly knows them

whilst they are yet future.

The proposition stands and falls unto the honour of

God's truth, veracity, and power.
The assumption is proved by the former, and sundry other

instances that may be given.

He foretold, that the Egyptians should afflict his people

four hundred years, that in so doing they would sin, and that

for it he would punish them
;
Gen. xv. 13— 16. And surely the

Egyptians sinning therein, was their own free action. The

incredulity of the Jews, treachery of Judas, calling of the

Gentiles, all that happened to Christ in the days of his

flesh, the coming of antichrist, the rise of 'false teachers,

were all foretold, and did all of them purely depend on the

free actions of men, which was to be demonstrated.

3. To omit many other arguments and to close this dis-

course ;
all perfections are to be ascribed to God

; they are

all in him. To know is an excellency : he that knows any

thing, is therein better than he that knows it not. The more

any one knows, the more excellent is he. To know all

things is an absolute perfection in the good of knowledge:
to know them in and by himself who so knows them, and

not from any discourses, made to him from without, is an

absolute perfection in itself, and is required where there is

infinite wisdom and understanding. This we ascribe to God,
as worthy of him, as by himself ascribed to himself. To
affirm on the other side, (1.) That God hath his knowledge
from things without him, and so is taught wisdom and un-

derstanding as we are, from the events of things, for the

more any one knows the wiser he is
; (2.) That he hath (as

we have) a successive knowledge of things, knowing that

one day, which he knew not another, and that thereupon
there is, (3.) A daily and hourly change and alteration in him,
as from the increasing of his knowledge there must actually
and formally be

;
and that he (4.) sits conjecturing at events :

To assert, I say, these and the like monstrous figments, con-

cerning God and his knowledge, is as much as in them lieth,

who so assert them, to shut his providence out of the world,
and to divest him of all his blessedness, self-sufficiency, and
infinite perfections. And, indeed, if Mr. B. believe his own

principles, and would speak out, he must assert these things.
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how desperate soever
;

for having granted the premises, it

is stupidity to stick at the conclusion. And, therefore,

some of those whom Mr. B. is pleased to follow in these

wild vagaries, speak out and say (though with as much blas-

phemy as confidence), that God doth only conjecture, and

guess at future contingents. For when this argument is

brought. Gen. xviii. 19. 'I know,' saith God, 'Abraham will

command his children after him,' &c. therefore, future

contingents may be certainly known of him
; they deny the

consequence ;'' and, granting that he may be said to know

them, yet say it is only by guess and conjecture, as we do.

And for the present vindication of the attributes of God this

may suffice.

Before I close this discourse, it may not be impertinent
to divert a little to that, which alone seems to be of any diffi-

culty, lying in our way in the assertion of this prescience
of God, though no occasion of its consideration be adminis-

tered to us by him, with whom we have to do.

That future contino-ents have not in themselves a deter-

minate truth, and therefore cannot be determinately known,
is the great plea of those, who oppose God's certain fore-

knowledge of them; and therefore, say they, doth the 'phi-

losopher affirm, that propositions concerning them, are nei-

ther true nor false. But,

1. That there is, or may be, that there hath been, a cer-

tain prediction of future contingents, hath been demon-

strated, and therefore they must on some account or other

(and what that account is hath been declared) have a de-

terminate truth. And I had much rather conclude, that

there are certain predictions of future contingents in the

Scripture, and therefore they have a determinate truth
; than

on the contrary, they have no determinate truth, therefore

there are no certain predictions of them. ' Let God be true,

and every man a liar.'

2. As to the falsity of that pretended axiom: this pro-

position. Such a soldier shall pierce the side of Christ with

a spear, or he shall not pierce him,'is determinately true and

''

Anonymus ad 5. cap. priora IMatli. p. 28. Nego consequentiam Dcus dicere

potuit se scire quid facturuserat Abraham, etsi id ccrto non pra;i)ovcrit,scd probab:-
liter. Inducitur eiiini Deus saipius buiiiaiio more loqueiis. Solent aulcni homines af-

firmare se scire ea futura, quw verisiiniliter fiitura sunt, &c.
' Arist. lib. 1. do Tntcrp. cap. B.
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necessary, on the one side or the other, the parts of it being

contradictory, which cannot be together. Therefore, if a

man before the flood had used this proposition in the affir-

mative, it had been certainly and determinately true
;
for

that proposition which was once not true, cannot be true

afterward upon the same account.

3. If no affirmative" proposition about future contin-

gents be determinately true, then every such affirmative pro-

position is determinately f^lse; for from hence, that a thing

is, or is not, is a proposition determinately true or false. And

therefore, if any one shall say that that is determinately fu-

ture which is absolutely indifferent, his affirmation is false;

which is contrary to Aristotle, whom in this t-hey rely upon,
who affirms, that such propositions are neither true nor false.

The truth is, of propositions that they are true or false, is

certain. Truth, or falseness, are their proper and necessary

affections, as even and odd of numbers : nor can any pro-

position be given, wherein there is a contradiction, whereof

one part is not true and the other false.

4. This proposition,
' Petrus orat,' is determinately true"

'de presenti,' when Peter doth actually pray (for 'quicquid
est, dum est, determinate est'); therefore this proposition, 'de

futuro, Petrus orabit,' is determinately true. The former is

the measure and rule by which we judge of the latter. So
that because it is true,

' de presenti, Petrus orat,' ergo, this

(de futuro) 'Petrus orabit,' was'ab seterno'true (ex parte rei);

and then (ex parte modi) because this proposition, 'Petrus

orat,' is determinately true, 'de presenti :' et^go. This ' Petrus

orabit,' was determinately true from all eternity. But enough
of this.

Mr. B. having made a sad complaint of the ignorance
and darkness that men were bred up in, by being led from
the Scripture, and imposing himself upon them for 'a guide
of the blind, a light of them which are in darkness, an in-

structor of the foolish, and a teacher of the babes,' doth in

pursuit of his great undertaking, in this chapter instruct

them what the Scripture speaks concerning the beino-, na-

*
Alphons. de Mendoza. Con Theol. Scbolast. q. 1. p. 534. Vasquez. in 1. Tho.

disput. 1(5. Riivioin I. Interpret, cap. 6. q. unica, &c.
" Vid Rod. de Arriaga. disput. Log. 14. sect. 5. subsect. 3. p. 205. Suarez. in

Opus. 1. 1. de PrajscientiaDeicap. 2. Vasquez. 1. Part. disp. 66. cap. 2. Pet. Ilur-
tado de Mend. disp. 9. de Aninia. sect. C
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ture, and properties, of God. Of his goodness, wisdom,

power, truth, righteousness, faithfuhiess, mercy, independ-

ency, sovereignty, infiniteness, men had before been inform-

ed, by books, tracts, and catechisms, composed according
to the fancies and interests of men, the Scripture being ut-

terly justled out of the way. Alas! of these things the Scrip-
tures speaks not at all

• but the description wherein that

abounds of God, and which is necessary that men should

know (whatever become of those other inconsiderable

things, wherewith other poor catechisms are stuffed) is, that

he is finite, limited, and obnoxious to passions, &,c. 'Thou
that abhorrest idols, dost thou commit sacriledge?'

CHAP. VI.

Of the creation and condition of man, before and after the fall.

MR. BIDDLE'S THIRD CHAPTER.

*Q. Were the heaven and earth from all eternity, or cre-

ated at a certain time ? And by whom ?

* A. Gen. i. 1.

' Q. How long was God a making them?
* A. Exod. XX. 11.

*
Q. How did God create man ?

* A. Gen. ii. 7.

*
Q. How did he create woman ?

'A. Gen. ii. 21,22.
* Q. Why was she called woman ?

*A. Gen. ii. 23.
*
Q. What doth Moses infer from her being made a wo-

man, and brought unto the man ?

'A. Gen. ii. 24.
*
Q. Where did God put man, after he was created ?

'A. Gen. ii. 8.

'

Q. What commandment gave he to the man, when he

put him into the garden ?

'A. Gen. ii. 16, 17.

'

Q. Was the man deceived to eat of the forbidden fruit?

'A. 1 Tim. ii. 14.

*Q. By whom was the woman deceived?

'A. 2 Cor. xi. 3.
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'

Q. How was the woman induced to eat of the forbid-

den fruit? And how the man ?

* A. Gen. iii. 6.

' Q. What effect followed upon their eating ?

'A. Gen. iii. 7.

'Q. Did the sin of our first parents in eating of the for-

bidden fruit, bring both upon them and their posterity the

guilt of hell-fire, deface the image of God in them, darken

their understanding, enslave their will, deprive them ofpower
to do good, and cause mortality ? If not, what are the true

penalties that God denounced against them for the said

offence V
'A. Gen. iii. 16—19.'

EXAMINATION.

Having delivered his thoughts concerning God himself,

his nature and properties, in the foregoing chapters ;
in this

our catechist proceeds to the consideration of his works,

ascribing to God the creation of all things, especially insist-

ing on the making of man. Now although many questions

might be proposed, from which Mr. B. would, I suppose, be

scarcely able to extricate himself, relating to the impossi-

bility of the proceeding of such a work, as the creation of

all things, from such an agent as he hath described God to

be, so limited both in his essence and properties ; yet, it

being no part of my business to dispute or perplex any
thing, that is simply in itself true and unquestionable, with

the attendencies of it from other corrupt notions of him or

them by whom it is received and proposed, I shall wholly
omit all considerations of that nature, and apply myself

merely to what is by him expressed. That he who is limited

and finite in essence, and consequently in properties, should

by his power, without the help of any intervening instrument

out of nothing produce, at such a vast distance from him,
as his hands can by no means reach unto such mighty ef-

fects, as the earth itself, and the fulness thereof, is not of

an easy proof or resolution- But on these things at present
I shall not insist: certain it is, that on this apprehension of

God, the* Epicureans disputed for the impossibility of the

creation of the world.

=» Quibus enim ociilis inluori potiierit vester Plato fabricaiuillani tauti operis, qua
construi aDeoetoedificariiiiundumfacit? Quaj niolitio ? Qaaj fenameiila? Quivec-
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His first question then is,

'Were the heaven and earth from all eternity, or created

at a certain time ? And by whom?'
To which he answers with Gen. i. 1. 'In the beginning

God created the heaven and the earth.'

Right. Only in the exposition of this verse, as it dis-

covers the principal efficient cause of the creation of all

things, or the author of this great work, Mr. B. afterward ex-

pounds himself to differ from us, and the word of God in

other places. By 'God' he intends the Father only and

exclusively ;
the Scripture plentifully ascribing this work

also to the Son, and Holy Ghost, manifesting their con-

currence in the indivisible Deity unto this great work;

though by way of eminency, this work be attributed to the

Father, as that of redemption is to the Son, and that of re-

generation to the Holy Ghost
;
from neither of which not-

withstandino; is the Father excluded.

Perhaps'' the using of the name of God in the plural

number, where mention is made of the creation, in conjunc-
tion with a verb singular. Gen. i. 1. and the express calling

of God our Creators and Makers, Eccles. xii. 1. Psal. cxlix.

2. Job xxxv. 10. wants not a significancy to this thing.

And, indeed, he that shall consider the miserable evasions

that the*= adversaries have invented to escape the argument
thence commonly insisted on, must needs be confirmed in the

persuasion of the force of it. Mr. Biddle may happily close

with Plato in this business
;
who in his

' Timseus' brings in his

^r^fiiovpyhg, speaking to his Genii about the making of man;

telling them that they were mortal, but incouraging them to

obey him, in the making of other creatures upon the promise
of immortality.

' Turn"* you,' saith he,
'

according to the law

of nature to the making of living creatures, and imitate my

tes? QuBE machina;? Qui ministrl tanti munerisfiierunt ? Quemadinodiini aiiteii) obe-

diendo parere voluntati architecti aer, ignis, aqua, terra, potuerunt? Velleiusapud
Ciceron. de Nat.Deor. lib. 1. statim a principio.

I) Potcrat et illud de aiigelis iiitclligi, facianius homitiem &c. sed quia scquitur, ad

imaginem nostram, nefas est credere, ad imagines angelorum lioniiiieni esse factum,

aut eandeni esse imagineui angelorum et Dei. Et ideo recte intelligitur pluraiita.s

Trinitatis. Quffi tamen Trinitas, quia unus cstDeus, etiam cum dixisset, lacianuis,

et fecit, inquit, Deus liomiueni ad imaginem Dei : non vcro dixit, feccrunt Dii ad

imaginem Deorura. August, de divit. Dei. lib. ] 6. cap. 6.

c
GeoTg. Enjed in. Explicat. loc. Ver. etNov. Testam. in Gen. i. 26.

•^
Tei'HTia-^i Kara ^va-iv v/A,h(;

IttX tkv TaSv^woJV i»/AWifiyiav, /jn/Aovfjiivoi tPiv e^unv iuva/Aiv

TTipi Ttiv iifxuv yinatv, I'lato. Iti Timojo.
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power, which I used in your generation or birth.' A speech
fit enough for Mr. B.'s god, 'who is shut! up in heaven,' and
not able of himself to attend his whole business. But what
a sad success this Demiurgus had, by his want of prescience,
or foresight of what his demons would do (wherein also

Mr. Biddle likens God unto him) is farther declared : for

they imprudently causing a conflux of too much matter and

humour, no small tumult followed thereon in heaven, as at

large you may see in the same author. However, it is said

expressly the Son or Word created all things, John i. 3. 'and

by him are all things,' 1 Cor. viii. 6. Rev. iv. 11. Of the

Holy Ghost the same is aflirmed. Gen. i. 2., Job xxvi. 13,

Psal. xxxiii. 6. Nor can the Word and Spirit be deo-raded

from the place of principal efficient cause in this work, to a
condition of instrumentality only which is urged (especially
in reference to the Spirit), unless we shall suppose them to

have been created before any creation, and to have been in-

strumental of their own production. But of these things in

their proper place.
His second question is,

' How long was God making
them ?' And he answers from Exod. xx. 11. ' In six days the

Lord made heaven and earth, the sea, and all that is in

them.'

The rule formerly I prescribed to myself of dealincr with
Mr. B. causes me to pass this question also, without farther

inquiry ; although, having already considered what his no-
tions are concerning the nature and properties of God, I

can scarce avoid conjecturing, that by this crude proposal
of the time wherein the work of God's creation was finished

there is an intendment to insinuate such a gross conception
of the working of God, as will by no means be suited to his

omnipotent production of all things. But speakino-of thino-s

no farther than enforced, I shall not insist on this query.
His third is,

' How did God create man V And the answer
is, Gen.ii. 7. To which he adds a fourth,

* How did he create
woman?' which he resolves from Gen. ii. 21, 22.

Mr. Biddle, undertaking to give all the grounds of re-

ligion in his catechisms, teacheth as well by his silence as

his expressions. What he mentions not in the known doc-
trine he opposeth, he may well be interpreted to reject. As
to the matter whereof man and woman were made, Mr. Bid-
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die's answers do express it
;
but as to the condition and

state wherein they were made, of that he is silent ; though
he knows the Scripture doth much more abound in deliver-

ina: the one than the other. Neither can his silence in this

thing be imputed to oversight or forgetfulness, considering

how subservient it is to his intendment in his two last ques-

tions, for the subverting of the doctrine of original sin, and

the denial of all those effects and consequences of the first

breachof covenant whereofhe speaks. He can upon another

account take notice, that man was made in the image of

God. But whereas hitherto Christians have supposed that

that denoted some spiritual perfection bestowed on man,

wherein he resembles God, Mr. B. hath discovered that it is

only an expression of some imperfection of God, wherein he

resembles man ; which yet he will as hardly persuade us

of, as that a man hath seven eyes, or two wings, which are

ascribed unto God also. That man was created in a resem-

blance and likeness unto God, in that immortal substance

breathed into his nostrils. Gen. ii. 7. in the excellent ra-

tional faculties thereof; the dominion he was intrusted

withal over a great part of God's creation, but especially in

the integrity and uprightness of his person; Eccles. vii.

29. wherein he stood before God, in reference to the obe-

dience required at his hands
;
which condition, by the im-

planting of new qualities in our soul, we are through Christ

in some measure renewed unto; Col. iii. 10. 12. Eph. iv. 24.

the Scripture is clear, evident, and full in the discovery of;

but hereof Mr. B. conceives not himself bound to take

notice. But what is farther needful to be spoken as to the

state of man before the fall, will fall under the consideration

of the last question of this chapter.
Mr. B.'s process in the following questions, is to ex-

press the story of man's outward condition, unto the eighth,
where he inquires after the commandment given of God to

man, when he put him into the garden, in these words :

Q.
' What commandment gave he to the man, when he

put him into the garden?' This he resolves from Gen. ii. 16,

17. That God gave our first parents the command ex-

pressed is undeniable. That the matter chiefly txpressed in

that command, was all, or the principal part of what he

required of them, Mr. B. doth not go about to prove. I
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shall only desire to know of him, whether God did not in

that estate require of them, that they should love him, fear

him, believe him, acknowledge their dependance on him, in

universal obedience to his will ? And whether a suitableness

unto all this duty, were not wrought within them by God?
If he shall say no, and that God required no more of them,

but only not to eat of the tree of knowledge of good and

evil
;

I desire to know whether they might have hated God,

abhorred him, believed Satan, and yet been free from the

threatening here mentioned, if they had only forbore the

outward eating of the fruit? If this shall be granted, I hope
1 need not insist to manifest what will easily be inferred ?

Nor to shew how impossible this is, *God continuing God,

and man a rational creature? If he shall say that certainly

God did require that they should own him for God
;
that is,

believe him, love him, fear him, and worship him, according
to all thathe should reveal to them, and require ofthem, I desire

to know whether this particular command could be any other

than sacramental and symbolical, as to the matter of it,

being a thing of so small importance in its own nature, in

comparison of those moral acknowledgments of God before-

mentioned. And to that question I shall not need to add more.

Although it may justly be supposed, that Mr. B. is not

without some thoughts of deviation from the truth, in the

following questions, yet the last being of most importance,
and he being express therein, in denying all the effects of

the first sin, but only the curse that came upon the outward

visible world, I shall insist only on that, and close our

considerations of this chapter. His question is thus pro-

posed :

Q. 'Did the sin of our first parents in eating of the for-

bidden fruit, bring both upon them and their posterity, the

guilt of hell-fire, deface the image of God in them, darken

their understandings, enslave their wills, deprive them of

power to do good, and cause mortality ? If not, what are the

true penalties denounced against them for that offence.'

To this he answers from Gen. iii. 16— 19.

What the sin of our first parents was, may easily be dis-

covered from what was said before concerning the command-
ment given to them. If universal obedience was required

e Vid.Dialrib, de Justit. Vindicat.
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of them unto God, according to the tenor of the law of their

creation, their sin was an universal rebellion against, and

apostacy from him
;
which though it expressed itself in the

peculiar transgression of that command mentioned, yet it is

far from being reducible to any one kind of sin, whose whole

nature is comprised in that expression. Of the effects of

this sin commonly assigned, Mr. B. annumeratesand rejects

six; sundry whereof are coincident, and all but one, re-

ducible to that general head of loss of the image of God.

But for the exclusion of them all at once from being any
effects of the first sin, Mr. Biddle thus argues : If there

were no effects nor consequences of the first sin but what

are expressly mentioned. Gen. iii. 16, 17, &.c. then those

now mentioned, are no effects of it
;
but there are no effects

or consequences of that first sin, but what are mentioned in

that place'; therefore those recounted in his query, and com-

monly esteemed such, are to be cashiered from any such place

in the thoughts of men.

Ans. The words insisted on by Mr. Biddle being ex-

pressive of the curse of God for sin on man, and the whole

creation here below for his sake, it will not be easy for him to

evince, that none of the things he rejects, are not eminently-

enwrapped in them. Would God have denounced, and ac-

tually inflicted such a curse on the whole creation, which

he had put in subjection to man, as well as upon man him-

self, and actually have inflicted it with so much dread and

severity as he hath done, if the transgression upon the ac-

count whereof he did it, had not been as universal a rebel-

lion asfainst him as could be fallen into? Man fell in his

whole dependance from God, and is cursed universally in all

his concernments, spiritual and temporal.

But is this indeed the only place of Scripture where the

effects of our apostacy from God, in the sin of our first

parents, are described ? Mr. Biddle may as well tell us, that

Gen. iii. 15. is the only place where mention is made of

Jesus Christ
;

for there he is mentioned. But a little to

clear this whole matter in our passage, though what hath

been spoken may suffice to make naked Mr. B.'s sophistry.

1. By the effects of the first sin, we understand every

thing of evil, that either within or without, in respect of a

present or future condition
;

in reference to God, and the
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fruition of him whereto man was created, or the enjoyment
of any goodness from God which is come upon mankind,

by the just ordination and appointment of God, whereunto

man was not obnoxious in his primitive state and condition.

I am not at present at all engaged to speak de modo, of what

is privative, what positive, in original sin, of the way of the

traduction, or propagation of it, of the imputation of the

guilt of the first sin, and adhesion of the pollution of our

nature, defiled thereby, or any other questions thatare coin-

cident with these, in the usual inquest made into, and after

the sin of Adam, and the fruits of it, but only as to the

things themselves, which are here wholly denied. Now,
2. That whatsoever is evil in man by nature, whatever he

is obnoxious and liable unto that is hurtful and destructive

to him and all men in common, in reference to the end

whereto they were created, or any title wherewith' they were

at first intrusted, is all wholly the effect of the first sin,

and is in solidum to be ascribed thereunto, is easily demon-

strated. For,

1. That which is common to all things in any kind, and

is proper to them only of that kind, must needs have some

common cause equally respecting the whole kind : but now
of the evils that are common to all mankind, and peculiar
or proper to them, and every one of them, there can be no

cause, but that which equally concerns them all, which by
the testimony of God himself, was this fall of Adam; Rom.
V. 15. 18.

2. The evils that are now incumbent upon men in their

natural condition (which what they are, shall be afterward

considered), were either incumbent on them at their first cre-

ation, before the sin and fall of our first parents, or they
are come upon them since, through some interposing cause

or occasion. That they were not in them, on them, that they
were not liable, nor obnoxious to those evils, which are now
incumbent on them, in their first creation, as they came
forth from the hand of God (besides what was said before,
of the state and condition wherein man was created, even

upright in the sight of God, in his favour and acceptation,
no way obnoxious to his anger and wrath), is evident by the

light of this one consideration
;

viz. That there was nothing
in man nor belonging to him, no respect, no regard, or re-
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lation, but what was purely, and immediately of the Holy
God's creation and institution. Now it is contrary to all

that he hath revealed or made known to us of himself, that

he should be the immediate author of so much evil, as is

now by his own testimony in man by nature, and without

any occasion, of so much vanity and misery as he is subject
unto : and besides, directly thwarting the testimony which
he gave of all the w^orks of his hands, that they were ex-

ceeding good; it being evident, that man in the condition

whereof we speak, is exceeding evil.

3. If all the evil mentioned hath since befallen mankind,
then it hath done so by some chance and accident, whereof
God was not aware, or by his righteous judgment and ap-

pointment, in reference to some procuring, and justly de-

serving cause of such a punishment. To affirm the first, is

upon the matter to deny him to be God. And I doubt not,
but that men, at as easy and cheap a rate of sin, may deny
that there is a God, as confessing his divine essence, to turn

it into an idol
;
and by making thick clouds, as Job speaks,

to interpose between him and the affairs of the world, to ex-

clude his energetical providence in the disposal of all the

works of his hands. If the latter be affirmed, I ask, as be-

fore, what other common cause, wherein all and every one of

mankind is equally concerned, can be assigned of the evils

mentioned, as the procurement of the Vrath and vengeance
of God, from whence they are, but only the fall of Adam,
the sin of our first parents ; especially considering, that the

Holy Ghost doth so expressly point out this fountain, and

source of the evils insisted on
;
Rom. v.

4. These things then being premised, it will quickly ap-

pear, that every one of the particulars rejected by Mr. B.

from being fruits or effects of the first sin, are indeed the

proper issues of it : and though Mr. B. cut the roll of the

abominations and corruptions of the nature of man by sin,

and cast it into the fire, yet we may easily write it again, and

add many more words of the like importance.
1. The first effect or fruit of the first sin, rejected by Mr.

B. is,
'
its rendering men guilty of hell fire

;' but the Scripture
seems to be of another mind, Rom. v. 12. 'Wherefore, as by
one man sin entered into the world, and death by sin

; and
f Rom. i. 18.
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SO death passed on all men, for that all have sinned/ That

all men sinned in Adam, that they contracted the guilt of

the same death with him, that death entered by sin, the

Holy Ghost is express in. The death here mentioned is

that which God threatened to Adam if he did transgress.

Gen. ii. which, that it was not death temporal only, yea not

at all, Mr. B. contends, by denying mortality to be a fruit

of this sin
;
as also excluding in this very query all room for

death spiritual, which consists in the defacing of the image
of God in us, which he with this rejects. And w^iat death

remains, but that which hath hell following after it, we shall

afterward consider.

Besides, that death which Christ died to deliver us from,

was that which we were obnoxious to, upon the account of

the first sin : for he came to 'save that which was lost; and

tasted death to deliver us from death
; dying to deliver them,

who for fear of death were in bondage all their lives ;' Heb.

ii. 13. But that this was such a death, as hath hell-fire at-

tending it, he manifests by affirming, that he 'delivers us from

the wrath to come.' By hell-fire we understand nothing but

the wrath of God for sin, into whose hand it is a fearful

thing to fall, our God being a consuming fire. That the

guilt of every sin is this death whereof we speak, that hath

both curse and wrath attending it, and that it is the proper

wages of sin, the testimony of God is evident.^ What other

death men are obnoxious to, on the account of the first sin,

that hath not these concomitants, Mr. B. hath not as yet re-

vealed. By nature also we are *" children of wrath
;' and on

what foot of account our obnoxiousness now by nature unto

wrath is to be stated, is sufficiently evident by the light of

the preceding considerations.

'The defacing of the image of God in us,' by this sin, as

it is usually asserted, is in the next place denied. That man
was created in the image of God, and wherein that image of

God doth consist, was before declared. That we are now
born with that character upon us, as itwasatfirst enstamped
upon us, must be affirmed, or some common cause of the

defect that is in us, wherein all and every one of the poste-

rity of Adam are equally concerned, besides that of the first

sin, is to be assigned. That this latter cannot be done hath

g Rom. vi. <23. h
Eph. ii. 3.
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been already declared. He that shall undertake to make

good the former, must engage in a more difficult work, than

Mr. B. in the midst of his other employments, is willing to

undertake. To insist on all particulars relating to the image
t)f God in man, how far it is defaced, whether any thing pro-

perly and directly thereunto belonging, be yet left remaining
in us; to declare how far our souls, in respect of their im-

mortal substance, faculties, and consciences
;
our persons, in

respect of that dominion over the creatures, which yet by
God's gracious and merciful providence we retain, may be

said to bear the image of God, is a v/ork of another nature

than what I am now engaged in. For the asserting of what

is here denied by Mr. B. concerning the defacing of the

image of God in us by sin, no more is required, but only the

tender of some demonstrations to the main of our intend-

ment in the assertion, touching the loss by the first sin, and

our present want in the state of nature, of that righteousness
and holiness, wherein man at his first creation stood before

God (in reference unto the end whereunto he was created),

in uprightness, and ability of walking unto all well-pleasing.
And as this will be fully manifested in the consideration of

the ensuing particulars instanced in by Mr. B. so it is suf-

ficiently clear and evident, from the renovation of that image
which we have by Jesus Christ, and that expressed both in

general, and in all the particulars wherein we affirm that

image to be defaced. 'The new man, which we put on in

Jesus Christ, which is renewed in knowledge, after the image
ofhim that created him ;' Col. iii. 10. it is that which we want,

by sins defacing fsMO more) of that image of God in us, which

we had in knowledge ;
so Eph. iv. 23, 24. that new man is

said to consist in the 'renewing of our mind, whereby after

God we are created in righteousness and holiness.' So that

whereas we were created in the image of God, in righteous-
ness and holiness, and are to be renewed again by Christ,

unto the same condition of his image in righteousness and

holiness, we doubt not to affirm, that by the first sin (the

only interposition of general concernment to all the sons of

men), the image of God in us was exceedingly defaced. Tn

sum, that which made us sinners, brought sin and death

upon us
;
that which made us liable to condemnation, that

defaced the image of God in us ;
that all this was done hy

VOL. VUI. »'
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the first sin, the apostle plainly asserts ;
Rom. v. 12. 15.

17, 18, Sec.

To the next particular effect of sin, by Mr.B. rejected,

nhe darkening of our understandings,' I shall only inqmre

of him, whether God made us at first with our understand-

ings dark, and ignorant, as to those things which are of ab-

solute necessity that we should be acquainted withal, for the

attainment of the end whereunto he made us? For once, I

will suppose, he will not affirm it
;
and shall therefore pro-

ceed one step farther, and ask him,whether there be not such

a darkness now upon us by nature, opposed unto that light,

that spiritual and saving knowledge, which is of absolute

necessity for every one to have, and be furnished withal, that

will again attain that glory of God, which we are born short

of. Now because this is that which will most probably be

denied, I shall by the way only desire him,

1. To cast aside all the places of Scripture, where it is

positively and punctually asserted that we are so dark and

blind, and darkness itself in the things of God
;
and then,

2. All those where it is no less punctually and positively

asserted, that Christ gives us light, knowledge, understand-

ing, which of ourselves we have not. And if he be not able

to do so, then,

3. To tell me, whether the darkness mentioned in the

former places and innumerable others, and as to the manner

and cause of its removal and taking away in the latter, be

part of that death which passed on all men, by the offence

of one, or by what other chance it is come upon us?

Of the
'

enslaving of our wills, and the depriving us of

power to do good,' there is the same reason, as of that next

before. It is not my purpose to handle the common-place
of the corruption of nature by sin

;
nor can I say that it is

well for Mr. Biddle, that he finds none of those effects of

sin in himself; nothing of darkness, bondage, or disability;

or if he do, that he knows where to charge it, and not on him-

self and the depravedness of his own nature
;
and that be-

cause I know none who are more desperately sick, than

those who by a fever of pride, have lost the senss of their

own miserable condition. Only to stop him in his haste

from rejecting the evils mentioned, from being effects or

consequences of the first sins, I desire him to peruse a little
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the ensuing Scriptures, and take them as they come to

mind
; Eph. ii. 1—3. 5. John v. 25. Matt. viii. 22. Eph. v. 8,

Luke iv. 18. 2 Tim. ii. 25, 26. John viii. 34. Rom. vi. 16.

Gen. vi. 5. Rom. vii. 5. John iii. 6. 1 Cor. ii. 14. Rom. iii. 12.

Acts viii. 31. John v. 41. Rom. viii. 7. Jer. xiii. 23, &c.

The last thing denied is, its
*

causing mortality.' God

threatening man with death if he sinned, Gen. ii. 17. seems
to instruct us, that if he had not sinned, he should not have

died. And upon his sin, affirming that on that account he

should be dissolved and return to his dust. Gen. iii. 18, 19.

no less evidently convinces us, that his sin caused mortality

actually and in the event. The apostle also affirming, that
' death entered by sin, and passed upon all, inasmuch as all

have sinned,' seems to be of our mind. Neither can any
other sufficient cause be assigned, on the account whereof
innocent man should have been actually mortal or eventually
have died. Mr, Biddle, it seems, is of another persuasion;
and, for the confirmation of his judgment, gives you the

words of the curse of God to man upon his sinning ;

* dust

thou art, and unto dust thou shalt return.' The strength of

his reason therein lying in this, that if God denounced the

sentence of mortality on man after sinning, and for his sin,

then mortality was not an effect of sin, but man was mortal

before in the state of innocency. Who doubts but that at this

rate he maybe able to prove what he pleases?
A brief declaration of our sense in ascribing immortality

to the first man in the state of innocency, that none be mis-

taken in the expressions used, may put a close to our con-

siderations of this chapter. In respect of his own essence and

'being, as also of all outward and extrinsical causes, God alone

is eminently and perfectly immortal
;
he only in that sense

hath life and immortality. Angels and souls of men, imma-
terial substances, are immortal as to their intrinsical essence,

free from principles of corruption and mortality ;
but yet are

' Illud corpus ante peccatiini, et mortalc secmidum aliam, et imniortale secun-

dum aliam causani dici poterat, id est, niortale, quia poterat mori, imniortale, quia
potcrat non mori. Aliud est enim non posse mori.sicut quasdam naturas inimortaies

creavit Deus, aliud est autem posse non mori ; secundum quemmodum primus crea-

tus est Ijorao immortalis, quod ei prrostabatur do ligno vitaj, non de conslitutione na-
tuFJE : a quo ligno separatus est, cum peccasset, ut posset mori, qui nisi peccasset

posset non mori. Mortalis ergo erat conditione coporis aniiualis, immortalis auteni

beneficio conditoris. Si enim corpus animalc, utique et mortale, quia et mori potc-
rat, quamvis et immortalc dice, quia et mori non poterat. August. Tom. Tertio. de
Genefi ad litcram. lib. 6. cap. 24.

i
p 2
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obnoxious to it, in respect of that outward cause (or the

power of God), which can at any time reduce them into no-

thing. The immortality we ascribe to man in innocency, is

only an assured preservation, by the power of God, from

actual dying ; notwithstanding the possibility thereof, which

he was in, upon the account of the constitution of his per-

son, and the principles thereunto concurring. So that though
from his own nature, he had a possibility of dying, and in

that sense was mortal, yet ""God's institution, assigning him

life in the way of obedience, he had a possibility of not

dying, and was in that sense immortal, as hath been de-

clared. If any desire farther satisfaction herein, let him

consult Johannes Junius's answer to Socinus's prelections,

in the first chapter whereof he pretends to answer in proof
the assertion in title,

' Primus Komo ante lapsum natura

mortalis fuit ;' wherein he partly mistakes the thing in ques-
tion, which respects not the constitution of man's nature,

but the event of the condition wherein he was created.' And
himself in another place states it™ better.

The sum of the whole may be reduced to what follows.

Simply immortal and absolutely is God only:
' He only hath

immortality;' 1 Tim. vi. 16. Immortal in respect of its

whole substance or essence, is that which is separated from

all matter, which is the principle of coiTuption, as angels ;
or

is not educed from the power of it, whither of its own accord

it should again resolve, as the souls of men. The bodies

also of the saints in heaven, yea, and of the wicked in hell,

shall be immortal, though in their own nature's corruptible,

being changed and preserved by the power of God. Adam
was mortal, as to the constitution of his body, which was

apt to die; immortal in respect of his soul, in its own sub-

stance
;
immortal in their union by God's appointment, and

from his preservation, upon his continuance in obedience.

By the composition of his body, before his fall, he had a

posse mori; by the appointment of God, ^ posse non mori; by
his fall, a non posse non mori.

^
QuinCLinque dicit Adam priinuni horainem mortalem factum, ita ut sive pecca-

ret, sive non peccaret, nioreretur in corpore, hoc est de corpore exiret non pcccati
nitrilo sed necessitate natiira% Anathema sil Corjcil. Milevitan. cap. 1.

' Quaestio est de immoitalitate hominis hiijus concreti ex animaet corpore conflati.

Quando loquor de inortc, de dissokitione hujus concreti loquor. Socin. contra Puc-
ciuni, p. 228.

>" Vid. Rivet. Exercitat. in Gen. cap. 1. Exerc. 9.
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lu this estate, on his disobedience, he was threatened

with death
;
and therefore was obedience the tenure whereby

he held his grant of iraniortality, which on his neglect, he

was penally to be deprived of. In that estate he had, (1 .) The

immortality mentioned, or a power of not dying from the

appointment of God. (2.) An uprightness and integrity of

his person before God, with an ability to walk with him in

all the obedience he required, being made in the image of

God and upright. (3.) A right, upon his abode in that con-

dition, to an eternally blessed life, which he should (4.) ac-

tually have enjoyed. For he had a pledge of it in the 'tree

of life.' He lost it for himself and us, which if he never had

it, he could not do. The death wherewith he was threatened,
stood in opposition to all these; it being most ridiculous

to suppose, that any thing penal in the Scripture comes un-
der the name of death, that was not here threatened to Adam.
Death of the body, in a deprivation of his immortality
spoken of; of the soul, spiritually in sin, by the loss of his

righteousness and integrity; of both in their obnoxiousness
to death eternal, actually to be undergone, without deliver-

ance by Christ, in opposition to the right to a better, a blessed

condition, which he had. That all these are penal, and called

in the Scriptures by the name of death, is evident to all

that take care to know what is contained in them.
For a close then of this chapter and discourse, let us also

propose a few questions, as to the matter under considera-

tion, and see what answer the Scripture will positively give
in to our inquiries.

First, then.

1. Q. In what state and condition was man at first

created ?

A. ' God created man in his own image, in the image of
God created he him, male and female created he them ;' Gen.
i. 27.

' And God saw every thing that he had made, and behold
it was very good;' ver. 31.

* In the image of God made he man ;' Gen. ix. 6.
' Lo ! this only have I found, that God hath made man

upright ;' Eccles. vii. 29.
' Put on the new man which after God is created in

righteousness and holiness;' Ephes. iv. 24.
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' Put on the new man, which is renewed in knowledge,
after the image of him that created him ;' Col. iii. 10.

Q. 2. Should our first parents have died, had they not

sinned, or were they obnoxious to death in the state of in-

nocency ?

A. ' And the Lord God commanded the man-, saying, of

every tree of the garden thou mayest freely eat ;

* But of the tree of the knowledge of good and evil, thou

shalt not eat of it, for in the day that thou eatest thereof, thou

shalt surely die ;'
Gen. ii. 16, 17.

*

By one man sin entered into the world, and death by
sin, and so death passed upon all men, for that all have

sinned
\
Rom. v. 12.

' For the wages of sin is death ;'
Rom. vi. 23.

Q. 3. Are we now since the fall, born with the image
of God so instamped on us, as at our first creation in Adam ?

A. * All have sinned and come short of the glory of God ;"

Rom. iii. 23.
' Lo ! this only have I found, that God hath made man

upright, but he hath found out many inventions ;' Eccles.

vii. 29.
' So then, they that are in the flesh cannot please God ;'

Rom. viii. 8.

' And you who were dead in trespasses and sins ;' Eph,
ii. 1.

* For we ourselves also were sometimes foolish, disobe-

dient, deceived, serving divers lusts and pleasures, living in

malice and envy, hateful, and hating one another;' Titus

iii. 3.

* The old man is corrupt according to deceitful lusts ;'

Eph. iv. 22.

Q. 4. Are we now born approved of God and accepted
with him, as when we were first created, or what is our

condition now by nature, what say the Scriptures here-

unto?

A. ' We were by nature the children of wrath as well as

others;' Eph. ii. 3.

'

Except a man be born again he cannot see the kingdom
of God ;' John iii. 3.

' He that believeth not the Son, the wrath of God abi-

deth on him ;'
ver. 36.
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' That which is bom of the flesh is flesh ;'
John iv. 6.

Q. 4. Are our understandings by nature able to discern

the things of God, or are they darkened and blind ?

A. ' The natural man receiveth not the things that are of

the Spirit of God, for they are foolishness unto him, nei-

ther can he know them, because they are spiritually dis-

cerned ;' 1 Cor. ii. 14.
' The light shineth in darkness, and the darkness com-

prehended it not ;' John i. 5.
' —To preach deliverance to the captives, and recover-

ing of sight to the blind.' Luke iv. 18.

'

Having their understandings darkened, being alienated

from the life of God, through the ignorance that is in them,

because of the blindness of their heart ;' Eph. iv. 18.
' Ye were sometimes darkness, but now are ye light in

the Lord;' Eph. v. 8.

' For God who commanded the light to shine out of

darkness, hath shined in our hearts, to give the light of the

knowledge of the glory of God in the face of Jesus Christ;'

2 Cor. iv. 6.

* And we know that the Son of God is come, and hath

given us an understanding, that we may know him that is

true ;' 1 John v. 20.

Q. 5. Are we able to do those things now in the state of

nature, which are spiritually good, and acceptable to God ?

A. ' The carnal mind is enmity against God, for it is

not subject to the law of God, neither indeed can be ;' Rom.
viii. 7.

'You were dead in trespasses and sins ;' Eph. ii. 1.

' The imagination of man's heart is evil from his youth ;'

Gen. viii. 21.
* Can the Ethiopian change his skin, or the leopard his

spots ? then may ye also do good, that are accustomed to do

evil ;' Jer. xiii. 23.
' For without me ye can do nothing ;' John xv. 5.

' Not that we are sufficient of ourselves to think any thing
as of ourselves

;
our sufficiency is of God;' 2 Cor. iii. 5.

* For I know that in me, that is, in my flesh, dwelleth no

good thing ;'
Rom. vii. 18.

Q. 6. How came we into this miserable state and con-

dition ?
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A. ' Behold I was shapen in iniquity, and in sin did my
mother conceive me ;'

Psal. li. 5.

* Who can bring a clean thing out of an unclean ? Not

one ;' Job. xiv. 4.

.

' That which is born of the flesh is flesh ;'
John iii. 6.

' Wherefore as by one man sin entered into the world,

and death by sin
;
so death passed upon all men, for that all

have sinned ;' Rom. v. 12.

Q, 7. Is then the guilt of the first sin of our first parents

reckoned unto us ?

A. ' But not as the off"ence, so also is' the free gift. For if

through the offence of one many be dead;' ver. 15.

' And not as it was by one that sinned, so is the gift : for

the judgment was by one to condemnation ;' ver. 16.

' For by one man's ofl'ence death reigned ;'
ver. 17.

' Therefore by the offence of one, judgment came upon
all men to condemnation ;'

ver. 18.

'

By one man's disobedience many were made sinners j'

ver. 20.

Thus, and much more fully, doth the Scripture set out,

and declare the condition of man, both before and after the

fall; concerning which, although the most evident demon-

stration of the latter, lies in the revelation made of the ex-

ceeding efficacy of that power and grace, which God in

Christ puts forth for our conversion and delivery from that

state and condition before described, yet so much is spoken
of this dark side of it, as will render vain the attempts of any,
who sliall endeavour to plead the cause of corrupted nature,

or alleviate the guilt of the first sin.

It may not be amiss in the winding up of the whole, to

give the reader a brief account, of what slight thoughts this

gentleman and his companions have concernhig this whole

matter, of the state and condition of the first man, his fall or

sin, and the interest of all his posterity therein, which con-

fessedly lie at the bottom of that whole dispensation of grace
in Jesus Christ, which is revealed in the gospel.

First, For Adara himself, they are so remote from assign-

ing to him any eminency of knowledge, righteousness, or

holiness, in the state wlierein he was created
; that,

1. For his knovi'ledge,, they say,
' he "was a mere great

" Adanius iiistar iiifaiitis vcl piieri sc i;udun! esse ignoiavit. Siniilc. tie ver. Del
fil. cap. 7. p. 'i.
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baby, that knew not that he was naked.' So also, taking

away the difference between the simple knowledge of naked-

ness in innocency, and the knowledge joined with shame,
that followed sin. '"Of his wife he knew no more but what
occurred to his senses.' Though the expression which he

used at first view and sight of her, do plainly argue another

manner of apprehension ;
Gen. ii. 23, 24. For? ' the tree

of the knowledge of good and evil, he knew not the virtue of

it.' Which yet I know not how well it agrees with another

place of the ''same author, where he concludes, that in the

state of innocency, there was in Adam a real predominancy
of the natural appetite, which conquered or prevailed to the

eating of the fruit of that tree
;

also that "^being mortal, he

knew not himself to be so. The sum is, he was even a very
beast, that knew neither himself, his duty, nor the will of

God concerning him.

2. For his righteousness and holiness, which, as was said

before, because he was made upright, in the image of God,
we ascribe unto him, ^Socinus contends in one whole chapter
in his prelections,

' That he was neither just nor holy, nor

ought to be so esteemed or called.'

And *

Smalcius, in his confutation of Franzius's ' Theses

de peccato Originali,' all along derides and laughs to scorn

the apprehension or persuasion, that Adam was created in

righteousness and holiness, or that ever he lost any thing of

the image of God, or that ever he had any thing of the

° Dc conjnge propria, non nisi sensibus obvia cognovit. Soci. de stat. prim.
Horn. cap. 4. p. 119.

P Vim arboris scientiae boni et mall perspectam non habucrit. Idem ibid. p. 197.

'1 Socin. pra-lect. cap. 3. p. 8.

 Cum ipse mortalis esset, se tamcn niortalcni esse nesciverit. Socin. de stat.

jirim. Iloni. cap. 4. p. 118.
8 Utnirn priiiins homo ante peccatum justitiaiu alicjuaiii originalem habuerit ? Pleri-

que omnes euiii illam habuisse afiinnaiit. Sod ego scire veiim concliidamus igitur,

Adamum, etiam antequam niandatum illud J)ci transgrederetur, reveia justum nou

fuisse. Cum nee impeccabilis esset, nee ulluin peccandi occasionem habuisset; vel

certe justum euni fuisse affinuari non posse, cum nullo modo constet, eum ulia ratione

a peceaiulo abstinuissc. Socin. I'rajicct. cap. 3. p. 8. vid. cap. 4. p. 11.

' Fit mcntio desliiutionis vcl carenliie divina gloria;, ergo privationis imaginis Del
et justiliffi et sanclitntis, ejusque originalis; (it menlio carcnti;i; divina^ gloriw, ergo.

in crealione cum honiine fuit couununicata : oineptias! Smal. Rcfut. Thcs. dc pec-
cat. Origi. Disput. 2. p. 42. Porro ail Franzius, Paulum mux e vestigio iniagiucni

IJei.seu novum liominem ita explicare, quod fuerit conditus primus homo ad justi-

tiam et sanctimoniam veram. Hie cum erroribus failacia;, etiam et fortassis voiun-

tariic, sunt couiuiixta: Videat lector benevohis quanti sit facienda illatio.

Franzii, dum ail : ergo in)ago Dei in homine ante lapsum consislebat in cuncrcata

jubtilia et vera sanclinionia primoruni parenliiui. Si Iiaic non sunt scopffi dissoiula;„

Cquidem nescio quid eas tandein noMiiiiabimur. Smalcius. iil;i su[). pp.50, .•)!.
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image of God, beyond or besides that dominion over the

creatures which God gave him.
" Most of the residue of the herd, describing the estate

and condition of man in his creation, do wholly omit any
mention of any moral uprightness in him.

And this is the account these gentlemen give us, con-

cerning the condition and state wherein the first man was

of God created. A heavy burden of the earth, it seems

he was, that had neither righteousness, nor holiness, whereby
he might be enabled to walk before God, in reference to

that great end, whereunto he was created
;
nor any know-

ledge of God, himself, or his duty.

Secondly, For his sin, the great'' master of their family dis-

putes, that it was a bare transgression of that precept, of 'not

eating the fruit of the tree of knowledge of good and evil ;'

and that^ his nature was not vitiated or corrupted thereby.
Wherein he is punctually followed by the Racovian cate-

chism ;
which also giveth this reason, why his nature was

not depraved by it, namely, because it was but one act
; so

light are their thoughts and expressions of that great trans-

gression.

Thirdly, For his state and condition,^ they all, with open

mouth, cry out, that he was mortal and obnoxious to death,

which should in a natural way have come upon him, though
he had not sinned. But of this before.

Fourthly, Farther, that the^ posterity of Adam were no

" Volkel. de Vera. Relig. lib. 2. cap. 6. p. 9. edit, cum lib. Crell. de Deo.
^i Sociii. Prselect. cap. 3. p. 8.

y Etenira unum illud peccatum per se, non modo universos posteros, sed ne

ipsum quidein Adamum, corrurapendi vim habere potuit. Dei vero coiisilio, in pec-
cati illius paenam id factum fuisse, nee usquam legitur, et plane incredibile est, imo

irapium idcogitare. Socin. Prajlect. cap.4. sect. 4. p. 13. Lapsus Adami, cum unus

actus fuerit, vim eam, quse depravare ipsam naturam Adami, multo minus postero-

rum ipsius posset, habere non potuit. Ipsi vero in psenam irrogatum fuisse, nee

Scriptura docet, ut superius exposuimus, et Deum ilium, qui omnis ajquitatis fons

est, incredibile prorsus est id facere voluisse : Catech. Racov. de Cogniti. Christ,

cap. 10. quest. 2.

^ De Adamo eum immortalem creatum non fuisse, res apertissima est. Nam ex

terra crcatus, cibis usus, liberis gignendis destinatus, et animalis ante lapsurn fuit.

Smalcius de Divin. Jes. Christ, cap. 7. de Promisso Vita; ^ternae,
^ Concludimus igitur, nullum, improprie etiam loquendo, peccatum originale

esse ;
id est, ex peccato iilo primi parentis nullam labem aut pravitatera universe

humano generi necessario ingenitam esse, sive inflictam quodammodo fuisse. Socin.

Prffilect. cap. 4, sect. 4. pp. 13, 14. Peccatum originis nullum prorsus est, quare
nee liberum arbitrium vitiarc potuit. Nee enim e Scriptura id peccatum originis

doceri potest. Catech. Racov. de Cognit. Christ, cap. 10. de lib. Arbit.

qusedam ex falsissimis principiis de ducuntur. In illo genere illud potissimum est.
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way concerned, as to their spiritual prejudice, in that sin of

his, as though they should either partake of the guilt of it,

or have their nature vitiated, or corrupted thereby : but that

the whole doctrine of original sin, is a figment of Austin,

and the schoolmen that followed him, is the constant cla-

mour of them all. And indeed this is the great foundation

of all, or the greatest part of their religion. Hence are the

necessity of the satisfaction and merit of Christ, the efficacy

of grace, and the power of the Spirit in conversion, decried.

On this account is salvation granted by them, without

Christ; a power of keeping all the Commandments asserted;

and justification upon our obedience ;
of which, in the pro-

cess of our discourse.

Such are the thoughts, such are the expressions of

Mr. B.'s masters, concerning this whole matter. ''Such was

Adam, in their esteem
;
such was his fall

;
and such our con-

cernment therein. He had no righteousness, no holiness

(yea, cSocinus at length confesses, that he did not believe

his soul was immortal) ;
we contracted no guilt in him,

derive no pollution from him : whether these men are in any
measure acquainted with the plague of their own hearts, the

severity and spirituality of the law of God, with that ' re-

demption which is in the blood of Jesus,' the Lord will one

day manifest : but into their secret let not my soul de-

scend.

Lest the weakest, or meanest reader should be startled

with the mention of these things, not finding himself ready
furnished with arguments from Scripture to disprove the

quod ex peccato (ut vocant) originali depromitur : de quo ita disputant, ut crimen a

primo parente conceptum,in sobolem derivatuiu esse defendant, ejusque contagione,
turn omnes huraanas vires corruptas et depravatas, tum potissimum voluntatis iiber-

tatem destructani esse asserant. quae omnia nos pernegamus, utpote et sana;

mentis rationi, et divinae ScripturEe contraria. Volliel. de Vera Religi. lib. 5. cap. 18.

p. 547, 548. Prior pars Thesis Franzii falsa est. Nam nullum idividuura unquani

peccato originls fuit infectum. Quia peccatum illud mera est fabula, quam tanquani
factum alienum fovent Lutherani, at alii. Smalcius Refut. Jhes. Fianz. disput. 2.

p. 46, 47. Vid. compend. Socinis. c. 3. Smalc. de vera Divin. Jes. Christ, c. 7. Putas

Adami peccatum ct inobcdientiam pjjjs posteritati imputari. At hoc reque tibi ne-

gamus, quam Christi obedientiam crcdontibus imputari. Jonas Scliiichtiugius, disput,

pro Socino adversus Aleisneruin p, 2.>1. vide etiam p. 100. Quibus ita explicatis,
facile eos cpii omnem Adami posteritateni, in ipso Adamo parente suo pec-
casse, et mortis supplicium vere fuisse commeritura. Idem, Comment, in Epist. ad
Hebriuos ad cap, 7. p. 296, .

^ Ista sapientia rerum divinarum, et sanctimonia, quam Adamo ante !a|)sum
tribuit Franzius, una cum aliis, idea (jua^dam est, in cerebro ipsorum nata. Smalciu!!

ubi sup.
 Socin. Epist. 5. ad J'jhan. \'okcl p. 181>.
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boldness and folly of these men in their assertions, I shall

add some few arguments, whereby the severals by them de-

nied and opposed, are confirmed from Scriptures ;
the places

before-mentioned, being in them cast into that form and

method, wherein they are readily subservient to the purpose

in hand.

First, That man was created in the image of God, in know-

ledge, righteousness, and holiness, is evident on the ensuing

considerations.

1. He who was made very good and upright, in a moral

consideration, had the original righteousness pleaded for :

for moral goodness, integrity, and uprightness, is equivalent

unto righteousness ;
so are the words used in the descrip-

tion of Job i. 1. Atid '

righteous' and '

upright' are terms

equivalent; Psal. xxxiii. 1. Now that man was made thus

good and upright was manifested in the Scriptures cited

in answer to the question before proposed, concerning the

condition wherein our first parents were created. And in-

deed this uprightness of man, this moral rectitude, was his

formal aptitude and fitness, for and unto that obedience,

which God required of him, and which was necessary for

the end whereunto he was created.

2. He who was created perfect in his kind, was created

with the original righteousness pleaded for. This is evident

from hence, because righteousness and holiness is a per-

fection of a rational being, made for the service of God.

This in angels is called the truth, or that original holiness

and rectitude, which the devils
' abode not in

;' John viii. 44.

Now, as before, man was created '

very good and upright,'

therefore perfect, as to his state and condition : and what-

ever is in him of imperfection, flows from the corruption and

depravation of nature.

3. He that was created in the image of God, was created

in a state of righteousness, holiness, and knowledge. That

Adam was created in the '

image of God,' is plainly affirmed

in Scripture, and is not denied. That by the image of God
is especially intended the qualities mentioned, is manifest

from that farther description of the image of God, which

we iiave given us in the Scriptures before produced, in an-

swer to our first question. And what is recorded of the first

man in his primitive condition, will not suffer us to esteem
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him such a baby in knowledge as the Socinians would
make him. His imposing of names on all creatures, his

knowing of his wife on first view, &:c. exempt him from that

imputation. Yea the very
'^ heathens could conclude, that

he was very wise indeed, who first gave names to things.

Secondly, For the disproving of that mortality, which

they ascribe to man in innocency, the ensuing arguments
may suffice ;

1. He that was created in the image of God, in righte-
ousness and holiness, whilst he continued in that state and

condition, was immortal. That man was so created, lies

under the demonstration of the foregoing arguments and

testimonies. The assertion thereupon, or the inference of

immortality from the image of God, appears on this double

consideration. (1.) In our renovation by Christ unto the

image of God, we are renewed to a blessed immortality :

and our likeness to God consisted no less in that, than in

any other communicable property of his nature. (2.) Where-
ever is naturally perfect righteousness, there is naturally

perfect life, that is, immortality : this is included in the very
tenor of the promise of the law. ' If a man keep my sta-

tutes he shall live in them;' Levit. xviii. 5.

2. That which the first man contracted, and drew upon
himself by sin, was not natural to him before he sinned.

But that man contracted and drew death upon himself, or

made himself liable and obnoxious unto it by sin, is proved

by all the texts of Scripture that were produced above, in

answer to our second question; as Gen. ii. 17. 19. Rom.
V. 12. 14. vi. 23. &c.

3. That which is besides and contrary to nature, was
not natural to the first man : but death is besides, and con-

trary to the nature, as the voice of nature abundantly testi-

fieth
; therefore, to man in his primitive condition it was not

natural.

Unto these may sundry other arguments be added, from

the promise of the law, the end of man's obedience, his con-

stitution and state, denying all proximate causes of death,

&c. But these may suffice.

<i
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Thirdly, That the sin of Adam is not to be confined to the

mere eating of the fruit of 'the tree of knowledge of good
and evil,' but had its rise in infidelity, and comprised uni-

versal apostacy from God, in disobedience to the law of his

creation, and dependance on God, I have elsewhere*" demon-

strated, and shall not need here again to insist upon it. That

it began in infidelity, is evident from the beginning of the

temptation wherewith he was overcome. It was to doubt of

the truth and veracity of God, to which the woman was at

first solicited by Satan
; Gen. iii. 4. 'Hath God said so?'

pressing that it should be otherwise, than they seemed to

have cause to apprehend from what God said: and their ac-

quiescence in that reply of Satan, without revolving to the

truth and faithfulness of God was plain unbelief. Now as

faith is the root of all righteousness and obedience, so is

infidelity of all disobedience. Being overtaken, conquered,
deceived into infidelity, man gave up himself to act contrary
to God and his will, shook off his sovereignty, rose up against
his law, and manifested the frame of his heart, in the pledge
of his disobedience, eating the fruit that was sacramentally
forbidden him.

Fourthly, That all men sinned in Adam, and that his sin

is imputed to all his posterity is by them denied, but is easily
evinced. For,

1. By whom sin entered into the world, so that all sinned

in him, and are made sinners thereby, so that also his sin is

called the ' sin of the world,' in him all mankind sinned, and
his sin is imputed to them. But that this was the condi-

tion, and state of the first sin of Adam, the Scriptures be-

fore-mentioned, in answer to our seventh question, do abun-

dantly manifest
;
and thence also is his sin called 'the sin of

the world ;' John i. 29.

2. In whom all are dead, and in whom they have con-
tracted the guilt of death and condemnation, in him they
have all sinned, and have his sin imputed to them. But in
• Adam all are dead

;' 1 Cor. xv. 22. as also Rom. v. 12.

14—18. and death is the wages of sin only; Rom. vi. 23.
3. As by the obedience ofChrist we are made righteous, so

by the disobedience of Adam we are made sinners. So the

apostle expressly, Rom. v. but we are made righteous by the
e DJatrib. de Justit. Divin. Vin.
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obedience of Christ, by the imputation of it to us, as if we
had performed it; 1 Cor. i. 30. Phil. iii. 9. therefore we are

sinners, by the imputation of the sin of Adam to us, as though
we had committed it; which the apostle also affirms. To
what hath been spoken, from the consideration of that state

and condition, wherein by God's appointment, in reference

to all mankind, Adam was placed, namely, of a natural and

political or federal head, (of which the apostle treats, 1 Cor.

XV.) from the loss of that image wherein he was created,

whereunto by Christ we are renewed, many more words like

these might be added.

To what hath been spoken, there is no need that much
should be added, for the removal of any thing insisted on,

to the same purpose with Mr. B.'s intimations in the Raco-
vian catechism. But yet seeing that that task also is under-

taken, that which may seem necessary for the discharging
of what may thence be expected, shall briefly be submitted

to the reader. To this head they speak in the first chapter,
of the way to salvation

;
the first question whereof is of the

import ensuing.
'

Q. Seeing^ thou saidst in the beginning, that this life

which leadeth to immortality is divinely revealed, I would
know of thee, why thou saidst so V

'A. Because as man by nature hath nothing to do with

immortality (or hath no interest in it), so by himself he could

by no means know the way which leadeth to immortality.'
Both question and answer being sophistical and ambi-

guous, the sense and intendment of them, as to their appli-
cation to the matter in hand, and by them aimed at, is first

to be rectified by some few distinctions, and then the whole

will cost us very little farther trouble.

1. There is or hath been, a twofold way to a blessed im-

mortality ;
1. The way of perfect obedience to the law; for

he that did it was to live therein. 2. The way of faith in

the blood of the Son of God
;
for he that believeth shall be

saved.

2. Man by nature may be considered two ways, 1. As

*^Cum dixeris initio, hanc viam qua3 ad immortaiitatem ducat esse divinitus pate-

factani, scire vclim, cur id abs te dictum sit?— Proptereii, (]uia ut iiomo natura iiiiiil

liabet comniuiic cum imniortalitate, ita cam ipse viam, qua? nos ad imuiortalitali'iii

duceret, nulla ratione per se cognosccre potuit. Catecli. Racov. dc via Saiut. cap. 1.
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he was in his created condition not tainted, corrupted, weak-

ened, nor lost by sin. 2. As fallen, dead, polluted, and

guilty.

3. Immortality is taken either, 1. Nakedly, and purely
in itself, for an eternal abiding of that which is said to be

immortal : 2. For a blessed condition and state, in that

abiding- and continuance.

4. That expression
'

by nature' referring to man in his

created condition, not fallen by sin, may be taken two ways.
1. Strictly, for the consequences of the natural principles
whereof man was constituted

;
or 2. More largely it com-

prises God's constitution and appointment, concerning man
in that estate.

On these considerations, it will be easy to take off this

head of our catechist's discourse, whereby also the remain-

ing trunk will fall to the ground.
I say, then, man by nature, in his primitive condition,

was by the^ appointment and constitution of God immortal,
as to the continuance of his life, and knew the way of per-
fect legal obedience, tending to a blessed immortality ;

and

that by himself, or by virtue of the law of his creation, which

was concreated with him
;
but fallen man in his natural con-

dition, being dead spiritually, obnoxious to death temporal
and eternal, doth by no means know himself, nor can know
the way of faith in Jesus Christ, leading to a blessed immor-

tality and glory.

It is not then our want of interest in immortality, upon
the account whereof we know not of ourselves the way to

immortality by the blood of Christ; but there are two other

reasons that enforce the truth of it.

1. Because'^ it is a way of mere grace and mercy, hidden

from all eternity in the treasures of God's infinite wisdom,
and sovereign will, which he neither prepared for men in his

created condition, nor had man any need of; nor is it in the

least discovered by any of the works of God, or the law writ-

ten in the heart; but is solely revealed from the bosom of

the Father, by the only begotten Son; neither angels nor

men being able to discover the least glimpse of that ma-

jesty, without that revelation.

e Rom. ii.7— 9.

»> John i. la. 1 Cor. ii. 7.Eph.iii. 8—11. Col. ii. 2,3. 1 Tim. iii. 16.
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2. Because man in bis fallen condition, though there be

retained in his heart some weak and faint expressions of

good and evil, reward and punishment, Rom, ii. 14, 15. yet
is

spiritually' dead, blind, alienated from God, ignorant,

dark, stubborn, so far from being able of himself to find out

the way of grace unto a blessed immortality, that he is not

able upon the revelation of it savingly, and to the great end
of his proposal to receive, apprehend, believe, and walk in

it, without a new spiritual creation, resurrection from the

dead or new birth, wrought hy the exceeding greatness of

the power of God. And on these two doth depend our dis-

ability to discover, and know the way of grace, leading to

life and glory. And by this brief removal of the covering,
is the weakness and nakedness of their whole ensuing dis-

course so discovered, as that I shall speedily take it, with

its offence out of the way. They proceed :

'

Q. But'' why hath man nothing to do with (or no in-

terest in) immortality?'
* A. Therefore, because from the beginning he was formed

of the ground, and so was created mortal
;
and then, be-

cause he transgressed the command given him of God, and

so by the decree of God, expressed in his command, was

necessarily subject to eternal death.'

1. It is true man was created of the dust of the earth,

as to his bodily substance
; yet it is as true, that moreover

God breathed into him the breath of life, whereby he be-

came a living soul ; and in that immediate constitution and

framing from the hand of God, was free from all nextly dis-

posing causes unto dissolution; but his immortality we

place on another account, as hath been declared, which' is

no way prejudiced by his being made of the ground.
2. The second reason belongs unto man only as having

sinned, and being fallen out of that condition and covenant

wherein he was created. So that I shall need only to let

the reader know, that the eternal death, in the judgment of

our catechists, whereunto man was subject by sin, was only
an eternal dissolution or annihilation (or rather an abode

'Eph. ii. 1. John i. 5. Rom. iii. 17, 18. viii. 7, 8. 2 Cor. ii. 14. Tit. iii. 3. Eph. ii.

8. iv. 18. Col. i. 1.3. ii. 13. &c.
I* Cur vero nihil comniune habct homo cum imraortalitate ?—Idcirco, quod ab

initio (Ic humo formatus, proptercaque niortalis crcatus fiierit
; deinde vero, quod

mandatum Dei, ipsi propositura, transgressus sit; ideoque decreto Dei ipsius in

mandato espresso, ajternaj raorti necessario subjectus fuerit.

VOL. VIII. Q



226 OF THE CONDITION OF MAN

under dissolution, dissolution itself being not penal), and

not any abiding punishment, as will afterward be farther

manifest. They go on,
'

Q. But^ how doth this agree with those places of Scrip-

ture, wherein it is written that man was created in the

image of God, and created unto immortality, and that death

entered into the world by sin?' Gen. i. 26. Wisd. ii. 23.

Rom. V. 12.
* A. As™ to the testimony which declareth that man was

created in the image of God, it is to be known, that the

image of God doth not signify immortality ; (which is evi-

dent from hence, because at that time, when man was sub-

ject to eternal death, the Scripture acknowledgeth in him

that image; Gen. ix. 6. James iii. 9.) but it denoteth the

power and dominion over all things made of God on the

earth
;
as the same place where this image is treated of

clearly sheweth ;' Gen. i. 26.

The argument for that state and condition wherein we
affirm man to have been created, from the consideration of

the imao;e of God wherein he was made, and whereunto in

part we are renewed, was formerly insisted on. Let 'the

reader look back unto it, and he will quickly discern, how
little is here oifered to enervate it in the least. For,

1. They cannot prove that man in the condition and state

of sin, doth retain any thing of the image of God
;
the

places mentioned, as Gen. ix. 6. and James iii. 9. testify

only, that he was made in the image of God at first, but

that he doth still retain the image they intimate not; nor

is,,the inference used in the places, taken from what man is,

but what he was created.

2. That the image of God did not consist in any one

excellency hath been above declared
;

so that the argu-
ment to prove that it did not consist in immortality, because

it did consist in the dominion over the creatures, is no bef-

' Qui vero id conveniet iis Scripturse locis, in quibus Scriptum extat, homijifm
at! imagincm Dei creatum esse, et creatum ad immortalitatem, et quod mors per

peccatuin in mundum introieret?—Gen. i. 26, 27. Sap. ii. 23. Rom. v. 12.
"n Quod ad testimbninm attinet, quod hoiiiinem creatum ad imaginem Dei pro-

nunciat, sciendum est, imaginem Dei non sigiiificare imraortalitem ; (quod iiinc pa-
tet, quod Scriptura eo tempore, quo homo aeternae morti subjectus erat, agnoscat in

homine istam imaginem. Gen. ix. 6. Jacob, iii. 9.) sed potestatem hominis.et do-
minium in omnes res a Deo conditas, supra terram, designare: ut idem locus, in

quo de hac eadem imagine agitur. Gen. i. 26, aperteindicat.
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ter than that would be, which should conclude that the sun

did not give light because it gives heat. So that,

3. Though the image of God, as to the main of it, in re-

ference to the end of everlasting communion with God
(whereunto we were created) was utterly lost by sin, or else

we could not be renewed unto it again by Jesus Christ, yet
as to some footsteps of it, in reference to our fellow-crea-

tures, so much might be, and was retained, as to be a reason

one towards another, for our preservation from wrong and
violence.

4. That place of Gen. i. 26. * Let us make man in our

image, and let him have dominion over the fish of the sea,'

&c. is so far from proving that the image of God wherein
man was created, did consist only in the dominion men-
tioned, that it doth not prove that dominion to have been

any part of, or to belong unto, that image. It is rather a

grant made to them who were made in the image of God,
than a description of that image wherein they were made.

It is evident then, notwithstanding any thing here ex-

cepted to the contrary, that the immortality pleaded for

belonged to the image of God, and from man's being cre-

ated therein, is rightly inferred, as above was made more
evident.

Upon the testimony of the book of Wisdom, it being
confessedly apocryphal, I shall not insist. Neither do I

think, that in the original any new argument to that before
mentioned of the image of God, is added ; but that is evi-

•dently pressed, and the nature of the image of God some-
what explained. The words are

; "On 6 3-foc cKTiaa tov

av^pojTTOv tirX acjjdapma, kuX eiKova Trig Idiag tStorrjroc 'liroiriaev

avTov. ^Ouvc^ Se StajSoXou ^avarog eiarjX^iv elg rbv Koar/uiov'

TTEipa^ovcn Se avrov oi tjjc iKdvov fiepidog ovreg. The opposi-
tion that is put between the creation of man in integrity
and the image of God in one verse, and the entrance of sin,

by the envy of the devil in the next, plainly evinces, that
the mind of the author of that book was, that man, by rea-
son of his being created in the image of God, was immortal
in his primitive condition. That which follows is of an-
other nature, concerning which they thus inquire and
answer :

q2
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' Q. What," moreover, wilt thou answer to the third tes-

timony V
' A. The apostle in that place treateth not of immortality,

[mortality] but ofdeath itself. But mortality differeth much

from death
;
for a man may be mortal and yet never die.' But,

1. The apostle eminently treats of man's becoming ob-.

noxious to death, which until he was, he was immortal. For

he says that death entered the world by sin, and passed on

all men, not actually, but in the guilt of it, and obnoxious-

ness to it. By what means death entered into the world, or

had a right so to do, by that means man lost the immorta-

lity which before he had.

2. It is true, a man may be mortal as to state and con-

dition, and yet by Almighty power be preserved and deli-

vered from actual dying, as it was with Enoch and Elijah ;

but in an ordinary course he that is mortal must die, and is

directly obnoxious to death; but that which we plead for

from those words of the apostle is, that man by God's con-

stitution and appointment was so immortal, as not to be

liable nor obnoxious to death until he sinned. But they
will prove their assertion in their progress.

'

Q. What° therefore is the sense of these words, that

death entered into the world by sin V
' This ; that Adam for sin by the decree and sentence of

God, was subject to eternal death
;
and therefore, all men,

because, or inasmuch as they are born of him, are subject
to the same eternal death. And that this is so, the com-

parison of Christ with Adam which the apostle instituteth

from ver. 12. to the end of the chapter, doth declare.'

Be it so, that this is the meaning of those words; yet
hence it inevitably follows, that man was no way liable or

obnoxious to death, but upon the account of the commina-
tion of God annexed to the law he gave him. And this is

the whole of what we affirm
; namely, that by God's ap-

" Quid porro ad tertium respondebis ?—Apostolus eo in loco non agit de immor-
talitale, [mortalitate] verum de morte ipsa ; mortalitas vero a niorte multuni dissidet

;

.siquidem potest essequis mortaiis, iiec tainen unquam mori.
° Qua; igitur est horum verborum sententia ; quod mors per peccaturn introierit

in munduni ?—Hrec, quod Adamus ob peccaturn, decreto et sententia Dei jeternse
morti subjectus est; proinde, onuies homines, eoquod ex eo nati sunt, eidem aBter-

nffi morti subjaceant : rem ita esse, collatio Christi cum Adamo, quam Apostolus
eodem ccpite, a ver. 12. ad fineni, instituit, indicio est.
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pointment man was immortal, and the tenure of his immor-

tality was his obedience; and thereupon, his right thereunto

he lost by his transgression.
2. This is farther evident from the comparison between

Christ and Adam, instituted by the apostle. For as we are

all dead without Christ and his righteousness, and have

not the least right to life, or a blessed immortality ;
so an-

tecedently to the consideration of Adam and his disobedi-

ence, we were not in the least obnoxious unto death, or any

way liable to it, in our primitive conditions.

And this is all that our catechists have to plead for

themselves, or to except against our arguments and testi-

monies to the cause in hand. Which how weak it is in

itself, and how short it comes of reaching to the strength
we insist on, as little comparison of it, with what went

before, will satisfy the pious reader.

What remains of that chapter, consisting in the depra-
vation of two or three texts of Scripture, to another purpose
than that in hand, I shall not divert to the consideration of;

seeing it will more orderly fall under debate in another

place.

What our catechists add elsewhere about original sin or

their attempt to disprove it, being considered, shall give a

close to this discourse.

Their tenth chapter is,
' de libero arbitrio,' where after,

in answer to the first question proposed, they have asserted,

that it is in our power to yield obedience unto God, as

having free will in our creation so to do, and having by no

way or means lost that liberty or power ;
their second

question is,

•
Is"" not this free will corrupted by original sin ?

* A. There is no such thing as original sin
; wherefore

that cannot vitiate free will
;
nor can that original sin be

proved out of the Scripture : and the fall of Adam being
but one act, could not have that force as to corrupt his own

V Nonne peccato originis hoc libcriiin arbitriuin vitiatum est ?—Peccafuni originis
nullum prorsiis est : quare nee liberuii) arbitriuni vitiare potuit; iicc cnim e Scrip-
tura id peccatmu originis doccri potest, el lapsus Adas cum unus actus fuerit viiu

earn, qua; depravare ipsam naturain Adami, niulto minus vero posterornni ij)sius pos-
set, iiabcre noii potuit. Ipsi vero in pccnaui irrogatum fuisse, ncc Scriptura docet,
uti superius exposuimus ;

et Dcum ilium, qui oninis aquitatis fons est, incredibile

prorsus est, id facere voluisse. Cap. 10. de lib. Arbit. q. 2.
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natute, much less that of his posterity.
And that it was

inflicted on him as a punishment, neither doth the Scripture

teach, and it is incredible that God, who is the fountain of

all goodness, would so do.'

1. This is yet plain dealing. And it is well that men who

know neither God nor themselves, have yet so much honesty

left, as to speak downright what they intend. Quickly

despatched ;
there is no such thing as original sin. To us

the denying of it, is one argument to prove it. Were not

men blind, and dead in sin, they could not but be sensible

of it. But men swimming with the waters feel not the

strength of the stream.

2. But doth the Scripture teach no such thing ? Doth it

nowhere teach, that we who were ' created upright, in the

image of God,' are now ' dead in trespasses and sins, by nature

children of wrath, having the wrath of God upon us, being
blind in our understandings, and alienated from the life of

God, not able to receive the things that are of God, which

are spiritually discerned, our carnal minds being enmity to

God, not subject to his law, nor can be?' That our hearts

are stony, our affections sensual, that we are wholly
' come

short of the glory of God?' That every figment of our heart

is evil, so that we can neither think, nor speak, nor do, that

which is spiritually good, or acceptable to God
;
that being

born of the flesh, we are flesh
;
and unless we are born again,

can by no means enter into the kingdom of heaven ? That

all this is come upon us by the sin of one man, whence also

judgment passed on all men to condemnation ? Can

nothing of all this be proved from the Scripture ? These

gentlemen know that we contend not about words or ex-

pressions ;
let them grant this hereditary corruption of our

natures, alienation from God, impotency to good, deaduess

and obstinacy in sin, want of the spirit, image, and grace
of God, with obnoxiousness thereon to eternal condemnation,
and give us a fitter expression to declare this state and
condition by, in respect of every one's personal interest

therein, and we will, so it may please them, call it
'

original
sin' no more.

3. It is not impossible, that one act should be so high
and intense in its kind, as to induce a habit into the sub-

ject, and so Adam's nature be vitiated by it ; and he begot
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a son in his own likeness. The devils upon one sin, became
obstinate in all the wickedness that their nature is capable
of. 2. This one act was a breach of covenant with God,

upon the tenor and observation whereof, depended the en-

joyment of all that strength and rectitude with God,

wherewith, by the law of his creation, man was endued
withal. 3. All man's covenant good for that eternal end to

which he was created, depended upon his conformity to

God, his subjection to him and dependance on him, all

which by that one sin he wilfully cast away, for himself and

posterity (whose common, natural, and federal head he

was), and righteously fell into that condition which we
described. 4. The apostle is much of a different mind from

our catechists, Rom. v. 15, 16, &,c. as hath been declared.

4. What is credible concerning God and his goodness
with these gentlemen I know not. To me, that is not only
in itself credible which he hath revealed concerning himself,

but of necessity to be believed. That he gave man a law,

threatening him and all his posterity in him and with him,

with eternal death upon the breach of it, that upon that sin,

he cast all mankind judicially out of covenant, imputing
that sin unto them all, unto the guilt of condemnation,

peeing it is his judgment that they who commit sin are

worthy of death, and that he is of purer eyes than to behold

iniquity, is to us credible, yea, as was said, of necessity to

be believed. But they will answer the proofs that are pro-
duced from Scripture, in the asserting of this original sin.

'Q. But"! that there is original sin, those testimonies seem

to prove. Gen. vi. 5. 'Every cogitation of the heart of man is

only evil every day ;' and Gen. viii. 21. * The cogitation of

man's heart is evil from his youth.'
' A. These testimonies deal concerning voluntary sin :

from them therefore original sin cannot be proved. As for

the first, Moses sheweth it to be such a sin for whose sake

n Veruntamen esse peccatum originis ilia testimonia docere videntur, Gen. vi.

.1, &c. viii. 21.—Haec testimonia agunt de pcccato voiuntario: ex iis itaque effici

nequit peccatum originis quod autem ad primum atlinet, Moses id peccatum ejus-

modi fuisse docet cujus causa |)cenituisse Deuni quod hoiuinem creisset, el euni di-

luvio punire decrevisset : quod certe de peccato quod honiini natura inessei, quale

peccatum originis censeat, affirmari nullo pacto potest. In altero veto testiuionio

docet, peccatum liominis earn vim liabituruin non esse, ul Dens mundum diluvio

pfopter illud puniret : quod etiam pcccato originis nullo niodo convcnit.
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God repented him that he had made man and decreed to

destroy him with a flood : which certainly can by no means

be affirmed concernino- a sin which should be in no man by
nature, such as they think original sin to be. In the other

he sheweth, that the sin of man shall not have that efficacy,

that God should punish the world for it with a flood : which

by no means agreeth to original sin.'

That this attempt of our cathechists is most vain and

frivolous will quickly appear; for, 1. Suppose original sin be

not asserted in those places, doth it follow there is no original
sin? Do they not know that we affirm it' to be revealed in

the way of salvation, and proved by a hundred places be-

sides? And do they think to overthrow it by their exception

against two or three of them? when if it be taught in any one
of them it suffices. 2. The words as by them rendered, lose

much of the efficacy for the confirmation ofwhat they oppose,
which in the original they have. In the first place, it is not

every thought of man's heart, but every imagination or fig-

ment of the thoughts of his heart. The ' motus primo primi,'
the very natural frame andtemperof theheartof man, as toits

first motions towards good or evil, are doubtless expressed
in these words : so also is it in the latter place.

We say then, that original sin is taught and proved in

these places : not singly or exclusively to actual sins, not a

parte ante, or from the causes of it, but from its effects.

That such a frame of heart is universally by nature in all

mankind, and every individual of them, as that it is ever,

always, or continually casting, coining, and devising evil,

and that only, without the intermixture of any thing of

another kind that is truly and spiritually good, is taught in

these places ;
and this is original sin. Nor is this disproved

by our catechists.

For,

1. Because the sin spoken of is voluntary, therefore it is

not original, will not be granted. Original sin, as it is taken

peccatum origmans, was voluntary in Adam
;
and as it is

originatum in us, is in our will habitually, and not against
them, in any actings of it, or them. 2. The effects of it in

the coining of sin and in the thoughts of men's hearts, are

all voluntary; which are here mentioned to demonstrate
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and manifest that root from whence they spring, that pre-

vailing principle and predominant habit, from whence they

so uniformly proceed.
2. Why it doth not agree to original sin, that the account

mentioned, ver. 6. of God's repenting that he had made man,

and his resolution to destroy him, these gentlemen offer not

one word of reasonto manifest. We say, (1.) that it can agree

to no other but this original sin, with its infallible effects,

wherein all mankind are equally concerned, and so became

equally liable to the last judgment of God; though some,

from the same principle had acted much more boldly against

his holy Majesty than others. (2.) Its being in men by nature

doth not at all lessen its guilt. It is not in their nature as

created, nor in them so by nature : but is by the fall of Adam
come upon the nature of all men, dwelling in the person of

every one
;
which lesseneth not its guilt, but manifests its

advantage for provocation.
3. Why the latter testimony is not applicable to original

sin, they inform us not. The words joined with it, are an

expression of that patience and forbearance which God re-

solved and promised to exercise towards the world, with a

non obstante, for sin. Now what sin should this be, but that

which is the sin of the world ? That actual sins are excluded

we say not; but that original sin is expressed and aggra-
vated by the effects of it, our catechists cannot disprove.

There are many considerations of these texts, from whence

the argument from them, for the proof of that corruption of

nature which we call original sin, might be much improved ;

but that is not my present business, our catechists admi-

nistering no occasion to such a discourse. But they take

some other texts into consideration.

*Q. Whaf^ thinkest thou of that which David speaks,
Psal. li. 7. Behold, I was shapen in iniquity, and in sin did

my mother conceive me V
* A. It is to be observed, that David doth not here speak of

any men, but himself alone, nor that simply but with respect
to his fall : and uses that form of speaking, which you have

' Quid vero ea dc re scntis quod David ait, Psal. li. 7.—Animadvertenduni est,

liic Davideni non agere de quibusvis lioininibus, scd de se tantum ; nee siiiipliciter, sod

habita ratione lapsus sui: et eo loquendi niodo usum esse, cujus excmplura apud
eundem Davidem habes Psal. Iviii. 4. Quamobreni iiec eo testimonio effici prorsus

potest peccatcm originis.
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in him again, Psal. Iviii. 4.' Wherefore original sin cannot

be evinced by this testimony.' But,
1. Though David speak of himself, yet he speaks of

himself in respect of that which was common to himself

with all mankind, being a child of wrath as well as others.

Nor can these gentlemen intimate any thing of sin and ini-

quity, in the conception and birth of David, that was not

common to all others with him. Any man's confession for

himself of a particular guilt in a common sin, doth not free

others from it. Yea, it proves all others to be partakers in

it, who share in that condition wherein he contracted the

guilt.

2. Though David mention this by occasion of his fall,

^s ha,ving his conscience made tender, and awakened to

search into the root of his sin and transgression thereby ;

yet it was no part of his fall, nor was he ever the more or

less conceived in sin and brought forth in iniquity, for that

fall, which were ridiculous to imagine. He here acknow-

ledges it, upon the occasion of his fall, which was a fruit of

the sin, wherewith he was born; James i. 14, 15. but was

equally guilty of it before his fall and after.

3. The expression here used, and that of Psal. Iviii. 3.
* The wicked are enstranged from the womb, they go astray
as soon as they be born speaking lies;' exceedingly differ.

Here David expresses what was his infection in the womb,
there what is wicked men's constant practice from the womb.
In himself he mentions the root of all actual sin

;
in them

the constant fruit that springs from that root in unregenerate
men. So that by the favour of these catechists, I yet say,
that David doth here acknowledge a sin of nature, a sin

wherewith he was defiled from his conception, and polluted
when he was warmed, and so fomented in his mother's womb,
and therefore this place doth prove original sin.

One place more they call to an account, in these words.

*Q, But'Paulsaith,that in Adam all sinned;' Rom. v. 12.

'A. Itis not in that place, 'inAdam allsinned.' Butinthe
Greek the words are t^' (^

which interpreters do frequently

« At Paulus ait Eom. v. 1 2. in Adatro, &c.—Non habetur eo loco, in Adam omnes
pecc^sse; verum in Giceco verba sunt i<p' S quae passim interpretesreddunt latine, in

quo, qua; tamen reddi possunt per particulas quoniam aut quatenus, ut e locis siraili-

bus, RonT. viii. 3. Phi), iii. 12. Heb, ii. 18, 2 Cor. v. ^•. videre est. Apparet igitur

neque ex Iioc loco extrui posse peccatuni oiiginis.
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render in Latin in quo,
' in whom/ which yet may be rendered

by the particles quoniam or quatenus,
'

because,' or '

inasmuch/
as in like places, Rom. viii. 3, Phil. iii. 12. Heb. ii. 18. 2 Cor.

V. 4. It appeareth, therefore, that neither can original sin be

built up out of this place.
1. Stop these men from this shifting hole, and you may

with mucli ease entangle and catch them twenty times a day.
This word may be rendered otherwise, for it is so in another

place. A course of procedure that leaves nothing certain in

the book of God. 2. In two of the places cited, the words

are not £^' w, but £v<^, Horn. viii. 3. Heb. ii. 18. 3. The places
are none of them parallel to this

;
for here the apostle speaks

of persons, or a person in an immediate precedency, in them

of things. But, 4. Render t^' m by quoniam,
'

because/ or '
for*'

that,' as our English translation doth
;

the argument is no

less evident for original sin, than if they were rendered by,
'
in whom.' In the beginning of the verse the apostle tells us

that death entered the world by the sin of one man, that one

man ofwhom he is speaking, namely, Adam, and passed upon
all men : of which dispensation, that death passed on all

men, he gives you the reason in these words, 'for that all have

sinned/ that is, in that sin of that one man, whereby death

entered on the world, and passed on them all. I wonder how
our catechists could once imagine, that this exception

against the translation of those words should enervate the

argument from the text, for the proof of all men's guilt of

the first sin
; seeing the conviction of it is no less evident

from the words, if rendered according to their desire.

And this is the sum of what they have to offer, for the

acquitment of themselves from the guilt and stain of original

sin, and for answer to the three testimonies on its behalf,

which themselves chose to call forth, upon the strength
whereof they so confidently reject it at the entrance of their

discourse, and in the following question triumph upon it, as

a thing utterly discarded from the thoughts of their cate-

chumens : what reason or ground they have for their confi-

dence, the reader \/ill judge. In the meantime it is suffi-

ciently known, that they have touched very little of the

strength of our cause
;
nor once mentioned the testimonies

and arguments, on whose evidence and strength in this bu-

siness we rely. And for themselves who write and teach
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these things, I should much admire their happiness, did I

not so much as I do pity them in their pride and distemper,

keeping them from an acquaintance with their own miserable

condition.

CHAP. VII.

Of the person of Jesus Christ, and on what account he is the Son of God.

MR. RIDDLE'S FOURTH CHAPTER EXAMINED.

*

Q. How many Lords of Christians are there, by way of

"distinction from that one God ?

*A. Eph. iv. 5.

*Q. Who is that one Lord?
* A. 1 Cor. viii. 6.

*Q. How was Jesus Christ born?
' A. Matt. i. 18. Luke i. 30—35.
'
Q. How came Jesus Christ to be Lord, according to the

opinion of the apostle Paul ?

*A. Rom. xiv. 9.

'

Q. What saith the apostle Peter also, concerning the

time and manner of his being made Lord ?

'A. Acts ii. 32, 33. 36.
'

Q. Did not Jesus Christ approve himself to be God by
his miracles ? And did he not those miracles by a divine na-

ture of his own, and because he was God himself? What is

the determination of the apostle Peter in this behalf?

'A. Acts ii. 22. x. 38.
'

Q. Could not Christ do all things of himself? And was

it not an eternal Son of God that took flesh upon him, and

to whom the human nature of Christ was personally united,

that wrought all his works ? Answer me to these things in

the words of the Son himself.

'A. John V. 19,20. 30. xiv. 10.
*

Q. What reason doth the Son render, why the Father

did not forsake him, and cast him out of favour? Was it be-

cause he was of the same essence with him, so that it was

impossible for the Father to forsake him, or cease to love

him?
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'A. John viii. 28, 29. xv. 9, 10.
*
Q. Doth the Scripture avouch Christ to be the Son of

God, because he was eternally begotten out of the divine es-

sence, or for other reasons agreeing to him only as a man ?

Rehearse the passages to this purpose.
* A. Luke i. 30—32. 34, 35. John x. 36. Acts xiii. 32, 33.

Rev. i. 5. Col. i. 18. Heb. i. 4, 5. v. 5. Rom. viii. 29.
' Q. What saith the Son himself concerning the preroga-

tive of God the Father above him?
* A. John xiv. 28. Mark. xiii. 32. Matt. xxiv. 36.
*

Q. What saith the apostle Paul ?

' A. 1 Cor. XV. 24. 28. xi. 3. iii. 22, 23.
'

Q. Howbeit, is not Christ dignified as with the title

of Lord, so also with that of God, in the Scripture?
' A. John XX. 28.
*

Q. Was he so the God of Thomas, as that he himself

in the meantime did not acknowledge another to be his

God?
' A. John XX. 17. Rev. iii. 12.
*
Q. Have you any passage of the Scripture where Christ,

at the same time that he hath the appellation of God given
to him, is said to have a God ?

' A. Heb. i. 8,9.'

EXAMINATION.

The aim and design of our Catechist in this chapter being to

despoil our blessed Lord Jesus Christ of his eternal Deity, and

to substitute an imaginary Godhead, made and feigned in

the vain hearts of himself and his masters, into the room

thereof; I hope the discovery of the wickedness and vanity

of his attempt, will not be unacceptable to them who love

him in sincerity. I must still desire the reader not to ex-

pect the handling of the doctrine of the Deity of Christ at

large, with the confirmation of it, and vindication from the

vain sophisms, wherewith by others, as well as by Mr. B.

it hath been opposed. This is done abundantly by other

hands. In the next chapters that also will have its proper

place, in the vindication of many texts of Scripture from

the exceptions of the Racovians. The removal of Mr. B.'s

sophistry and the disentangling of weaker souls, who may
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in any thing be intricated by his queries, is my present
intendment. To make our way clear and plain, that every
one that runs may read the vanity of Mr. B.'s undertaking

against the Lord Jesus, and his kicking against the pricks

therein, I desire to premise these few observations.

1 . Distinction of persons (it being an infinite substance),
doth no way prove difference of essence between the Father

and the Son. Where Christ as Mediator is said to be another

from the Father or God spoken personally of the Father,

it argues not in the least, that he is not partaker of the same

nature with him. That in one essence there can be but one

person, may be true where the substance is finite and li-

mited, but hath no place in that which is infinite.

2. Distinction " and inequality in respect of office in

Christ, doth not in the least take away equality and same-

ness with the Father in respect of nature and essence. A
Son of the same nature with his Father, and therein equal to

him, may in office be his inferior, his subject.
3. The advancement and exaltation of Christ as Media-

tor to any dignity whatever, upon, or in reference to, the

work of our redemption and salvation, is not at all inconsistent

with that essential a^ia honour, dignity, and worth, which he

hath in himself, as ' God blessed for ever.' Though he

humbled himself and was exalted, yet in nature he was one

and the same, he changed not.

4. The Scriptures asserting the humanity of Christ with

the concernments thereof, as his birth, life, and death, doth

no more thereby deny his Deity, than by asserting his Deity,
with the essential properties thereof, eternity, omniscience,
and the like, it denies his humanity.

5. God's working any thing in and by Christ as he was

Mediator, denotes the Father's sovereign appointment of the

things mentioned to be done, not his immediate efiiciency
in the doing of the things themselves.

The consideration of these few things being added to

what I have said before in general about the way of dealing
with our adversaries in these great and weighty things of

the knowledge of God, will easily deliver us from any great
trouble in the examination of Mr. B.'s arguments and insi-

* T«v uwoTayijv t>5j SsuXix.iif fxo^<^rji; avEtXii<f>a)f, vTrip hfxSiiv vtrora.ia'tTat, rS kavrtu

wargi, ou <fva-n SeSnrej, aXX ivtia-ei
/w!)j<{)Sf SoyXu?? nv i'Kafft. Athanas. dial. 1. contra

Maced.
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nuations against tlie Deity of Christ, which is the business

of the present chapter.
His first question is,

' How many Lords of Christians are there by way of dis-

tinction from that one God?' And he answers, Eph. iv. 5.

' One Lord.'

That of these two words there is not one that looks to-

wards the confirmation of what Mr. Biddle chiefly aims at,

in the question proposed, is I presume sufficiently clear in

the light of the thing itself inquired after. Christ, it is true,

is the one Lord of Christians
;
and therefore God equal with

the Father. He is also one Lord in distinction from his Fa-

ther, as his Father, in respect of his personality ;
in which

regard, there are three that bear witness in heaven, of which

he is one
;
but in respect of essence and nature,

* He and his

Father are one.' Farther, unless he were one God with his

Father, it is utterly impossible he should be the one Lord of

Christians. That he cannot be our Lord in the sense in-

tended, whom we ought to invocate and worship, unless

also he were our God, shall be afterward declared. And

although he be our Lord in distinction from his Father, as he

is also our Mediator, yet he is tlie same God with him,
'which worketh all in all ;'

1 Cor. xii. 6. His being Lord then

distinctly, in respect of his mediation, hinders not his being-

God, in respect of his participation in the same nature with

his Father. And though here he be not spoken of in respect
of his absolute sovereign Lordship, but of his Lordship over

the church, to whom the whole church is spiritually subject,

(as he is elsewhere also so called on the same account
;
as John

xiii .13. Acts vii. 59. Rev. xxii. 20.) yet, were he not Lord in that

sense also, he could not be so in this. The Lord our God

only is to be worshipped. 'My Lord and my God,' says
Thomas. And the mention of one God is here, as in other

places, partly to deprive all false Gods of their pretended

Deity, partly to witness against the impossibility of poly-
theism, and partly to manifest the oneness of them who arfe

worshipped as God the Father, Word, and Spirit ;
all which

things are also severally testified unto.

His second question is an inquiry after this Lord, who he

is, in these words; 'Who is this Lord V And the answer is

from 1 Cor. viii. 6.
' Jesus Christ, by whom are all things.'
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The close of this second answer might have caused Mr. B. a

little to recoil upon his insinuation in the first, concerning
the distinction of this

' one Lord' from that 'one God,' in the

sense by him insisted on. Who is he by whom are all things

(in the same sense as they are said to be of the Father); who

is that but God ?
* He that made all things is God ;'

Heb. iii.

4. And it is manifest that he himself^as not made, by whom
all things were made. For he made not himself; nor could

so do, unless he were both before and after himself; nor was

he made without his own concurrence by another, for by him-

self are all things. Thus Mr. B. hath no sooner opened his

mouth to speak against the Lord Jesus Christ, but by the

just judgment of God he stops it himself with a testimony of

God against himself, which he shall never be able to rise up

against unto eternity.
And it is a manifest perverting and corrupting of the

text which we have in ^Grotius's gloss upon the place,
who interprets the to. Travra, referred to the Father, of all

things simply, but the to. Travra, referred to Christ, of the

things only of the new creation
;

there being not the least

colour for any such variation, the frame and structure of the

words requiring them to be expounded uniformly through-
out :

' But to us there is one God the Father, of whom are

all things, and we in him, and one Lord Jesus Christ, by
whom are all things, and we by him.' The last expression,
' and we by him,' relates to the new creation

;

'
all things' to

the first. But Grotius follows ""Enjedinus, in this as well as

other things.
His inquiry in the next place is after the birth of Jesus

Christ, in answer whereunto the story is reported from Mat-
thew and Luke

; which, relating to his human nature, and no

otherwise to the person of the Son of God, but as he was
therein made flesh or assumed the "^holy thing so born of

the Virgin, into personal subsistence with himself, I shall let

pass with annexing unto it the observation before-mentioned;
viz. That what is affirmed of the human nature of Christ, doth

not at all prejudice that nature of his, in respect whereof he

is said to be ' in the beginning with God, and to be God,' and

with reference whereunto himself said,
' before Abraham

*> Groti. Annot. in 1 Cor. viii. 6.

•
Enjedin. explicat. loc. vet. et nov. Testam. ia locum.

d Luke i. 35. ^ John i. 1,2. viii. 57. Prov. viii. !^2. &c.
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was I am,' God possessed him in the beginning of his ways,

being then his only begotten Son, full of grace and truth.

Mr. B. indeed, hath small hopes of despoiling Christ of his

eternal glory by his queries, if they spend themselves in

such fruitless sophistry as this.
' Qu. 4, 5. How came Jesus Christ to be Lord according

to the opinion of the apostle Paul V The answer is, Rom.
xiv. 19.

* What saith Peter also concerning the time and manner

of his being made Lord?' Answer, Acts ii. 32, 33, 36.

Arts. 1. That Jesus Christ as Mediator, and in respect of

the work of redemption and salvation of the church to him

committed, was made Lord by the appointment, authority,

and designation of his Father, we do not say was the opinion
of Paul, but is such a divine truth, as we have the plentiful

testimony of the Holy Ghost unto. He was no less made a

Lord, than a Priest, and Prophet of his Father; but that the

eternal Lordshipof Christ, as he is one with his Father,
**' God

blessed for evermore,' is any way denied by the asserting of

this Lordship given him of his Father as Mediator, Mr. B.

wholly begs of men to apprehend and grant, but doth not

once attempt from the Scripture to manifest or prove. The

sum of what Mr. Biddle intends to argue hence is, Christ's

submitting himself to the form and work of a servant unto

the Father, was exalted by him, and had * a name given him

above every name,' therefore he was not the Son of God and

equal to him. That his condescension into office is incon-

sistent with his divine essence, is yet to be proved. But

may we not beg of our catechist at his leisure to look

a little farther into the chapter from whence he takes his

first testimony concerning the exaltation of Christ to be

Lord
; perhaps it may be worth his while. As another ar-

gument to that of the dominion and Lordship of Christ, to

persuade believers to a mutual forbearance as to judging of

one another, he adds ver. 10. 'We shall all stand before the

judgment-seat of Christ.' And this, ver. 11. the apostle

proves from that testimony of the prophet, Isa. xlv. 23. as he

renders the sense of the Holy Ghost;
* As I live, saith the

Lord, every knee shall bow to me, and every tongue shall

confess to God.' So that Jesus Christ our Lord is that Je-

''Roin. ix. 5.

VOL. VIII. B
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hovah, that God, to whom all subjection is due, and in par-

ticular, that of standing before his judgment-seat ;
but this

is overlooked by Grotius, and not answered to any purpose

by Enjedinus, and why should Mr. B. trouble himself with

it?

2. For the time assigned by him of his being made Lord,

specified by the apostle, it doth not denote his first inves-

titure with that office and power, but the solemn admission

into the glorious execution of that lordly power, which was

given him as Mediator. At his incarnation and birth, God
affirms by the angel, that he was then ' Christ the Lord ;'

Luke ii. 11. and when ' he brought his first begotten into

the world, the angels were commanded to worship him
;'

which, if he were not a Lord, I suppose Mr. B. will not say

they could have done. Yea, and as he was both believed

in, and worshipped before his death and resurrection; John

ix. 38. xiv. 1. which is to be performed only to the Lord

our God; Math. iv. 10. so he actually in some measure ex-

ercised his lordship towards, and over angels, men, devils,

and the residue of the creation, as is known from the very

story of the gospel ;
not denying himself to be a king, yea,

witnessing thereunto when he was to be put to death; Luke

xxiii. 3. John xviii. 37. as he was from his first shewing
unto men; John i. 49.

' Q. 6. Did not Jesus approve himself to be God by his

miracles ? And did he not these miracles by a divine nature

of his own, and because he was of God himself.^ What is the

determination of the apostle Peter in this behalf?'
* A. Acts ii. 22. x. 38.'

The intendment of Mr. Biddle in this question, as is

evident by his inserting of these words in a different cha-

racter,
*

by a divine nature of his own, and because he was
God himself,' is to disprove, or insinuate an answer unto the

argument, taken from the miracles that Christ did, to confirm

his Deity. The naked working of miracles, I confess, with-

out the influence of such other considerations, as this argu-
ment is attended withal, in relation to Jesus Christ, will not

alone of itself assert a divine nature in him who is the in-

strument of their working or production. Though they are

from divine power, or they are not miracles, yet it is not

necessary that he by whom they are wrought should be
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possessor of that divine power, as *

by whom' may denote the

instrumental, and not the principal cause of them. But for

the miracles wrought by Jesus Christ, as God is said to do
them '

by him,' because he appointed him to do them, as he

designed him to his offices, and thereby gave testimony to

the truth of the doctrine he preached from his bosom, as

also because he was with him, not in respect of power and

virtue, but as the Father in the Son
;
John x. 38. so he

working these miracles by his own power, and at his own
will, even as his Father doth; John v. 21. and himself giving

power and authority to others to work miracles by his

strength, and in his name; Matt. x. 8. Mark xvi. 17, 18.

Luke X. 19. there is that eminent evidence of his Deity in

his working of miracles, as Mr. B. can by no means darken

or obscure, by pointing to that which is of a clear consist-

ency therewithal : as is his Father's appointment of him to

do them, whereby he is said to do them in his name, &c. as

in the place cited; of which afterward. Acts ii. 22. The
intendment of Peter is to prove that he was the Messias of

whom he spake ;
and therefore he calls him ' Jesus of Naza-

reth,' as pointing out the man whom they knew by that

name, and whom seven or eight weeks before they had cru-

cified and rejected. That this man was ^ '

approved of God,'

he convinces them from the miracles which God wrought

by him
;
which was enough for his present purpose. Of

the other place there is another reason ; for though Gro-

tius expound those words on o ^ebg rjv juet' uvtov,
' For God

was with him ;' God always loved him, and always heard

him, according to Matt. iii. 17. (where yet there is a pecu-
liar testimony given to the divine Sonship of Jesus Christ)

and John xi. 42. yet the words of our Saviour himself,

about the same business, give us another interpretation and

sense of them. This I say he does, John, x. 37, 38.
' If I

do not the works of my Father, believe me not. But if I do,

though ye believe not me, believe the works : that ye may
know and believe that the Father is in me, and I in him.'

In the doing of these works, the Father was so with him, as

that he was in him, and he in the Father. Not only Ivtpyn-

"
'ATroSESsfy/tAEVOv. i. e. otoTi fxh a.fj.'pKrBmovfji.lvov, aXX' aiFo^eJEiy/MEVOV 5ia rZv s^yaiv

«» ETToi'iia-E Ji avrou i S'sof, otj awo &eou riv. Graec. Scliol.

R 2
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nicwc, but by that divine indwelling, which oneness of nature

gives to Father and Son.

His seventh question is exceeding implicate and in-

volved: a great deal is expressed that Mr. B. would deny,

but by what inference from the Scriptures he produceth,

doth not at all appear; the words of it are,
* Could not Christ

do all things of himself, and was it not an eternal Son of

<jod that took flesh upon him, and to whom the human

nature of Christ was personally united, that wrought all

these works? Answer me to these things in the words of the

Son himself.
' A. John V. 19, 20. 30. xiv. 10.'

'

The inference which alone appears from hence, is of the

same nature with them that are gone before. That Christ

could not do all things of himself, that he was not the eter-

nal Son of God, that he took not flesh, is that which is

asserted
;
but the proof of all this doth disappear. Christ

being accused by the Jews, and persecuted for healing a man
on the sabbath day, and their rage being increased by his

asserting his equality with the Father (of which afterward) ;

ver. 17, 18. he lets them know, that in the discharge of the

office committed to him, he did nothing but according to the

will, commandment, and appointment of his Father, with

whom he is equal, and doth of his own will also the things
that he doth

;
so that they had no more to plead against

him for doing what he did, than they had against hira whom
they acknowledged to be God. Wherein he is so far from

declining the assertion of his own Deity (which that he
maintained the Jews apprehended, affirming that he made
himself equal with God, which none but God is, or can be,
for between God and that which is not God, there is no

proportion, much less equality) as that he farther confirms

it, by affirming, that he ' doeth whatever the Father doeth,
and that as the Father quickeneth whom he will, so he

quickeneth whom he will.' That redoubled assertion then
of Christ, that he can do nothing of himself, is to be applied
to the matter under consideration. He had not done, nor
could not do any work, than such as his Father did also :

it was impossible he should
;
not only because he would

not, in which sense to a(5ov\r)Tov is one kind of those things

1^
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which are impossible ;
but also because of the oneness in

will, nature, and power of himself, and his Father, which he

asserts in many particulars. Nor doth he temper his speech
as one that would ascribe all the honour to the Father, and

so remove the charge that he made a man equal to the

Father, as ^Grotius vainly imagines : for although as man
he acknowledges his subjection to the Father, yea as Medi-

ator in the work he had in hand, and his subordination to

him as the Son, receiving all things from him by divine and

eternal communication
; yet the action or work that gave

occasion to that discourse, being an action of his person,
wherein he was God, he all along asserts his own equality
therein with the Father, as shall afterward be more fully

manifested.

So that though in regard of his divine personality, as

the Son, he hath all things from the Father, being begotten

by him, and as Mediator doth all things by his appoint-
ment and in his name

; yet he in himself is still one with

the Father, as to nature and essence,
' God to be blessed

for evermore.' And that it was an eternal Son of God
that took flesh upon him, &c. hath Mr. B. never read, that

in the *

beginning was the Word, and the Word was God,
and the Word was made flesh ;' that ' God was manifested in

the flesh ;' and that
' God sent forth his Son, made of a

woman, made under the law?' Of which places afterward,

in their vindication from the exception of his masters.

His eighth question is of the very same import with that

going before, attempting to exclude Jesus Christ from the

unity of essence with his Father, by his obedience to him,

and his Father's acceptation of him in the work of media-

tion
;
which being a most ridiculous begging of the thing

in question, as to what he pretends in the query to be argu-

mentative, I shall not farther insist upon it.

Q. 9. We are come to the head of this discourse and

of Mr. B.'s design in this chapter; and indeed of the great-
est design that he drives in religion, viz. The denial of the

eternal Deity of the Son of God, which not only in this

place directly, but in sundry others covertly he doth invade

''

Semper ea quae de se pra^dicarc cogitur, Christus ita lemperat, tit oinneni Iio-

noreni referat ad patreni, el removeat illud crimen, quasi liomincni patri a-qualrm
facial. Grotiiis Annot. in Joh. cap. 5. v. 30.
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and oppose. His question is,
' Doth the Scripture account

Christ to be the Son of God, because he was eternally be-

gotten out of the divine essence, or for other reasons .agree-

ing to him only as a man ? Rehearse the passages to this

purpose.'
His answer is from Luke i. 31—35. John x. 36. Acts

xiii. 32, 33. Rev. i. 5. Col. i. 18. Heb. i. 4, 5. y. 5. Rom.

viii. 29. most of which places are expressly contrary to him

in his design, as the progress of our discourse will discover.

This, I say, being the head of the difference between us

in this chapter, after I have rectified one' mistake in Mr. B.'s

question, I shall state the whole matter so as to obviate far-

ther labour and trouble, about sundry other ensuing queries.

For Mr. B.'s question then, we say not that the Son is be-

gotten eternally out of the divine essence, but in it, not by
an eternal act of the Divine Being, but of the person of the

Father ;
which being premised I shall proceed.

The question that lies before us is,
* Doth the Scripture account Christ to be the Son of

God, because he was eternally begotten out of the divine

essence, or for other reasons agreeing to him only as a man?
Rehearse the passages to this purpose.'

The reasons as far as I can gather which Mr. B. lays at

the bottom of this appellation, are 1. His birth of the Virgin,
from Luke i. 30 34. 2. His mission, or sending into the

world by the Father
;
John x. 36. 3. His resurrection with

power; Acts xiii. 32, 33. Rev. i. 5. Col. i. 18. 4. His ex-

altation; Heb. V. 5. Rom. viii. 29.

For the removal of all this, from prejudicing the eternal

Sonship of Jesus Christ, there is an abundant sufficiency

arising from the consideration of this one argument. If

Jesus Christ be called the Son of God antecedently to his

incarnation, mission, resurrection, and exaltation, then there

is a reason and cause of that appellation, before, and above

all these considerations
;
and it cannot be on any of these

accounts that he is called the Son of God
;
but that he is

so called antecedently to all these, I shall afterward abun-

dantly manifest. Yet a little farther process in this busi-

ness, as to the particulars intimated, may not be unseason-

able.

1. Then, I shall propose the causes, on the account
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whereof alone these men affirm that Jesus Christ is called

the Son of God. Of these the first and chiefest they insist

upon is, his birth of the Virgin ;
viz. that he was called the

Son of God, because he was conceived of the Holy Ghost;
this our catechist in the first place proposes, and before

him his masters. So the Racovians, in answer to that

question.
'
Is^ therefore the Lord Jesus a mere man V

' A. By no means
;
for he was conceived by the Holy

Ghost, born of the Virgin, and therefore, from his birth

and conception was the Son of God, as we read in Luke

i. 35.' The place insisted on by the gentleman we are dealing
withal.

Of the same mind are the residue of their companions.
So do Ostorodus and Voidovius give an account of their

faith, in their
'

Compendium,' as they call it, of the doctrine

of the Christian church, flourishing now chiefly in Poland.

'They'' teach,' say they,
' Jesus Christ to be that man that

was conceived of the Holy Ghost, born of the Virgin, besides

and before whom they acknowledge no only begotten Son

of God truly existing. Moreover, they teach him to be God,
and the only begotten Son of God, by reason of his concep-
tion of the Holy Ghost,' &c. Smalcius hath written a whole

book of the true divinity of Jesus Christ, wherein he hath

gathered together whatever excellencies they will allow to

be ascribed uatohim, making his Deity to be the exurgency
of them all. Therefore is he God, and the Son of God, be-

cause the things he there treats of, are ascribed unto him.

Among these in his third chapter, which is of the conception
and nativity of Jesus Christ, he gives this principal account

why he is called the Son of God, even from his conception
and nativity.

' He' was,' saith he,
' conceived of the Holy

e Erfeo dominus Jesus est purus homo ?—Ans. Nullo pacto; etenim est conccptus
a Spiritu Sancto, natus ex Maria Virgine, eoque ab ipsa coiiceptione ct ortii Filius

Dei est, ut de ea re Luke i. 3.5. legimus. Catech. Racov. de Persona Cliristi cap. 1.

• Jesum Christum docent esse homincm ilhim, a spiritu Sancto coiiceptutii, et

natum ex beata Virgine, extra vcl ante quem, nullum agnoscunt esse (aut) fuisse

re ipsa existentem unigenitum Dei Filium. Porro hunc, Deuni et Piliuni Dei unigeni-

tuni esse docent tuin ratione conceptionis, a Spiritu Sancto, &cc. Compendiolum
Doctrine Ecclcs. Christianie, &c. cap. 1.

'
Conceptus cnim est de Spiritu Sancto, et natus ex Virgine Maria. Ob id genus

conceptionis et nativitatis moduni Filius etiam Dei ab ipso angelo vocatus fuit, et

ita naturalis Dei Filius (quia scilicet talis natus fuit)dici vere potest. Solus Jesus

Christus a Deo patre suo absque opera viri in lumen productus est. Smal. de vera

divjnit. Jes. Christ, cap. 3.
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Ghost, and born of the Virgin Mary, because of which man-

ner of conception and nativity, he was by the angel called

the Son of God
;
and may so really be called the natural Son

of God, because he was born such ; only Jesus Christ was

brought forth to light by God his Father, without the help
of man.'

The great master of the herd himself, from whom indeed

the rest do glean, and gather almost all that they take so

much pains to scatter about the world, gives continually
this reason of Christ's being called the Son of God, and his

natural Son. '
I say,"' saith he,

' that Christ is deservedly
called the natural Son of God, because he was born the Son

of God, although he was not begotten of the substance of

God. And that he was born the Son of God another way,
and not by generation of the substance of God, the words

of the angel prove ;
Luke i. 35. Therefore, because that man

Jesus of Nazareth, who is called Christ, was begotten not

by the help of any man, but by the operation of the Holy
Spirit in the womb of his mother, he is, therefore, or for that

cause, called the Son of God.' So he against Weick the

Jesuit. He is followed by Volkelius, lib. 5. cap. 11. p. 468.

whose book indeed is a mere casting into a kind of a me-

thod, what was written by Socinus and others, scattered in

sundry particulars, and whose method is pursued and im- "

proved by Episcopius. Jonas Schlichtingius amongst them
all seems to do most of himself; I shall therefore add his

testimony, to shew their consent in the assignation of this

cause of the appellation of the ' Son of God,' ascribed to our

blessed Saviour. 'There are,' saith he, *many sayings of

Scripture, which shew that Christ is in a peculiar manner,
and on an account not common to any other, the Son of God;
but yet we may not hence conclude that he is a Son on a

^ Dico igitur, Christum meiito dici posse Filium Dei naturalem, quia natus est
Dei Filius ; tametsi ex ipsa Dei substantia non fuerit generatus. Natum autem ilium
sub alia ratioiie, quam per geiierationem ex ipsius Dei substantia probant angeli
verba, Marix matri ejus dicta, Luke i. 35. Quia igitur homo ille Jesus Nazare-
nus, qui diclus est Christus, non viri alicujus opera, sed Spiritus Sancti operatione
generatus est in niatris utero

; propterea Filius Dei est vocatus. Faust. Socin. Re-
ponsio. ad Weick. cap. 4. p. 202.

' Sunt quidera plurima dicta qua ostendunt Christum, peculiar! prorsus nee ulli

alio communi ratione esse Dei Filium
; non tamen hinc concludere licet eum esse

natural! ratione filium
;
cum prjeter banc, et illam communem, alia dari possit, et

in Christo reipsa locum habeat. Nonne singulari prorsus ratione, nee ulli Gommiini,
Dei Filius est Christus, si ab ipso Deo, vi et eificacia Spiritus Sancti, in utero vir-

ginis conceptus fuit et genitus 1
Schlichting. ad Meisner. Artie. deTrinit. p. 160.
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natural account, when besides this, and that more common,
another reason may be given, which hath place in Christ. Is

he not the Son of God on a singular account, and that which

is common to no other, if of God himself, by the virtue and

efficacy of the Holy Spirit, he was conceived and begotten
in the womb of his mother?

And this is the only buckler which they have to keep
off the sword of that argument for the Deity of Christ, from

his being the proper Son of God, from the throat and heart

of that cause which they have undertaken. And yet how

faintly they hold it, is evident from the expressions of this

most cunning and skilful of all their champions. There may
another reason be given ;

which is the general evasion of

them all, from any express testimony of Scripture.
' The

words may have another sense,' therefore, nothing from them

can be concluded
; whereby they have left nothing stable,

or unshaken in Christian religion; and yet wipe their

mouths, and say they have done no evil.

But now lest any one should say, that they can see no

reason why Christ should be called the ' Son of God,'because

he was so conceived by the Holy Ghost, nor wherefore God
should therefore in a peculiar manner, and more eminently,

than in respect of any other, be called the ' Father of Christ;'

to prevent any objection that on this hand might arise, Smal-

cius gives an account whence this is, and why God is called

the ' Father of Christ,' and what he did in his conception ;

which, for the abomination of it, 1 had rather you should

hear in his words than in mine. In his answer to the second

part of the refutation of Socinus by Smiglecius, cap. 17, 18.

he contends to manifest and make good that Christ was

the 'Son of God according to the flesh,' in direct opposition

to that of the apostle,
' He was of the seed of David accord-

ing to the flesh, declared to be the Son of God,' &,c. Rom. i.

3,4. He says then, cap. 18. p. 156. 'Socinus affii)aat Deum
in generatione Christi vices patris supplevisse. But hi.w

I pray? why, 'Satis est ad ostendendum, Deum in gene-

ratione Christi vices viri supplevisse, si ostendatur, Deum
id ad Christi generationem adjecisse, quod in generatione

hominis ex parte viri, ad hominern" producendum adjeci

solet.' But what is that, or how is that done ?
* Nos Dei

virtutem in Virginis uterum aliquam substantiam creatam
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vel immisisse, aut ibi creasse affirmamus, ex qua juucto eo,

quod ex ipsius Virginis substantia accessit, verus homo ge-

neratus fuit. \Alias enim homo ille, Dei Filius a conceptione

etnativitateproprie nonfuisset;' cap. 17. p. 150. Very good,
unless this abominable figment may pass current, Christ was

not the Son of God. Let the reader observe by the way,
that they cannot but acknowledge Christ to have been, and

to have been called the ' Son of God' in a most peculiar man-

ner : to avoid the evidence of the inference from thence, that

therefore he is God, of the same substance with his Father,

they only have this shift, to say he is called the ' Son of God,'

upon the account of that, whereof there is not the least tittle,

nor word in the whole book ofGod
; yea, which is expressly

contrary to the testimony thereof; and unless this be granted,

theyaffirmthatChristcannotbecalled the'Son of God.' But

let us hear this great Rabbi of Mr. B.'s religion a little far-

ther clearing up this mystery :

' Necessitas magna fuit, ut

Christus ab initio vitse suse esset Deo Filius, qualis futurus

non fuisset nisi Dei virtute aliquid creatum fuisset, quod ad

constituendum Christi corpus, una cum Marise sanguine
concurrit. Mansit auteni nihilominus sanguis Marias Vir-

ginis purissimus, etiamsi cum alio aliquo semine commixtus
fuit. Potuit enim tam purum, imo purius semen, a Deo
creari, et proculdubio creatum fuit, quam erat sanguis Marise.

Communis denique sensus, et fides Christianorum omnium,

quod Christus non ex virili semine conceptus sit
; primum,

communis error censendus est, si sacris literis repugnet:
Deinde id quod omnes sentiunt, facile cum ipsa veritate con-

ciliari potest, ut scilicet semen illud, quod a Deo creatum,
et cum semine Mariae conjunctum fuit, dicatur non virile,

quia non a viro profectum sit, vel ex viro in uterum Viro-i-
. . .

^
nis translatum, ut quidam opinantur, qui semen Josephi tran-

slatum in Virginis uterum credunt
; cap. 18. p. 158. And

thus far are men arrived. Unless this horrible figment may
be admitted, Christ is not the Son of God. He who is the

'true God and eternal hfe,' will one day plead the cause of his

own glory against these men.

I insist somewhat the more on these thino-s, that men
may judge the better, whether in all probability Mr. Biddle
in his impartial search into the Scripture, did not use the

help of some of them that went before him, in the discovery
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of the same things, which he boasts himself to have found
out.

And this is the first reason which our catechist hath

Jaken from his masters, to communicate to his scholars, why
Jesus Christ is called the Son of God. This he and they
insist on, exclusively to his eternal Sonship, or being the

Son of God in respect of his eternal generation of the sub-

stance of his Father.

The other causes which they assign, why he is called the

Son of God, I shall very briefly point unto. By the way
that hath been spoken of they say he was the Son of God

;

the natural Son of God. But they say he was the Son of

God, before he was God. He grew afterward to be a God

by degrees as he had those graces and excellencies, and that

power given him, wherein his Godhead doth consist. So
that he was the Son of God, but not God (in their own sense)
until awhile after; and then, when he was so made a God,
he came thereby to be more the Son of God. But by this

addition to his Sonship he became the adopted Son of God;
as by being begotten, as was before revealed, he was the na-

tural Son of God. Let us hear Smalcius a little opening
these mysteries ;

'

Neither,'™ saith he,
' was Christ God, all the

while he was the Son of God. To be the Son of God, is re-

ferred to his birth, and all understand how one may be called

the Son of God, for his birth or original. But God none
can be (besides that one God), but for his likeness to God.
So that when Christ was made like God, by the divine qua-
lities which were in him, he was most rightly so far the Son
of God, as he was God, and so far God, as he was the Son
of God. But before he had obtained that likeness to God,

properly he could not be said to be God.'

And these are some of those monstrous figments which
under pretence of bare abhorrence to the Scripture, our ca-

techist would obtrude upon us. First, Christ is the Son of

God. Then growing like God in divine qualities, he is made
a God, and so becomes the Son of God. And this, if the

™ Nee enim orani tempore quo Christus Filius Dei fiiit, Deus etiaiii fuit. Filium

enim Dei esse, ad nativitateni etiaiu referri, et ob orliiiu ipsuni aliciucm Dei Filium

appeilari posse nemo iion inteliigit. AtDeum (prwter uiium ilium Deum) nemo esse

potest, nisi propter similitudineui cum Deo. Itiujue tunc cum Christus Deo similis fac-

tus esset per (Uviiias qua: in ipso cranttiiiaiitates, summo jure eatenus Dei Filius, qua
deus, et vicissim eatenus Deus, qua Dei Filius : at ante obtentam illam cum deo simi-

litudinem Deus proprie dici non potuit. Smal. Rcspon. ad Sniiglec. cap. 17. p. 154.

d
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man may be believed, is the pure doctrine of the Scripture.

And if Christ be a God because he is like God, by the same

reason we are all gods in Mr. B.'s conceit, being all made

in the image and likeness of God, which, says he, by sin we
have not lost.

But what kind of Sonship is added to Christ by all these

excellencies, whereby he is made like to God? The same

author tells us, that it is a Sonship by adoption, and that

Christ on these accounts was the adopted Son of God. '

If,'"

saith he,
' what is the signification of this word adoptivus

may be considered from the Scripture, we deny not but that

Christ in this manner may be called the adopted Son of God
;

seeing that such is the property and condition of an adopted
son that he is not born such as he is afterward made by adop-

tion; certainly seeing that Christ was not such by nature,

or in his conception and nativity as he was afterward in his

succeeding age, he may justly on that account be called the

adopted Son of God.' Such miserable plunges doth Satan

drive men into, whose *

eyes he hath once blinded, that the

glorious light of the gospel should not shine into them.' And

by this we may understand whatever they add farther con-

cerning the Sonship of Christ
;
that all belongs to this adop-

tive Sonship, v^hereof there is not one tittle in the whole

book of God.

The reasons they commonly add, why in this sense Christ

is called the Son of God, are the same which they give, why
he is called God. 'Heo is the only begotten Son of God

(say the authors of the Compendium of the religion before-

mentioned), because God sanctified him, and sent him into

the world, and because of his exaltation at the right hand of

God, whereby he was made our Lord and God.'

If the reader desire to hear them speak in their own words,
let him consult Smalcius, 'de vera Divinit. Jes. Christ.' cap.
7. &.C. 'Socin. Disput. cum Erasmo Johan. Rationum qua-

" Si quse sitvocabuli adoptivus significatio ex mente sacrarum literaruni conside-

retur, nos non inficiari Cliristum suo niodo esse adoptivum Dei Filium. Quia eniin

adoptivi Filii ea est conditio et proprietas, ut talis non sit natus qualis factus est post

adoptionem ; certe quia Cliiistus talis natura, vel in ipsa conceptione et nativitate

non fuit, qualis postea fuit, fetate accedente, sine injuria adoptivus Dei Filiuseo raodo

dici potest. Snialci. ad Smiglec. cap. 20. p. 175.
° Filium Dei unigenitum essedocent, turn propter sanctificationem, ac missionera

in miindum, turn exaltationem ad dei dcxtram
; adeo ut factum Dominum et Deuin

nostrum affirmant. Compcndi. Reiig. cap. 1. p. 2,
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tuor antecedent. Refut. Disput. de Christinatura;' pp. 14, 15.

Adversus Weickum pp. 224. 245. et passim. Volkel. de vera

Religi. lib. 5. cap. 10— 12. Jonas Schlicht. adMeisner. pp.

192, 193. &c. Especially the same person, fully and dis-

tinctly opening and declaring the minds of his companions,
and the several accounts on which they affirm Christ to be,

and to have been called the Son of God, in his Comment on

the Epistle to the Hebrews, pp.1 6—20. as also his Notes upon
Vechnerus's Sermon on John i. p. 14. Sec. 'Anonym. Res-

pon. ad centum argumenta Cichorii Jesuita?' pp. 8— 10.
' Con-

fessio Fidei Christianse, edita nomine Ecclesiarum in Polo-

nia. pp. 24, 25.

Their good friend Episcopius hath ordered all their causes

of Christ's filiation under four heads.
* The Pfirst way,' saith he,

'

whereby Christ is in the Scrip-
tures KUT e^oxnv called the Son of God, is in that as man he

was conceived of the Holy Ghost and born of a virgin. And
I doubt not,' saith he, 'but that God is on this ground called

eminently the Father of our Lord Christ.

*2. Jesus Christ by reason of that duty or office which

was imposed on him by his Father, that he should be the

King of Israel promised by the prophet, is called the Son

of God.
'
3. Because he was raised up by the Father to an immor-

tal life, and as it were born again from the womb of the

earth, without the help of any mother.
'
4. Because being so raised from death, he is made com-

plete heir of his Father's house, and Lord of all his heavenly

goods, saints, and angels.' The like he had written before in

his Apology for the Remonstrants
; cap. 2. sect. 2.

Thus he, evidently and plainly from the persons before-

named. But yet after all this, he asks another question,

whether all this being granted, there do not yet moreover re-

main a more eminent and peculiar reason, why Christ is

P Primus modus est, quia quatenus homo ex Spiritu Dei Sancto conceptus est, et

ex Virgine natiis est : nee dubiiun milii est, quin ob liuiic niodum, Deus etiaiii xar

l^oyhv vocetur Pater domini iiostri Jesu Ciiristi. Secundus modus est, quia Jesus

Cliristus ratione niuneris illius, quod a Patre special! mandato imposituiii ei fuit, ut

Rex Israelis csset, promissus ille per prophetas, ct prajvisus ante sccula Filius Dei

vocatur. Tertius modus est, quia a Patre ex mortiiis in vitani immortalem suscitatus,

et veluti ex utero terra;, nullo mediante matre, denuo genitus est. Quartus modus

est, quia Jesus Christus ex morte suscitatus, lia?rcs extasse constitutus est in donio

Patrissui, ac proinde bonorum omnium ca;lcstium, et Patris sui ministroium omnium
sive angelorum Dominus. Episcop. Institu. Tfieolog. lib. 4. cap. 33. sect. "2. p. 195.
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called the Son of" God. He i answers himself: There is;

namely, his eternal sreneration of the Father; his beino; God
of God, from all eternity, which he pursues with sundry ar-

guments ;
and yet in the close disputes, that the acknow-

ledgment of this truth is not fundamental, or the denial of

it exclusive of salvation. So this great reconciler of the Ar-

minian and Socinian religions, whose composition and unity
into an opposition to them whom he calls Calvinists, is the

great design of his theological institutions, and such at this

day is the aim of Curcellseus, and some others. By the way
I shall desire (before I answer what he offers to confirm his

assignation ofthis fourfold manner of filiation to Jesus Christ),

to ask this learned gentleman (or those of his mind who do

survive him) this one question; Seeing that Jesus Christ was
from eternity the Son of God, and is called so after his in-

carnation, and was on that account in his whole person the

Son of God, by their own confessions, what title he or they
can find in the Scripture of a manifold filiation of Jesus

Christ, in respect of God his Father? or whether it be not a

diminution of his glory, to be called the Son of God upon
any lower account, as by a new addition to him, who was

eternally his only begotten Son, by virtue of his eternal ge-
neration of his own substance ?

Having thus discovered the mind of them with whom we
have to do, and from whom our catechist hath borrowed his

discoveries, I shall briefly do these two things :

1. Shew that the filiation of Christ consists in his sfene-

ration of the substance of his Father from eternity ;
or that

he is the Son of God upon the account of his divine nature

and subsistence therein, antecedent to his incarnation.

2. That it consists solely therein, and that he was not,
nor was called the Son of God upon any other account, but
that mentioned

;
and therein answer what by Mr. B. or

others is objected to the contrary.
3. To which I shall add testimonies and arguments for

the Deity of Christ, whose opposition is the main business

of that new religion, which Mr. Biddle would catechise poor
unstable souls into, in the vindication of those excepted
against by the Racovians.

For the demonstration of the first assertion, I shall insist

1 Insti. Tlieol. lib. 4. sect. 2. c. 33. p. 335.
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on some few of the testimonies and arguments, that might
be produced for the same purpose.

1. He who is the true, proper, only begotten Son of God,
of the livino- God, he is beootten of the essence of God
his Father, and is his Son by virtue of that generation. But

Jesus Christ was thus the only, true, proper, only begotten
Son of God

; and, therefore, is the Son of God upon the ac-

count before-mentioned. That Jesus Christ is the Son of

God in the manner expressed, the Scripture abundantly tes-

tifieth:
' Lo a voice from heaven, saying. This is my beloved

Son, in whom I am well pleased ;'
Matt. iii. 17.

' Thou art

Christ the Son of the living God;' Matt. xvi. 16. John

vi. 69.

Which place in Matthew is the rather remarkable, be-

cause it is the confession of the faith of the apostles, given in

answer to that question,
' Whom say ye that I the Son of

man am?' They answer, 'the Son of the living God.' And
this in opposition to them who said he was a prophet, or as

one of the prophets, as Mark expresses it, chap, vi, 15. that

is, only so. And the whole confession manifests, that they
did in it acknowledge both his office of being the Mediator,

and his divine nature, or person also. 'Thou art the Christ;'

those words comprise all the causes of filiation, insisted on

by them with whom we have to do, and the whole office of

the mediation of Christ
;
but yet hereunto they add,

' the Son

of the living God :' expressing his divine nature and Sonship
on that account.

And we know that the ' Son of God is come, and hath

given us an understanding, that we may know him that is

true ;
and we are in him that is true, even in his Son Jesus

Christ, this is the true God, and eternal life ;'
1 John v. 20.

' He spared not his own Son ;' Rom. viii. 32. ' And the Word
was made flesh, and dwelt amongst us, and we saw his glory,

the glory as of the only begotten Son of God ;' John i. 14.

* No man hath seen God at any time, the only begotten Son,

who is in the bosom of the Father he hath revealed him ; ver.

18. Said also,
' That God was his Father making himself

equal with God
;'

1 John v. 18.
' So God loved the world

that he gave his only begotten Son ;' John iii. 16.
* In this

was manifest the love of God, that he sent his only begotten
Son into the world ;' 1 John iv. 9.

' Thou art my Son this
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day have I begotten thee ;' Psal. ii. 7. 8cc. All which places

will be afterward vindicated at large.

To prove the inference laid down, I shall fix on one or

two of these instances.

1. He who is tStocwtoe, the 'proper Son' of any, is begotten

of the substance of his Father: Christ is the proper Son of

God, and God he called often idiov iraT^pa his
'

proper Father.'

He is properly a Father who begets another of his substance,

and he is properly a Son, who is so begotten.

Grotius'' confesseth there is an emphasis in the word iStoc,

whereby Christ is distinguished from that kind of Sonship,

which the Jews laid claim unto. Now the sonship they laid

claim unto, and enjoyed so many of them, as were truly so,

was by adoption. For* to them pertained the adoption;' Rom.

ix. 4. wherein this emphasis then, and specially of Christ's

Sonship should consist, but in what we assert of his natural

Sonship, cannot be made to appear. Grotius says it is, be-

cause the * Son of God was a name ofthe Messiah.' True, but

on what account ? Not that common of adoption, but this

of nature, as shall afterward appear.

Again, He who is properly a Son, is distinguished from

him who is metaphorically so only. For any thing whatever

is metaphorically said to be, what it is said to be, by a trans-

lation, and likeness to that which is true. Now if Christ be

not begotten of the essence of his Father, he is only a me-

taphorical Son of God, by way of allusion, and cannot be

called the proper Son of God, being only one who hath but

a similitude to a proper Son. So that it is a plain contradic-

tion, that Christ should be the proper Son of God, and yet
not be begotten of his Father's essence. Besides, in that

eighth of the Romans, the apostle had before mentioned other

sons of God, who became so by adoption; ver. 15, 16. but

when he comes to speak of Christ, in opposition to them, he

calls him God's own, or proper Son; that is, his natural Son,

they being so only by adoption. And in the very words

themselves, the distance that is given him by way of emi-

nence above all other things, doth sufficiently evince in what

sense he is called the proper Son of God. ' He that spared
not his own Son, how shall he not with him give us all

things ?'

" Grot. Annot. Joh. v. 18.
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2. The only begotten Son of God, is his natural Son, be-

gotten of his essence, and there is no other reason of this

appellation. And this is farther clear from the antithesis, of

this only begotten, to adopted. They are adopted sons who
are received to be such by grace and favour. He is only be-

gotten, who alone is begotten of the substance of his father.

Neither can any other reason be assigned, why Christ should

so constantly, in way of distinction from all others, be called

the '

only begotten Son of God.' It were even ridiculous to

say that Christ were the only begotten Son of God, and his

proper Son, if he were his Son only metaphorically and im-

properly. That Christ is the proper, only begotten Son of

God improperly and metaphorically, is that which is as-

serted to evade these testimonies of Scripture. Add here-

unto, the emphatical discriminating significancy of that voice

from heaven,
'
this is he, that well-beloved Son of mine ;'

and that testimony which in the same manner Peter gave to

this Sonship of Christ in his confession,
' thou art the Son

of the living God ;'
and the ground of Christ's filiation will

be yet more evident. Why the Son of the living God, un-

less as begotten of God, as the living God, as living things

beget of their own substance ? but of that place before.

Christ then being the true, proper, beloved, only begotten
Son of the living God, is his natural Son, of his own sub-

stance and essence.

The same truth may have farther evidence given unto

it, from the consideration of what kind of Son of God Jesus

Christ is. He who is such a Son as is equal to his Father in

essence and properties ; he is a Son begotten of the essence

of his Father. Nothing can give such an equality, but a

communication of essence ; then, with God equality of

essence, can alone give equality of dignity and honour.

For between that dignity, power, and honour, which belongs
to God, as God, and that dignity or honour, that is, or may
be, given to any other, there is no proportion, much less

equality, as shall be evidenced at large afterward. And
this is the sole reason why a son is equal to his father in

essence and properties, because he hath from him a commu-

nication of the same essence, whereof he is partaker. Now
that Christ is such a Son as hath been mentioned, the

Scripture abundantly testifies.
' My Father,' saith Christ,

VOL. VIII. s
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'worketh hitherto, and I work. Therefore the Jews sought

the more to kill him, not only because he had broken the

sabbath, but said also that God was his Father, making
himself equal with God;' John V. 17. 18. ver. 17. having called

God his Father, in the particular manner before-mentioned,

and affirmed to himself an equal nature and power for ope-

ration with his Father; the Jews thence infer that he testi-

fied of himself, that he was such a Son of God, as that he

was equal with God.

The full opening of this place at large is not my present

business. The learned readers know where to find that done

to their hand. The intendment of those words is plain and

evident. Grotius^ expounds 'laov tavTov n^ 3"£fe) ; by,
*
it was

lawful for him to do what was so to God, and that he was no

more bound to the sabbath than he; which,' saith he, 'was

a gross calumny.' So ver. 19.' those words of our Saviour ;

'The Son can do nothing of himself, but what he sees the

Father dg' (wherein the emphasis lies evidently in the words

a<^' kavTov, for the Son can do nothing of himself, but what

the Father doth, seeing he hath his essence, and so conse-

quently will and power communicated to him by the

Father) he renders to be an allusion to, and comparison
between, a master and scholar : as the scholar looks dili-

gently to what his master doth, and strives to imitate him
;

so was it with Christ and God
;
which exposition was the

very same with that which the Arians assigned to this place
as Maldonat upon the place makes appear. That it is not

an equal licence with the Father, to work on the sabbath,
but an equality of essence, nature, and power, between
Father and Son, that the Jews concluded from the saying of

Christ, is evident from this consideration
; that there was no

strength in that plea of our Saviour, of working on the

sabbath day, because his Father did so, without the violation

of the sabbath, unless there had been an equality between
the persons working. That the Jews did herein calumniate

Christ, or accused him falsely, the Tritheits said, indeed, as

"Zanchius testifies
;
and Socinus is of the same mind, whose

» Sibi licere praedicans quicquid Deo licet; neque magis sabbato adstringi.
crassa calumnia. Grot. Annot. John, v. 18.

*
Coraparatio est sumpta a discipulo sibi qui magistrum prjeeuntem diligenter

intuefiir, ut imitari posset.
" Zanchius de Tribus Elohira. lib. 5. cap. 4. p. 151.
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interests Grotius chiefly serves in his annotations. But the

whole context and carriage of the business, with the whole

reply of our Saviour, do abundantly manifest, that the Jews,
as to their collection, were in the right, that he made him-
self such a Son of God as was equal to him.

For if in this conclusion they had been mistaken, and so

had calumniated Christ; there be two grand causes, why
he should have delivered them from that mistake, by ex-

pounding to them what manner of Son of God he was.

First,
'^ because of the just scandal they might take at wdiat

he had spoken, apprehending that to be the sense of his

words, which they professed. Secondly, because on that

account they sought to slay him, which if they had done,
he should by his death have borne witness to that which
was not true. They sought to kill him, because he made
himself such a Son of God, as by that Sonship he was equal
to God; which if it were not so, there was a necessity in-

cumbent on him, to have cleared himself of that aspersion :

which yet he is so far from, as that in the following verses,

he farther confirms the same thing.

So he '

thought it not robbery to be equal with God ;'

Phil. ii. 6, It is of God the Father that this is spoken, as

the Father ; as it appears in the winding up of that discourse,

ver. 11. 'That every tongue shall confess, that Jesus

Christ is Lord, to the glory of God the Father.' And to him

is Christ equal, and therefore begotten of his own essence.

Yea he is such a Son as is one with his Father: *
I and

my Father are one ;' John x. 30. which the Jews again

instantly interpret without the least reproof from him, that

he being man, did yet aver himself to be God; ver. 33.

This place also is attempted to be taken out of our hands

byy Grotius, though with no better success than the former.

'Eyw KOI 6 7rarr)|0 ev kafxev.
' He joineth what he had spoken,

with what went before :' saith he,
'
If they cannot be taken

froDi my Father's power, they cannot be taken from mine ;

" Notemus igitur Christum Judreos tanqiiain in verborum suoniiu iiitelligcntia

hallucinatos niiniiiie reprehendeiiteni se naluralem Dei Filiuin clare profi'ssiiii) esse.

Deinde, quod isto modo colligurit Cliristuiu so Deo ajqualem facere rectc feceniiit;

nee ideo a Chrlsto refclluutur, aut viiuperantur ab evangelista, qui in re tanta nos

errare non fuit passus. Cartwrightus Har. Evan, in Loc.

y Connectit quod dixorat cum superioribus. Si Patris potcstali eripi uon

potcruiit, nee incjs potcrunt. Nam potestas iiieaa Patre emauat, ct quidoiu ita, ut

tanUindem valeat a me aut a patre custodiri. vid. Gen. xii. 2.5. 27.

s 2
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for I have my power of my Father, so that it is all one to be

kept ofme, as ofmy Father :' which he intends, as I suppose,
to illustrate by the example of the power that Joseph had

under Pharoah, Gen xli. though the verse he intend be false

printed. But that it is an unity of essence and nature, as

well as an alike prevalency of power that our Saviour in-

tends, not only for that apprehension which the Jews had

concerning the sense of those words, who immediately took

up stones to kill him for blasphemy, from which apprehen-
sion he doth not at all labour to free them

;
but also from the

exposition of his mind in these words, which is given us in

our Saviour's following discourse. For ver. 16. he tells us,

this is as much as if he had said,
'
I am the Son of God.'

Now the unity between Father and Son, is in essence and
nature principally ;

and then that he ' doeth the works of the

Father,' the same works that his Father doeth
;
ver. 37, 38.

which, were he not of the same nature with him he could not
do : which he closes with this, 'that the Father is in him,
and he in the Father,' ver. 38. of which words before and
afterward.

He then (that we may proceed) who is so the Son ofGod,
as that he is one with God, and therefore God, is the natural

and eternal Son of God
; but that such a Son is Jesus Christ,

is thus plentifully testified unto in the Scripture. But
because I shall insist on sundry other places to prove the

Deity of Christ, which also all confirm the truth under de-

monstration, I shall here pass them by. The evidences of
this truth from Scripture do so abound, that I shall but

only mention some other heads of arguments, that may be,
and are commonly insisted on to this purpose. Then,

3. He who is the Son of God, begotten of his Father, by
an eternal communication of his divine essence, he is the
Son begotten of the essence of the Father. For these terms
are the same, and of the same importance. But this is the

description of Christ as to his Sonship, which the Holy
Ghost gives us. Begotten he was of the Father according
to his own testimony; 'Thou art my Son, this day have I be-

gotten thee
;' Psal. ii. 7. And he is

' the only begotten Son of
God;' John i. 14. And that he is so begotten by a commu-
nication of essence, we have his own testimony ;

' When
there were no hills I was brought forth;' Prov. viii. 28. He
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was begotten and brought forth from eternity. And how
he tells you farther, John v. 26. ' The Father hath given
unto the Son to have life in himself.' It was by the Father's

communication of life unto him, and his living essence or

substance
;
for the life that is in God, differs not from his

being : and all this from eternity.
' The Lord possessed

me in the beginning of his way, before his works of old.

I was set up from everlasting, from the beginning, or ever

the earth was. When there were no depths, 1 was brought
forth : when there were no fountains abounding with water :

before the mountains were settled
;

before the hills was

I brought forth, &c. Prov. viii. 22, &c. to the end of ver. 32.
' And thou, Bethlehem-Ephratah,

—out of thee shall come
forth unto me, he that is to be ruler in Israel : whose goings
forth have been from of old, from everlasting;' Mich. v. 2.

' In the beginning was the Word ;'
John i. 1.

* And now, O
Father, glorify thou me with thine own self, with the glory
which I had with thee before the world was ;' John xvii. 5.

* And again, when he bringeth in the first begotten into the

world, he saith,' 8cc. Heb. i. 5, &c.

4. The farther description which we have given us of

this Son, makes it yet more evident.
* He is the brightness

of his Father's glory, and the express image of his person ;'

Heb. i. 3.
' The image of the invisible God ;' Col. i 15.

That Christ is the essential image of his Father, and not

an accidental image ;
an image so as no creature is, or can

be admitted into copartnership with him therein, shall be

on another occasion in this treatise fully demonstrated.

And thither the vindication of those texts from the gloss of

Grotius is also remitted.

And this may suffice (without insisting upon what more

-mio-ht be added) for the demonstration of the first assertion;

that Christ's filiation ariseth from his eternal generation; or

he is the Son of God, upon the account of his being begot-

ten of the essence of his Father from eternity.

2. That he is, and is termed the Son of God, solely on

this account, and not upon the reasons mentioned by Mr. B.

and explained from his companions, is with equal clearness

evinced : nay, I see not how any thing may seem necessary

for this purpose to be added to what hath been spoken; but

for the farther satisfaction of them who oppose themselves.



262 OF THE PERSON'"

the ensuing considerations, through the grace and patience

of God, may be of use.

1 . If for the reasons and causes above insisted on from

the Socinians, Christ be the Son of God, then Christ is the

Son of God '

according to the flesh,' or according to his hu-

man nature. So he must needs be, if God be called his

Father, because he supplied the room of a Father in his con-

ception. But this is directly contrary to the Scripture:

calling him the Son of God in respect of his divine nature, in

opposition to the flesh, or his human nature,
*

Concerning
his Son Jesus Christ our Lord, who was made of the seed of

David according to the flesh, and declared to be the Son of

God with power ;'
Rom. i. 2, 3.

' Of whom, as concerning
the flesh, Christ came, who is over all God blessed for ever;'

E-om. ix. 5. The same distinction and opposition is ob-

served, 2 Cor. xiii. 4. 1 Pet. iii. 18. If Jesus Christ accord-

ing to the flesh be the Son of David, in contradistirrction to

the Son of God, then doubtless he is not called the Son of

God according to the flesh : but this is the plain assertion

of the Scripture in the places before-named. Besides, on

the same reason that Christ is the Son of man, on the same

he is not the Son of God. But Christ was, and was called

the Son of man, upon the account of his conception of the

substance of his mother, and particularly the Son of David
;

and so is not on that account the Son of God.

Farther, that place of Rom. i. 3, 4. passing not without

some exceptions, as to the sense insisted on, may be farther

cleared and vindicated. Jesus Christ is called the Son of

God, ver. 1.3.' The gospel of God, concerning his Son
Jesus Christ.' This Son is farther described, 1 . By his

* human
nature, he was made of the seed of David according to the

flesh.' 2. In respect of his person or divine nature, wherein
he was the Son of God

;
and that Iv ^vvafxH, in powe ror ' ex-

isting in the power of God ;' for so Bvvafxig put absolutely
doth often signify; as Rom. i. 20. Matt. vi. 13. xxvi. 64.

Luke iv. 36. He had, or was, in the omnipotency of God
;

and was this declared to be, not in respect of the flesh, in

which he was made of a woman, but, Kara Trvevfia ayKDavvrjrj

(which is opposed to Kara aapKa), 'according to,' or 'in respect
of his divine Holy Spirit ;' as is also the intendment of that
word the *

Spirit,' in the places above-mentioned. Neither is-
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it new, that the Deity of Christ should be called Trvwfxa ayi-

wavvr^c;. Himself is called, CD'li'lp Wlp ;
Dan. ix. 24. sancli-

ias sauctitatum ; as here spiritus saiictitatis. And all this, saith

the apostle, was declared so to be, or Christ was declared to

be thus the Son of God, in respect of his divine, holy, spi-

ritual being, which is opposed to the flesh, 1'^ avaaTdaeioQ

viKpiov,
'

by the (or his) resurrection from the dead,' whereby
an eminent testimony was given unto his Deity: 'He was

declared to be the Son of God' thereby, according to the

sense insisted on.

To weaken this interpretation, Grotius moves, as they

say, every stone, and heaves at every word; but in vain. (1.)

'Opi(T^ivTOQ,he tells is as much diS irpoopia^ivTog; as by the

Vulgar Latin it is translated, pradestitiatus. So he pleads it

wasinterpretedby many of the ancients. The places he quotes
were most of them collected by Beza, in his annotations on

the place, who yet rejects their judgment therein, and cites

others to the contrary. Luke xxii. 22. Acts x. 42. xvii. 31.

are also urged by him to evince this sense of the word : in

each of which places it may be rendered 'declared,' or *
to de-

clare ;'
and in neither of them ought to be by

'

predestinated.'

Though the word may sometimes signify so (which is not

proved), yet that it here doth so will not follow : opog, a

definition (from whence that word comes) declares what a

thing is, makes it known. And opi^w, may best be rendered

to
' declare ;' Heb. iv. 7. So in this place: ti ovv 1(ttiv opta-

^evTog row ^iov ; deixOivTog, aTro(})av^ivTog
•

says Chrysostom
on the place. And so doth the subject matter require. The

apostle treating of the way whereby Christ was manifested

eminently to be the Son of God.

But the most learned man's exposition of this place is

:\dmirable.
'

Jesus,' ^saith he,
'
is many ways said to be the

Son of God.' (This is begged in the beginning, because it

y Jesus Filiiis Dei multis niodis dicitur. Maxime popularil(?r, ideo quod in rcg-

iium a Deo evectusest; quo scnsu verba Psalmi secundi, de Davidc dicla, cum ad

rcuum i)ervemt, Cliristo aptautur. Acts xiii. 3:?. et ad Hajbreos i. 5. Ilac autcui

Fitii, sive rcnia dignitas Jesu pra>destitiabatur ct prwiigurabatur tuni cum niortalcin

a^cns vitara magna ilia signa et pmdigia ederet, qua ivvafjucov voce denotantur, sajpe

crsingulariter imafxciui;, ut Mark vi. 5. ix. 39. Luke iv. 36. v. 17, vi. 19. viii. 46. ix. 1.

Acts xiii. 12. Ha-c si<'na edebat Jesus, per spiritum ilium sanctitatis, id est, vim di-

vinam, per quam ab initio conceptionis sanctificatus fuerat
;
Luke i. 3.5. Mark ii. 8.

John ix. 36, Ostenditur ergo .Icsus nobilis ex niatcrna parte, ut|)olc e.v rege ter-

rene ortus; sod noliilior expatrrna parte, quippc a Deo factus Rex ctelcstis post re-

suvrectionem. Grot. Annot. in Rom. i. 3, 4.
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will not be proved in the end. If this be granted it matters

not much what follows.)
'

But, most commonly, or most in

a popular way, because he was raised unto a kingdom by-

God.' (Not once in the whole book of God. Let him, or

any one for him, prove this by any one clear testimony from

Scripture, and take his whole interpretation. The Son of

God, as Mediator, was exalted to a kingdom, and made a

Prince and Saviour. But that, by that exaltation, he was

made the Son of God, or was so on that account, is yet to be

proved : yea, it is most false.) He goes on :
' In that sense

the words of the second Psalm were spoken of David, be-

cause he was exalted to a kingdom, which are applied to

Christ ;'
Acts xiii. 33. Heb. i. 5. (But it is not proved that

these words do at all belong to David, so much as in the

type ;
nor any of the words from ver. 7. to the end of the

Psalm. If they are so to be accommodated, they belong
to the manifestation, not constitution of him : and so they
are applied to our Saviour when they relate to his re-

surrection, as one who was thereby manifested to be the

Son of God, according as God had spoken of him.) But

now how was Christ predestinated to this Sonship ?
' This

kingly dignity or the dignity of a Son, of Jesus, was pre-
destinated and prefigured, when leading a mortal life, he

wrought signs and wonders, which is the sense of the words/
iv dvvaixsi' The first sense of the word bpia^ivrog, is here

insensibly slipped from. Predestinated and prefigured are

ill conjoined, as words of a neighbouring significancy. To

predestinate is constantly ascribed to God, as an act of his

fore-appointing things to their end : neither can this learned

man give one instance from the Scripture of any other sig-
nification of the word. And how comes now opKT^ivrog to

be prefigured ? Is there the least colour for such a sense ?
' Predestinated to be the Son of God with power :' that is,
' The sign he wrought prefigured that he should be exalted

to a kingdom.' He was by them in a good towardliness for

it. It is true, dwafiug and sometimes duvafiig, beino- in con-
struction with some transitive verb, do signify great or mar-
vellous works: but that Iv ^vvdfiEi, spoken of one declared

to be so, hath the same signification, is not proved. He adds,
' These signs Jesus did by the Spirit of holiness'; that is, that

divine efficacy wherewith he was sanctified from the beoin-
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ning of his conception ;'
Luke i. 35. Mark ii. 8. John ix. 36.

In the two latter places there is not one word to the pur-

pose in hand; perhaps he intended some other, and these are

false printed. The first shall be afterward considered. How
it belongs to what is here asserted, I understand not. That

Christ wrought miracles by the *

efficacy of the grace of the

Spirit,' with which he was sanctified is ridiculous. If by the

Spirit is understood his 'spiritual divine nature;' this whole

interpretation falls to the ground. To make out the sense

of the words he proceeds; 'Jesus therefore is shewed to be

noble on the mother's side, as coming of an earthly King,
but more noble on his Father's part; being made a heavenly

King of God after his resurrection ;'
Heb. v. 9. Acts ii. 30.

xxvi. 23. And thus is this most evident testimony of the

Deity of Christ eluded, or endeavoured to be so. Christ on

the mother's side was the Son of David
;
that is, according to

the flesh, of the same nature with her and him. On the Fa-

ther's side, he was the Son of God, of the same nature with

him. That God was his Father, and he the Son of God, be-

cause after his resurrection he was made a heavenly King, is

a hellish figment ;
neither is there any one word or tittle in the

texts cited to prove it: that it is a marvel to what end they
are mentioned, one of them expressly affirming that he was

the Son of God before his resurrection
;
Heb. v. 8, 9.

2. He who was actually the Son of God, before his con-

ception, nativity, endowment with power or exaltation, is

not the Son of God on those accounts, but on that only,

which is antecedent to them. Now by virtue of all the ar-

guments and testimonies before recited, as also of all those

that shall be produced for the proof and evincing of the eter-

nal Deity of the Son of God, the proposition is unmoveably
established, and the inference evidently follows thereupon.

But yet the proposition as laid down may admit of far-

ther confirmation at present. It is then testified to, Prov.

XXX. 4.
' What is his name, and what is his Son's name, if

thou canst tell?' He was therefore the Son of God, and he

was 'incomprehensible, even then before his incarnation.

Psal. ii. 7.
' Thou art my Son, this day have I begotten thee.'

Isa. ix. 6. 'Unto us a Son is born, unto us a child is given,

and the government shall be upon his shoulder, and his

name shall be called Wonderful, the mighty God, the ever-
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lasting Father, the Prince of peace.' He is a Son, as he is

the everiasting Father. And to this head of testimonies

belongs what we urged before from Prov. viii. 24. &.c.

' He is' the image of the invisible God, the first-born of every

creature ;'
Col.'i. 15. which surely as to his incarnation he was

not.
• Before Abraham was, I am;' John viii. 58. But of these

places in the following chapter I shall speak at large.

3. Christ was so the Son of God, that he that was made

like him was to be without father, mother, or genealogy;

Heb. vii. 3. 'Without father, without mother, without de-

scent, having neither beginning of days, nor end of life, but

made like the Son of God.' But now Christ in respect of

his conception and nativity, had a mother, and one, they

say, that supplied the room of father, had a genealogy that

is upon record, and beginning of life, &c. So that upon

these accounts he was not the Son of God, but on that

wherein he had none of all these things, in the want whereof,

Melchisedec was made like to him. I shall only add,

4. That which only manifests the filiation of Christ, is

not the cause of it. The cause of a thing is that which

gives it its being. The manifestation of it is only that which

declares it to be so. That all things insisted on, as the

causes of Christ's filiation, by them with whom we have to

do, did only declare and manifest him so to be who was the

Son of God, the Scripture witnesseth. 'The Holy Ghost

shall come upon thee, and the power of the Highest shall

overshadow thee
;
therefore also that holy thing which shall

be born of thee, shall be called the Son of God ;' Luke i. 35.

He shall be called so, thereby declared to be so. 'And great

was the mystery of godliness, God was manifested in the

flesh, justified in the spirit, seen of angels, preached unto

the Gen tiles, believed on in the world, received up into glory;'

1 Tim. iii. 16. All the causes of Christ's filiation assigned

by our adversaries, are evidently placed as manifestations

of God in him ;
or his being the Son of God. ' Declared to

be the Son of God with power, according to the spirit of

holiness, by the resurrection from the dead ;' Rom. i. 3. The

absurdity of assigning distinct, and so far different causes

of the same effect of filiation, whether you make them total

or partial, need not be insisted on.

Farther (to add one consideration more), says Socinus,
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Christ was the Son of God, upon the account of his holiness

and righteousness, and therein his likeness to God. Now
this he had not according to his principles in his infancy.

He proves Adam not to have been righteous in the state of

innocency, because he had yielded actual obedience to no

law. No more had Christ done in his infancy. Therefore,

(1.) He was not the Son of God upon the account of his na-

tivity. Nor (2.) did he become the Son of God any other-

wise than we do; viz. by hearing the word, learning the

mind, and doing the will of God. (3.) God did not give his

only begotten Son for us, but gave the son of Mary, that he

might (by all that which we supposed he had done for us)
be made the Son of God. And so (4.) this sending of

Christ doth not so much commend the love of God to us,

as to him, that he sent him to die and rise, that he might be

made God and the Son of God. Neither (5.) can any ex-

imious love to us of Christ be seen in what he did and suf-

fered ;
for had he not done and suffered what he did, he had

not been the Son of God. And also (6.) if Christ be on the

account of his excellencies, graces, and gifts, the Son of

God, which is one way of his filiation insisted on ;
and to be

God, and the Son of God, is as they say all one
;
and as it is,

indeed ;
then all who are renewed to the image of God,

and are thereby the sons of God (as are all believers) are

gods also.

And this that hath been spoken may suffice for the con-

firmation of the second assertion, laid down at the entrance

of this discourse.

To the farther confirmation of this assertion, two things

are to be annexed. First, The eversion of that fancy of

Episcopius, before-mentioned, and the rest of the Socinian-

izing Arminians, that Christ is called the Son of God,
both on the account of his eternal Sonship, and also of those

other particulars mentioned from him above. Secondly, To
consider the texts of Scripture produced by Mr. B. for the

confirmation of his insinuation,\hat Christ is not called the

Son of God because of his eternal generation of the essence

of his Father. The first may easily be evinced by the ensuing

arguments..
1. The question formerly proposed to Episcopius may

be renewed ;
for if Christ be the Son of God, partly upon
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the account of his eternal generation, and so he is God's

proper and natural Son
;
and partly upon the other accounts

mentioned
; then,

1. He is partly God's natural Son, and partly his adopted
Son

; partly his eternal Son, partly a temporary Son
; partly

a begotten Son, partly a made Son. Of which distinction

in reference to Christ, there is not one iota in the whole book

of God.

2. He is made the Son of God by that which only ma-

nifests him to be the Son of God, as the things mentioned

do.

3. Christ is equivocally only, and not univocally called

the Son of God : for that which hath various and diverse

causes of its being so, is so equivocally. If the filiation of

Christ hath such equivocal causes, as eternal generation,
actual incarnation, and exaltation, he hath an equivocal fi-

liation ; which, whether it be consistent with the Scripture,

which calls him the proper Son of God, needs no great pains
to determine.

2. The Scripture never conjoins these causes of Christ's

filiation, as causes in, and of the same kind; but expressly
makes the one the sole cause constituting, and the rest, causes

manifesting only ;
as hath been declared. And to shut up

this discourse, if Christ be the Son of man only, because

he was conceived of the substance of his mother, he is the

Son of God only, upon the account of his being begotten of

the substance of his Father.

Secondly, There remaineth only the consideration of those

texts of Scripture, which Mr. Biddle produceth to insinuate

the filiation of Christ to depend on other causes, and not his

eternal generation of the essence of his Father, which on
the principles laid down and proved, will receive a quick
and speedy despatch.

1. The first place named by him, and universally insisted

on by the whole tribe, is Luke i. 30—35. It is the last verse

only that I suppose weight is laid upon . Though Mr. B. name,
the others, his masters never do so. That of ver. 33. [31,32.]
seems to deserve our notice in Mr. Biddle's judgment, who

changes the character of the words of it, for their signifi-

cancy to his purpose. The words are,
' Thou shalt con-

ceive in thy womb, and bring forth a son, and shalt call his
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name Jesus
;
he shall be great, and shall be called the Son

of the Highest.' What Mr. B. supposes may be proved from

hence, at least how he would prove what he aims at, I know
not. That Jesus Christ, who was born of the Virgin, was

the Son of the Highest, we contend. On what account he

was so, the place mentioneth not
;
but the reason of it is

plentifully manifested in other places, as hath been de-

clared.

The words of ver. 35. are more generally managed by
them. * The Holy Ghost shall come upon thee, and the

power of the Highest shall overshadow thee; therefore also

that holy thing which shall be born of thee, shall be called

the Son of God,' But neither do these particles, ^lo koI,

render a reason of Christ's filiation, nor are a note of the

consequent, but only of an inference or consequence, that

ensues from what he spake before. It being so as I have

spoken,
' even that holy thing that shall be born of thee shall

be called the Son of God.' There is weight also in that

expression ; ayiov to yzvvMf.avov: that '

holy thing that shall

be born of thee,' a-ytov is not spoken in the concrete, or as

an adjective, but substantively, and points out the natural

essence of Christ, whence he was that holy thing. Besides,
if this be the cause of Christ's filiation which is assigned, it

must be demonstrated that Christ was on that account called

the Son of God ; for so hath it been said, that he should

be : but there is not any thing in the New Testament to

give light, that ever Christ was on this account called

the Son of God, nor can the adversaries produce any such

instance.

2. It is evident that the angel in these words acquaints
the blessed Virgin, that in, and by her conception, the pro-

phecy of Isaiah should be accomplished, which you have

chap. vii. 14.
' Behold a Virgin shall conceive and bear a

son, and shall call his name Immanuel,' as the express
words of ver. 31. in Luke declare; being the same with

these of the prophecy,
' Behold thou shalt conceive in thy

womb, and bring forth a son, and shalt call, &c. ver. 31, 32.

And Matt. i. 21. this very thing being related, it is said ex-

pressly to be done according to what was foretold by the

prophet, ver. 33. repeating the very words of the Holy Ghost

by Isaiah, which are mentioned before. Now Isaiah fore-
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telleth two things. 1. That a Virgin should conceive. 2.

That he that was so conceived should be Immanuel, God

with us : or the Son of God, as Luke here expresses it. And

this is that which the angel here acquaints the blessed Vir-

o-in withal upon her inquiry, ver. 34. even that according to

the prediction of Isaiah, she should conceive and bear a son,

thouo-h a viro-in, and that that Son of her's should be called

the Son of God.

By the way, Grotius's dealing with this text, both in

his annotations on Isa. vii. as also his large discourse on

Matt. i. 21—23. is intolerable, and full of offence, to all that

seriously weigh it. It is too large here to be insisted on.

His main design is to prove, that this is not spoken directly

of Christ, but only applied to him by a certain general

accommodation. God may give time and leisure farther to

lay open the heap of abominations, which are couched in

those learned annotations throughout. Which also ap-

pears,
3. From the emphaticalness of the expression Bio koi

' even also,' that '

holy thing' which is born of thee, even that

shall be called the Son of God
;
and not only that eternal

Word that is incarnate. That ayiov t6 yEvvwfuvov, being in

itself avvTToaTaTov, shall be called the Son of God : shall be

called so, that is, appear to be so, and be declared to be so

with power. It is evident then, that the cause of Christ's

filiation is not here insisted on, but the consequence of the

Virgin's conception declared; that which was 'born of her

should be called the Son of God.'

And this Socinus is so sensible of, that he dares not say
that Christ was completely the Son of God, upon his con-

ception and nativity; which, if the cause of his filiation were
here expressed, he must be.

'
It ^

is manifest (saith he) that

Christ before his resurrection was not fully and completely
the Son of God : being not like God before in immortality
and absolute rule.'

Mr. Biddle's next place, whereby the Sonship of Christ
is placed on another account, as he supposes, is John x. 36.
*

Say ye of him whom the Father hath sanctified and sent

» Constat igitur (ut ad propositum reverlamur), Christum ante resurrectionera
Dei Filiuni plene et perfecte non fuisse : cum illi et immortalitatis et absoluti do-
minii cum deo similitudo deesset. Socin. Respon. ad Wiekura, p. 225.
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into the world. Thou blasphemest ;
because I said, I am the

Son of God?'

That this Scripture is called to remembrance not at all

to Mr. B's advantage will speedily appear. For,

1. Here is not in the words the least mention whence,
or for what cause it is, that Christ is the Son of God, but

only that he is so
;
he being- expressed and spoken of, under

that description which is used of him twenty times in that

Gospel, 'he who is sent of the Father.' This is all that is in

this place asserted, that he whom the Father * sanctified

and sent into the world,' counted it no robbeiy to be equal
with him, nor did blaspheme in calling himself his Son.

2. It is evident that Christ in these words asserts him-

self to be such a Son of God, as the Jews charged him with

blasphemy for affirming of himself that he was. For he

justifies himself against their accusation
;
not denying in

the least, that they rightiy apprehended and understood him,
but maintaining what he had spoken to be most true. Now
this was that which the Jews charged him withal, ver. 33.

that he being
'

man, blasphemed in making himself God.'

For so they understood him, that in asserting his Sonship,
he asserted also his Deity. This Christ makes good, namely,
that he is such a Son of God, as is God also. Yea, he makes

good what he had said, ver. 30, which was the foundation of

all the following discourse about his blasphemy :

'
I and my

Father are one.' So that

3. An invincible argument for the Sonship of Christ, to

be placed only upon the account of his eternal generation,
ariseth from this very place that was produced to oppose
it. He who is the Son of God, because he is

* one with the

Father,' and God equal to him, is the Son of God upon
the account of his eternal relation to the Father : but that

such was the condition of Jesus Christ, himself here bears

witness to the Jews, although they are ready to stone him

for it. And of his not blaspheming in this assertion, he

convinces his adversaries by an argument a irdnori, ver.

34, 35.

A brief analysis of this place will give evidence to this

intei-pretation of the words. Our Saviour Christ having

given the reason, why the Jews believed not on him, namely,
because they

' were not of his sheep,' ver. 26. describes



272 OF THE PERSON

thereupon both the nature of those sheep of his, ver. 27.

and their condition of safety, ver. 28. This he farther con-

firms from the consideration of his Father's greatness and

power, which is amplified by the comparison of it with

others, who are all less than he
;
ver. 29. as also from his

own power and will, which appears to be sufficient for that

end and purpose from his essential unity with his Father
;

ver. 30. The effect of this discourse of Christ by accident,

is the ' Jews taking up of stones,' which is amplified by this,

that it was the second time they did so, and that to this

purpose, that they might stone him
;

ver. 31. Their folly

and madness herein Christ disproves with an argument ab

ahsurdo; telling them, that it must be for some good work
that they stoned him, for evil had he done none

;
ver. 32.

This the Jews attempt to disprove, by a new argument a

disparatis, telling him that it was not for a good work, but

for blasphemy, that he * made himself to be God,' whom

they would prove to be but a man
;
ver. 33. This pretence

of blasphemy Christ disproves, as I said before, by an argu-
ment a mhiori ; ver. 35, 36. and with another from the

effects, or the works which he did, which sufficiently proved
him to be God; ver. 27. 38. still maintaining what he said

and what they thought to be blasphemy, so that they at-

tempt again to kill him
; ver. 39. It is evident then, that

he still maintained what they charged him with.

4. And this answers that expression which is so frequent
in the Scripture, of ' God's sending his Son into the world,'
and that he came ' down from heaven, and came into the

world ;' John, iii. 13. Gal. iv. 4. All evincing his being the

Son of God, antecedently to that mission or sanctification,

whereby in the world he was declared so to be. Otherwise
not the Son of God was sent, but one to be his Son.

Acts xiii. 32, 33. is also insisted on :

* We declare unto

you glad tidings, how that the promise which was made
unto the fathers, God hath fulfilled the same unto us, their

children, in that he hath raised up Jesus again; as it is also

written in the second Psalm, Thou art my Son, this day have
I begotten thee.'

He that can see in this text, a cause assigned of the

filiation of Christ that should relate to the resurrection, I

confess is sharper sighted than I. This I know, that if
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Christ were made the Son of God by his resurrection from

the dead, he was not the Son of God who died, for that pre-
ceded this his making to be the Son of God. But that God
*

gave his only begotten Son to die,' that he spared not his

only Son, but gave him up to death
;

I think is clear in

Scripture, if any thing be so.

2. Paul seems to interpret this place to me, when he

informs us, that ' Christ was declared to be the Son of God
with power by the resurrection from the dead ;' Rom. i. 3.

Not that he was made so, but he was declared, or made
known to be so. When beino-

'
crucified throuQ-h weakness,

he lived by the power of God ;' 2 Cor. xiii. 4. which power
also was his own

; John, x. 18.

According as was before intimated, "Grotius interprets

these words,
' Thou art my Son, this day have I begotten

thee : 1 have made thee a king ;
which (he says) was ful-

filled in that, when all power was given him in heaven and

earth ;' Matt, xxviii. 18. as Justin in his colloquy with Try-

pho ;
TOTE yivtcnv cwtov Xiywv yevia^ai, I^otov rj yvioaig dvTov

e^eAXe yevicr^ai. 1. But then he was not the Son of God before

his resurrection : for he was the Son of God by his being-

begotten of him : which as it is false, so contrary to his own

gloss on Luke, i. 35. 2. Christ was a king before his re-

surrection, and owned himself so to be, as hath been

shewed. 3. Justin's words are suited to our exposition of

this place : he was said to be then begotten, because then

he was made known to be so the Son of God. 4. That these

words are not applied to Christ in their first sense, in re-

spect of resurrection, from the preeminence assigned unto

him above angels by virtue of this expression, Heb. i. 5.

which he had before his death
;
Heb. i. 6. Nor, 5. Are the

words here used to prove the resurrection, which is done in

the verses following out of Isaiah, and another Psalm;
* and

as concerning that he raised him up from the dead,' &.c.

ver. 34. But then,

3. It is not an interpretation of the meaning of that

passage in the Psalm, which Paul, Acts xiii. insists on ;

but the proving that Christ was the Son of God, as in that

Psalm he was called, by his resurrection from the dead :

»
Ego fill hodie te genui, id est regcm te feci : hoc in Christo impletuiu, cum ei

data oninis potcstas in coelo et in terra. Matt, xxviii. 18, &c. Grot, in locum.

VOL. VIII. T
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which was the great manifesting cause of his Deity in the

world.

What Mr. B. intends by the next place mentioned by

him, I know not. It is. Rev. i. 5.
' And from Jesus Christ

who is the faithful witness, and the first begotten of the

dead.' That Christ was the first who was raised from the

dead to a blessed and glorious immortality, and is thence

called the first begotten of them, or from the dead, and that

all that rise to such an immortality, rise after him, and by

virtue of his resurrection, is most certain and granted; but

that from thence he is that only begotten Son of God,

though theYeby he was only declared so to be, there is not

the least tittle in the text giving occasion to such an appre-

hension.

And the same also is affirmed of the following place of

Col. i. 18. where the same words are used again. He is the

head of the church, who is the beginning, irpivroTOKog Ik twv

vfjcpwy, 'the first-born of the dead.' Only I shall desire our

catechist to look at his leisure, a little higher into the chap-

ter, where he will find him called also tt^mtotokoq iracn^g

KTiauog, the first-born of all the creation
;
so that he must

surely be irpwroroKog before his resurrection : nay he is so

the first-born of every creature, as to be ^none of them : for

by him they were all created, ver. 16. He who is so before

all creatures, as to be none of them, but that they are all

created by him, is God blessed for ever : which when our ca-

techist disproves, he shall have me for one of his disciples.

Of the same kind is that which Mr. Biddle next urgeth
from Heb. i. 4, 5. only it hath this farther disadvantage, that

both the verses going immediately before, and that imme-

diately following after, do inevitably evince, that the con-

stitutive cause of the Sonship of Jesus Christ, a priori, is in

his participation of the divine nature, and that it is only ma-
nifested by any ensuing consideration, ver. 2, 3. The Holy
Ghost tells us, that '

by him God made the world, who is the

brightness of his glory and the express image of his person;'
•• So that 'ETporiTOTOKoj TTtitrnc ktiVeoi; IS, TEp^Sfr? "Hrfo wao-))? Kris-ico; qui genitus est

prior oinni creatura, vel ante oronem creaturam, for so irfa'To? sometimes signifies

comparatively. Arist. Avibus. nrjaJTov Aapsiou, id est wpoTSfov. John i. 15. -nrgSTOf /uou
nv (i. e.) wjoTEpoj, and 1 John iv. 19. "crpaToc iyawwa-tv (i.e.) wpTipog, His generation
was before the creation, indeed eternal. Tertullian saith so too. Lib. de Triuitate.

Quomodo primogenitus esse potuit, nisi quia secundum divinitatem ante omnem
creaturam ex Deo Patre Sermo processit.
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and this as the Son of God, antecedent to any exaltation as

Mediator: and ver. 6. 'He brings in the first begotten into

the world, and says, let all the angels of God worship him.'

He is the first be£rotten before his bringing into .the world :

and that this is proved by the latter clause of the verse,

shall be afterward demonstrated. Between both these,

much is not like to be spoken against the eternal Sonship
of Christ. Nor is the apostle only declaring his pre-emi-
nence above the angels, upon the account of that name of

his, the Son of God, which he is called upon record, in the

Old Testament
;
but the causes also of that appellation he

had before declared.

The last place urged to this purpose is of the same im-

port. It is Heb. V. 5.
' So Christ also glorified not himself,

to he made a high-priest; but he that said unto him, thou

art my Son, this day have I begotten thee.' When Mr. B.

proves any thing more towards his purpose from this place,
but only that Christ did not of his own accord undertake

the office of a mediator, but was designed to it of God his

Father, who said unto him, 'Thou art my Son this day have

I begotten thee,' declaring of him so to be, with power
after his resurrection, I shall acknowledge him to have bet-

ter skill in disputing, than as yet I am convinced he is pos-
sessed of.

And thus have I cleared the eternal Sonship of Jesus

Christ, and evinced the vanity of attempting to fix his pre-

rogative therein upon any other account : not doubting, but

that all who love him in sincerity, will be zealous of his glory
herein. For his growing up to be the Son of God by de-

grees, to be made a God in process of time, to be the adopted
Son of God ; to be the Son of God upon various accounts

of diverse kinds, inconsistent with one another, to have had

such a conception and generation, as modesty forbids to

think, or express ;
not to have been the Son of God, until

after his death, and the like monstrous figments, I hope he

will himself keep his own in an everlasting abhorring of.

The farther confirmation of the Deity of Christ, whereby
Mr. Biddle's whole design will be obviated, and the vindi-

cation of the testimonies wherewith it is so confirmed from

his masters, is the work designed for the next chapter.

There are yet remaining of this chapter two or three

T 2
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questions, looking the same way with those already consi-

dered, and will upon the principles already laid down, and

insisted on, easily and in very few words be turned aside

from prejudicing the eternal Deity of the Son of God. His

tenth then is,

' What saith the Son concerning the prerogative of the

Father above him?' And answer is given, Johnxiv.28. Mark,

xiii. 22. Matt. xxiv. 36. Whereunto is subjoined another of

the same ;

' What saith the apostle Paul ? Ans. 1 Cor. xv. 24.

28. xi.3.'

The intendment of these questions being the application

of what is spoken of Christ, either as mediator or as man,

unto his person, to the exclusion of any other consideration,

viz. that of a divine nature therein, the whole of Mr. Biddle's

aim in them is sufficiently already disappointed. It is true,

there is an order, yea a subordination in the persons of the

trinity themselves ; whereby the Son, as to his personality,

may be said to depend on the Father, being begotten of him ;

but that is not the subordination here aimed at by Mr. B.

but that which he underwent by dispensation as mediator,

or which attends him in respect of his human nature. All

the difficulty that may arise from these kinds of attribution

to Christ, the apostle abundantly salves in the discovery of

the rise and occasion of them
;
Phil. ii. 7—9. he who was

in the form of God, and equal to him, was, in the form of a

servant, whereunto he humbled himself, his servant, and less

than he. And there is no more difficulty in the questions

wherewith Mr. B. amuses himself and his disciples, tharx

there was in that, wherewith our Saviour stopped the mouth

of the Pharisees, viz. how Christ could be the Son of David,

and yet his Lord, whom he worshipped ? For the places of

Scripture in particular urged by Mr. Biddle, John xiv. 28.

says our Saviour,
'

my Father is greater than I,' (niittens misso,

says Grotius himself, referring the words to office not nature)
which he was, and is in respect of that work of mediation,
which he had undertaken

;
•^but

*

inaequalitas officii non tollit

sequalitatem naturae.' A king's son is of the same nature

with his father, though he may be employed by him in an
<: Ideo autem nusquaiu Scriptum est, quod Deus pater major sit Spiritu Sancto, vel

Spiritus Sanctus minor Deo Patre : quia nou sic assumpta est creatura in qua appa-
reret S. S. sicut assuraptus est filius liouiinis, in qua forma ipsius Verbi Dei persona
praisentaretur. August, lib. 1. de 'i'rinit. cap. 6.
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inferior oflice. He that was less than his Father, as to the

work of mediation, being the Father's servant therein, is

equal to him as his Son, as God to be blessed for ever. Mark,
xiii. 32. Matt. xxiv. 36. affirm, that the Father only

' knows
the times and seasons mentioned, not the angels, nor the Son.'

And yet notwithstanding it was very truly said of Peter lo

Christ, 'Lord thou knovvest all things ;' John xxii. 17. He
that in, and of the knowledge and wisdom, which as man he

had, and wherein he grew from his infancy, knew not that

day, yet as he knew all things knew it : it was not hidden

from him, being the day by him appointed. Let Mr. Bid-

die acknowledge, that his knowing all things proves him to

be God, and we will not deny, but his not knowing the day
ofjudgment, proves him to have another capacity, and to be

truly man.

As ''man he took on him those affections, which we call

^wfftKa (cat aSta/3Xrjra TToS'jj' amongst which, or consequently
unto which, he might be ignorant of some things. In the

meantime he who made all times, as Christ did, Heb. i. 2.

knew their end, as well as their beginning. He knew the

Father, and the day by hira appointed ; yea all things that

the Father hath were his : and in him were all the 'treasures

of wisdom and knowledge hid;' Col. ii. 3.

Paul speaks to the same purpose, 1 Cor. xv. 24, 28. The

kingdom that Christ doth now peculiarly exercise, is his

economical mediatory kingdom, which shall have an end put
to it, when the whole of his intendmentin that work shall be

fulfilled, and accomplished. But that he is not also sharer

with his Father, in that universal monarchy, which, as God

by nature, he hath over all, this doth not at all prove. All

the argument from this place is but this
;
Christ shall cease

to be mediator, therefore he is not God. And that no more

is here intended, is evident from the expression of it; 'Then

shall the Son himself be subject;' which if it intend any
thinsc, but the ceasing; from the administration of the me-

diatory kingdom, wherein the human nature is a sharer, it

would prove, that as Jesus Christ is mediator, he is not in

subjection to his Father, which himself abundantly hath ma-

^ 'AmtoceVtiv c eTi; i(ai
/ji,ovo<; ulli; i Tt^iV n AB^fukfA, yiv-fbat, Siv xai etti WykTiV, •zrpo-

xo^|/ac O"0'J>ia
xai JiXixi'tt jcttxa irajxcf ej^ii yaj aEi &EOT>)f ai/TaD to teXeiov, Proclus. l*-.[)i3C0p.

Coiistan Epist. ad Arnicnios.
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nifested to be otherwise. Of 1 Cor. xi. 3. and iii. 22, 23.

there is the same reason ;
both speaking of Christ as me-

diator; whence that no testimony can be produced against

his Deity, hath been declared.

He adds twelfth,
' Q. Howbeit is not Christ dignified, as

with the title of Lord, so with the title of God in the Scrip-

ture ? yl;/s. Thomas saith,
"
my Lord, and ray God.'' Verily,

if Thomas said, that Christ was his God, and said true, Mr.

B. is to blame, who denies him to be God at all. With this

one blast of the Spirit of the Lord is his fine fabric of reli-

gion blown to the ground. And it may be supposed, that

Mr. B. made mention of this portion of Scripture, that he

might have the honour of cutting his own throat, and de-

stroying his own cause ;
or rather, that God in his righte-

ous judgment hath forced him to open his mouth to his own

shame. Whatever be the cause of it, Mr. B. is very far

from escaping this sword of the Lord, either by his insinu-

ation in the present query, or diversion in the following ;

for the present ;
it was not the intent of Thomas to dignify

Christ with titles, but to make a plain confession of his

faith, being called upon by Christ to believe. In this state

he professes, that he believes him to be his Lord and his

God. Thomas doubtless was a Christian
;
and Mr. B. tells

us that Christians have but one God, chap. I. Qu. 1. Eph.
iv. 6. Jesus Christ then being the God of Thomas, he is the

Christian's one God
;

if Mr. B. may be believed. It is not

then the dignifying of Christ with titles, which it is not for

men to do, but the naked confession of a believer's faith,

that in these words is expressed. Christ is the Lord and
God of a believer; ergo, the only true God

; as 1 John v. 19.

Mr. B. perhaps will tell you, he was made a God
;
so one

abomination begets another, infidelity idolatry ;
of this af-

terward. But yet he was not according to his companions
made a God before his ascension

; which was not yet, when
Thomas made his solemn confession.

Some attempt also is made upon this j^lace by Grotius.
KOI 6 S-Eoc juou-

' Here first,' saith he,
' in the story of the

gospel is this word found ascribed by the apostle unto Jesus
Christ (which Maldonat before him observed for another

purpose) to wit, after he had by his resuryection proved him-
self to be him, from whom life and that eternal, ouoht to be
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expected. And this custom abode in their church, as ap-

pears not only in the apostolical writings; Rom. ix. 5. and

of the ancient Christians, as may be seen in Justin Martyr

against Tr)qoho, but in the epistle also of Pliny unto Trajan,
where he says, that the Christians sang verses to Christ, as

to God :'* or as the words are in the author, Carmen Christo,

quasi Deo, dicere secum invicem.' What the intendment of

this discourse is, is evident to all those, who are a little ex-

ercised in the writings of them, whom our author all along
in his annotations takes care of. That Christ was now made
a God at his resurrection, and is so called from the power
wherewith he was entrusted at his ascension, is the aim of

this discourse. Hence he tells us, it became a custom to

call him God among the Christians, which also abode

amongst them. And to prove this custom, wrests that of the

apostle, Rom. ix. 5. where the Deity of Christ is spoken of,

in opposition to his human nature, or his flesh, that he had

of the Jews, plainly asserting a divine nature in him, call-

ing him God subjectively, and not only by way of attribu-

tion. But this is it seems a custom taken up after Christ's

resurrection to call him God, and so continued
; though

John testifies expressly, that he was God in the beginning.
It is true indeed, much is not to be urged from the expres-
sion of the apostles, before the pouring out of the Spirit

upon them, as to any eminent acquaintance with spiritual

things ; yet they had before made this solemn confession,

tiiat Christ was the ' Son of the living God
;'

Matt. xvi. 16
 — 18. which is to the full as much as what is here by Thomas

expressed. That the primitive Christians worshipped Christ

and invocated him, not only as a God, but professing him

to be the true God and eternal life, we have better testimo-

nies than that of a blind Pagan, who knew nothing of them

nor their ways, but by the report of apostates, as himself

confesseth. But learned men must have leave to make
known their readings and observations, whatever become

of the simplicity of the Scripture.

* Hie primnmea vox in narratione Evangelicareperitur ab apostolis Jesu tributa,

postquani scilicet sua resurrectioiic probaverat se esse, a quo vita et (|iiideni jeter-

na, oxijcctari deberot. Mansit deindc ille mos in cccicsia, ut ai)paret noii tantuiu

in Scriptis Apostolicis ut, Jloni. ix. 5. et veteruni Clirislianorum ut videre est apud-
Justiiiuni iNIailyreni coiilri 'l"ry[)boncm, scd cl in I'linii iid Trajanuin Epistola, ubi

ait Christiarn).s Ciiristo, ut Ut'o, carniina ceciiiisse. Grot, i" locum.
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To escape the dint of this sword, Mr. Biddle nextly

queries.

*Q. Was he sotlieGod of Thomas, as that he himself in

the meantime, did not acknowledge another to be his God?
* A. John XX. 17. Rev. iii. 12.'

True, He who being partaker of the divine essence, in

the form of God, was Thomas's God
;
as he was mediator,

the head of his church, interceding for them, acknowledged
his Father to be his God. Yea God may be said to be his

God, upon the account of his Sonship, and personality, in

which regard he hath his deity of his Father, and is God of

God. Not that he is a secondary, lesser, made God, a hero,

semideus, as Mr. B. fancies him ;
but ' God blessed for ever,'

in order of subsistence depending on the Father.

Of the same nature is the last question, viz.
' Have you

any passage in the Scripture, where Christ at the same time

hath the appellation of God given to him, and is said to

have a God?
' A. Heb. i. 8. 9.'

By Mr. B.'s favour, Christ is not said to have a God, though
God be said to be his God, 2. ver. 8. Christ by Mr. Biddle's

confession is expressly called God. He is then the one true

God with the Father, or another
;

if the first, what doth he

contend about ? If the second, he is a God, that is not God

by nature, that is, not the one God of Christians, and con-

sequently an idol, and indeed such is the Christ that Mr. B,

worshippeth. Whether this will be Avaved by the help of

that expression, ver. 9.
' God thy God ;' where it is expressly

spoken of him, in respect of his undertaking the office of

mediation, wherein he was '
anointed of God with the oil of

gladness above his fellows,' God and his saints will judge.
Thus the close of this chapter, through the good wise

hand of the providence of God, leaving himself and his truth

not without witness, hath produced instances, and evidences
of the truth opposed, abundantly sufficient, without farther

inquiry and labour, to discover the sophistry and vanity of
all Mr. Biddle's former queries, and insinuations

; for which
let him have the praise.
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CHAP. VIII.

An entrance into the examination of the Racovian catechism, in the business

of the Deity of Christ : their argumetits against it ansicercd : and testi-

monies of the eternity of Christ vindicated.

Although the testimonies and arguments for the Deity of

Christ might be urged and handled to a better advantage,
if liberty might be used to insist upon them, in the method
that seems most natural for the clearing and confirmation

of this important truth, yet that I may do two works at once,
I shall insist chiefly, if not only, on those texts of Scripture,
which are proposed to be handled, and answered by the au-

thor or authors of the Racovian catechism, which work
takes up near one fourth part of their book, and (as it is

well known) there is no part of it, wherein so much dili-

gence, pains, sophistry, and cunning are Employed, as in

that chapter, of the person of Christ, which by God's assist-

ance we are entering upon the consideration of.

Those who have considered their writings know, that

the very substance of all they have to say, for the evading
of the force of our testimonies, for the eternal Deity of

Christ, is comprized in that chapter, there being not any
thing material, that any of them have elsewhere written,

there omitted. And those who are acquainted with them,
their persons, and abilities, do also know, that their great

strength and ability for disputation, lies in giving plausible

answers, and making exceptions against testimonies, cavil-

ing at every word and letter, being in proof and argument
for the most part weak and contemptible. And therefore,

in this long chapter of near a hundred pages, all that them-

selves propose by way of argument against the Deity of

Christ is contained in two or three at the most; the residue

being wholly taken up with exceptions to so many of the

texts of Scripture wherein the Deity of Christ is asserted,

as they have been pleased to take notice of. A course

which themselves are forced to^ apologize for, as unbecom-

ing catechists.

I shall then, the Lord assisting, consider that whole

cliapter of theirs, in both parts of it : as to what they have
"

InU'iprc; Icc(. Prcfat. ad CiiUx'li. R;ilo.
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to say for themselves, or to plead against the Deity of

Christ
;
as also what they bring forth for their defence

against the evidence of the light that shineth from the

texts, whose consideration they propose to themselves, to

which many of like sort, may be added.

I shall only inform the reader, that this is a business

quite beyond my first intention in this treatise, to whose

undertaking I have been prevailed on, by the desires and

entreaties of some, who knew that I had this other work

imposed on me.
Their first question and answer are,
'

Q. 1. Declare'' now to me, what I ought to know con-

cerning Jesus Christ ?

' A. Thou must know, that of the things which thou

oughtest to know, some belong to the essence of Christ, and

some to his ofiice.

'Q. 2. What are they which relate to his person?
' A. That only, ihat by nature he is a true man, even as

the Scriptures do often witness : amongst others, 1 Tim. ii. 5.

1 Cor, XV. 21. Such a one as God of old promised by the

prophets, and such as the creed, commonly called the apos-

tles, witnesseth him to be, which with us all Christians

embrace.'

Arts. That Jesus Christ was a true man, in his nature

like unto us, sin only excepted, we believe
;
and do ab-

hor the abominations of Paracelsus, Wigelius, &c. and the

Familists amongst ourselves, who destroy the verity of his

human nature. But that the Socinians believe the same,
that he is a man in heaven, whatever he was upon earth, I

presume the reader will judge, that it may be justly ques-
tioned, from what I have to offer (and shall do it in its

place) on that account. But that this is all that we ought
to know concerning the person of Christ, is a thing of

whose folly and vanity our catechists will be one day con-

vinced. The present trial of it between us depends in part,

**

Rogatiini te veliin, ut inilii ca de Jesu Christo exponas, quaj rae scire operteat?—Sciendum tibi est, quajdani ad essentiain Jesu Christi, quredaiu ad iliius munus re-

ferri, qute te scire oportet.

Quajnaiii ea sunt, quaj ad personam ipsius referuntur?—Id solum, quod natura

sit lionio vcrus, queniadniodum ea de re crebro Scriptursc sacras testantnr : inter

alias, 1 Tim. ii. b. ct 1 Cor. xv. '21. qualeni oiim Deus per prophetas proniiserat,
ct qunlcni cliam esse teslalur fidei symboluni, quod vulgo apostoiicum vocaiU, quod
nobiscum uni\ rrsi ClirJsfiaiii amplectnntur.
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on the consideration of the Scriptures, whiih shall afterward

be produced to evince the contrary : our plea from whence
shall not here be anticipated. The places of Scripture they
mention prove him to be a true man : that as man he died

and rose : but that he who was man, was not also in one

person God (the name of man there expressing the person,
not the nature of man only), they prove not. The prophets
foretold that Christ should be such a man, as should also

be the Son of God, begotten of him; PsaLii. 7. 'the mighty
God;' Isa. ix 6, 7. 'Jehovah?' Jerem. xxiii. 6. 'The Lord
of hosts ;' Zech. ii. 8, 9. And the Apostles' Creed also (as
it is unjustly called) confesseth him to be the only Son of

God, our Lord, and requires us to believe in him, as we do
in God the Father : which if he were not God, were an ac-

cursed thing ;
Jerem. xvii. 5.

'

Q. 3. Ls "^ therefore the Lord Jesus a pure (or mere)
man ?

' A. By no means; for he was conceived of the Holy
Ghost, born of the virgin Mary, and therefore from his very

conception and birth was the Son of God : as we read

Luke i. 35, that I may not bring other causes, which thou

wilt afterward find in the person of Christ, which most evi-

dently declare, that the Lord Jesus can by no means be
esteemed a pure (or mere) man.'

Ans. \. But I have abundantly demonstrated, that

Christ neither was, nor was called the Son of God, upon
the account here mentioned, nor any other intimated in the

close of the answer, whatever; but merely and solely, on
that of his eternal generation of the essence of his Fatlier.

2. The enquiry is after the essence of Christ, which

receives not any alteration by any kind of eminency, or

dignity that belongs to his person. If Christ be by essence

only man, let him have what dignity or honour he can have

possibly conferred upon him, let him be born by what means

soever, as to his essence and nature, he is a man still, but

a man, and not more than a man
;
that is, purus homo, a

<"

Ergo Donilnus Jesus est pnrus iiomo ?—Xuilo pacto ; efenini est conceptus c

Spiritu Sancto, natus ex Maria Virgiiie, coque ab ipsa conceptione et ortu Filius Dei

est, lit ea (le re Luke, i. 35. legimus, ubi aiigelus Mariam ita alloquitur : Spiritus
Sanctus supcrveniet in te, &c. Ut alias raiisas non afteram, quas postnioduin in

Jesu Christ! jiersona cleiircliendes, qua? cvid-'ntissime oslciuliml, Doiuiiiuiii .Tesimi

prii puro liDiiiino riullo inodo accipi p()s.->c.
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' mere man,' and not (pixret S-coc,
' <J^od hy nature ;'

but such a

God as the Gentiles worshipped; Gal. iv. 8. His being-

made God, and the Son of God, afterward, which our cate-

chists pretend, relating to office and dignity, not to his

nature, exempts him not at all from being a mere man.

This then is but a flourish to delude poor simple souls into

a belief of their honourable thoughts of Christ, whom yet

they think no otherwise of, than the Turks do of Mahomet ;

nor believe he was otherwise indeed, or is to Christians, than

as Moses to the Jews. That which Paul speaks of the idols

of the heathen, that they were not gods by nature, may ac-

cording to the apprehension of these catechists be spoken

of Christ
; notwithstanding any exaltation or deification that

he hath received; he is by nature no God. Yea, the appre-

hensions of these gentlemen concerning Christ, and his

deity, are the same upon the matter with those of the heathen,

concerning their worthies and heroes, who by an aTro^tcocng

were translated into the number of their gods ;
as Jupiter,

Hercules, and others. They called them gods indeed ;
but

put them close to it, they acknowledged that properly there

was but one God, but that these men were honoured, as

being upon their great v/orth, and noble achievements,

taken up to blessedness and power. Such an hero, an Hermes

or Mercury, do they make of Jesus Christ : who for his

faithful declaring the will of God was deified
; but, in

respect of essence and nature, which here is enquired after,

if he be any thing according to their principles, (of making
which supposal I shall give the reader a fair account) he

was, he is, and will be a mere man to all eternity, and no

more. They allow him no more, as to his essence, than that,

wherein he was like 'us in all things, sin only excepted,'

Heb. ii. 17.

'Q. You'^saida little above, that the Lord Jesus is by
nature man, hath he also a divine nature ?

' A. No : for that is not only repugnant to sound reason,

but also to the Scriptures.'

But this is that which is now to be put to the trial ;

whether the asserting of the Deity of Christ be repugnant to

<• Dixeras ])aiiIo siipt tins Domimim Jesnni natiira esse iiomiiicm ; an idem Iiabct

naturam divinam ?—No(]iia<iuani : nam id non solum ratioiii sana?, vcriim ctiam

Dirinis lilcris repiignat.
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the Scriptures or no '? and as we shall see in the issue, that

as these catechists have not been able to answer, or evade

the evidence of" any one testimony of Scripture, of more than

an hundred, that are produced for the confirmation of the

truth of his eternal Deity, so notwithstanding the pretended
flourish here at the entrance, that they are not able to pro-

duce any one place of Scripture, so much as in appearance,

rising- up against it. For that right reason, which in this

matter of mere divine revelation they boast of, and give it

the pre-eminence in their disputes against the person of

Christ, above the Scripture, unless they discover the conso-

nancy of it to the word, to the law and testimonies, what-

ever they propose on that account, may be rejected with as

much facility, as it is proposed. But yet, if by right reason

they understand reason, so far captivated to the obedience

of faith, as to acquiesce in whatever God hath revealed, and

to receive it as truth, than which duty there is not any
more eminent dictate of right reason indeed

;
we for ever

deny the first part of this assertion, and shall now attend to

the proof of it
;
nor do we here plead, that reason is blind

and corrupted, and that the natural man cannot discern the

things of God, and so require that men do prove themselves

regenerate, before we admit them to judge of the truth of

the propositions under debate, which though necessary for

them, who would know the gospel for their own good, so as

to be wise unto salvation, yet it being the grammatical and
literal sense of propositions, as laid down in the word of the

Scripture, that we are to judge of in this case, we require no
more of men to the purpose in hand, but an assent to this

proposition (which if they will not give, we can by unde-

niable demonstration compel them to). Whatever God, who is

prima Veritas, hath revealed is true, whether we can compre-
hend the things revealed or no: which being granted, we

proceed with our catechists in their attempt.
'

Q. Declare* how it is contrary to right reason,
* A. First in this regard, that two substances having

contrary properties cannot meet in one person ;
such as are,

" Cedo qui rationi sanas repiignat ?—Primo, ad cum moduro, quod duaj sub-

stantis, proprietatibus adversse, coiiu in unani personam nequeant, ut sunt niorta-

lem et immortalera esse, principium habere, et principio [carere ; mutabilem ct itu-

niutabilem existere. Dcindc, quod dua? natura;, personam singulae constitucntcs, in
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to be mortal and immortal
;
to have a beginning ;

and to want

a beo-innino- ; to be chansreable and unchangeable.
'
2. Because ^tvvo natures, each of them constituting a

person, cannot likewise agree, or meet in one person : for

instead of one, there must (then) be two persons, and so also

two Christs would exist : whom all without controversy ac-

knowledge to be one, and his person one.'

And this is all which these gentlemen offer to make

good their assertion, that the Deity of Christ is repugnant
to right reason

;
which therefore uppn what small pretence

they have done, will quickly appear.

1. It is true, that there cannot be such a personal unit-

ing of two substances with such diverse properties, so as

by that union to make an exequation, or an equalling of

those diverse properties ;
but that there may not be such a

concurrence, and meeting of such ditTerent substances in

one person, both of them preserving entire to themselves

their essential properties, which are so diverse, there is no-

thing pleaded nor pretended. And to suppose that there

cannot be such an union, is to beg the thing in question,

against evidence of many express testimonies of Scripture,

without tendering the least inducement for any to grant their

requests.
2. In calling these properties of the several natures in

Christ adverse or contrary, they would insinuate a consi-

deration of them as of qualities in a subject, whose mutual

contrariety should prove destructive to the one, if not both;

or by a mixture cause an exurgency of qualities of another

temperature. But neither are these properties such qualities,

nor are they inherent in any common subject, but insepara-

ble adjuncts of the different natures of Christ, never mixed

with one another, nor capable of any such thing to eternity,

nor ever becoming properties of the other nature, which they

belong not unto, though all of them do denominate the per-

son, wherein both the natures do subsist. So that instead

of pleading reason, which they pretended they would, they
do nothing in this first part of their answer, but beg the

thing in question; which being of so much importance, and

unam personam couvenire itideni nequeant ; nam loco unius duas personas esse

oporteret, atque ita duos Christos existere, quern unum esse, et unam ipsius personam
omnes citraomneni controversiam agiioscunt.
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concernment to our souls, is never like to be granted them

on any such terms. Will Christ on their entreaties, cease to

be God ?

Neither is their second pretended argument of any other

kind. 1, We deny, that the human nature of Christ had any
such subsistence of its own, as to give it a proper per-

sonality, being from the time of its conception, assumed into

subsistence with the Son of God. This we prove by express

texts of Scripture ;
Isa. vii. 14. ix. 6. John i. 14. Rom. i. 3.

ix. 5. Heb. ii. 15. Luke i. 35. Heb. ix. 14. Acts iii. 15. xx.

28. Phil, ii- 7. 1 Cor. ii. 8, &.c. And by arguments taken

from the assigning of all the diverse properties by them men-

tioned before, and sundry others, to the same person of

Christ, &c. That we would take it for granted, that this

cannot be, is the modest request of these gentlemen with

whom we have to do.

2. If by natures constituting persons, they mean those,

who antecedently to their union, have actually done so, we

grant they cannot meet in one person ;
so that upon this

union they should cease to be two persons. The personality
of either of them being destroyed, their different beings
could not be preserved. But if by constituting, they un-

derstand only that which is so in potentia, or a next possi-

bility of constituting a person ; then, as before, they only

beg of us, that we would not believe, that the person of the

Word did assume the human nature of Christ, that '

holy

thing, that was born of the Virgin,' into subsistence with

itself; which for the reasons before-mentioned, and others

like to them, we cannot grant.

And this is the substance of all that these men plead,

and make a noise with in the world, in an opposition to the

eternal Deity of the Son of God. This pretence of reason

(which evidently comes short of being any thing else), is

their shield and buckler in the cause they have unhappily
undertaken. When they tell us of Christ's being hungry
and dying, we say, it was in the human nature, wherein he

was obnoxious to such things no less than we, being therein
' made like unto us in all things, sin only excepted.' When
of his submission and subjection to his Father, we tell them

it is in respect of the office of Mediator, which he willingly

undertook; and that his inequality unto him, as to that office.
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doth no way prejudice his equality with him, in respect of his

nature and being. But v/hen with Scriptures and arguments
from thence, as clear and convincing, as if they were written

with the beams of the sun, we prove our dear Lord Jesus in

respect of a divine nature whereof he was partaker from eter-

nity, to be God blessed for ever : they tell us it cannot be, that

two such diverse natures, as those of God and man, should be

united in one person: and it cannot be so, because it cannot

be so, there is no such union among other things. And these

tilings must be, that those who are approved may be tried:

but let us hear them out.
'
Q. But 'whereas they shew, that Christ consisteth of a di-

vine and human nature, as a man consisteth of soul and body,
what is to be answered them ?

* A. That here is a very great difference. For ,they say,

that the two natures in Christ are so united, that Christ is

both God and man. But the soul and body are in that man-
ner conjoined in man, that a man is neither soul nor body,
nor neither soul nor body do singly of themselves constitute

a person. But as the divine nature by itself constitutes a

person, so it is necessary that the human nature should do.'

j^jis. 1. In what senseit may be said, that Christ, that

is, the person of Christ, consisteth of a divine and human

nature, was before declared. The person of the Son of God
assumed the human nature into subsistence with itself, and

both, in that one person are Christ.

2. If our catechists have no more to say to the illustra-

tion given to the union of the two natures in the person of

Christ by that of the soul and body in one human person,
but that there is a great difference in something between

them, they do but filch away the grains that are allowed to

every similitude
;
and shew wherein the comparats differ,

but answer not to that wherein they do agree.
3. All that is intended by this similitude, is to shew, that

besides the change of things, one into another, either by the

loss of one, as of water into wine by Christ, and besides

f Cum veroilli ostenduot, Christum sic ex iiaturadivinaet Iiumanaconstare, quera-
adnioduni homo ex animoet corpore constet, quid iliis respondendum'*—Perma^num
hie ^sse discrimen : illi enim aiunt, duas naturas in Christo ita unitas esse, ut Christus
sit Deus ct homo; animo vero et corpus ad eura modum in homine conjuncta sunt,
ut nee aniina nee corpus ipse homo sit, nee enim aniina, nee corpus sigillatim
personam constituunt. Atut nutura divina per se constituit personam, ita humana
constituat per se, necesse est.
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the union that is in physical generation by mixture, whereby
and from whence some third thing ariseth, that also there is

a substantial union, whereby one thing is not turned into

another, nor mixed with it. And the end of using this si-

militude (which to please our catechists we can forbear,

acknowledging, that there is not among created beings any

thing that can fully represent this, which we confess
' with-

out controversy to be a great mystery'), only to manifest the

folly of that assertion of their master on John i. that if the
' Word be made flesh' in our sense, it must be turned into

flesh; for, saith he, 'one thing cannot be made another, but

by change, conversion, and mutation into it.' The ab-

surdity of which assertion is sufficiently evinced, by the sub-

stantial union of soul and body, made one person, without

that alteration and change of their natures which is pleaded
for. Neither is the Word made flesh by alteration, but by
union.

4. It is confessed that the soul is not said to be made the

body, nor the body said to be made the soul, as the Word is

said to be made flesh ;
for the union of soul and body is not

a union of distinct substances, subsisting in one common
subsistence, but a union of two parts of one nature, whereof

the one is the form of the other. And herein is the dissimili-

tude of that similitude. Hence will that predication be jus-
tified in Christ; 'the Word was made flesh,' without any
chantje or alteration, because of that subsistence whereunto

the flesh, or human nature of Christ was assumed, which is

common to them both. And so it is in accidental predica-
tions. When we say a man is made white, black, or pale,

we do not intend that he is, as to his substance, changed
into whiteness, &c. but that he who is a man, is also be-

come white.

5. It is true that the soul is not a person, nor the body ;

but a person is the exurgency of their conjunction; and

therefore we do not say, that herein the similitude is urged ;

for the divine nature of Christ had its own personality ante-

cedent to this union : nor is the union of his person, the unif n

of several parts of the same nature, but the concurrence of

several natures in one subsistence.

6. That it is of necessity that Christ's
' human nature

should of itself constitute a person,' is urged upon the old

VOL. VTII, u
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account of begging the thing in question. This is that which

in the case of Christ we deny; and produce all the proofs

before-mentioned to make evident the reason of our denial.

But our great masters here say the contrary; and our un-

der cathechists are resolved to believe them. Christ was a

true man, because he had the true essense of a man, soul

and body, with all their essential properties. A peculiar

personality belongeth not to the essence of a man, but to his

existence in such a manner. Neither do we deny Christ to

have a person, as a man, but a himian person. For the

human nature of Christ subsisteth in that, which though it

be in itself divine, yet as to that act of sustentation which

it gives the human nature, it is the subsistence of a man'.

On which account the subsistence of the human nature of

Christ is made more noble and excellent, than that of any

other man whatever. And this is the whole plea of our ca-

techists from reason, that whereto they so much pretend,

and which they give the pre-eminence unto, in their attempts

against the Deity of Christ, as the chief, if not the only, en-

gine they have to work by. And if they be thus weak in the

main body of their forces, certainly that reserve which they

pretend from Scripture, whereof indeed they have the mean-

est pretence and shew that ever any of the sons of men had,

who were necessitated to make a plea from them, in a matter

of so great concernment as that now under consideration,

will quickly disappear. Thus then they proceed :

' Q. Declares also how it is repugnant to Scripture, that

Christ hath a divine nature.
' A. First, because that the Scripture proposeth to us,

one only God by nature, whom we have above declared to

be the Father of Christ. Secondly, the same Scripture tes-

tifieth, that Jesus Christ was by nature a man, whereby it

taketh from him any divine nature. Thirdly, because whatever

divine thing Christ hath, the Scripture plainly teacheth that

8 Doce etiara, qui id repugnet Scripturse, Christum habere divinam naturatn.—
Primum, ea ratione, quod Scriptura nobis unum tantuni natura Deum proponat,

quem superius demonstravlmus esse Christi patrem. Secundo, eadem Scriptura tes-

tatur, Jesura Christum natura esse hominem, ut superius, ostensum est; quo ipso,
illi naturam adlrait divinam. Tertio, quod quicquid divinum Christus habeat, Scrip-
tura cum patris dono habere aperte doceat. Matt, xxviii. 18. Phil. ii. 9. 1 Cor. xv.

27. John. V. 19. x. '25. Denique cum eadem Scriptura apertissime ostendat, Jesum
Christum omnia sua facta divina non sibi, nee alicui naturoe divinae sua;

; sed patri
suo vindicare solitnm fuisse, planum facit, earn divinam in Christo naturam prorsus
otiosam, ac sine omni causa futuram fuisse.



TESTIMONIES THEREOF VINDICATED. 291

he had it by a gift of the Father; Matt, xxviii. 18. Phil. ii.

9. 1 Cor. XV. 27. John v. 19. x. 25. Lastly, because the same

Scripture most evidently shewing, that Jesus Christ did not
vindicate and ascribe all his divine works to himself, or to

any divine nature of his own, but to his Father, makes it

plain, that divine nature in Christ was altogether in vain,
and would have been without any cause.'

And this is that which our catechists have to pretend
from Scripture against the Deity of Christ

; concluding that

any such divine nature in him would be superfluous and

needless, themselves being judges. In the strength of what
here they have urged, they set themselves to evade the evi-

dence of near fifty express texts of Scripture, by themselves

produced and insisted on, giving undeniable testimony to

the truth they oppose. Let then what they have brought
forth be briefly considered.

1. The Scripture doth indeed propose unto us 'one only
God by nature,' and we confess that that only true God is

the ' Father of our Lord Jesus Christ ;' but we say, that the

Son is partaker of the Father's nature, of the same nature

with him, as being his proper Son, and by his own testimony
one with him. He is such a Son (as hath been declared)
as is begotten of the essence of his Father, and is therefore

God blessed for ever. If the Father be God by nature, so

is the Son, for he is of the same nature with the Father.

2. To conclude that Christ is not God, because he is man,
is plainly and evidently to beg the thing in question. We
evidently demonstrate in the person of Christ, properties that

are inseparable adjuncts of a divine nature, and such also

as no less properly belong to a human nature : from the

asserting of the one of these, to conclude to a denial of the

other, is to beg that which they are not able to dig for.

3. There is a twofold communication of the Father to

the Son; 1. By eternal generation; so the Son receives his

personality, and therein his divine nature, from him who
said unto him, 'Thou art my Son, this day have I begotten
thee :' and this is so far from disproving the Deity of Christ,

that it abundantly confirms it: and this is mentioned, John
v. 19—22. This Christ hath by nature. 2. By collation of

gifts, honour and dignity, exaltation, and glory upon him aS

u 2
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Mediator, or in respect of that office, which he humbled him-

self to undergo, and for the full execution whereof, and in-

vestiture with glory, honour, and power, was needful, which

is mentioned. Matt, xxviii. 18. Phil. ii. 9. 1 Cor. xv. 27.

which is by no means derogatory to the Deity of the Son ;

for inequality in respect of office is well consistent with

equality in respect of nature. This Christ hath by grace.

Matt, xxviii. 18. Christ speaks of himself as throughly fur-

nished with authority for the accomplishing of the work of

mediation, which he had undertaken. It is of his office, not

of his nature, or essence that he speaks. Phil. ii. 9. Christ

is said to be exalted, which he was in respect of the real ex-

altation given to his human nature, and the manifestation

of the glory of his divine, which he had with his Father be-

fore the world was, but had eclipsed for a season. 1 Cor.

XV. 27. relates to the same exaltation of Christ as before.

4. It is false, that Christ doth not ascribe the divine works

which he wrought to himself and his own divine power, al-

though that he often also make mention of the Father, as by
whose appointment he wrought those works as Mediator ;

John V. 27. * My Father worketh hitherto, and I work ;' ver.

19. 'For whatsoever things the Father doeth, these also doeth

the Son ;' ver. 21. ' For as the Father raiseth up the dead and

quickeneth them, even so the Son quickeneth whom he will.'

Himself wrought the works that he did, though as to the

end of his working them, which belonged to his office of

mediation, he still relates to his Father's designation and

appointment. And this is the whole of our catechists plea
from reason and Scripture against the Deity of Christ. For

the conclusion of the superfluousness, and needlesness of

such a divine nature in the Mediator, as it argues them to be

ignorant of the Scripture, and of the righteousness of God,
and the nature of sin, so it might administer occasion to

insist upon the demonstration of the necessity which there

was, that he who was to be Mediator between God and man,
should be both God and man, but that I aim at brevity, and

the consideration of it may possibly fall in upon another ac-

count; so that here I shall not insist thereon.

Nextly, then, they address themselves to that which is

their proper work (wherein they are exceedingly delighted).
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viz. in giving in exceptions against the testimonies produced
for the confirmation of the truth under consideration, which

they thus enter upon.
'Q. But'' they endeavour to assert the divine nature of

Christ from the Scriptures.
*A. They endeavour it, indeed, divers ways; and that

whilst they study either to evince out of certain Scriptures
what is not in them, or whilst they argue perversely from

these things which are in the Scriptures, and so evilly bring
their business to pass.'

These it seems are the o-eneral heads of our arguments
for the Deity of Christ : but before we part we shall bring
our catechists to another reckoning, and manifest both that

what we assert is expressly contained in the Scriptures, and
what we conclude by ratiocination from them, hath an evi-

dence in it, which they are not able to resist. But they say,
'

Q. What' are those things which they labour to evince,

concerning Christ out of the Scriptures, which are not con-

tained in them?
' A. Of this sort is (as they speak) his pre-eternity, which

they endeavour to confirm with two sorts of Scriptures.
1. Such as wherein they suppose this pre-eternity is expressed
2. Such as wherein though it be not expressed, yet they
think that it may be gathered from them.'

That we do not only suppose, but have also as great an

assurance as the plain, evident, and redoubled testimony of

the Holy Ghost can give us, of the eternity of Jesus Christ,

shall be made evident in the ensuing testimonies, both of the

one sort and the other
; especially such as are express there-

unto
;

for in this matter we shall very little trouble the rea-

der with collections and arguings, the matter inquired after

being express and evident in the words and terms of the

Holy Gh6st himself. They say then :

'

Q. Which*" are those testimonies of Scripture which

seem to them to express his pre-eternity?
•>

Atqui illic Scripturis illam divinara in Cliristo naturam asserere conantur ?—Co-
nantur quidcni variis niodis : idqiie dum student, aut e Scripturis quil)usdara evin-

cere, qua; in iis non liabcntur, aut duni ex iis, quae in Scripturis habentur, perperara
ratiocinantur, ac male reiu suam conficiunt.

' Quae vcro sunt ilia, quae illi de Christo e Scripturis evincere iaborant qua; illic

hon liabenturl—Est illius, ut loquunlur, pracaeternitas, quaiu duplici Scripturarum

genere approbarc nitunlur. Prinuim cjusniodi est, in quo prffiEeternitatcni banc cx-

pressam ))utant. Secundum, in (pio licet cxpressa non sit, cam tanien colligi arbitrantur.

'' Quajnain sent testimonia Scripturjc, quae vidcntur ipsis earn pricajtcrnitatcra ex-
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'A. They are these, in which the Scripture witnesseth

of Christ that he was in the beginning, that he was in hea-

ven, that he was before Abraham ;
John i. 1. vi. 62- viii. 58/

Before 1 come to the consideration of the particular

places proposed by them to be insisted on, I shall desire to

premise one or two things. As,

1. That it is sufficient for the disproving of their hypo-

thesis concerning Christ, if we prove him to have been ex-

istent before his incarnation, whether the testimonies where-

by we prove it, reach expressly to the proof of his eternity

or no. That which they have undertaken to maintain is, that

Christ had no existence before his conception and birth of

the Virgin : which if it be disproved, they do not, they can-

not deny but that it must be on the account of a divine na-

ture
;

for as to the incarnation of any pre-existing creature,

(which was the Arians madness) they disavow, and oppose it.

2. That these three places mentioned, are very far from

being all, wherein there is express confirmation of the eter-

nity of Christ : and, therefore, when I have gone through the

consideration of them, I shall add some others also, which

are of no less evidence and perspicuity than these, whose

vindication we are by them called unto.

To the first place mentioned they thus proceed :

'

Q. What' dost thou answer to the first?

'A. In the place cited, there is nothing about that pre-eter-

nity, seeing here is mention of the beginning, which is op-

posed to eternity. But the word beginning is almost always
in the Scripture referred to the subject matter, as maybe seen,

Dan. viii, 1. John xv. 27. 16.4. Acts xi. 15. and, therefore,

seeing the subject matter here is the gospel, whose descrip-
tion John undertakes, without doubt, by this word beginning,
John understood the beginning of the gospel.'

This place being express to our purpose, and the matter

of great importance, I shall first confirm the truth contended
for from thence, and then remove the miserable subterfuge

priraerc?
—Sunt ea, in quibus Scriptura testatur de Christo, ipsum fuisse in princi-

pio, fuisse in coelo, fuisse ante Abrahamum, John i. 1. vi. 62. viii. 58.
' Quid tero ad prinium respondes ?—In loco citato nihil habetur, de ista pree-

agternitate, cum hie principii mentio fiat, quod prffiseternitati opponitur. Principii
vero vox in Scripturis fere semper ad subjectam refertur materiam, ut videre est,
Dan. viii. 1. Joli. xv. 27.xvi. 4. Acts xi. 15. cum igitur hie subjecta sit materia Evan-

gelium, cujus descriptionem suscepit Johannes, sine dubio per vocem hanc principif,

principiuni Evangelii Johannes intellexit.
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which our catechists have received from their great apostles,

uncle and nephew.
1. That John thus expressly insisting on the Deity of

Christ in the beginning of his gospel, intended to disprove

and condemn sundry that were risen up in those days, deny-

ing it, or asserting the creation, or making of the world to

another Demiurgus, we have the unquestionable testimony

of the™ first professors of the religion of Jesus Christ, with

as much evidence and clearness of truth as any thing can

be tendered on uncontrolled tradition : which at least will

give some insight into the intendment of the Holy Ghost in

the words.

2. That by o \6jog, howsoever rendered, verbum or sermo,

or on what account soever he be so called, either of being
the eternal Word and Wisdom of the Father, or as the great

revealer of his will unto us, (which yet of itself is not a suffi-

cient cause of that appellation, for others also reveal the will

of God unto us; Acts xx.27. Heb. i. 1.) Jesus Christ is in-

tended is on all hands confessed, and may be undeniably

evinced from the context. This 6 Xoyog, came into the world

and was rejected by his own, ver. 11. yea, expressly he was

made flesh, and was the only begotten of God, ver. 14.

3. That the whole of our argument from this place, is

very far from consisting in that expression, 'in the beginning,'

though that, relating to the matter whereofthe apostle treats,

doth evidently evince the truth pleaded for. It is part of our

catechists' trade, so to divide the words of Scripture, that

their main import and tendence, may not be perceived. In

one place they answer to the first words,
' in the beginning;'

in another to,
* he was with God,' and ' he was God ;'

in a third

to that,
'
all things were made by him ;' in a fourth (all at a

great distance one from another) to,
' the Word was made

flesh.' Which desperate course of proceeding, argues that

their cause is also desperate, and that they durst not meet

this one testimony as by the Holy Ghost placed and ordered

for the confirmation of our faith, without such a bold man-

gling of the text, as that instanced in.

>o Irenffius ae liwres, lib. 3.c. 11. Epiphan. lib. 1. Tom. 2. haeres. 27, 28. 30. &c.
lib. 2. Tom. 2. Ilaires. 69. Tlicodorct. Epitoin. Ha>ret. lib. 2. Euseb. Histor. lib. 3.

c. 27. Causam post alios banc scribeiidi prjecipuam traduntomnes(veteres) utveneno
in ecclesiam jam turn sparso, authoritale suaj, quiE apiid omnes Cbristiamiiii nonien

profitentcs,
non poterat iioii esse maxima, luedicinaiu lacciet. Grot. I'riBfut. art Aii-

notat. in Evang. Johan.
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4. I shall then insist upon the whole of this testimony

as the words are placed in the contexture by the Holy Ghost,

and vindicate them from what in several places they have

excepted against several parcels of them. Thus then from

these words (these divine words, whose very reading re-

claimed as eminent a scholar" as the world enjoyed any in

his days, from atheism) we proceed.
1. He that was in the beginning, before the creation of

the world, before any thing, of all things that are made, was

made, who was then with God, and was God, who made

all things, and without whom nothing was made, in whom
was life, he is God by nature blessed for ever

;
nor is there in

the whole Scripture a more glorious and eminent description

of God, by his attributes, name, and works, than here is

given of him concerning whom all these things are spoken ;

but now all this is expressly affirmed of the ' Word that was

made flesh,' that is confessedly of Jesus Christ; therefore, he

is God by nature blessed for ever. Unto the several parts
of this plain and evident testimony, in several places they ex-

cept several things, thinking thereby to evade that strength
and light, which each part yields to other, as they lie, and

all of them to the whole
;

I shall consider them in order as

they come to hand.

1. Against that expression,
' in the beginning,' they ex-

cept in the place mentioned above, that it doth not signify

preeternity, which hath no beginning. But,
1, This impedes not at all the existence of Jesus Christ

before the creation, although it denies, that his eternity is

expressly asserted. Now to affirm that Christ did exist be-

fore the whole creation, and made all things, doth no less

prove him to be no more a creature, but the eternal God,
than the most express testimony of his eternity doth, or
can do.

2. Though eternity have no beginning, and the sense of
these words cannot be, 'in the beginning of eternity,' yet eter-

nity is before all things, and
'
in the beginning' may be the de-

n Novum Testaiuentutn diviniius oblatum aperio. Aliud agentiexhibet se mihi as-

spectu primo auguslissiinum illud caput Johannis Evangelists et Apostoli. In priu-
Cipii) erat verbniii. Lego partem capitis, et ita commoveor legens, ut repente divini-
tatcni arguincnti. et script! majestatem, aiictoritatemque ; senserim, longo intervalio
omnibus eloquently bumanaj viribus priceuntem. Horrebat corpus : slupebat animus,
rt totum ilium diem sic aflkiebar, ut qui essem, ipse mibi incertus viderer esse,
francisc. Junius.
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scription of eternity, as it is plainly; Prov. viii. 23.
' From

everlasting,' and ' in the beginning before the earth was,' are

of the same import. And the Scripture saying, that * in the

beginning the Word was,' not, 'was made,' doth as evidently

express eternity, as it doth in those other phrases of, "'be-

fore the world was,' or 'before the foundation of the world,'

which more than once it insists on.

3. By 'in the beginning,' is intended before the creation

of all things. What will it avail our catechists, if it doth

not expressly denote eternity ? Why, the word '

beginning' is

to be interpreted variously, according to the subject matter

spoken of, as Gen. i. 1. which being here the gospel, it is the

beginning of the gospel that is intended. But,
1. Be it agreed that the word '

beginning' is to be under-

stood according to the subject matter, whereunto it is ap-

plied ;
that the apostle doth firstly and nextly treat of the

gospel, as to the season of its preaching is most absurd. He
treats evidently and professedly of the person of the author

of the gospel, of the Word that was God, and was made flesh.

And that this cannot be wrested to the sense intended, is

clear
;
for 1. The apostle evidently alludes to the first words

of Genesis :
' In the beginning God created heaven and

earth :' and the Syriac translation from the Hebrew, here

places D'tyil : so here, in the '

beginning the Word made all

things.' 2. The following words,
* the Word was with God,'

manifests the intendment of the Holy Ghost to be, to declare

what, and where the Word was before* the creation of the

world, even with God. 3. The testimony that he was God in

the beginning, will no way agree with this gloss : take his

being God in their sense, yet they deny, that he was God in

the beginning of the gospel, or before his suffering, as hath

been shewed. 4. The sense given by the Socinians to this

place is indeed senseless.
' In the beginning (say they), that

is, when the gospel began to be preached by John Baptist

(which is plainly said to be, before the world was made), the

Word, or the man Jesus Christ (the Word being afterward

said to be made flesh, after this whole description of him, as

the Word) was with God, so hidden as that he was known

only to God (which is false, for he was known to his mother,

to Joseph, to John Baptist, to Simeon, Anna, and to others),
» Jolin xvii. 5.
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and the Word was God, that is, God appointed, that he

should be so afterward, or made God (though it be said, he

was God then, when he was with God) and all things were

made by him
;
the new creature was made by him, or the

world by his preaching, and teaching, and working miracles

was made, or reformed' (that is, something was mended by

him); such interpretations we may at any time be supplied

withal at an easy rate. 5. To view it a little farther.
* In

the beginning;' that is,
' when John preached Jesus, and said,

Behold the Lamb of God ;
was the word ;'

or Jesus was, that

is, he was, when John preached that he was :

'

egregiam vero

laudem !' He was, when he was. ' The word was in the be-

sinninp' ;' that is, Jesus was flesh and blood, and then was

afterward made flesh, and dweltamong us, when he had dwelt

amongst us. And this is that interpretation which Faustus

Socinus receiving from his uncle Lselius first set up upon ;
in

the streno;th whereof he went forth unto all the abominations

which afterward he so studiously vented.

Passing by those two weighty and most material passages
of this testimony,

' the Word was God, and the Word was
with God,' the one evidencing his oneness of nature with,

and the other his distinctness of personality from, his Father;
our catechists, after an interposition of near twenty pages, fix

upon ver. 3. and attempt to pervert the express words and

intendment of it, having cut it off" from its dependance on

what went before, that evidently gives light into the aim of

the Holy Ghost therein : their words concerning this verse

are,
'
Q. Declare Ho me with what testimonies they contend to

prove that Christ created the heaven and the earth?

P Exponeigitur milii, quibus testimoniis approbare contendunt, Christum coelum
et terrain creasse ?—lis, ubi sciiptum extat, quod per eum omnia facta sint, et sine

eo factum sit nihil, quod factum sit; John i. 3. et iterum, mundus per ipsura fac-
tus est, ver. 10. et rursus, quod in eo omnia sunt condita, &c. Col. i. 16. Et quod
Deus per eum s^ecula fecerit, Heb. i. 2. denique ;

et ex eo, tu in principio, &c. ver.

JO— 12.

Qui vero ad primum testimonium respondes?
—Primum, non habetur in primo

testimonio creata sunt, veruni facta sunt. Deinde, ait Johannes, facta esse per eum ;

qui modus loquendi, non cum, qui prima causa sit aiicujus rei, verum causam se-

cundam aut mcdiam exprimit. Denique, vox omnia non pro omnibus prorsus re-

bus hie sumitur, sed ad subjectam materiam restringitur omniiio, quod frequentissi-
mum est in hbris divinis, pra^sertim Novi Testamenti, cujus rei exemplum singulare
extat; 2 Cor. v. 17. in quo habetur sermo de re, huic, de qua Johannes tractat,
adniodum simili, ubi dicitur, omnia nova facta esse; cum certum sit muita extare,

quae nova facta non sunt. Cum vero subjecta apud Joannem materia sit Evange-

4
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'A. With those, where it is written, that by him all things,
and without him was nothing made that was made, and the

world was made by him ;' John i. 3. 10. as also Col. i. 16.

Heb. i. 2. 10—12.

*Q. But how dost thou answer to the first testimony?
*
1. It is not in the first testimony, they were created,

but they were made. 2. John says 'they were made by him;'
which manner of speaking doth not express him who is the

first cause of any thing, but the second or mediate cause.

Lastly, the word '
all things,' is not taken for all things

universally, but is altogether related to the subject matter,

which is most frequent in the Scriptures, especially of the

New Testament, whereof there is a signal example, 2 Cor.

V. 17. wherein there is a discourse of a thing very like to

this, whereof John treats, where it is said,
'
all things are

made new;' when as it is certain, that there are many things
which are not made new. Now whereas the subj_ot matter

in Johnisthe gos))el,it appeareth that this word '
v.A things,'

is to be received only of all those things which belong to

the gospel.
' But why doth John add, that without him nothing was

made that was made?
* John added these words, that he might the better illus-

trate those before spoken,
' All things were made by him ;'

which seem to import, that all those things were made by
the Word, or Son of God, although some of them, and those

of great moment, were of such sort, as were not done by
him, but the apostles : as the calling of the Gentiles,

the abolishing of legal ceremonies. For although these

things had their original from the preaching and works of

the Lord Jesus, yet they were not perfected by Christ him-

self, but by his apostles ;
but yet not without him. For the

apostles administered all things in his name and authority.

Hum, apparet vocem omnia, de iis omnibus, quae quoque modo ad Evangelium per-
tinent, accipi deberc.

Cur vero addtdit Johannes, quod sine eo factum est nihil, quod factum est?—
Addidit hac Johannes, ut eo melius ilKistraret ilia superiora, omnia per ipsum
facta sunt, quaj earn vim habere videntur, per solum Verbum vel Fiiium J)ci omnia
ilia facta esse, licet ejus generis qus-dam, ct quidein magni momcnti, non per ipsuni,
verum per apostolos facta fuerint : ut est vocatio Gentium, et Icgaliumceremoniarinn

abolitio; licet eniui ha;c origiuem ab ipsis sermonibus etopcribus Domini Jesu trax-

erint, ad effectum tamen non sunt perducta per ipsum Christum, sed per ipsius apos-
tolos, non tamen sine ipso. Apostoli enim omnia nomine, ct authoritate ipsius ad-

rainistrarnnt, ut ctiam ipse Doroinus ait, sine roc nihil facere potestis. Joh. xv. 5.
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as the Lord himself said, Without me ye can do nothing.

John XV. 5.'

Thus to the third verse, of which afterward. We shall

quickly see how these men are put to their shifts to escape

the sword of this witness, which stands in the way to cut

them off in their journeying- to curse the church and people

of God, by denying the Deity of their blessed Saviour.

1. The connexion of the words is wholly omitted, 'He

was God, and he was in the beginning with God, and all

things were made by him.' The words are an illustration

of his divine nature, by divine power and works. He was

God, and he made all things.
' He that made all things is

God;' Heb. iii. 4. 'The Word made all things ;' Johni. 3.

therefore he is God. Let us see what is answered.

1. It is not said they were created by him, but made.

But the word here used by John is the same that in sundry

places the Septuagint (whom the writers of the New Testa-

ment followed) used about the creation. As Gen. i. 3. Kat

avrtv 6 ^eog FevrjS'/jrw <pi^Q, koi l-yiveTO ^wg, and ver. 6. lyivero

GTipidjfxa : and if, as it is affirmed, he was in the beginning

(before all things) and made them all, he made them out of

nothing; that is, he created them. To create is but to pro-
duce something out of nothing, nothing supplying the term

from whence of their production. But,

'2. They are said to be made by him : its^t avrov, which

denotes not the principal, but mediate, or instrumental

cause.'

But it is most evident that these men care not what they

say, so they may say something that they think will trouble

them whom they oppose.
1. This might help the Arians, who fancied Christ to be

created or made before all things; and to have been the in-

strumental cause, whereby God created all other things ;

but how this concerns them to insist on, who deny that

Christ had any existence at all before the world was some
thousands of years old, is not easy to be apprehended.

2. In their own sense this is not to the purpose, but ex-

pressly contradictory to what they offer in the last place, by
way of answer to the latter part of the third verse. Here

they say he is not the principal efficient cause but the second
and mediate

; there, that all things were either done by him.
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or in his name and authority ;
which certainly denotes the

principal cause of the thing done. But,

3. This very expression is sundry times used concerning
God the Father himself, whom our catechists will not there-

fore deny to have been the principal efficient cause of the

things ascribed to him : Rom. xi. 36. from him, and Si avrov

'by him are all things ;'
1 Cor. i. 9.

' God is faithful Si oS, by
whom you are called :' Gal. i. 1. 'Paul an apostle, not of

men, nor by man, but Sm 'Irjcrou Xptorou, icai Qsov Trarpbg, by
Jesus Christ, and God the Father;' Ephes. i. l.dia^eXljfxaTog

Oeov, 'by the will of God.' So that this also is frivolous :

thus far we have nothing to the purpose. But,
*4. All things, are to be referred to the gospel ;

all things
of the gospel whereof John treats; so are the words to be

restrained by the subject matter :' but,

1. This is merely begged. John speaks not one word
of the gospel as such

; gives no description of it, its nature,

or effects
;
but evidently, plainly, and directly speaks of the

Word that was God, and that made all things, describing
him in his eternity, his works, his incarnation, his employ-
ment, his coming into the world, and his business

;
and treats

of the gospel, or the declaration of the will of God by Jesus

Christ, distinctly afterward, from ver. 14. and forwards.

2. For the expression, 2 Cor. v. 17. *
all things are be-

come new ;' it is expressly restrained to the new creature, to

them that are in Jesus Christ, but as to this general expres-
sion here, there is no colour why it should be so restrained:

the expression itself every where signifying the creation of

all things; see Gen. ii. 1, 2. Psal. xxxiii. 6. cxxi. 2. Isa.

xxxvii. 16. xliv. 19. Ixii. 2. Jer. xxxii. 17. Actsxiv. 15.xvii.

24. And this is it wliich they plead to the first part of the

verse,
'

by him all things were made.'

2. The other expression, they say is added to manifest,
' thatwhat was done after by the apostles, was not done with-

out him
;
and that is the meaning of these words. And with-

out him was nothing made, that was made.' But,
1. Their tt^mtov \pivcog, of referring the whole passage to

the description of the gospel, whereof there is not the least

tittle nor intimation in the text, being removed out of the way,
this following figment falls of itself.

2. This gloss is expressly contrary to the text. The 'all
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things' here mentioned, are the *
all things' that were made

in the beginning of the world
;
but this gloss refers it to

the thino;s made in the end of the world.

3. It is contradictory to itself; for by 'the beginning,'

they understand the beginning of the gospel, at the first

preaching of it
;
but the things, that they say here were

made by Christ, are things that were done after his ascension.

4. It is true, the apostles wrought not any miracles, ef-

fected no mighty works, but by the presence of Christ with

them (though the text cited to prove it
;
John xv. 5. be

quite of another importance, as speaking of gospel obedience,

not works of miracles or conversions) ;
but that those works

of theirs, or his by them, are here intended, is not offered to

proof by our catechists. And this is the sense of the words

they give ;

*

Christ, in the beginning of the gospel, made all

things; or all things were made by him; even those which

he made by others, after his ascension into heaven :' or thus

'AH things,' that is, some things 'were made,' that is,

mended,
*

by him,' that is, the apostles, in the beginning of

the gospel, that is, after his ascension.'

5. Our sense of the words is plain and obvious, says the

apostle ;

' He who was in the beginning, and was God, made
all things ;' which he first expresseth positively ;

and then

by an universal negative confirms and explains what was be-

fore asserted in an universal affirmative, 'without him was

nothing made, that was made.' And this is the sum of what

they have to except against this part of our testimony, than

which nothing can be more vain and frivolous.

2. The tenth verse is by them taken under consideration,
and these words therein :

' The world was made by him :'

against which this is their procedure.
'

Q. What^ dost thou answer to the second ?

1 Quid vero respondes ad secundum?—Primuni, quod hie non scribat Johannes,
mundum esse creatura, sed factum. Deinde, eo loquendi niodo utitur, qui mediam
causam designat, ait enira, mundum per eum factum. Denique, ha;c vox mundus,
queniadmodum et alia;, quse prorsus idem in Scripturis valent, non solum caslnm et

terram denotat, verura prseter alias significationes, rel genus huraanum designat, nt
locus prwsens ostendit, ubi ait, in mundo erat, et mundus eum non agnovit, 1 John
i. 10. et mundus eum secutus est, John xii. 19. aut etiam futuram immortalitatem, ut

apparet, Hcb. i. 6. ubi ait, et eum iterum introducit primogenitum in mundum, ait,
et adorent cum omnes angeli Dei

; quod de future mundo accipi apparet e cap. 2.

ejusdem Epistolaj, ubi ait, etenim non angelis subjccit mundum futurum, de quo lo-

quimur. At nusquam de eo iocutus fuerat, nisi ver. 6. cap. 1 . prasterea, habes locum cap.
X. ver. 5. ubi de Christo loquens, ait, propterea ingrediens in mundum, ait ; hostiam et

oblationem noluisti, verura corpus adaptasti mihi
; ubi cum palam sit eum loqui de mun-
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* A. 1. That John doth not write here, that the world was

created, but made. 2. He uses the same manner of speech,
which signifieth the mediate cause, for he saith, the world

was made by him. Lastly, this word mundus, the world, as

others of the same import, do not only denote heaven and

earth, but besides other significations, it either signifieth

human kind, as the present place manifesteth. He was in the

world, and the world knew him not : and John xii. 19. or

also future immortality, as Heb. i. 6. which is to be under-

stood of the world to come, as it appears from chap.ii, where

he saith, he hath not put the world to come into subjection
to the angels, of which we speak : but he had nowhere

spoken of it, but chap. i. 6. Furthermore, you have a place,

chap. X. 5. where, speaking of Christ he saith
;
Wherefore

coming into the world, he saith. Sacrifice and offering thou

wouldest not have, but a body, 8cc. Where, seeing it is evi-

dent that he speaks of that world into which Jesus being
entered, was made our priest, as all the circumstances de-

monstrate, it appears, that he speaks not of the present, but

of the world to come
; seeing, chap. viii. 4. he had said of

Christ, if he were on earth he should not be a priest.'

The two first exceptions have been already cashiered ;

those which follow are of as little weight or consideration.

For,

1. It is confessed, that the word 'world' hath in Scripture
various acceptations, and is sometimes taken for men in the

world : but that it can be so taken, when the world is said to

be made or created, when it is equivalent to all things, when
it is proposed as a place whereunto any comes, and where

he is, as is the state of the expression here, there can nothing
more absurd, or foolish be imagined.

2. Heb. i. 6. speaks not of the world to come; nor is

there any place in the Scripture,where the word 'world'doth

signify immortality, or the world to come, nor any tiling

looking that way. Heb. ii. 5. mention is made not simply of

the world, but of the world to come
;
nor doth that expres-

sion of the apostle relate unto that of chap. i. 6. where the

word 'world' is used, but to what goes before and after in the

do, in quem ingressus Jesus, saccrdos noster factus est (ut circumstantiae on)nes de-

nionstraiit), a()paret, nou de praiscnti, scd de fiituro niundo agi, quandoquideiii cap.
o. ver. 4. de Christo dixerat, si in terris cssct, ne sacerdos quidem esset.
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same chapter, where the thing itself is insisted on, in other

terms. Nor is the future immortality intended there by the

world to come, but the present state of the Christian church,

called the 'world to come,' in reference to that of the Jews,

which was past, in that use of speech, whereby it was ex-

pressed before it came
;
as also, chap. vi. 5. Nor is the world

to come, life eternal, or blessed immortality ;
life is to be had

in it; but immortality, and the world to come, are not the

same : nor is that world ever said to be made
5
nor is it any

where described as made already, but as to come
;
as Matt.

xii. 32. Luke xviii. 30. xx. 35. Eph. i. 21. nor can it be said

of the world to come, that it knew not Christ, as it is of this

that he made. Nor can Christ be said to come into that

world in the beginning, which he did not imtil after his re-

surrection
;
nor is the world to come, that whereof it is said

in the next verse, which expounds this, he came elg ra 'idia,

'
to his own,' for then,

* his own ot 'Idioi, knew him not :' so that

there is not the least colour, or pretence of this foppery, that

here they would evade the testimony of the Holy Ghost

withal.

3. Those words, Heb. xi, 5. 'coming into the world he

said,' &c. do not in the least intimate any thing of the world

to come, but express the present world, into which Christ

came, when God prepared a body for him, at his incarnation,

and birth, which was in order to the sacrifice, which he af-

terward offered in this world, as shall be evidently mani-

fested, when we come to the consideration of the priesthood
of Christ.

It remains only that we hear their sense of these words,
which they give as followeth.

'Q. Buf what dost thou understand by these words. The
world was made by him ?

' A. A twofold sense may be given of them
;

1 . That human

' Quid vcro per Iisec, nuindus per cum factus est, inteliigis?
—Duplex eoruni sensus

dari potest: prior, ipiod genus liumanuiu per Christum reformatum, et quasi denuo
factum sit, co quod illc gencri liumano, quod perierat, et aiteriuB morti subjectumerat,
vitam attulit, eanique sempiternam (quod etiam raundo Johannes exprobrat, qui per
Christum ab interitu vindicatiis, euni iion agnoverit, sed spreverit, et rejecerit). Is enim
niob Hebraic! sermonis, quod in cjusmodi loquendi modis, verba facere, creare, idem

valeant, quod denuo facere, et denuo creare, idque j)ropterea, quod verbis, quaicom-
posita vocant, ea hngua careat. Posterior vero sensus est, quod ilia innnortalitas,

quam expectanms per Christum, quantum ad nos, facta sit: qucmadmodum eadem
futurum saeculum, habita ratione nostri, vocatur, licet jam Cliristo et angelis sit

praesens.
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kind was reformed by Christ, and as it were made again,
because he brought life, and that eternal to human kind,

which was lost, and was subject to eternal death ; (which
also John upbraideth the world withal, which being vindi-

cated by Christ from destruction, acknowledged him not,

but contemned and rejected him), for that is the manner of

the Hebrew speech, that in such terms of speaking, the

words, to make, and create, are as much as to make again,
or to create again, because that tongue wants those words,

that are called compounds. The latter sense is, that that

immortality which we expect, i€ as to us, made by Christ
;

as the same is called the world to come, in respect of us, al-

though it be present to Christ, and the angels.'
1. That these expositions are destructive to one another

is evident : and yet which of them to adhere unto our cate-

chists know not: such good builders are they, for to esta-

blish men in the faith. Pull down they v/ill, though they
have nothing to offer in the room of what they endeavour to

destroy.
2. That the latter sense is not intended, was before evinced.

The world, that was made in the beginning, into which Christ

came, in which he was, which knew him not, which is said to

be made, is a world : is not immortality, or life eternal ;
nor

is there any thing in the context, that should in the least give
countenance to such an absurd gloss.

3. Much less is the first sense of the words tolerable.

For,

1. It is expressly contradictory to the text.
' He made

the world ;' that is, he reformed it, and ' the world knew him
not

;' when the world is not reformed, but by the knowledge
of him.

2. To be made, doth no where simply signify to be re-

newed or reformed, unless it be joined with other expressions,

restraining its significancy to such renovation.

3. The world was not renewed by Christ whilst he was
in it : nor can it be said to be renewed by him, only on the

account of laying the foundation of its renovation in his

doctrine. By him the world was made, that is, he preached
that doctrine, whereby some in the world were to be reformed.

The world that Christ made knew him not : but the renewed
world know him.

VOL. VIII. X
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4. The Hebraism of making, for reforming, is commonly

pretended ;
without any instance for its confirmation. John

wrote in Greek, which language abounds with compositions
above any other in the world, and such as on all occasions

he makes use of.

There is one passage more, that gives strength to the tes-

timony insisted on, confirming the existence of Christ in his

divine nature, antecedently to his incarnation, and that is,

ver. 14. 'The Word was made flesh.' Who the Word is, and

what, we have heard. He who was in the beginning, who
was God, and was with God-^ who made all things, who made

the world, in whom was light and life, he was made flesh.

Flesh, so as that thereupon he dwelt amongst men, and con-

versed with them. How he was, and how he was said to be

made flesh, I have declared in the consideration of his eter-

nal Sonship, and shall not again insist thereon. This, aftcF

theinterpositionof sundry questions, our catechists take thus

into consideration.
'
Q. How^ do they prove Christ to have been incarnate?

' A. From those testimonies, where according to their

translation it is read,the Word was made flesh; Johni.41,&c.
*

Q. How dost thou answer it ?

* A. On this account, because in that testimony, it is not

said (as they speak), God was incarnate, or the divine nature

assumed the human. The Word was made flesh, is one thing,
and God was incarnate, or the divine nature assumed the

human, another. Besides, these words, the Word was made

flesh, or rather, the Speech was made flesh, may, and ought
to be rendered, the Word was flesh. That it may be so ren-

* E quibus vero testimoiiiis Scripturse demonstrare conantur, Ciiristum (utloquun-
tur) incarnatum esse?— Ex iis, iibi secundum eoruni versioneiii legitur, Verbum caro

factum esse ; Joliii i. 14. et Phil. ii. 6, 7. 1 Tim. iii. 16, &c.~Quomodo ad pri-
nium rcspondes ?—Ea ratione, quod in eo testimonio non Imbeatur Deum (ut lo-

quuntur) incariirituiii esse, aut quod natura divina assumpscrit liunianam. Aiiud eniiH

est, Verbum caro factum est, aliud, Deus incaniatus est (ut loquuntur) vel natura
divina assumpscrit humanam. Pra-terca, ha?c verba, Verbum caro factum est, vol

potius. Serine caro factus est, possuut, et debent ita reddi, Sermo caro fuit. Posse
ita reddi, e festinioniis, in quibus vox lyimo (quaj liic per factum est translata est)
verbo fuit reddita inveiiitur, apparet; ut in eodeui, cap. v. 6. et Lucce xxiv. 19.
i'uit liomo missus a Deo, &c. Et, Qui fuit vir, proplicta, &c. Debere vero reddi

per verbum fuit, ordo vcrborum Joliannis docet, qui valde inconvenienter loquutus
fuisset, sermoriem carnem factum esse, id est, ut adversarii interpretantur, naturam
divinam ass^ulpsis^e humanam, postquani ea jam de iilo sermone exposuisset, qu^
nativitatem hominis Jesu Christi subsecuta sunt

;
ut sunt baec

; Joliannem Baptistani
de illo testatum esse; iUuni in niundo fuisse ; a suis non fuisse rcceptum ; quod iis,

a quibus rcccptus fuisset, potestatcui dederit, ut filii Dei fierent.
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dered, appears from the testimonies, in which the word

tyiv£To (which is here translated) was made, is found ren-

dered by the word, was
;
as in this chap. ver. 6. and Luke

xxiv. 19, &,c. Also that it ought to be so rendered, the order

of John's words teacheth, who should have spoken very in-

conveniently, the Word was made flesh, that is, as our adver-

sanes interpret it, the divine nature assumed the human,
after he had spoken those things of the Word, which fol-

lowed the nativity ofthe man Christ Jesus, such as are these :

John bare witness of him; he came into the world; he was
not received of his own; that to them that received him, he

gave power to become the sons of God.'

This is the last plea they use in this case
;
the dying

groans of their perishing cause are in it; which will provide
them neither with succour, or relief. For,

1. It is not words, or expressions, that we contend about.

Grant the thing pleaded for, and we will not contend with

any living about the expressions, wherein it is by any man
delivered. By the incarnation of the Son of God, and by the

Divine nature assuming; the human, we intend no more than

what is here asserted, the Word, who was God, was made
flesh.

2. All they have to plead to the thing insisted on, is, that

the word lyivero, may, yea ought to be translated,
'

fuit,'

*was,' and not ' factus est,'
* was made. But,

1. Suppose it should be translated was, what would it

avail them? He that was a man, was made a man. In that

sense it expresses what he was, but withal denotes how he

came so to be. He who was the Word before, was also a

man
;

let them shew us any other way, how he became so,

but only by being made so, and upon a supposition of this

new translation, they may obtain something. But,

2. How will they prove, that so much as it may be ren-

dered by
*

fuit,' 'was.' They tell you it is so in two other places
in the New Testament

;
but doth that prove that it may so

much as be so rendered here? The proper sense, and com-

mon usage of it is, 'was made;' and because it is once or

twice used in a peculiar sense, may it be so rendered here,

where nothing requires that it be turned aside from its most

usual acceptation ; yea much enforcing it thereunto.

3. That it ought to be rendered by
'

fuit,' 'was,* they plead
X 2
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the mentioning before of things done after Christ's incar-

nation (as we call it), so that it cannot be, he was made

flesh
; but,

1. Will they say, that this order is observed by the apo-

stle, that that which is first done, is first expressed, as to all

particulars? What then becomes of their interpretation,

who say the Word was made God by his exaltation, and made

flesh in his humiliation; and yet how much is that, which

in their sense was last expressed, before that which went be-

fore it? Or will they say, in him was the life of man, before

he was made flesh? When the life of man, according to

them, depends on his resurrection solely, which was after

he ceased to be flesh in their sense. Or what conscience

have these men, that in their disputes will object that to

the interpretation of others, which they must receive, and

embrace for the establishing of their own?
2. The order of the words is most proper; John having

asserted the Deity of Christ, with some general concomi-

tants and consequences of the dispensation, wherein he un-

dertakes to be a Mediator ;
in his fourteenth verse enters

particularly upon a description of his entrance upon his

employment, and his carrying it on by the revelation of

the will of God
;
so that without either difficulty or strain-

ing, the sense and intendment of the Holy Ghost falls in

clearly in the words.

3. It is evident, that the word neither may, nor ought
to be translated accordino- to their desire. For,

'

]. It being so often said before, that the Word tvas, the

Word is still f)v, and not lyivtro ;
in the beginning the Word

was, and the Word ivas God, and the Word was with God.
The same was; he was in the world, he was the light ; still

the same word; so that if no more were intended, but what

was before expressed, the terms would not be changed with-

out exceedingly obscuring the sense
;
and therefore, lyivero

must signify somewhat more than rjv.

2. The word lyevero applied to other things in this very

place, denotes their making, or their original, which our

catechists did not question in the consideration of the places
where it is so used

;
as ver.3. 'all things were made by him,

and without him was nothing made, that was made, and
ver. 10. the world was made by him.'
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3. This phrase is expounded accordingly in other places,
as Rom. i, 3. tov jzvofiivov Ik airipjiaTog Aa|3io Kara aapKa,
' made of the seed of David according to the flesh ;'

and

Gal. iv. 4. jevofisvov Ik yvvaiKog,
' made of a woman ;'

but

they think to salve all by the ensuing exposition of these

words.
'

Q. How' is that to be understood, the Word was flesh ?

* A. That he by whom God perfectly revealed all his will,

who is therefore ,called
* Sermo' by John, was a man, subject

to all miseries, and afllictions, and lastly to death itself.

For the Scripture useth the word flesh in that sense, as is

clear from those places, where God speaks. My Spirit shall

not always contend with man, seeing he is flesh
;
Gen. vi. 3.

and Peter, All flesh is grass ;
1 Pet. i. 24.'

This is the upshot of our catechists exposition of this

first chapter of John, as to the person of Christ. Which is,

1. Absurd, upon their own suppositions ;
for the testimo-

nies produced affirm every man to be flesh
;
so that to say

he is a man, is to say he is flesh
;
and to say that man was

flesh, is to say that a man was a man, inasmuch as every
man is flesh.

2. False, and no way fitted to the intendment of the

Holy Ghost
;

for he was made flesh antecedently to his

dwelling amongst us; which immediately follows in the

text; nor is his being made flesh suited to any thing in his

place, but his.conversation with men, which answers his in-

carnation, not his mediation
;
neither is this exposition con-

firmed by any instance from the Scriptures, of the like ex-

pression used concerning Jesus Christ
;
as that we urge is,

Kom. i. 3. Gal. iv. 4. and other places. The place evidently
affirms, the Word to be made something that it was not be-

fore, when he was the Word only; and cannot be affirmed

of him, as he was man; in which sense he was always ob-

noxious to miseries and death.

And this is all whicii our catechists in several places
have thought meet to insist on, by way of ejxeptiou or op-

position to our undeniable and manifest testimonies from
' Qua ratione illud intelligoiiduin est, ScrmoTicm carncin fiiisse ?—Quod is, ptT

queui Dcus voluiitatcm suaiu oiniieui pcrfectc exposuissct, et proptcrea a Jolianne

Seriiio appi'llatus fuissut, homo fuerit, ouinibus niiseriis, et alHicliunibus, ac niortl

denique subjectus. Eteiiiiu voccni caro co sensuScriptura usurpuf, ul ex iis locis ptr-

bpicuuni est, ubi Deus locjuitur. Noii coiilendi't spiritus nunis tiuu liouiine in a;kr-

nuiH, (juia caro est, Gen. vi. 3. Et I'clrus, oninis caro utfucnum; 1 Pet. i. '.'4.
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this first chapter of John, unto the great and sacred truth

contended for
;
which I have at large insisted on, that the

reader from this one instance, may take a taste of their deal-

ing in the rest
;
and of the desperateness of the cause which

they have undertaken, driving them to such desperate shifts,

for the maintenance and protection of it
;
in the residue I

shall be more brief.

John vi. 62. is in the next place taken into consideration.

The words are,
* What and if ye shall see the Son of man

ascend up where he was before r' What we intend from hence,

and the force of the argument from this testimony insisted

on, will the better appear, if we add unto it those other

places of Scripture, wherein the same thing is more ex-

pressly and emphatically affirmed, which our catechists

cast (or some of them) quite into another place, on pretence
of the method wherein they proceed, indeed to take off

from the evidence of the testimony, as they deal with what

we plead from John the first; the places I intend are;

John iii. 13.
' And no man hath ascended up to heaven,

but he that came down from heaven, even the Son of man,
who is in heaven.'

Ver. 31. ' He that cometh from above, is above all. He
that cometh from heaven, is above all.'

John viii. 23. ' Ye are from beneath, I am from above.'

John xvi. 28. '
I am come forth from the Father, and am

come into the world ;
and again .1 leave the world, and go to

the Father.'

Hence we thus argue. He that was in heaven before he

was on the earth, and who was also in heaven, whilst he was

on the earth, is the eternal God. But this doth Jesus Christ

abundantly confirm concerning himself; therefore he is the

eternal God blessed for ever.

In answer to the first place our catechists thus proceed.
*
Q. W hat " answerest thon to the second testimony: John

vi. 62.
' A. Neither is here any mention made expressly of pre-eter-

nity ;
for in this place the Scripture witnesseth, that the Son

" Ad secundum auteni quid respondes?
—Ncque liic ullani prse-jeternitatis men-

tionem factain cxprcsse ;
nam hoc in loco filiuin hominis, id est, lioniineiu in coeiis

fuisse testatum Scriptura, qiieni citia ullani controvcrsiain piiu-aifeniuni non extitisbe

cerium est.



TESTIMONIES THEREOF VINDICATED. 311

of man, that is, a man, was in heaven, who without all con-

troversy was not eternally pre-existent.' So they.
1. It is expressly affirmed, that Christ was in heaven, be^

fore his coming into the world. And if we evince his pre-
existence to his incarnation, against the Socinians, the task

will not be difficult to prove that pre-existence to be in an

€ternal Divine nature against the Arians. It is sufficient as

to our intendment in producing this testimony, that it is af-

firmed, that Christ ^v Trporcpov in heaven, before his coming
forth into the world

;
in what nature we elsewhere prove.

2. It is said indeed that the Son of man was in heaven,
which makes it evident, that he who is the Son of man, hath

another nature, besides that wherein he is the Son of man.
wherein he is the Son of God. And by affirming that the

Son of man was in heaven before, it doth no more assert that

he was eternal, and in heaven in that nature, wherein he is

the Son of man, than the affirmation that God redeemed his

church with his own blood, doth prove, that the blood shed

was the blood of the Divine nature. Both the affirmations

are concerning the person of Christ. As he who was God,
shed his blood as he was man

;
so he who was man, was eter-

nal, and in heaven, as he was God. So that the answer doth

merely beg the thing in question ;
viz.

* that Christ is not

God and man in one person.
3. The insinuation here of Christ's being in heaven as

man, before his ascension, mentioned in the Scripture, shall

be considered, when we come to the proposal made of that

figment by Mr. Biddle in his chapter of the prophetical office

of Christ. In answer to the other testimonies recited, they
thus proceed towards the latter end of their chapter, concern-

ing the person of Christ.
' Q. What '' answerest thou to John iii. 13. x. 36. xvi . 28.

xvii. 18.

« Ubi vero Scriptura de Christo ait, quod de coelodescendit, a patre exivit, et in

mundum venit. Joli. iii. 13. x. 36. xvi. 28. xvii. 18. quid ad Iia^c rcspondes 'f

Ex iis iioti probari diviiiani naturam iiinc appaierc, quod prinii testinionii verba,
descendit de ccclo, possitit ligurate accipi, qiieniadmodiiiii, Jac. i. 17. Oniiie datum
bonuiii et doniini pci'fectum dosiii»,uin est, dcsccndons a Patre Imninum : et Apoc. xxi.

2. 10. Villi civitatcni sanctaiii, Hienisaicm novam, desceiKloiitcni dc carlo a Deo,
&:c. Quod si propric accipi debcaiit, quod nos pcrlibentor adinittiiiius, apjiarct non de
alio ilia dicta, quaiude filio hominis, cpii cum personam luimanaui iiccessario liabeat,

Deus natura esse non potest. Porro, (juod Scriptura testatur dc Christo, (]uod Pafer
cum miserit in niundum, idem de Apostolis Cliristi Icgimus in iisdem verbis cilatis

superius. Qucmadmodum nie misisti in mundum, ct ego misi cos in mundum
; Joli.
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'That a Divine nature is nothere proved, appeareth, because

the words of the first testimony, he came down from heaven,

may be received figuratively, as James i. 17. Every good and

every perfect gift is from above, and conies down f.^oni the

Father of lights : and Rev. xxi. 2. 10. I saw the holy city

Jerusalem comino; down from God. But if the words be

taken properly, which we willingly admit, it appears, that

they are not spoken of any other than the Son of man, who

seeing he hath necessarily an human person, he cannot by
nature be God. Moreover, for what the Scripture witnesseth

of Christ, that the Father sent him into the world, the same

we read of the apostles of Christ in the same words above

alledged : as John xvii. 18. As thou hast sent me into the

world, I have sent them into the world. And these words,

Christ came forth from the Father, are of the same import
with he descended from heaven. To come into the world is

of that sort, as the Scripture manifests to have been after the

nativity of Christ; John xviii. 37. where the Lord himself

says : For this I am born, and come into the world, that I

might bear witness to the truth: and 1 John iv. 1. It is

written, many false prophets are gone forth into the world.

Wherefore, from this kind of speaking, a divine nature in

Chriet cannot be proved ;
but in all these speeches only

what was the divine original of the office of Christ, is de-

scribed.'

1. That these expressions are merely figuratively to be

expounded, they dare not assert; nor is there any colour

given that they may be so received from the instances pro-
duced from James i. 17. and Rev. xxi. 2. for there is only
mention made of descending, or coming down, which word
we insist not on by itself, but as it is conjoined with the tes-

timony of his being in heaven before his descending; which
takes off all pretence of a parity of reason in the places

compared.
2. All that follows is a perfect begging of the thing in

xvii. 18. Ea vero verba, quod Cliristus a Patrp fxieiil, idem valent, quod de cocio
dcsccndit. Venire vero ii. luunduiii, id ejnsmodi est, (|uo(i Sciiptura post luitivitatem
Christ: extitisse ostendit

; John xviii. 37. iibi ipse Doiiimiis ait, Ego in Iioc iiatus

sum, etiii iminduiii veiii, ut tesiimonium pcrliibeam verilati. Et 1 Joh. iv. 1. Scrip-
tuni est, iiiultos falsos Proplietas c.vii:>se in niunduni. Quare ex ejusnicdi loquendi
iiiudis natiira divina in Christo probari non pote.vt. In omnibus vero his locutioni-

bus, quam divinum muneris Chrisli principium fuciit, duiila.vat describitur.
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question ;
because Christ is the Son of man, it follows that

he is a true man
;
but not, that he hath the personality of a

man, or a human personality. Personality belongs not to the

essence, but the existence of a man. So that here they do but

repeat their own hypothesis, in answer to anexpress testimony
of Scripture against it. Their confession of the proper use

of the word, is but to give colour to the figment formerly

intimated, which shall be iu due place (God assisting) dis-

covered.

3. They utterly omit, and take no notice of that place,

where Christ says, he so came from heaven, as that he was

still in heaven
;
nor do they mention any thing of that, which

we lay greatest weight on, of his affirming that he was iu

heaven before
;
but merely insist on the word descending,

or coming down, and yet they can no other way deal with

that neither, btit by begging the thing in question.

4. We do not argue merely from the words of Christ's

being sent into the world, but in this conjunct considera-

tion, that he was so sent into the world, as that he was in

heaven before, and so came forth from the Father, and was

with him in heaven before his coming forth, and this our

catechists thought good to oversee.

5. The difference of Christ's being sent into the world,
and the apostles by him, which they parallel, as to the pur-

pose in hand, lies in this, that Christ was so sent of the Fa-

ther, that he came forth from the Father, and was with him
in heaven before his sending, which proves him to have an-

other nature, than that wherein he was sent : the similitude

alledged consists quite in other things. Neither,

6. Doth the Scripture in John xviii. 37. testify, that

Christ's sending- into the world was after his nativity, but

only that the end of them both, was to bear witness to the

truth. And indeed, I was born, and came into the world,
are but the same, the one being exegetical of the other. But
his being born, and his coming into the world, is in the tes-

timonies cited, plainly asserted in reference to an existence

that he had in heaven before. And thus as our argument is

not at all touched in this answer, so is their answer closed

as it began, with the begging of that which is not only ques-
tioned, but sufficiently disproved ; namely, that Christ was in

his human nature taken up into heaven and instructed ia
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the will of God, before his entrance upon his prophetical

office.

And this is the whole ofwhat they have to except against

this evident testimony of the Divine nature of Christ. He
was in heaven, with the Father, before he came forth from

the Father, or was sent into the world ;
and Kara aXXo kol

a'AAo, was in heaven, when he was in the earth, and at his

ascension returned thither where he was before. And so

much for the vindication of this second testimony.

John vi. 62. is the second place I can meet with in all the

annotations of Grotius, wherein he seems to assert the union

of the human nature of Christ with the eternal Word : if he

do so. It is not with the man that I have any differ-

ence, nor do I impose any thing on him for his judgment; 1
^

only take liberty, having so great cause given, to discuss his |

annotations.

There remains one more of the first rank, as they are

sorted by our catechists, for the proof of the eternity of

Christ, which is also from John viii. 58.
* Before Abraham

was I am,' that they insist on.
' In y this place the pre-eternity of Christ is not only not

expressed, being it is one thing to be before Abraham, and

another to be eternal, but also it is not so much as express-

ed, that he was before the virgin Mary. For these words

may otherwise be read
; namely. Verily, verily I say unto

you, before Abraham was made I am; as it appears from

those places in the same Evangelist, where the like Greek

phrase is used, chap. xiii. 19. xiv.'29.

y In Itoc loco noil solum non expriniitur prae-ffiternitas Christi,cum aliud sit, ante j

Abralinniuni fiiisse, aliud, praj-aetcnuim ; veriun iie hoc quidem exprcssuni est, ipsuin I

ante JMaiiani virgineii) fuisse. Eteniniea verba aliter legi posse (iiiiiiirum hac ratione,

Aineii, Amen, dice vobis, prinsquam Abraham fiat, ego snni) apparet ex iis locis
j

a[)ud eunctem evangelistam, ubi similiset eadeni lociilio grffica habetur, cap. 'xiii. 19.

etniodo dico vobis, priusquaiu fiat, ut cum factum fuerit credatis. Et cap. xiv. 29.

et nunc dixi vobis priusquaui fiat, &.c,—Quaa vero ejus senlentia foret lectionis?—
Aduiodum egregia : eteniui adnionet Cliristus Judaeos, qui euni in sermone capere

volebant, ut dum tempus habeient, crederent ipsuni esse nuindi luceni, aiitequam
diviiia gratia, quam Christus iis ofi'erebat, ab iis tolleretur, et ad Gcntes transfer-

rttnr. Quod vero ea verba, ego sum, sint ad eum niodum supplenda, ac si ipse

subjecisset iis, ego sum lux muiuli, superius e |)iiiicipio ejus oratiunis, ver. 12. con-

stat et hinc, quod Christus bis seipsum iisdem verbis, ego sum, lucem mundi vo-

caverit, ver. '24. '28. ea vero verba, priusquam Abraham fiat, id significare quod
diximus, e notatione nominis Abraham deprehendi potest; constat infer omnes

Abrahamum notaru patreni niullarum gentium. Cuin vero Ahram non sit factus

prius Abraham, (juaui Dei gratia, in Christo manifestata, in multas gentcs reduiidaret,

quippc quod Abrahanuis unius tantinn pentis antea pater fuerit, apparet scnlcntiain

horum verboruni, quani attulimus, esse ipsissimam.
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'
Q. What then would be the sense of this reading ?

' A. Very eminent. For Christ adnionisheth the Jews,who
would have ensnared him in his speech, that whilst they had

time, they should believe in him the light of the world, before

the divine grace which Christ offered to them, should be taken

from them, and be carried to the Gentiles. But that these

words,
'
I am,' are to be supplied in that manner, as if himself

had added to them, I am the light of the world, appears, be-

cause that in the beginning of his speech, ver. 12. he had
twice in these words,

*
I am,' called himself the light of the

world
;

ver. 24, 25. and that these words, before Abraham

be, do signify that which we have said, may be perceived
from the notation of that word Abraham

;
for it is evident,

that Abraham notes the father of many nations : seeing then

that Abrara was made Abraham, before the grace of God,
manifested in Christ, redounded to many nations, for Abra-
ham before was the father of one nation only, it appears
that that is the very sense of the words which we have given.'

If our adversaries can well quit themselves of this evi-

dence, I believe they will have no small hopes of escaping
in the whole trial. And if they meet with judges so parti-

ally addicted to them and their cause, as to accept of such

manifest juggling, and perverting of the Scriptures, I know
not what they may not expect or hope for. Especially, see-

ing how they exalt and triumph in this invention; as may
be seen in the words of Socinus himself, in his answer to

Erasmus Johannes, p. 67. For whereas Erasmus says,
' * I

confess in my whole life, I never met with any interpreta-
tion of Scripture more wrested, or violently perverting the

sense of it.' The other replies.
'
I hoped rather that thou

wouldst confess, that in thy whole life thou hadst never

heard an interpretation more acute, and true than this, nor

which did savour more of somewhat divine, or evidenced

* Fateor me per oinncni vitani mcam non magis contorfarn scrijifiira! interpretati-
oiicni audivisse ; ideoqiie cam jjenitus improbo. Eras. Johan. Ciiin prirniini fatendi
verbum iii tuis verbis aniinadverti, sperabani te potius millain in tiia vita scriptiirie

iiitcrpretationem aiidivissi-, qiire liac sit aciitior aut vfrior; qua^jue magis divimiiu

quid sa|)iat, et a Deo ipso patefactam fuisse prai so ferat. Ego qiiidcm certe non
laves conjccturas liabeo, ilium, qui primus ajlate nostra eaui in lucem pertulit (hie
auteni is luit.ipii primus (juocpic sententiam dc Cliristi origine, quam ego constanter
defeudo rcuovavit) precibus multis ab ipso Christo impetrasse. Hoc profecto atiir-

niare ausim.cum Deus illi viro perinulta, aliis prorsustuuc teniporis incognita, patefe-
ccrit, vix quid(iuam inter ilia omnia esse (juod interpretationc hac divinius vidcr

queat. Socin. disput. cum Eras. Johan. nrg. 4. p. 67.
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more clearly its revelation from God. I truly have not light

conjectures, that he who brought it first to light in our age

(now this was he, who in this age renewed the opinion of

the original of Christ, which I constantly defend) (that is,

his uncle Loelius) obtained it of Christ by many prayers.

This truly I dare affirm, that whereas God revealed many

things to that man, at that time altogether unknown to

others, yet there is scarce any thing amongst them all, that

may seem more divine, than this interpretation.'

Of this esteem is this interpretation of these words with

them. They profess it to be one of the best, and most di-

vine discoveries, that ever was made by them ^ whereto for

my part 1 freely assent ; though withal, I believe it to be as

violent a perverting of the Scripture, and corrupting of the

word of God, as the world can bear witness to.

1. Let the Christian reader, without the least prejudicial

thoughts from the interpretation of this, or that man, con-

sult the text, and context. The head of the discourse, which

gives occasion to these words of Christ concerning himself,

lies evidently and undeniably in ver. 51. 'Verily, verily, I

say unto you, if a man keep my saying, he shall never see

deatli :' upon this the Jews rise up against him, as one tha)t

boasted ofhimself above measure, and preferred himself be-

fore his betters : ver- 52. * Then said the Jews unto him, now

we know that thou hast a devil; Abraham is dead, and the

prophets, and thou sayest,if a man keep my sayings he shall

never taste of death ;'
and ver. 53.

' Art thou greater than our

father Abraham, who is dead, and the prophets are dead,

whom makest thou thyself to be.' Two things are here

charged on him by the Jews. First in general, that he pre-

ferred, exalted, and honoured himself. 2. In particular,

that he made himself better then Abraham their father. To
both which charges, Christ answers in order in the following
words : to the first, or general charge of honouring himself;

ver. 54, 55. 'Jesus answered, if I honour myself, my honour

is nothing; it is my Father that honoureth me, of whom ye

say, that he is your God. Ye have not known him, but I

know him, and if 1 should say I know him not, I shall be a

liar like unto you; but I know him, and keep his saying.'

His honour he had from God, whom they professed, but knew
not. 2. To that of Abraham he replies, ver. 56. 'Your fa-
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ther Abraham rejoiced to see my day; and he saw it, and
was glad/ Though Abraham was so truly great, and the

friend of God, yet his great joy was from his belief in me
;

whereby he saw my day. To this the Jews reply, labourino-

to convince him of a falsehood, from the impossibility of
the things that he had asserted, ver. 57. 'Thou art not yet

fifty years old, and hast thou seen Abraham?' Abraham was
dead so many hundred years before thou wast born

; how
couldst thou see him, or he thee ? To this in the last place
our Saviour replies, ver. 58. 'Verily, verily, I say unto you,
before Abraham was, I am.' The Jews knowing that by
these words he asserted his Deity, and that it was impossible
on any other account to make good, that he who in their es-

teem was not fifty years old (indeed but a little above thirty),
should be before Abraham, as in a case of blasphemy, they
take up stones to stone him, ver. 59. as was their perpetual
manner, to attempt to kill him under pretence of blasphemy,
when he asserted his Deity,as John v. 18. 'Therefore thought
the Jews the more to kill him, because he said, that God
was his Father, making himself equal with God.'

This naked and unprejudicate view of the text, is suffi-

cient to obviate all the operous and sophistical exceptions
of our catechists, so that I shall not need long to insist upon
them. That which we have asserted may be thus proposed.
He who in respect of his human nature, was many hundred

years after Abraham, yet was in another respect existing be-

fore him
;
he had an existence before his birth, as to his di-

vine nature. Now this doth Christ expressly affirm con-

cerning himself. And nothing else is pretended but only
his Divine nature, wherein he should so exist. They say
then,

1. That these words do not signify pre-eternity, but only

something before Abraham. It is enough, that his exist-

ence so many hundred years before his nativity is evidently

asserted; his eternity from thence will evidently be con-

cluded, and they will not deny, that he may as well be eter-

nal, as be before Abraham. But,

2. The words may be rendered,' priusquam Abraham fiat,

ego sum ;'

*

before Abraham be made.' But 1. They may be

so rendered, is no proof at all that they ought to be so : and,

as was before observed, if this be sufficient to evade the sense
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of a place, that any word in it may otherwise be rendered,

because it is, or maybe so in some other place, nothing cer-

tain can be concluded from any testimony of the Scriptures
whatever. But that they may not be so rendered is evident.

1. From the context, as before declared. 2. From the op-

position between lyw tlfii,
*
I am,' and

* Abraham was/ which

evidently denotes a time past, as it stands in comparison
with what Christ says of himself. And 3. The words in such

a construction as this, require an interpretation as to the

time past. And 4. because this interpretation of the words

corrupts the whole sense of the place, and wrests it contrary
to the design and intendment of our Saviour. But then

they say,
'3, The sense is excellent

;
for before Abraham be made,

isasmuch as before he be Abraham, or the father of many
nations, which he was when the Gospel was preached to the

conversion of the Gentiles. I am, that is, I am the light of

the world, which you should do well to walk in, and attend

unto.'

1. That this interpretation in general is altogether alien,

and strange from the scope of the place, the Christian reader,

upon the bare view of it, will be able to judge. 2. It is

false. 1. Because Abraham was the father of many nations,

Jews, and proselytes, before the preaching of the Gospel, as

Gen. XV. 5. 2. It is false, that Abraham was not Abraham,
until after the ascension of Christ, and preaching of the

Gospel to the Gentiles. He was made Abraham, from his

first enjoyment of his name, and seed in Isaac, and is con-

stantly so called. 3. It is frivolous
;

for if Christ was,
before Abram was made Abraham, we obtain what we plead
for, for he was made so, when God gave him that name.

But, it should be, before Abram be made Abraham, or there

is no sense in the words
;
nor then neither, unless Abraham

be taken as a common appellative, for the father of many
nations, and not a proper name, whereof in Scripture there

is not any example. 4. It is horribly wrested, 1. In making
the words, 'I am,' eliptical ;

whereas there"is neither need of,

nor colour for such a pretence. 2. In supplying the feigned

elipsis with a word at such a distance, as from ver. 12, to

ver. 58. 3. In making Christ to say, he is the light of the

world, before the preaching of the Gospel to the Gentiles,
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when the ' world' is every wliere in the Gospel taken quite
in another sense, for the Jews and Gentiles, and not for the

Jews only, which according to this interpretation it must

be. 4. It leaves no reason of the following attempt of the

Jews to stone him, upon the particular provocation of this

assertion, he having before affirmed himself to be the light
of the world, which they were not moved at. There is indeed

no end of the falsities, follies, and corruptions of this per-

verting, and corrupting of the word of God.

For the grammatical vindication of the words, and the

translation of the word jivtcr^m, in a sense of that which is

past, there is no occasion administered by our catechists,

and therefore I shall not trouble the reader therewith.

And of the first sort of testimonies, which they except

against, and their exceptions, thus far.

A little animadversion upon the catechists good friend

Grotius, shuts up this discourse and chapter. In the end
he agrees with them, but fixes on a new medium for the

accomplishment of it, not daring to espouse an interpre-
tation so absurd in itself, and so abhorrent from the common
sense of all men, that ever professed the name of Christ.

He takes then another course, yet no less aiming than they,
to disappoint this evidence of the pre-existence of Christ

before his nativity:
'

rrplv AfSpaa/uL yevta^ai, aiitequam esset,^

saith he,
'

before he was :' and gives many instances to prove
the propriety of so translating that expression. ''Eyw tljui :

prsesens pro imperfecto : eram : Syrus. Ijo) -n-iXev Nonnus :

sic in Graeco ;' Psal. xc. 2. Trpiv to. upn y^vrj^nvai (tv u.' very

good, before Abraham was, or was born, Christ was, as in

that of the psalm,
' before the mountains were made, thou

art.' And a little to help a friend at so good a work; it is

no new thing for this evangelist to use the present for the

preterimperfect tense : as chap. xiv. 9. rodovrnv xp(>«'oi^ juf'^'

vfxwv li/xi, Ku\ oiiK iyvwKag fit'
'I am SO long,' for 'I was,'

or '
1 have been so long with you :' &c. And chap. xv. 27.

oTL diT dfj^yjc fxzT t:f.iov
l(jT£'

' bccausc yc have been with me
from the beginning ;'

Thus far then we are agreed : but how
should this be, that Christ thus was, before Abraham was,

'Fuerat,' saith he, *autem ante Abrahamum Jesus, divina

constitutione.' In God's appointment Jesus was before

Abraham was born : yea and so was Grotius, and Socinus,
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and every man in the world,
' for known unto God are all his

works from the foundation of the world,' And tliis is that

great privilege it seems, that our Saviour vindicates to

himself, without any occasion, to no purpose, insisting; on

that which is common to him with all the elect of God in

the best sense of the words. Of that other text of Scripture,
John xvii. 5, which together with this he labours to corrupt,
I shall speak afterward. I shall only add, that our great
doctors do not in this business agree. Grotius here makes
no mention of Socinus's gloss : and Socinus before-hand

rejects this of Grotius, as absurd and fond : and as such let

it pass; as having no occasion given from the words fore-

going, nor colour from the matter, nor phrase of words, no

significancy to the business in hand.

CHAP. IX.

The prc-cternitif of Christfarther evinced. Sundry texts of Scripture
vindicated.

In the consideration of the ensuing testimonies I shall con-

tent myself with more brief observations upon, and disco-

veries of the corruption of our adversaries, having given a

large testimony thereof in the chapter foregoing. Thus then

they proceed.
'

Q. What* are the testimonies of Scripture wherein they
think, that this pre-eternity of Christ is not indeed ex-

pressed, but yet may thence be proved ?

' A. These which seem to attribute to the Lord Jesus some

things from eternity, and some things in a certain and de-

terminate time.'

Let the gentlemen take their own way and method
;
we

shall meet with them at the first stile, or rather brazen-wall,
which they endeavour to climb over.

* Q. What'' are the testimonies which seem to attribute

some things to the Lord Jesus from eternity ?

a
Qi'.as vcro sunt fcstiiiionia Scripturse, in quibns piitant, non exprimi quulem

pra;-a;ternilateni Christi, ex iis taiuen cffici posse I—Ea quas videiitur Uoniino Jesii

quasriani res attribucre, ab feteirio; quasdam vero teni])ore certo et definilo.
•>

Qiiiunain stuit testiiiionia, quai Domino Jcsn ab a-terno res quasdam attribucre

videntur?—Sunt ea, ex quibus conantur exstiuere Christum ab Ktenio ex essentia

palris genituiij.
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?

' A. They are those, from which they endeavour to confirm
that Christ was begotten from eternity of the essence of his

Father.'

These are some of the places wherein this property of

the Godhead, eternity, is ascribed to our Saviour
;

it is

confessed.
'
Q. But" from what places do they endeavour to prove

that Christ was from eternity, begotten of the essence of his

Father ?

' A. From these chiefly, Mich. v. 2. Psal. ii. 7. and ex. 10.

Prov. viii. 23.'

These are only some of the testimonies that are used to

this purpose. 2. It is enough to prove Christ eternal, if we

prove him begotten of his Father, for no such thing can be

new in God. 3. That he is the only begotten Son of the

Father, which is of the same import with that here opposed
by our catechists, hath been before declared and proved,

chap. 6.
'

Q. Buf^ how must we answer these testimonies?
' A. Before I answer to each testimony, it is to be known,

that this generation of the essence of the Father is impos-
sible. For if Christ were begotten of the essence of his

Father, either he took his whole essence, or but part : part
of his essence he could not take, for the divine essence is

impartible : nor the whole, for it being one in number is in^

communicable.'

And this is the fruit of measuring spiritual things by
carnal

;
infinite by finite

;
God by ourselves

;
the object of

faith, by corrupted rules of corrupted reason. But 1. that

which God hath ^ revealed to be so, is not impossible to be

so
;

let God be true and all men liars : that this is revealed

hath been undeniably evinced. 2. What is impossible in

finite, limited essences, may be possible and convenient to

that which is infinite and unlimited
;
as is that whereof we

<= Ex quibus vero locis exstniere conantur, Christum ab seterno ex essentia Patris

geiiitum ?—Ex his potissimum. Mich. v. 2. Psal. ii. 7. ex. 10. Prov. viii. 23.
i" Qui vero ad Jiasc testimonia respondeiiduin est ?—Antequani ad singula testi-

nionia respondeat, sciendum est, eani ex essentia Patris generationem esse impos-
sibileni. Nam si Christus ex essentia Patris genitus fuisset, aut partem essentijB

siumpsisset, aut totam. Essentiaa partem sunicre non potuit, eo quod sit iiu]iartibilis
divina essentia

; neque totam, cum sil una nuiuero, ac proindc incommunicabiiis.
* Nisi Scriptura dixissct, non licuisset dicerc, sed ex quo scripluui estdici potest

Kabb. Ruben, apud Galat. lib. 3.

VOL. VIII. Y
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speak. 3. It is not impossible, in the sense wherein that

word must here be used, if any thing be signified by it. It is

not, it cannot be so, in limited things, therefore not in things

infinite; we cannot comprehend it, therefore it cannot be so;

but the nature of the thing, about which it is, is inconsistent

with it
;

this is denied, for God hath revealed the contrary.
4. For the parting of the divine essence, or receiving a part
of the divine essence, our catechists might have left out, as

having none to push at with it, none standing in the way
of that horn of their dilemma. 5. We say then, that in the

eternal generation of the Son, the whole essence of the Father

is communicated to the Son, as to a personal existence in

the same essence, without multiplication or division of it;

the same essence continuing still one in number
;
and this

without the least shew of impossibility in an infinite essence.

All the arguments that lie against it being taken from the

properties and attendencies of that which is finite.

Come we to the particular testimonies : The first is

Mich. V. 2.
* But thou, Bethlehem Ephratah, though thou be

little among the thousands of Judah, yet out of thee shall

come forth unto me that is to be a ruler in Israel
;
whose goings

forth have been from of old, from everlasting, or the days of

eternity.'
'

Q. How ^ must this first testimony of the Scripture be
answered ?

' A. This testimony hath nothing at all of his generation
of the essence of his Father : and a pre-eternal generation it

no way proves. For here is mention of beginning, anddays,
which in eternity have no place. And these words which in

the vulgar are from the days of eternity, in the Hebrew are

from the days of seculi the days of an age. And 'dies seculi'

are the same with 'dies antiqui,'as Isa. Ixiii. 9, 11. Mai. iii.4.

The sense of this place is, that Christ should have the ori-

ginal of his nativity from the beginning, and from the an-

f Qui tamenad primum Scripturee testimonium respondendum est?—Id testimo-
nium de generatione ex essentia Patris nihil prorsus habet

; generationem vero prje-
ffiternani nulla probat ratione

;
hie enira nientio fit initiiet dierum, quae in eeternitate

locum noil habent, et verba haec, quae in Vulgata Icguntur, a diebus ajternitatis, in
HaBbraeo extant, a diebus seculi: dies vero seculi idem quod dies antiqui notant, ut
Es. Ixiii. 9. 11. Mai. iii. 4. Sententia vero loci hujus est, Christum originera nativitatis

suae ab ipso principio et annis antiquis ducturum,id est, ab eo tempore, quo Deus in

populo suo regem stabilivit, quod reipsa in Davide factum est, qui et Bethlehemila
fuit, et autor stirpis, et familias Christi.
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cient years, that is, from that time wherein God established

a king among his people ;
which was done really in David,

who was a Bethlehemite, and the author of the stock, and

family of Christ.'

Ans. 1. Who necessitated our catechists to urge this

place to prove the generation of Christ, when it is used only
to prove his generation to be eternal : the thing itself being

proved by other testimonies in abundance. That he was

begotten of the Father is confessed : that he was begotten
of the essence of his Father was before proved. Yea that

which is here called ^ his going forth, is his generation of hi«

Father, or somewhat else that our adversaries can assign
•

that it is not the latter shall immediately be evinced.

2. Here is no mention of the'* beginning ;
and those who

in the latter words reject the Vulgar edition, cannot honestly
insist on the former from thence, because it serves their

turn. Yet how that word is sometimes used, and in what
sense it may be so, where eternity is intended, hath been

declared in the last chapter.
3. That days are not used with, and to express eternity,

in Scripture, though strictly there be no days, nor time in

eternity, is absurd negligence and confidence to affirm.

Job X. 5.
' Are thy days as the days of man ? Are thy

years as man's days ?' Hence God is called * the ancient of

days ;' Dan. vii. 9.
' Thou art the same, and thy years shall

not fail ;' Heb. i. 12.

4. For the word G;w/am, translated '
seculi :' it hath in the

Scripture various significations. It comes from a' word sig-

nifying to hide
;
and denotes an unknown hidden duration.

Principally
'

perpetuum, eternum, sempiternum :' that which

is pre-eternal and eternal. Sometimes a very lort^ time.

Gen. ix. 12, and ver. 16. that is perpetual : so Gen. xvii. 13,

and in other places, with a reference to the sovereignty of

God
;
Gen. xxi. 33. It is ascribed to God as a property of

his, and signifies eternal : Jehova Gnolam : so Psal. Ixxxix. 2.

as also Isa, xlv. 17. Let all places where the word in Scrip-

ture, in this sense is used, be reckoned up (which are above

300), and it will appear, that in far the greatest number of

» Yns!oa ''

D-ipD
'

Dbj/ latere, abscondere, occultarc. 2 Cliron. ix. 2. Levit. iv. xiii. in Niphal la-

tuit, absconditus, occultatus fuit : inlliphil abscoiidit, cclavit, occultavit. inde nabu

Virgo, quia viro occulta. Gen. xxiv. 43.

Y 2
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them, it signifies absolutely eternity. In the places of Isa.

Ixiii. 9, 11. and Mai. iii. 4. a long time indeed is signified :

but yet that which reaches to the utmost of the thing, or

matter treated of. And upon the same rule where it is put

absolutely it signifies eternity. So doth diwv in the New
Testament

; by which the Septuagint often render Gnolam,

whence irpo ^povwv aiwi'iwv, may be * from eternity/ 2 Tim.

i. 9. Tit. i. 2. Wherein also with a like expression to that

under consideration, the times of eternity are mentioned,

though perhaps with a peculiar respect to something at the

beginning of the world. This then is here expressed. He
that was in the fulness of time born at Bethlehem, had his

goings forth from the Father from eternity.

5. The pretended sense of our adversaries is a bold cor-

ruption of the text. For 1. it applies that to David, and

his being born at Bethlehem, which the Holy Ghost ex-

pressly applies to Jesus Christ
;
Matt. ii. 6. and John i. 46.

2. The goings forth of Christ in this sense, are no more from

everlasting, than every other man's, who is from Adam :

when yet this is peculiarly spoken of him, by way of incom-

parable eminency. 3. They cannot give any one instance

ofthe like expression ;
that his goings forth are from eternity,

should signify, he had his original from an ancient stock.

4. If only Christ's original of the tribe of Judah, and of the

house of David were intended, why was not that expressed
in plain terms, as it is in other places, and as the place of

his birth, viz. Bethlehem, is in this ? So that we have

already met our catechists, and stopt them at this wall, their

attempt at it being very faint and absurd : and yet this is the

sum of what is pleaded by Socinus against Wieck, cap. 7.

p. 424. Smalcius against Smiglecius, chap. 26. Osterod insti-

tut. chap. 7. with the rest of them. He then, who was born at

Bethlehem in the fulness of time, of the house of David as ^

concerning the flesh, had also his goings forth, his birth or

generation of the Father, of old, from the days of eternity;
which is that which this testimony confirms.

Grotius on this place (according to his wont) outgoes his

companions one step at least (as he was a bold man at con-

jectures), and applies this prophecy to Zerubbabel. * Natus

ex Bethlehemo Zorababel recte dicitur, quod ex Davidis

^ Rom. i. 3.
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-familia esset, quae orta Bethlehemo.' ' Zerubbabel is rightly
said to be born at Bethlehem, being of the family of David,
which had its original from Bethlehem.'

That Zerubbabel is here at all intended, he doth not at-

tempt to prove, either from the text, context, circumstances

of the place, design of the prophecy, or any thing else, that

might give light into the intendment of the Holy Ghost.

That it belongs properly to Christ we have a better inter-

preter to assure us than Grot'ius, or any of his rabbins.

Matt. ii. 5. I know that in his annotations on that place he

allows the accomodation of the words to Christ : but we
cannot allow them to be spoken of any other, the Holy
Ghost expressly fitting them to him. And if Zerubbabel, who
was born at Babylon, may be said to be born at Bethlehem,
because David, from whom he descended, was born there

;

what need all that labour and trouble, that our Saviour

might be born at Bethlehem ? Kit could not be said of

Christ, that he was born at Bethlehem, though he were of

the lineage of David unless he had actually been born there

indeed : certainly Zerubbabel, who was born at Babylon,
could not be said on the account of his progenitor five hun-

dred years before, to be born there.

For the second part of this text, or the words we insist

on for the proof of our intention, he useth the same shift in

the same words with our catechists :

'

origo ipsi ab olim, a

temporibus longis : id est originem trahit a domo illustri an-

tiquitus, et per quingentos annos regnatrice. His original
is from of old, from a long time : that is, he hath his original
from an ancient illustrious house, that had reigned 500

years.'

Of the sense of the words I have spoken before. I shall

only add, that the use of this note is to confute the other.

For if his being born at Bethlehem signify his being of the

family of David, and nothing else, he being not indeed born

there, what need this addition, if these obscure words signi-

fy no more but what was spoken before? Yea and herein

the learned man forsaketh his masters, all generally con-

cluding, that it is the Messiah who is here alone intended.

The Chaldee paraphrast expressly puts in the name of

Messiah. His words are,
' out of thee shall the Messiah

come forth before me.' And some of them do mystically
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interpret hedcm of the mind of God, from whence the Word,
or Wisdom of God is brought forth. Because, as they say,
the word denotes the first numeration of the crown, or of

that name of God which signifies his essence.

The second is Psal. ii. 7.
' The Lord hath said unto me,

thou art my Son this day have I begotten thee.'
'
Q. To ' this second what is to be answered ?

'A. Neither in that is thereany thing of generation of the

essence of the Father, nor of a pre-eternal generation. For
the word *to day' signifying a certain time, cannot denote

pre-eternity. But that God begot him, doth not evince that

he was begotten of his essence
;
which appears from hence,

that the same words. This day have I begotten thee, are in

the first sense used of David
;
who was begotten neither

from eternity, nor of the essence of the Father. 2. Because
the apostle Paul brings these words to prove the resurrection

of Christ
; Acts xiii. 33. And the author to the Hebrews

cites them for the glorifying of the Lord Jesus, Heb. i. 5.

and V. 5. And lastly from hence, that it is manifest that

God otherwise begets than by his essence, seeing the

Scripture declares believers to be begotten of God, as is to

be seen, John i. 13. 1 John iii. 9. James i. 18.'

1. There is mention in these words of Christ's arenera-

tion of his Father
;
of being begotten of hira before his in-

carnation, this being spoken of him under the Old Testa-

ment; and to deny that there is any such thing in the text,
as that which upon this consideration we urge it to prove, is

only to beg the thing in question.
2.

' To day,' being spoken of God, of him who is eternal,
to whom all time is so present, as that nothing is properly
yesterday, nor to-day, does not denote necessarily such a

proportion of time, as is intimated. But is expressive of an
act eternally present, nor past, nor future.

3. It cannot be proved that the words are spoken at all

1 Ad secundum vero quid ?—Neque in ea de generatione ex essentia Patris, nee
de generatione prse-asterna prorsus quicquaui haberij etenim vox hodie, cum certum
tempusdesignet, prae-aeternitatem denotare non potest : quod vero Deus eum genu-
erit, non evincit euni ex essentia ejus genitum : id quod patet ex eo, quod hsceadem
verba, ego hodie genui te, primo sensu de Davide dicanfur, queni constat neque ab
ajterno, nee ex essentia Dei genitum. Deinde, quod Paulus Apostolus eadem verba
ad approbandam Cliristi rcsurrectionem afferat. Act. xiii. 33. et Autor ad Hebrieos
ad glorilicationem Domini Jesu citet, Hcb. i. 5. v. 5. Denique, ex ea re, quod constct
Deuni alitcr quam ex essentia gcnerare, dum a Deo genitoscredentes Scripturapro-
nunciat, ut videre est. Johan. i. 13. iii. 9. Jac. i. 18.
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of David, so much as typically : nor any thing else in that

psalm, from ver. 7. to the end. Yea, the contrary is evi-

dent from every verse following; especially the 12th, where
'

kings and rulers are called to worship him,' of whom he

speaks, and threatened with destruction if they do not; and

they are pronounced blessed who *

put their trust' in him :

which cannot be spoken of David
;
God declaring them to

be cursed who put their trust in man
;
Jer. xvii. 5— 7.

4. It is granted that the apostle makes use of these words,

when he mentions the resurrection and exaltation of Christ :

not that Christ was then begotten, but that he was then de-

clared to be the only begotten Son of God : his resurrection

and exaltation being manifestations of his Sonship, not

causes of his filiation, as hath been at large declared. So

the sun is said to arise when it doth first to us appear.
5. True,

* God hath other sons, and believers are said to

be begotten of God,' but how ? By regeneration, and turn-

ing from sin
;
as in the places quoted is evident. That Christ

is so begotten of God, is blasphemous once to imagine. Be-

sides, he is the only begotten Son of the Father, so that no

other is begotten with a generation of the same kind with

him. It is evident then by this testimony, and from these

words, that Christ is so the Son of God as no angels are his

sons in the same kind
;
for that the apostle produceth these

words to prove, Heb. i. 5. 'For unto which of the angels
said he at any time, thou art my Son, this day have I be-

gotten thee ;' and again,
'
I will be to him a Father, and he

shall be to me a Son.' Now the angels are the sons of God

by creation; Job i. 6. xxxviii. 7. He is also such a Son,

and so begotten, as believers are not. For they are begot-
ten by regeneration from sin, and adoption into the family
of God. Therefore, Christ who is the Son of God in another

kind than angels and men, who are so by creation, regene-
ration, and adoption, is the natural Son of God by eternal

generation; which is also proved from this place.
In this whole psalm'" Grotius takes no notice of Jesus

Christ : indeed in the entrance he tells us, that a mystical
and abstruse sense of it may belong to Christ, and so the

rabbins acknowledge, and so the apostle took it. But

" Sensus primus et apertus ad Davidem pertinet ; mysticus el abstrusior ad Mes-
siam : quo niodo sumpsere Apost, Annot. in ver. 1.
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throughout the whole doth he not make the least application
of it to Christ, but merely to David, although so many pas-

sages of it are urged in the New Testament to have their ac-

complishment in Christ, and the things which concerned

him. These words,
' Thou art ray Son, this day have I be-

gotten thee,' he says may be thus rendered,
' O fili mi, hodie

(id est hoc tempore), ego te genui ;
novam vitam, scilicet

regalem tibi contuli :' but that the words may not aptly be

so translated, that they are not so rendered by the apostle

(Heb. i. 5.) he knew well enough. >3N iiDX OD, is Jilius mens

tu, not Jili mi; nor doth the rendering of it by the vocative,

any way answer the words going before.
'
I will declare the

decree, the Lord hath said unto me, thou art my Son :' that

is the thing; I will declare. 2. That 'hodie' should be 'hoctem-

pore,' relating to any certain tim.e of David's reign, cannot be

reconciled to the apostle's application of that expression on

sundry occasions, as hath been manifest. 3. I have given
thee a ' new or a regal life/ is somewhat an uncouth exposi-
tion of '

genui te ;' without warrant, without reason or argu-

ment; and it is inconsistent with the time of the psalm's

writing, according to Grotius himself. He refers it to

2 Sam. viii. when David had been king over Israel many
years.

To serve his hypothesis, the two last verses are misera-

bly wrested. The command of worshipping Christ; ver.

12. is a command of doing homage to David. And the last

verse is thus glossed,
' beati omnes qui confidunt in eo, i. e.

qui fidei ejus regis (id est, mese) se permittunt.'
'

They are

blessed,' says David,
' who commit themselves to my faith

and care :' doubtless the thought of any such thing was as

remote from the heart of the holy man, as this gloss is from
the sense of the place. That they are blessed who trust in

the Lord, that is, 'commit themselves to his care,' he every
where declareth

; yea, this he makes always the property of
a blessed man : but that they are so who trust in him,
not the least word to that purpose did the holy person ever
utter : he knew they were cursed of God, who put their trust

in man. The word here is 'Din from nDn 'to repair to any
one for protection ;' and it is used to express our trustino- in

God. Psal. xviii. 30. as also Psal. xxxi. 19. on which men
are frequently pronounced blessed

;
but that it should be
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applied to David, and a blessing annexed thereunto, we were

to learn.

The third testimony of Psal. ex. 10. we pass over with

our adversaries, as not to the purpose in hand
; being a mis-

take of the vulgar Latin.

The 4th is Prov. viii. 23. '
I was set up from everlasting,

from the beginning or ever the earth was.'
*

Q. What" dost thou answer to this testimony?
* A. That thou mayest understand the matter the better,

know, that from this place they thus dispute. The Wisdom
of God is begotten from eternity ;

Christ is the Wisdom of

God
;
therefore he is begotten from eternity ;

1 Cor. i. 24.

That this argument is not firm appears from hence, that 1.

Solomon treats of wisdom, simply and absolutely considered,

without the addition of the word, God; Paul not simply and

absolutely, but with the addition of the word, God. 2. So-

lomon treats of wisdom, which neither is a person, nor can

be, as appears from the diverse effects ascribed to this wis-

dom, chap. 7, 8, 9. amongst which are these words : By me

kings rule, and princes decree righteousness ;' and in the be-

ginning of the chapter, he brings in wisdom sending her

maidens, and inviting all to her. But Paul treateth of that

wisdom which is a person. 3. The words which are rendered

from everlasting, in the Hebrew are * a seculo;' but that from

everlasting, and
' a seculo,' are diverse

;
Isa. Ixiv. 4. Jer. ii.20.

Luke i. 70. with many like places do declare.'

1. Our argument hence is. Christ the second person of

the Trinity is spoken of, Prov. viii. 22. under the name of

Wisdom. Now it is said expressly there of Wisdom, that it

was '

begotten from everlasting,' and therefore the eternal

generation of Christ is hence confirmed. Our reasons are,

1. Because the things here spoken of can be applied to no

" Ad quartura vero quid ?—Ut rem melius accipias, scito eos ex hoc loco ad cum
moduni aigunientari : Sapientia Dei ab feterno est genita : Cliristus est Dei sapien-
tia : ergo ab seteruo est genitus ;

1 Cor. i. 24. Id ^rgumentuni firnmm non esse

liinc patct ; primuiu, quod Solomon agat He sapientia sinipliciter, et absolute consi-

derata, sine additicme vocis Dei: Paulus vero non sinipliciter et absolute
; sed cum

additione, nerape,Dei. Deinde, Solomon agit de sapientia, qua; neque est persona,
nee esse potest, ut e variis effectis, quic Imic sapientiaj attribuit, apparet, et hoc 7,

8, 9. cap. ex quibus sunt ea. Per me reges regnant, et principes justa decernunt : et

initio, cap. 9. introducit sapientiam omnes ad se invitantem, et mittentem virgines
suas. Paulus vero agit de sapientia, qua; persona est. Tertio, verba lia^c, qu:e sunt
rcddila ab ieterno, in Hebr:eo extant, a seculo: aliud vero esse ab ittcriio, aliud a

seculo, indicant loci, isa. Ixiv. 4. Jer. ii. 20. Luke i. 70. et alii permulti similes.
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other. 2. Because the very same things are affirmed of

Christ; John i. 1. 3. Because Christ is the Wisdom of God,
and so called in the Scripture ;

not only in the expression
of 6 \6yog, but ptjTwg, 1 Cor. i. 30. 2. That by Wisdom, So-

lomon intended the Wisdom of God, and that that word may
be supplied, is most evident from what is spoken of it. Let

the place be read. 3. Christ is called not only
' the wisdom

of God,' but also wdsdom absolutely and simply; and that

not only Prov. i. 20. but Matt. xi. 19. 4. The wisdom that

Solomon treats of, is evidently a person, and such things
are ascribed thereunto, as can be proper to none but a per-
son : such are those ver. 30, 31. '

I was by him, one brought
up with him, I was daily his delight, rejoicing always before

him, rejoicing in the habitable part of the earth,' &,c. That
it is the same wisdom spoken of chap. vii. and here, is not

evident. Yet is there not any thing in that attributed to it,

but what suits well unto a person. Much less in the be-

ginning of the 9th chapter, the invitation there being such

as may be made by a person only. It is a person who sends

out messengers to invite to a banquet, as Christ doth in the

gospel. 'Kings rule, and princes decree judgment' by the

authority of a person ;
and without him they can do nothing.

3. The word translated,
' from everlasting,' is the same

with that considered before, Mich. v. 2. 2. The words fol-

lowing do so evidently confirm the meaning of the word to

be as expressed, that it is marvellous the gentlemen durst

venture upon the exception in this place.
* The Lord pos-

sessed me in the beginning of his way, before his works of

old
;
that is, before the creation, as is at large expounded,

ver. 23—29.
And this is all, the whole sum of what any of our adver-

saries, or rather the adversaries of Jesus Christ, have to ob-

ject in their cause against these testimonies
;
whence we thus

argue.
He who was begotten of God the Father with an eternal

generation, is eternal
;
and so consequently God

;
but so is

Jesus Christ begotten of God the Father, with an eternal

generation. Therefore he is eternal, and God blessed for

ever.

To clear what hath been spoken, I shall close my con-

siderations of this text of Scripture with a brief parallel.
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between what is spoken in this place of Wisdom, and what

is asserted of Jesus Christ in the New Testament.

1. It is Wisdom that is spoken of; so is Christ, Mat. xi.

19. 1 Cor. i. 24. Col. ii. 3. 2. 'Wisdom was set up from

everlasting,' ver. 23. ' Grace is given in Christ, irpb xpov(ov

mwviwv, from everlasting.' 2 Tim. i. 9.
' He is the beginning,'

Col. i. 5.
• the first and last.' Rev. i. 17. 3.

' The Lord pos-
sessed me in the beginning of his way,' says Wisdom, ver. 23.
' In the beginning was the Word, and the Word was with

God;' John i.], 2. 4. 'Before the mountains were settled,

before the hills were brought forth
;' ver. 25. ' He is the

first born of every creature ;' Col. i. 15.
* He is before all

;'

ver. 17. 5.
'
I was daily his delight, rejoicing always before

him
;' ver. 30. * This is my beloved Son, in whom I am well

pleased ;'
Matt. iii. 17.

' The only begotten Son is in the

bosom of the Father;' John i. 18. 6. 'By me kings reign,

and princes,' &c. ver. 15, 16. ' He is the Prince of the

kings of the earth;' Rev. i. 5. 'The King of kings, and

Lord of lords;' Rev. xix. 16. 7. 'Rejoicing in the habitable

part of the earth, and my delights were with the sons of

men;' ver. 31.
' For the Word was made flesh, and dwelt

amongst us, and we saw his glory, as the glory of the only

begotten Son of God.' 8. Compare also ver. 34. with John

xiii. 17. Luke xi. 28. John x. 9. And ver. 35, and 36. with

John vi. 44. 47. and many the like instances might be given.
Grotius takes no notice of Christ in this place, yea he

seems evidently to exclude him from being here intended;
his first note on ver. 1. is,

* Hzec de ea sapientia, quae in lege

apparet, exponunt Heebrsei; et sane ei, si non soli, at prae-

cipue haec attributa convenium.' * The Hebrews expound
these things of that wisdom which appears in the law ; and

truly these attributes agree thereunto, if not only, yet chiefly.'

Of this assertion he gives no reason. The contrary is evident

from what is above said and proved. The authority of the

modern rabbins in the exposition of those places of Scrip-

ture, which concern the Messiah, is of no value. They do

not only as their forefathers, err, not knowing the Scrip-
tures ;

but maliciously corrupt them, out of hatred to Jesus

Christ. In the meantime" one no less versed in
ibe]^^' ^vv

authors, than our annotator, expounding this pla-^ , irom
" Mercer in loc. v. 22.
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* nec dabito, hinc Johannem augustum ill'ud et magnificura

Evangelii sui initium sumpsisse, In principio eratverbura :

nam verbum et sapientia idem sunt, et secundam Trinitatis

personam indicant.'
'

I doubt not but that John took that

reverend and lofty entrance of his gospel. In the beginning
was the Word from lience : for the Word and Wisdom are the

same, and denote the second person of the Trinity.'

Before I proceed to those that follow, I shall add some

of them which are produced, and insisted on usually, for the

same end and purpose with those mentioned before, and

which in other places are excepted against by the catechists,

with whom we have to do
;
but properly belong to this

head.

Of those is John xvii. 5.
' And now O Father glorify me

with thine own self, with the glory which I had with thee,

before the world was.' To this they put in their excep-
tions towards the end of the chapter under consideration ;

saying,

'Q. What '' answerest thou to this?

'A. Neither is here a divine nature proved. For that one

may have glory with the Father before the world was made,

and yet not be God, appeareth from that of 2 Tim. i. 9.

where the apostle says of believers, that grace was given
unto them before the world began. Besides it is here

written, that Jesus asked this glory, which is repugnant to

the divine nature. But the sense of the place is, that Christ

asked God, that he would really give him that glory which

he had with God in his decree before the world was.'

A divine glory proves a divine nature. This Christ had

from eternity, for he had it before the world began ; there-

fore he had a divine nature also. It is the manifestation of

his glory, which he had eclipsed and laid aside for a season,

that here he desires of God. Phil. ii. 9—12. He glorified

his Father by manifesting the glory of his Deity, hisname,

to others
;
and he prays the Father to glorify him, as he had

glorified him on the earth. 2. There is not the same reason

P Quid ad hoc respondes?
—Nequehinc naturara divinam probari. Posse enim

aliquem gloriam habere antequam mundus ficret, apud Patrem, nec taraen hhic effici

eura esse Deuiii, apparet, Si Tim. i. 9. ubi ait Ajwstolus de credentibus, illis datam

fui3 .tiam, ante tempora secularia. Pra^terca, hie scriptum est, Jesuin rogare
lianc j'orJam, quod iiaturjj Divinaj ])rorsus repugnat. Loci vero sententia est :

Christui. rogare Deuni, ut ci gloriam rcipsa det, quam habuerit apud Deum in ip-

sius decrecj antequam mundus ficret.



TESTIMONIES THEREOF VINDICATED.
'

333

of what is here asserted of Christ, and what is said of the

elect, 2 Tim. i. 9. Christ here positively says, he had (a^ov)
'

glory with his Father before the world was ;'
nor is this

any where, in any one tittle in the Scripture expounded, to

be any otherwise, but in a real having of that glory. The

grace that is given to believers, is not said to be before the

world was, but 7rp6 ^povwv aiMviwv, which may denote the

first promise. Gen. iii. 15. as it doth Tit. i. 2. and if it be in-

tended of the purpose of God, which was from eternity (as

the words will hear) it is so expounded in twenty places.

3. Though the d'vine nature pray not, yet he who was in the

form of God, and humbled himself to take upon him the

form and employment of a servant, might, and did pray :

the Godhead prayed not, but be who was God prayed.
4. For the sense assigned, let them once shew us in the

whole book ofGod, where this expression,
'
I hQ.d\H^ov) may

be possibly interpreted,
'
I had it in purpose,' or '

I was pre-
destinated to it

;'
and not '

I had it really,' and
'

indeed,' and

they say something to the purpose. In the meantime they
do but corrupt the word of God (as many do) by this pre-

tended interpretation of it. 5. If predestination only be in-

tended, here is nothing singular spoken of Christ, but what

is common to him with all believers
;
when evidently Christ

speaks of something that belonged to him eminently. 6. The

very express tenor of the words will not admit of this gloss,

(let what violence can be used) : Kat vvv do^aaov fie,
au iranp,

TTCtga (TiavTw, T7j ^o^y y ftX^^' "^9^ "^^^ ^'"^ Koafiov elvai, Trapa aoi.

The glory that I had with thee, let me have it manifested

with thee, now ray work is done.

Grotius falls in with our catechists ;

'

ry ^6^y yttx''^^' ^^^~

tinatione tua; ut 1 Pet. i. 20. Rev. xiii. 8. sicut Ephes. i. 3,

4. et infra, ver. 24. Simile legendi genus ;
sic legem fuisse

ante mundum dicunt Heebrasi.' Again, *7rapa<Toi, refer ad

illud tixov, et intellige ut diximus in decreto tuo.'

But what intends the learned man by those places of

1 Pet. i. 20. Rev. xiii. 8. ? Is it to expound the thing that

he supposes to be expressed ? Or to intimate that the phrase
here used is expounded by the use of it in those other places.

If the first, he begs that to be the sense of this place, which

is the sense of them, though neither the scope of the places,

nor the sense of the words themselves will bear it. If the
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latter, it is most false
;
there is not one word, phrase, nor

expression, in any one of the places pointed unto, at all co-

incident with them here used. Besides, the two places

mentioned are of very different senses
;
the one speaking of

God's purpose, appointing Christ to be a Mediator; the

other of the promise given presently after the fall. 2. We
grant, that Christ in respect of his human nature was pre-

destinated unto glory ;
but that he calls God's purpose

'
his

glory,'
' the glory which he had,'

' v/hich he had with God,'

wherewith he desires to be glorified with him again,' is to be

proved from the text or context, or phrase of speech, or

parallel place, or analogy of faith or somewhat, and not

nakedly to be imposed on us. Let Prov. viii. 22. 30. Phil,

ii. 6—10. be consulted, as parallel to this place ; Eph. i. 3,

4. speaks indeed of our predestination in Christ, that we

should be holy, and so come to glory ;
but of the glory, that

Christ had before the world was, it speaks not. Yea, ver. 3.

we are said to be actually blessed, or to have the heavenly

blessings, when we do enjoy them, which we are elected to,

ver. 4. What the Jews say of the law, and the like, we must

allow learned men to tell us, that they may be known to be

so, although the sense of the Scripture be insesnibly dark-

ened thereby.
To the same purpose is that of Peter, 1st epistle i. 10, 11.

* Of which salvation the prophets have enquired and searched

diligently, who prophesied of the grace that should come

unto you; searching what or what manner of time the

Spirit of Christ which was in them did signify, when it tes-

tified before hand the sufferings of Christ, and the glory
that should follow.' To which add that more clear place,
1 Pet. iii. 18—20. 'quickened by the Spirit, by which also

he went and preached unto the spirits that were in pri-

son, which sometime were disobedient in the days of

Noah.' He who was in the days of the prophets of old, and

in the days of Noah, so long before his being born accord-

ing to the flesh, he was from everlasting; or had an exist-

ence antecedent to his incarnation
;
but this is expressly af-

firmed of our Saviour. It was his Spirit that spake in the

prophets; which if he were not, it could not be; for of him

who is not, nothing can be affirmed. He preached by his

Spirit in the days of Noah to the spirits that are in prison.
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Of this latter place our catechists take no notice
j
about

the first they inquire.

'Q. What '' answerest thou to this ?

' A. Neither is a divine nature proved from hence. For

the Spirit which was in the prophets, may be said tp be the

Spirit of Christ, not that he was given of Christ, but because

he fore-declared the things of Christ, as Peter there speaks ;

he testified before hand of the sufferings of Christ, and the

glory that should follow. Which manner of speaking we

have, 1 John iv. 6. Hence know we the spirit of truth, and

the spirit of error. Where it is not called the spirit of truth

and error, because truth and error as persons do bestow the

spirit, but because the spirit of truth speaks the things of

truth, and the spirit of error the things of error.'

1. It is confessed, that if the Spirit that was in the pro-

phets, was the Spirit of Christ, then he hath a divine nature :

for the only evasion used is, that it is not, or may not (pos-

sibly) be so meant in this place, not denying, but that if it

be so, then the conclusion intended follows. 2. That this

place is to be interpreted by 1 John iv. 6. there is no colour

nor pretence. Christ is a person ;
he was so, when Peter

wrote. Truth and error are not
;
and the spirit of them is

to be interpreted according to the subject matter. 3. The

Spirit in other places is called the Spirit of Christ, in the

same sense as he is called the Spirit of God; Rom. viii. 9.

Gal. iv. 6. 4. The Spirit of Christ is said directly, to take

of him, and shew it to his apostles, John. xvi. 15. and so he
did to the prophets. They may as well on the pretence of

1 John iv. 6. deny him to be the Spirit of God the Father, as

the Spirit of Christ, as being of him, and sent by him.

And thus far of the testimonies proving the pre-existence
of Christ unto his incarnation, and so consequently his eter-

nity; whence it follows, that he is God over all blessed for

ever, having this evidence of his eternal power and Godhead.

Sundry others of the same tendency will fall under conside-

ration in our progress.
1 Quid ad hoc respondes ?—Neque liinc naturam in Christo divinam effici. Nam

liic Spiritus, qui in Prophetis erat, Cliristi dici potest, non quod a Christo datus fue-

rit, sed quod ea quae Christi fuerunt, prffinunciarit, ut ibidcu; Pctrus ait, pra;nun-
cians illas in Christum passiones, ct post haec glorias. Queni io(|uendi modum etiam,
1 Job. iv. 6. habes

;
llinc cognoscimus Spiritum veritatis, t:t Spiritum crroris : ubi

non propterca Spiritus veritatis et erroris Spiritus dicitur, ([uod Veritas et error, tan-

quam persona;, euni Spiritum conferant
;
verum co, quod Spiritus veritatis loquatur

quae yeritatissunt, et Spiritus erroris quas sunt erroris.
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CHAP. X.

Of the names of God given uuto Christ.

In the next place, as a third head, our catechists consider the

scriptural attributions of the names of God, unto our Saviour

Jesus Christ. Whence this is our argument.
He who is Jehovah, God, the only true God, he is God

properly by nature. But Jesus Christ is Jehovah, the true

God, 8lc. Therefore he is God properly by nature.

The proposition is clear in itself; of the innumerable

testimonies which are, or may be produced to confirm the

assumption, our catechists fix upon a very few, namely, those

which are answered by Socinus against Wieck the Jesuit,

whence most of their exceptions to these witnesses are tran-

scribed. To the consideration of these they thus proceed.
'

Q. What'' are those places of Scripture, which seem to

attribute something to Christ in a certain and definite time?
' A. They are of two sorts, whereof some respect the

names, others the works which they suppose in the Scriptures

to be attributed to Christ.

'Q. Which are they that respect the names of Christ?
* A. Those where they suppose in the Scripture that Christ

is called Jehovah, &c. Jer. xxiii.6. Zach. ii. 8. 1 John v. 20.

Jude 4. Tit. ii. 13. Rev. i. 18. iv. 8. Acts xx. 28. 1 John

iii. 16.'

The first testimony is Jer. xxiii. 6.''in these words : 'In his

days Judah shall be saved, and Israel shall dwell safely, and

this is his name whereby he shall be called, Jehovah our

righteousness.' To which add the next, Zech. ii. 8.

Before I come to consider their exceptions to these texts

in particular, some things in general may be premised, for the

better understanding of what we are about
;
and what from

these places we intend to prove and confirm.

a Quaenam ea loca Scripturae quje videntur Christo qusedam tempore certo et defi-

nito attribuere?—Ea sunt duplicia; quorum alia noniina, alia facta respiciuiit, quae

Christo a Scriptura attribui opinantur.
— Quffinain sunt quae Chi'isti nomina respici-

unt ?—Ea, ubi arbitrantur Jesum a Scriptura vocari Jciiovam ; Dominum exercituum;
Deum verum; solum verum; Deuni magnum; Dominum Deum onmipotentem,qui fuit,

qui est, et qui venturus est; Deum qui acquisivit proprio sanguine Ecclesiam; Deum
qui animem posuit pro nobis. Jer. xxiii. 6. Zacli. ii. 8. 1 Joh. v. 20. Jude 4. Tit.

ii. 13. Apoc. i.8. iv. 8. Act. xx. 28. 1 Joh. iii. 16.



TESTIMONIES THEREOF VINDICATED. 337

1. The end of citing these two places, is to prove, that

Jesus Christ is in the Old Testament called Jehovah
;
which

is by them denied
;
the granting of it being destructive to

their whole cause.

2. It is granted, that Jehovah is the proper and peculiar
name of the one only true God of Israel : a name as far sig-

nificant of his nature and being as possibly we are enabled

to understand : yea so far expressive of God, that as the thing

signified by it is incomprehensible, so many have thought
the very word itself to be ineffable, or at least not lawful to

be uttered. This name God peculiarly appropriates to him-

self in an eminent manner
;
Exod. vi. 2. 9. so that this is

taken for granted on all hands, that he whose name is Jeho-

vah, is the only true God, the God of Israel
;
whenever that

name is used properly, without a trope or figure, it is used of

him only. What the adversaries of Christ except against

this, shall be vindicated in its proper place.
3. Our catechists have very faintly brought forth the tes-

timonies, that are usually insisted on in this cause
; naming

but two of them
;
wherefore I shall take liberty to add a few

more to them, out of the many that are ready at hand. Isa.

xl. 3. 'The voice of him that crieth in the wilderness, prepare

ye the way of Jehovah, make straight in the desert a high-

way for our God.' That it is Christ who is here called Je-

hovah, is clear from that farther expression in Mai. iii. 1.

and the execution of the thing itself; John i. 23. Matt. iii. 3.

Mark. i. 2, 3. Isa. xlv. 22—25. ' Look unto me, and be ye
saved, all the ends of the earth

;
for I am God, and there is

none else. I have sworn by myself, the word is gone out of

my mouth in righteousness, and shall not return, That unto

me every knee shall bow, every tongue shall swear. Surely,
shall one say, in the Lord Jehovah have I righteousness and

strength : even to him shall men come, and all that are in-

censed against him, shall be ashamed. In Jehovah shall all

the seed of Israel be justified, and shall glory.' The apostle

expressly affirms all this to be spoken of Christ; Rom. xiv.

11, 12, &.C. Hos. xiii. 14. is also applied to Christ, 1 Cor. xv.

54, 55. He that would at once consider all the texts of the

Old Testament, chiefly ascribing this name to Christ, let him

read Zanchius * de tribus Elohim,' who hath made a large

collection of them.

VOL. VIII. Z
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Let us now see what our catechists except against the

first testimony.
'

Q. What*' dost thou answer to the first testimony?
' A. First, that hence it cannot be necessarily evinced,

that the name of Jehovah is attributed to Christ. For these

words. And this is his name whereby they shall call him, the

Lord our righteousness, may be referred to Israel, of whom
he spake a little before; In his days shall Judah be saved,

and Israel shall dwell safely, &-c. as from a like place may
be seen in the same prophet, chap, xxxiii. 15, 16. where he

saith, In those days, and at that time, will I cause the branch

of righteousness to grow up unto David, and he shall exe-

cute judgment and righteousness in the land. In those days

shall .Judah be saved, and Jerusalem shall dwell safely ;
and

this is the name wherewith she shall be called, the Lord our

righteousness ;
for in the Hebrew it is expressly read, th«y

shall call her
;
which last words are referred of nq^cessity to

Jerusalem; and in this place answereth to Israel, which is

put in the first place : it seems therefore likely, that also in

the first place, these words, they shall call him, are re-

ferred to Israel. But although we should grant, that the

name of Jehovah may be referred unto Christ, yet from the

other testimonies it appears, that it cannot be asserted, that

Christ is called Jehovah simply : neither doth it thence fol-

low, that Christ is really Jehovah. Whether therefore these

last words in this testimony of Jeremiah be understood of

Christ, or of Israel, their sense is, thou Jehovah our one God
wilt justify us

;
for at that time when Christ was to appear,

God would do that in Israel.'

b Quid verotu ad ea ordine respondes, ac ante omnia ad prirauni?
—

Primuiii,quod
ex eo confici non possit necessario nomeii Jehovse Cliristo attribui. Ea enins verba

;

Et hoc est nomen ejus, quo vocabunt euni, Jehovah justitia nostra, referri possunt ad

Israeleni, de quo paulo superius eodem versa loquitur: In diebus ejus seivabitur

Juda, et Israel habitabit secure, et hoc est nomen ejus, &c. ut e loco siraili conspici

potest apud eundem Prophetam, cap. xxxiii. 15, 16. ubi ait, in diebus illis, et in illo

tempore, faciam ut existat Davidi surculus justitia;, et faciei judicium et justitiam in

terra. In diebus illis servabitur Juda et Jerusalem habitabit secure, et hoc (supple

nomen) quo vocabunt earn, Jehovah justitiae nostra. Etenira in Hajbraeo expressele-

gitur, vocabunt earn, quara vocem posteriorem ad Hierusalera referri prorsus est ne-

cesse; et hoc quidemloco Israeli, qui in priori loco positus est, responded Videtur

igitur prorsus verisimile, quod in priori etiam loco, heec verba, vocabunt eum, ad Is-

raelem referantur. At licet concedamus, nomen Jehovas ad Christum posse referri,

ex altero tamen testiraonio apparet asseri non posse, Jehovam simpliciter Christum
vocari : neque ex eo sequi, Christum reipsa esse Jehovam : sive igitur de Christo, sive

de Israele postrema verba in testimonio Hieremise accipiantur, sententia ipsorum
est, turn Jehovam unum Deura nostrum nos justificaturum. Etenim illo tempore,
euro Christus appariturus esset, Deus id in Israele facturus erat.
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The sum of this answer is
; 1. It may be these words are

not spoken of Christ, but of Israel. 2. The same words are

used of that which is not God. 3. If they be referred to

Christ, they prove him not to be God. 4. Their sense is, that

God will justify us in the days of Christ. Of each briefly.
1. The subject spoken of all along is Christ; he is the

subject matter of whatever here is affirmed.
'
I will rise up

a righteous branch to David, he shall be a king, and he

shall reign, and his name shall be called the Lord our righ-
teousness.' 2. Why are these words to be referred to Israel

only, and not also to Judah, (if to any but Christ) they being
both named together, and upon the same account, (yea and

Judah hath the pre-eminence, being named in the first place)
and if they belong to both, the words should be,

'
this is their

name, whereby they shall be called.' 3. Israel was never

called our righteousness, but Christ is called so upon tlie

matter iu the New Testament sundry times, and is so
;

1 Cor.

i. 30. so that without departing from the propriety of the

words, intendment, and scope of the place, with the truth of

the thing itself, these words cannot be so perverted. The
violence used to them is notoriously manifest.

2. The expression is not the sajne in both places. Nei-

ther is Jerusalem there called the 'Lord our righteousness ;'

but he who calls her, is the ' Lord our righteousness ;' and

so are the words rendered by Arias Montanus, and others.

And if what Jerusalem shall be called be intimated, and not

what his name is that calls her, it is merely by a metonymy,

upon the account of the presence of Christ in her
;
as the

church is called Christ improperly, 1 Cor. xii. 12. Christ

properly is Jesus only. But the words are not to be ren-

dered, 'this is the name whereby she shall be called,' but

this is the * name whereby he shall call her, the Lord our

righteousness ;'
that is, he who is the Lord our righteous-

ness shall call her to peace and safety, which are there

treated on. Christ is our righteousness, Jerusalem is not.

3. It is evident that Christ is absolutely called Jehovah

in this, as well as in the other places before mentioned, and

many more. And it thence evidently follows, that he is Je-

hovah, as he who properly is called so, and understood by
that name. Where God simply says, his name is Jehovah,

we believe him ; and where he says, the name of the branch

z 2
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of the house of David is Jehovah, we believe him also. And

we say hence that Christ is Jehovah, or the words have not

a tolerable sense : of this again afterward.

4. The interpretation given of the words is most perverse,

and opposite to the meaning of them. The prophet says

not, that
' Jehovah the one God shall be our righteousness,'

but the 'branch of David shall be the Lord our righteousness.'

The subject is the branch of David, not Jehovah. The

branch of David shall be called ' the Lord our righteous-

ness ;' that is, 'the Lord shall justify us, when the branch of

David shall be brought forth :' who could have discovered

this sense but our catechists and their masters, whose words

these are. It reniaineth then, that the branch of David, who

ruleth in righteousness, is Jehovah our righteousness : our

rio-hteousness, as being made so to us
; Jehovah, as being

so in himself.

Grotius expounds this place, as that of Micah v. 2. of

Zerubbabel, helping on his friends with a new diversion,

which they knew not of. Socinus,*^ as he professes, being not

acquainted with the Jewish doctors, though some believe

him not. And yet the learned annotator cannot hold out

as he begins, but is forced to put out the name Zerubbabel,
and to put in that of the people, when he comes to the name
insisted on : so leaving no certain design in the whole words,

from the beainninp' to the endins:.

Two things doth he here oppose himself in, to the re-

ceived interpretation of Christians. 1. That it is Zerubba-

bel who is here intended. 2. That it is the people who is

called the ' Lord our righteousness.'
For the first, thus he on ver. 5.

' Germen justum, a righ-
teous branch : Zorubbabelem qui nOK ut hie appellatur, ita

et Zecharise, vi. 12. nimirum quod velutsurculus renatus esset

ex arbore Davidis quasi prsecisa. Justitiae nomine commen-
datur Zerubbabel etiam apud Zechariam, ix. 9. Zerubbabel
who is here called the branch, as also Zech. vi. 12. because
as a branch he arose from the tree of David which was as cut

off. Also Zerubbabel is commended for iustice or rio-hte-

ousness, Zech. ix. 9.'

That this is a prophecy of Christ, the circumstances of

< Socin. de Servat. p. 3. cap. 4. Franz, de Sacrif. p. 786.
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the place evince. The rabbins were also of the same mind,
as plentiful collections from them are made to demonstrate

it, by Joseph de Voysin, pug. fid. par. 3. dist. Leap. 4. And
the matter spoken of, can be accommodated to no other, as

hath been declared. Grotius's proofs that Zerubbabel is

intended, are worse than the opinion itself. That he is called

the branch, Zech. vi. 12. is most false : he who is called the

branch there, is a king and a priest.
' He shall rule upon

his throne, and he shall be a priest,' which Zerubbabel, was
not

;
nor had any thing to do with the priestly office, which

in his days was administered by Joshua. More evidently
false is it, that he is spoken of Zecli. ix. 9. which place is

precisely interpreted of Christ, and the accomplishment, in

the very letter of the thing foretold, recorded Matt. xxi. 5.

The words are, 'rejoice greatly O daughter of Sion, shout O
daughter of Jerusalem, behold thy king cometh to thee, he
is just, and having salvation, lowly, and riding upon an ass,

and upon a colt the foal of an ass.' That a man professing
Christian religion, should affirm any one but Jesus Christ to

be here intended, is somewhat strange.

Upon the accommodation of the next words to Zerubba-

bel,
* a king shall reign and prosper,' &.c. I shall not insist;

they contain not the matter of our present contest, though

they are pitifully wrested by the annotator, and do no ways
serve his design.

For the particular words about which our contest is, this

is his comment. And this is the name whereby they shall

call him :

'

nempe populum :' 'namely the people :' they shall

call the people.' How this change comes,
' in his days Judah

shall be saved, and this is the name whereby he shall be

called,' that is, the people shall be called, he shews not.

That there is no colour of reason for it, hath been shewed;
what hath been said need not to be repeated. He proceeds.

'Dominus justitia nostra,' i. e.
' Deus nobis benefecit, God

hath done well for us, or dealt kindly with us.' But it is

not about the intimation of goodness, that is in the words;
but of the signification of the name given to Jesus Christ,

that here we plead. In what sense Christ is the Lord our

righteousness appears, Tsa. xlv. 22—25. 1 Cor. i. 30.

The second testimony is Zech. ii. 8. in these vvcrds:

'For thus saith the Lord of hosts; After the glory hath he
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sent me unto the nations which spoiled you : for he that

toucheth you, toucheth the apple of his eye : for, behold, I

will shake mine hand upon them,' &c. ver. 9—12.

Briefly to declare -what this witness speaks to, before we

permit him to the examination of our adversaries : the per-

son speaking, is, the Lord of hosts: 'thus saith the Lord of

hosts:' and he is the person spoken of;
* after the glory,' saith

he, (or after this glorious deliverance of you my people from

the captivity wherein you were among the nations) 'hath he

sent me/ even me the Lord of hosts hath he sent.
' Thus saith

the Lord of hosts, he hath sent me ;'
and it was to the na-

tions, as in the words following ;
and who sent him ?

'

ye shall

know, that the Lord of hosts hath sent me ;'
the people of

Israel shall know, that the Lord of hosts hath sent me the

Lord of hosts to the nations : but how shall they know that

he is so sent? He tells them ver. 11. it shall be known by
the conversion of the nations : 'many nations shall be join-
ed to the Lord in that day;' and what then? 'They shall be

my people;' mine who am sent; my people, the people of

the Lord of hosts that was sent; that is, of Jesus Christ,

and I, saith he, whose people they are,
'
will dwell in the

midst of them,' (as God promised to do),
' and thou shalt

know the Lord of hosts hath sent me :' I omit the circum-

stances of the place. Let us now see what is excepted by
our catechists.

* Q. What*^ dost thou answer to this second testimony?
* A. The place of Zachary they thus cite. This saith the

Lord of hosts
;
after the glory hath he sent me to the na-

tions which spoiled you; for he that toucheth you, toucheth

the apple of mine eye ;
which they wrest unto Christ

; be-

cause here as they suppose, it is said, that the Lord of hosts

is sent from the Lord of hosts. But these things are not so
;

for it is evident that these words, After the glory he hath

d Ad secundum vero quid respondes?
—Locum Zecharise ad liunc modura citant:

hoc dicitDominus exercituum ; Postgloriam misit me ad gentes, quae vos spoliarunt :

qui enim vos tangit, taiigit pupillara oculimei,&c. Quse ad Christum torquent, quod
hie, ut arbitrantur, dicatur, Dominum exercituum raissura esse a Domino exercituum.

Verum ea hie non habentur; quod hinc perspicuum est, quod ea verba, post gloriam
misit me &c. sunt ab alio prolata.nempe ab angelo, qui cum Zecharia et alio angelo

colloqucbatur,utidemeodemcapite pauloante planum est, a versu quarto initio facto,

ubi is angelus loquens introducitur. Quod idem ea ex re videre est, quod ea quee
citant verba, hoc dicit Dominus exercituum, in HabrEeo legantur, sic dicit Dominus
exercituum ;

item ilia, tangit pupillam oculi mei, legantur pupillam oculi ejus, quae
non ad Dorainura exercituum, sed ad legatam referri necesse est.
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sent me, are spoken of another, namely, of the angel, who

spake with Zechariah, and the other angel ;
the same is evi-

dent in the same chapter a little before, beginning at the

fourth verse, where the angel is brought in speaking ;
which

also is to be seen from hence, that those words which they cite.

This saith the Lord of hosts, in the Hebrew may be read. Thus

saith the Lord of hosts; and those, Toucheth the apple of mine

eye, may be read. The apple of his eye; which of necessity
are referred to his messenger, and not to the Lord of hosts/

These gentlemen being excellent at cavils and excep-
tions, and thereunto undertaking to answer any thing in the

world, do not lightly acquit themselves more weakly, and

jejunely in any place than in this. For,

1. We contend not with them about the translation of

the words, their exceptions being to the vulgar Latin only ;

we take them as they have rendered them. To omit that

therefore,

2. That these words are spoken by him, who is called

the angel, we grant ;
but the only question is, who is this

angel that speaks them
;

it is evident from the former chap-
ter and this, that it is

' the man, who was upon the red horse ;'

chap. i. 8. who is called Angelus Jehovse, ver. 11. and
makes intercessionfor the church, ver. 12. which is the pro-

per office of Jesus Christ
;
and that he is no created angel,

but Jehovah himself, the second person of the Trinity, we

prove, because he calls himself the Lord of Hosts; says he

'will destroy his enemies with the shaking of his hand ;' that

he will convert a people, and make them his people, and
that he will dwell in his church, and yet unto all this he

adds three times, that he is
' sent of the Lord of Hosts.' We

confess then all these things to be spoken of him, who was

sent, but upon all these testimonies conclude, that he who
was sent was the Lord of Hosts.

Grotius interprets all this place of an angel, and names
him to boot. Michael it is; but who that Michael is, and
whether he be no more than an angel, that is, a messenger,
he inquires not. That the ancient® Jewish doctors inter-

preted this place of the Messiah, is evident. Of that no
notice here is taken, it is not to the purpose in hand. To
the reasons already offered, to prove that it is no mere crea-

« Bereschith Tlab. ad Gen. xxv. 28.
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ture that is here intended, but the Lord of Hosts, who is

sent by the Lord of Hosts, I shall only add my desire, that

the friends and apologizers for this learned annotator, would

reconcile this exposition of this place to itself, in those

things which at first view present themselves to every ordi-

nary observer. Take one instance. Ye shall know that the

Lord of Hosts hath sent me, that is, Michael. And I will

dwell in the midst of thee
;

'

Templum meum ibi habebo.*
*
I will have my temple there.' If he who speaks be Michael,

a created angel, how comes the temple of Jehovah to be

his ? and such let the attempts of all appear to be, who

manage any design against the eternal glory of the Son of

God.

The third testimony is 1 John v. 20. 'And we know that

the Son of God is come, and hath given us understanding,
that we may know him that is true, and we are in him that

is true, even in his Son Jesus Christ
;
this is the true God

and eternal life.'

*
Q. What*^ dost thou answer to this?

* A. These words. This is the true God, I deny to be refer-

red to the Son of God. Not thatldeny Christtobe true God;
but that that place will not admit those words to be understood

of Christ; for here he treats not only of the true God, but

of the only true God, as the article added in the Greek doth

declare. But Christ, although he be true God, he is not

yet of himself that one God, who by himself, and upon the

most excellent account is God, seeing that is only God the

Father. Nor doth it avail the adversaries, who would have

those words referred to Christ, because the mention of

Christ doth immediately go before those words, this is the

true God. For pronoun relatives as this and the like, are

not always referred to the next antecedent, but often to that

f Quid respondes ad tertium 1—Tii hoc testimonio, scimus filiiim Dei venisse, &c.
HaBC verba, hie est verus Deus, nego referri ad Dei Filium

; non quod negem Chris-

tum esse verum deum ; sed quod is locus ea de Christo accipi non adniittat. Ete-
nira hie agitur non solum de vero Deo

; sed de illo uno vero Deo, ut articulus in

Grteco additus indicat. Christus vero etsi verus Deus sit, non est tanieu ille ex se

unus Deus, qui per se et perfectissima ratione Deus est, cum is Deus tantum sit Pater.
Nee vero quicquam juvat adversarios, qui propterea haec ad Christum referri volunt,

quod verba, Hie est verus Deus, et Christi mentio proximo antecesserit. Etenim

pronoraina relativa, ut hie et simiiia, non semper ad proxime antecedeutia, verum

saepenuraero ad id, de quo potissimum sermo est, referuntur, ut patet ex hie locis;
Act. vii. 19, 20. et x. 6. ii. Joh. 7. e quibus locis apparet pronomen relativum

hie non ad proxime antecedentes personas, sed ad remotiores referri.
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which is chiefly spoken of; as Acts vii. 19, 20. John ii. 7.

from which places it appears, that the pronoun relative,

this, is referred not to the next, but to the most remote

person.'

1. It is well, it is acknowledged, that the only true God
is here intended

;
and that this is proved by the prefixed

article
;
this may be of use afterward.

2. In what sense these men grant Christ to be a true

God, we know; a made God, a God by office, not nature
;
a

man deified with authority ;
so making two true Gods, con-

trary to innumerable express texts of Scripture, and the na-

ture of the Deity.
3. That, those words are not meant of Christ, they prove,

because he is not the only true God, but only the Father
;

but friends ! these words are produced to prove the con-

trary ;
as expressly affirming it

;
and is it a sufficient reason

to deny it, by saying, 'He is not the only true God, there-

fore, these words are not spoken of him ;' when the argu-
ment is, these words are spoken of him, therefore he is the

only true God.
4. Their instances prove, that in some cases a relative

may relate to the more remote antecedent, but that in this

place, that mentioned ought to do so, they pretend not once

to urge ; yea the reason they give is against themselves ;

namely, that it refers to him chiefly spoken of, which here

is eminently, and indisputably Jesus Christ. In the places

by them produced, it is impossible from the subject matter

in hand, that the relative should be referred to any but the

remoter antecedent, but that therefore here we must offer

violence to the words, and strain them into an incoherence

and transgress all rules of construction, (nothing enforcing
to such a procedure) is not proved.

5. In the beo-inninn; of the twentieth verse it is said, 'the

Son of God is come, and hath given us an understanding;'
and we are said to be '

in him,' even '
in Jesus Christ,' on

which it immediately follows, ovtoq,
'

this, this Jesus Christ

is the true God and eternal life.'

6. That Jesus Christ is by John peculiarly called 'life,'

and 'life eternal,' is evident both from his gospel, and this

epistle ;
and without doubt, by the same term, in his usual

manner. He expresses here the same person; chap. i. 2.
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' The Son of God is life, eternal life, he that hath the Son,
hath life; we are in him, the Son Jesus Christ, this is the

true God, and eternar life ;' so he began, and so he ends his

epistle.

And this is all aur adversaries have to say against this

most express testimony of the divine nature &f Jesus Christ;

in their entrance whereunto they cry, hail master, as one be-

fore them did (he is a true God), but in the close betray
him (as far as lies in them) by denying his divine nature.

Even at the light of this most evident testimony the

eyes of Grotius dazzled, that he could not see the truth
;

his note \^,%ovT6g lariv 6 d\r]6ivbg ^tog
'
is nempe quem

lesus monstravit, colendumque docuit, non alius.' ovrog

ssepe refertur ad aliquid praecedens non ajuicriog. Acts viii.

19. X. 6.' The very same plea v^^ith the former; only Acts

viii. 19. is mistaken for Acts vii. 19. the place urged by our

catechists, and before them by Socinus against Wicke, to

whom not only they, but Grotius is beholden. That cita-

tion of Acts X. 6. helps not the business at all
; ovrog is

twice used, once immediately at the beginning of the verse,

secondly being guided by the first, the latter is referred to

the same person, nor can possibly signify any other. Here

is no such thing. Not any one circumstance to cause us,

to put any force upon the constructure of the words; the

discourse being still of the same person without any altera-

tion ;
which in the other places is not.

Of the next testimony, which is from those words of

Jude,
'

denying the only Lord God, and our Lord Jesus

Christ,' ver. 4. (not to increase words) this is the sum. There

being but one article prefixed to all the words, it seems to

carry the sense, that it is wholly spoken of Christ. The

catechists reckon some places, where one article serves to

sundry things, as Matt, xxi, 12. but it is evident, that they
are utterly things of another kind, and another manner of

speaking, than what is here; but the judgment hereof, is

left to the reader; it being not indeed clear to me, whether

Christ be called gECTTronjc any where in the New Testament,

though he be Lord and God, and the true God, full often.

The second of Titus 13. must be more fully insisted on
;

*

Looking for the blessed hope, and the glorious appearance
of the great God, and our Saviour Jesus Christ.'
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'

Q. What'' dost thou answer to this ?

'A. In this place they strive to evince by two reasons, that

the epithet of the great God is referred to Christ. The first

is the rule forementioned, of one article prefixed to all the

words: the other, tliat we do not expect that coming of the

Father, but of the Son. To the first you have an answer

already, in the answer to the fourth testimony ;
to the other

I answer, Paul doth not say, expecting the coming of the

great God, but expecting the appearance of the glory of the

great God. But now the words of Christ shew, that the

glory of God the Father may be said to be illustrated, when
Christ comes to judgment; whereas he saith, that he shall

come in glory, that is, with the glory of God his Father,

Matt, xvi, 27. Mark viii. 38. Besides, what inconvenience

is it, if it shall be said, that God the Father shall come (as

they cite the words out of the vulgar), when the Son comes

to judge the world .? Shall not Christ sustain the person of

the Father, as of him from whom he hath received this office

ofjudging ?'

About the reading of the words, with them we shall not

contend
;

it is the original we are to be tried by, and there

is in that no ambiguity. That lirKpaveia rjjc So^lC? the 'ap-

pearance of the glory,' is an Hebraism, for the '

glorious ap-

pearance,' cannot be questioned. A hundred expressions of

that nature in the New Testament, may be produced to

give countenance to this. That the blessed hope looked for,

is the thing hoped for, the resurrection to life and immor-

tality, is not denied. Neither is it disputed whether the

subject spoken of be Jesus Christ, and his coming to judg-
ment. The subject is one

;
his epithets here two. 1. That

belonging to his essence in himself, he is
' the great God.'

s Ad quintum quid respondes ?—Quintum testimonium est: Expectantes bea-

m spem, &c. Quo in loco epitlieton Magni Dei ad Christum referri duabus rati-

''nibus evincere conantur : prior est, superiusde articulo uno prajfixa regula. Poste-

"^ior, quod adventuni non expectcmus Patris, sed Fili. Verumad prinium argumen-
*ura re.s|)onsun) liabcs in responsione ad quartum testimonium. Ad alteruui respon-

deo, Paulum non diccre, ILxpectantes adventum Magni Dei, vcrurii diccre, Expec-
tantes apparitionem gloria; Magni Dei. Posse vero dici gioriam Dei patris illustra-

tani iri, cuui Christus ad judicium venerit, verba Ciiristi ostendunt, eum ait, quod
venturus sit in gloria, id est, cum gloria Dei Patris sui. Matt. xxvi. 27. Mark viii. 38.

Praeterea, quod est inconveniens si dicatur, Deus pater venturus (prout iili e vulgata

citant) cum Filius ad mundum judicandum vencritl An Christus Dei patris per-

sonam, in judicio rayndi, tanquam ejus, a quo munus judicandi acccpit, non sus-

tinebit ?
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2. That of office unto us : 'he is our Saviour.' That it is

Christ which is spoken of, appears, 1 . from the single article

that is assigned to all the words : rov fnyaXov Qeov kol 'Siwrri-

pog rifiwv 'Ii]o-ou XpicTTOv, which no less signifies one person,
than that other expression, 6 Qebg Kcti Tcirt^p 'Iricrov Xpirrrov,
' The God and Father of Jesus Christ :' should I say, that

one person is here intended, and not two (God, and the

Father of Jesus Christ being the same), our catechists may

say, no ;
for it is found in another place, that there is but one

article prefixed, where sundry persons are after spoken of.

But is it not evident in those places, from the subject matter,

that they are sundry persons, as also from the several con-

ditions of them mentioned, as in that of Matt. xxi. 12. 'He

cast out the sellers and buyers.' The proper force then of

the expression enforces this attribution to Jesus Christ.

3. Mention is made rfjc iTn(j)avdag, of the glorious appearance
of him, of whom the apostle speaks. That Christ is the

person spoken of, and his employment of coming to judg-

ment, primarily and directly, is confessed. This word is

never used of God the Father, but frequently of Christ, and

that in particular, in respect of the thing here spoken of.

Yea it is properly expressive of his second coming, in oppo-
sition to his first coming, under contempt, scorn, and re-

proach, 1 Tim. vi. 14.
'

Keep this commandment', jUf'xpt tjjc

iTTi^ovei'ac Tov Xptarov : 2 Tim. iv. 8.
' Which the Lord the

righteous Judge shall give me at that day, and not to me

only, but to them that love rriv lirKpavaav av-ov. Neither

(as was said) is it ever used of the Father, but is the word

continually used to express the second coming of Jesus

Christ; sometimes Trapouo-ta hath the same signification, and

is therefore never ascribed to the Father. 3. It is not what

may be said to be done, whether the glory of the Father

may be said to be illustrated by the coming of Christ, but

what is said.
' The glorious appearance of the great God,' is

not the manifestation of his glory, but his glory is mani-

fested in his appearance. 4. It is true, it is said, that Christ

shall come '
in the glory of his Father,' Matt. xvi. 21. Mark

viii. 38, but it is no where said, that the glory of the Father

shall come or appear. 5. Their whole interpretation of the

words will scarce admit of any good sense
;
nor can it be

properly said, that two persons come, when only one comes.
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though that one have glory and authority from the other.

6. Christ shall also judge in his own name, and by the laws,

which as Lord he hath given. 7. There is but the same

way of coming, and appearance of the great God and our

Saviour, which if our Saviour come really and indeed, and

the great God only because he sends him
;
the one comes,

and the other comes not
;
which is not doubtless they botii

come.

Grotius agrees with our catechists : but says not one

word more for the proof of his interpretation, nor in way of

exception to ours, than they say : as they say no more than

Socinus against Bellarmine, nor he much more than Erasmus

before him : from whom Grotius also borrowed his consent

of Ambrose, which he urges in the exposition of this place ;

which, were it not for my peculiar respect to Erasmus, I

would say were not honestly done, himself having proved
that comment under the name of Ambrose, to be a paltry,

corrupted, depraved, foisted piece ;
but Grotius hath not a

word but what hath been spoken to.

The next testimony mentioned is Rev, i. 8. 'I am Alpha
and Omega, the beginning and the ending, saith the Lord,

which is, and which was, and which is to come, the Almighty.'
To which is added that of chap. iv. 8.

*

Holy, Holy, Holy,
Lord God Almighty, which was, and is, and is to come.'

'

Q. What'' sayest thou to this ?

' A. This place, they say, refers to Christ, because they

suppose none is said to come but only Christ, for he is to

come to judge the quick and dead. But it is to be noted, that

that word, which they have rendered 'to come,' may equally

be rendered, 'is to be
;' as John xvi. 13. Where the Lord

h Quid ad sextum respondes ?—Eum vero locum propterea ad Christum refe-
"'

unt, quod arbitrentur nemiiiem venturum, nisi Christum. Is enim venturus est ad

ji dicandum vivos et mortuos. Veruni tenendum est, cam vocem quam illi reddidere,

^^ijturus est, reddi a>que posse, futurus est, ut Johan. xvi. 13. ubi Dominus ait de Spi-
rit u, qiiem Apostoiis proniittcbat, quod illis asset futura annunciaturus, et Act. xviii.

21 . ubi legimus, diem festum futurum : in quibus locis (hiobus, vox Grreca est 6px°"

jUEVo,- Deinde, quis est qui nesciat, cum [)rius dictum sit, qui erat, et qui est, et

poste'rius hoc, quod additum est, per futurum esse reddi debere, et ubique de exis-

tentia ea oratio accipiatur ; et non in prioribus duobus membris de existentia, in

postre mo de adventu. Nee est quisquam qui non animadvertat hie describi seter-

nitatem Dei, quae tempus praiteritum, prssens, et futurum comprebeudit. Sed quod
crassum errorem hunc detegit, est quod Apoc. i. 4, 5. legimus : Gratia vobis, et

pax ab eo, qui est, et qui crat, et qui futurus est, et a septem spiritibus, qui sunt

ante faciem tbroni ejus, et a Jesu Christo, qui est testis fideiis. E quo testimonio

apparet, Jesu m Ciiristum ab eo, qui est, qui erat, et qui futurus est, vel, ut iili cre-

d unt, venturus , esse longe alium.
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says of the Spirit, which he promised to the apostles, that

he should shew them things to come
;
and Acts xviii. 21.

we read, that the feast day was '
to be,' in which place the

Greek word is lp)(Ofi£vog. Lastly, who is there that knows
not, that seeing it is said before, which was and is, this last

which is added, may be rendered '
to be,' that the words in

every part may be taken of existence, and not in the two
former mention of existence, in the latter of coming.
Neither is there any one who doth not observe, that the

eternity of God is here described, which comprehendeth time

past, present, and to come. But that which discovers this

gross error, is that, Rev. i. 4, 5. where we read, Grace be
to you, and peace from him which is, which was, and which
is to come

;
and from the seven Spirits which are before his

throne, and from Jesus Christ, who is the faithful witness.

From which testimony it appears, that Jesus Christ is quite
another from him, which is, and was, and is to be, or as they
think, is to come.'

1, There is not one place which they have mentioned,
wherein the word here used, Ipypfx^voQ, may not properly be

translated ' to come,' which they seem, to acknowledge at first

to be peculiar to Christ : but 2. these gentlemen make them-

selves and their disciples merry by persuading them, that

we have no other argument to prove these words to be spoken
of Christ, but only because he is said to be 6 lp-)^6fiivoc;,

which yet, in conjunction with other things, is not without
its weight, being as it were a 'name of the Messiah, Matt,
xi. 3. from Gen. xlix. 10. though it may be otherwise applied.
•3. They are no less triumphant doubtless in their following
answer, that these words describe the eternity of God, and
therefore belong not to Christ

;
when the argument is, that

Christ is God, because amongst other thing-s these words
ascribe eternity to him : is this an answer to us, who not

only believe him, but prove him eternal ? 4. And they are

upon the same pin still, in their last expression, that these

words are ascribed to the Father, ver. 4. when they know
that the argument which they have undertaken to answer, is,

that the same names are ascribed to the Son, as to the

Father; and therefore he is God equal with him. Their

' "Ew;, lav £X&>) m a'sronetrai. Gen. >:Iix. x. ah It o
i^yofAiyot;. Matt. xi. 3.
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answer is, this name is not ascribed to Christ, because it is

ascribed to the Father. Men must beg, when they can make
no earnings at work. 5. We confess Christ to be '

alius,'

'another,' another person from the Father; not another

God, as our catechists pretend.

Having stopped the mouths of our catechists, we may
briefly consider the text itself. That by this expression,
'who is, and who was, and who is to come,' the apostle ex-

presses that name of God, Ehejeh, Exod. iii. 14. which as

the rabbins say, is of all seasons, and expressive of all times,

is evident. To which add that other name of God, Al-

mighty, and it cannot at all be questioned, but that he, who
is intended in these words, is the '

only true God.' 2. That

the words are here used of Jesus Christ, is so undeniable

from the context, that his adversaries thought good not once

to mention it; ver. 7. His coming is described in glory:
' Behold he cometh with clouds, and every eye shall see him,

and they also which pierced him, and all kindreds of the

earth shall wail because of him :' v/hereupon himself imme-

diately adds the words of this testimony,
'
I am Alpha and

Omega ;' for, 1. They are words spoken to John by him who

gave him- the revelation, which was Jesus Christ; ver. 1.

2. They are the words of him that speaks on to John, which

was Jesus Christ; ver. 18. 3. Jesus Christ twice in this

chapter afterward gives himself the same title; ver. 11.
'
I

am Alpha and Omega;' and ver. 17. '
I am the first and the

last ;' but who is he ? 'I am he that liveth, and was dead
;

and behold I live for evermore, Amen : and have the keys
of hell and death;' ver. 18. He gave the revelation

;
he is

described; he speaks all always; he gives himself the same

titles twice again in this chapter.
But our catechists think they have taken a course to

prevent all this, and therefore have avoided the consideration

of the words, as they are placed, chap. i. 8. considering the

feame words in chap. iv. 8. where they want some of the cir-

cumstances, which in this place give light to their applica-
tion. They are not there spoken by any that ascribes them

to himself, but by others are ascribed,
'

to him that sits on

the throne,' who cry (as the '

seraphims,' Isa. vi. 3.)
*

Holy,

Holy, Holy, Lord God Almighty, which is, which was, and

which is to come.' But yet there wants not evidence to
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evince, that these words belong immediately in this place
also to Jesus Christ. For, 1. They are the name (as we have

seen) whereby not long before he reveals himself. 2. They
are spoken of him, who 'sits on the throne,' in the midst of

the Christian churches here represented. And if Christ be
not intended in these words, there is no mention of his pre-
sence in his church, in that solemn representation of its as-

sembly, although he promised to be in the ' midst' of his,
' to

the end of the world.' 3. The honour that is here ascribed

to him that is spoken of, is because he is a^toq,
'

worthy,' as

the same is assigned to the lamb, by the same persons, in

the same words
; chap. v. 12. So that in both these places

it is Jesus Christ who is described
;

' He is, he was, he is to

come (or as another place expresses it,
' the same yesterday,

to day, and for ever,') the Lord God Almighty.'
I shall not need to add any thing to what Grotius hath

observed on these places. He holds with our catechists,
and ascribes these titles and expressions to God, in contra-

distinction to Jesus Christ, and gives in some observations

to explain them : but for the reason of his exposition, where-
in he knew that he dissented from the most of Christians,
we have ouSt ypu: so that I have nothing to do, but to reject
his authority ;

which upon the experience I have of his de-

sign, I can most freely do.

Proceed we to the next testimony, which is Acts xx. 28.
* Feed the church of God, which he hath purchased with his

own blood.' He who purchased the church with his blood,
is God : but it was Jesus Christ, who purchased his church
with his blood

; Eph. v. 25—27. Tit. ii. 14. Heb. 9. 14.

therefore he is God.
'

Q. What*" dost thou answer to this ?

'A. I answer, the name of God is not necessarily in this

place referred to Christ, but it may be referred to God the

Father: whose blood the apostles call that which Christ
^ Quid ad septimum respondes?—Respondeo, nomen Dei hoc loco nou referri ad

Christum necessario, sed ad ipsura Deuni Patrein referri posse, cujus apostolus, eum
sanguinem, quera Christus fudit, sanguinem vocat, eo genere loquendi, et earn ob
causam, quo genere loquendi, et quam ob causam propheta ait, eum qui tangit popu-
lum Dei, tangere pupiilam oculi Dei ipsius. Etenim sumroa, qua; est inter Deum
Patrem et Cliristura conjunctio, eisi essentia sint prorsus diversi, in causa est, cur
Christ! sanguis, sanguis ipsius Dei Patris dicatur: pra;sertira si quis expendat quate-
nus is est pro nobis fusus. Etenim Christus est agnus Dei, qui tollit peccata mundi.
Unde sanguis iu eum finem fusus, ipsius Dei sanguis jure vocari potest. Nee vero

preetereunduni est silentio, quod in editione Syriaca loco Dei legatur Christi.
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shed, in that kind of speaking, and for that cause, with

which God, and for which cause the prophet says, he who
toucheth you, toucheth the apple of the eye of God himself.

For the great conjunction that is between Father and Son,

although in essence they are altogether diverse, is the rea-

son, why the blood of Christ is called the blood ofijGod the

Father himself, especially if it be considered as shed for us.

For Christ is the Lamb of God, that takes away the sins of

the world. Whence the blood shed to that purpose may be

called the blood of God himself. Nor is it to be passed by
in silence, that in the Syriac edition, in the place of God,
Christ is read.'

There is scarce any place, in returning an answer where-

imto, the adversaries of the Deity of Christ do less agree

among themselves, than about this. Some say the name of

God is not here taken absolutely, but with relation to office,

and so Christ is spoken of, and called 'God by office :' so

Socin. ad Bellar. et Wieck. p. 200. &.c. Some, that the

words are thus to be read :
* Feed the church of God, which

Christ hath purchased by his own blood :' so Ochinus and
Lajlius Socinus, whom Zanchius answers :

' De tribus Eloliira.'

lib. 3. cap. 6. p. 456.

Some fly to the Syriac translation, contrary to the con-

stant consenting testimony of all famous copies of the ori-

ginal, all agreeing in the word ^tov, some adding rod Kvpiov:
so Grotius would have it; affirming that the manuscript he

used had rov Kvpiov ;
not telling them that it added ^eou,

which is the same with what we affirm. And, therefore, he

ventures at asserting the text to be corrupted, and in short

writing, ^ov to be crept in for XP^^> contrary to the faith,

and consent of all ancient copies ;
which is all he hath to

plead. 2. Our catechists know not what to say;
'

necessa-

rily this v/ord God is not to be referred to Christ: it may
be referred to God the Father.' Give an instance of the like

phrase of speech, and take the interpretation. Can it be

said that one's blood was shed, when it was not shed, but

another's, and no mention that that others blood was shed?

3. If the Father's blood was shed, or said truly to be shed,

because Christ's blood was shed; then you may say, that

God the Father died, and was crucified under Pontius

Pilate, and God the Father rose from the dead
;
that he was

VOL. VIII. 2 A
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dead, and is alive. That that blood that was shed, was not

Christ's, but some body's else, that he loved, and was near

unto him. 4. There is no analogy between that of the pro-

phet, of the 'apple of God's eye,' and this here spoken of.

Uncontrollably a metaphor must there be allowed ;
here is

no metaphor insisted on
;
but that which is the blood of

Christ, is called the blood of God, and Christ not to be that

God, is their interpretation. There diverse persons are

spoken of, God and believers : here one only, that did that

which is expressed. And all the force of this exposition lies

in this, there is a figurative expression in one place, the

matter spoken of requiring it, therefore here must be a figure

admitted also, where there is not the same reason : what is

this but to make the Scripture a nose of wax ? This work of
*

redeeming the church with his blood,' is ever ascribed to

Christ, as peculiar to him, constantly without exception ;

and never to God the Father : neither would our adversaries

allow it to be so here, but that they know not how to stand

before the testimony wherewith they are pressed.
5. If because of the conjunction that is between God the

Father and Christ, the blood of Christ may be called the

•blood of God the Father;' then the hunger and thirst of

Christ, his dying and being buried, his rising again, may
be called the hunger and thirst of God the Father, his sweat-

ing, dying, and rising. And he is a strange natural and

proper Son, who hath a quite different nature and essence

from his own proper Father, as is here affirmed.

6. Christ is called the Lamb of God, as answering and

fulfilling all the sacrifices, that were made to God of old :

and if the blood of Christ may be called the blood of God
the Father, because he appointed it to be shed for us; then

the blood of any sacrifice was also the blood of a man, that

appointed it to be shed, yea, of God, who ordained it. The
words are, licKXi^aiav ^eov, rjv TrepieirodimtTO Sm tou iBiov aifia-

Tog' if any words in the world can properly express, that it

is one and the same person intended, that it is his own blood

properly, that bought the church with it, surely these words
do it to the full. Christ then is God.

The next place they are pleased to take notice of, as to

this head of testimonies, about the name of God, is 1 John
iii. 16. 'Hereby perceive we the love of God, because he
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laid down his life for us.' He who laid down his life for us,

was God : that is, he was so when he laid down his life for

us, and not made a God since.
*

Q. To' the eighth what sayest thou ?

* A. First take this account, that neither in any Greek edi-

tion, but only the Complutensis, nor in the Syriac, the word

God is found
;
but suppose that this word were found in all

copies, were therefore this word He to be referred to God?
Not doubtless

;
not only for that reason which we gave a

little before, in answer to the third testimony, that such

words are not always referred to the next person ;
but more-

over, because John doth often in this epistle refer the Greek

word tKHvog to him who was named long before, as in the 3rd,

5th, and 7th verses of this chapter.'

1. Our catechists do very faintly adhere to the first ex-

ception about the word ^iov in the original, granting that it

is in some copies, and knowing that the like phrase is used

elsewhere, and that the sense in this place necessarily re-

quires the presence of that word. 2. Supposing it as they

do, we deny, that this is a very just exception which they
insist upon, that a relative may sometimes, and in some cases,

where the sense is evident, be referred to the remote antece-

dent, therefore it may, or ought to do so in any place, con-

trary to the propriety of grammar, where there are no cir-

cumstances, enforcing such a construction, but all things

requiring the proper sense of it. It is allowed of only where

several persons are spoken of immediately before, which

here are not; one only being intimated, or expressed, 4.

They can give no example of the word God, going before,

and IkIivoq following after, where Ikhvoq is referred to any

thing or person more remote : much less here where the

apostle having treated of God, and the love of God, draws

an argument from the love of God, to enforce our love of

one another. 5. In the places they point unto, iKtlvog in

every one of them is referred to the next and immediate

' Adoctavuu) vero quid ?— Priiuum igitur sic habeto
; ncque in Gra;ca cditionc ulla

(excepta Coin[)lutcnsi), nee in editioiic Syriaca, vucciii Deus habcri. Verum ctiaiiisi

Laec vox haberetur iu omnibus exeinplaribus, num idcirco ea vox iile, ad Doum crit

referenda? Non eerie; non solum ob eaiu causani, quam paulo superius attuliums, in

responsione ad testimonium tertium
; quod verba ejusmocli non semper ad propin-

quiores personas refcrantur : vcruni etiani quod tKimi; voceni Gifficum Jobauncs in hac

epistola sa.>pe ad eum refert, qui longe antea noiuinatus fuerat, ut et 3, 5. et 7, versu

ejusdem capitis in Grteco apparet.

2 a2
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antecedent, as will be evident to our reader upon the first

view.

Give them their great associate, and we have done.

"EKftvoc hie est Christus ut supra ver. 5. subintelligendum
hie autem est, hoc Christum fecisse Deo sic decernente nos-

tri causa quod expressum est, Rom. iv. 8.' That tKuvog is

Christ is confessed
;
but the word being a relative, and ex-

pressive of some person before mentioned, we say it relates

unto ^£oO, the word going immediately before it. No, says

Grotius, but * the sense is. Herein appeared the love of God,

that by his appointment Christ died for us.' That Christ

laid down his life for us by the appointment of the Father,

is most true
;
but that that is the intendment of this place,

or that the grammatical construction of the words will bear

any such sense, we deny.
And this is what they have to except to the testimonies,

which themselves choose to insist on, to give in their ex-

ceptions to, as to the names of Jehovah, and God, being as-

cribed unto Jesus Christ: which having vindicated from all

their sophistry, I shall shut up the discourse of them with

this argument, which they afford us for the confirmation of

the sacred truth contended for. He who is Jehovah, God,
the only true God, &c. He is God by nature : but thus is

Jesus Christ God
;
and these are the names the Scripture

calls and knows him by : therefore he is so, God by nature,

blessed for ever.

That many more testimonies to this purpose may be pro-

duced, and have been so, by those who have pleaded the

Deity of Christ, against its opposers, both of old and of late,

is known to all that enquire after such things. I content

myself, to vindicate what they have put in exceptions unto.

CHAP. XI.

Of the work of creation assigned to Jesus Christ, ^c. The confirmation

of his eternal Deityfrom thence.

The Scriptures which assign the creating of all things to

Jesus Christ, they propose as the next testimony of his

Deity, whereunto they desire to give in their exceptions.
To these they annex them, wherein it is affirmed, that * he
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brought the people of Israel out of Egypt,' and that he was

'with them in the wilderness,' with one particular out of Isaiah,

compared with the account given of it in the gospel, about

the prophets seeing the glory of Christ. Of those which

are of the first sort, they instance in John i. 3. 10. Col. i.

16. Heb. i. 2. 10— 12. verses.

The first and second of these, I have already vindicated

in the consideration of them, as they lay in their conjunc-
ture with them going before in ver. 1. proceed we there

fore to the third, which is Col. i. 16.
' For by him were all

things created, that are in heaven, and that are in earth, vi-

sible, and invisible, whether they be thrones, or dominions,

or principalities, or powers; all things were created by him,

and for him. And he is before all things, and by him all

thino-s consist.'

1. That these words are spoken of Jesus Christ, is acknow-

ledged. The verses foregoing prevent all question thereof.

*He hath translated us into the kingdom of his dear Son, in

whom we have redemption though his blood, even the for-

giveness of sins : who is the image of the invisible God, the

firstborn of every creature : for by him were all things;' &c.

2. In what sense Christ is the 'image of the invisible God,'

even the 'express image of his Father's person,' shall be af-

terward declared. The other part of the description of him

belongs to that which we have in hand. He is TrpwroroKoc

7ra<rric KTiae^g,
' the firstborn of every creature :' that is, be-

fore them all
;
above them all

;
heir of them all

;
and so

none of them. It is not said, he is ttowtoictiWoc, fii"st created,

but TrpwroroKoc, the firstborn; now the term 'first,' in the Scrip-

ture, represents either what follows, and so denotes an order

in the things spoken of, he that is the first being one of them,

as Adam was the first man : or it respects things going be-

fore, in which sense it denies all order or series of things in

the same kind. So God is said to be the first, Isa. xli. 4.

because before him there is none, Isa. xliii. 11. And in this

sense is Christ the firstborn ;
so the firstborn, as to be the

'only begotten Son of God,' John i. 14. This the apostle

proves, and gives an account of, in the following verses; for

the clearing of his intendment wherein, a few things may be

premised.
1. Though he speaks of him who is Mediator, and de-
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scribes him, yet he speaks not of him as Mediator; for that

he enters upon ver. 18.
' And he is the head of the body the

churcli;' 8cc.

2. That the things, whose creation are here assigned unto

Jesus Christ, are evidently contradistinguished to the things

of the church, or new creation, which are mentioned ver. 18.

Here he is said to be the 'firstborn of every creature;' there

the ' firstborn from the dead.' Here to make all things ;
there

there to be the 'head of the body the church.'

3. The creation of all things, simply, and absolutely, is

most emphatically expressed. 1. In general; 'by him all

things were created.' 2. A distribution is made of those all

things, into all things that are in heaven, and that are in

earth; which is the common expression of all thmgs that

were made at the beginning; Exod. xx. 11. Acts iv. 24.

3. A description is given of the things so created, according

to two adjuncts, which divide all creatures whatever, whe-

ther they are visible, or invisible. 4. An enumeration is in

particular made of one sort, of things invisible, which being

of greatest eminency and dignity, might seem, if any, to be

exempted from the state and condition of being created by
Jesus Christ; 'whether they be thrones,' &c. 5. This distri-

bution and enumeration being closed, the general assump-
tion is again repeated, as having received confirmation from

what was said before :

*
all things were created by him :' of

what sort soever, whether expressed in the enumeration fore-

going or no ;
all things were created by him : they were

created for him, ug avrbv : as it is said of the Father, Rom.

xi. 36. which Rev. iv. 11. is said to be, 'for his will and

pleasure.' 6. For a farther description of him, v. 17. his pre-

existence before all things, and his providence in supporting

them, and continuing that being to them, which he gave them

by creation, is asserted. And 'he is before all things, and by
him all things exist.'

Let us consider then what is excepted hereunto, by them

with whom we have to do. Thus they,
'

Q. What'' dost thou answer to this place ?

» Quid ad tertium ?—Prseter id, quod et hoc testimonium loquaturde Christo, tan-

quam media et secunda causa, verbum creata sunt, non solum de vetere, varum
.

etiam de nova creatione in Scriptura usurpari constat : cujus rei exempla habe$

Ephe«. ii. 10. 15. Jacob, i. 18. Prseterea, ea verba, omnia in coeiis, et in terra, non
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' A. Besides this, that this testimony speaks of Christ, as of

tlie mediate and second cause, it is manifest, the words ' were

created' are used in Scripture, not only concerning the old,

but also the new creation ;
of which you have example, Eph.

ii. 10.15. James i. 18. Moreover, that these words. All things

in heaven and in earth, are not used for all things altogether,

appearethnot only from the words subjoined a little after, ver.

20. where the apostle saith, that by him are all things recon-

ciled in heaven and in earth, but also from those words them-

selves, wherein the apostle said not, that the heavens and

earth were created, but all things that were in heaven and in

earth.'
'
Q. But how dost thou understand that testimony ?

* A. On that manner, wherein all things that are in heaven

and in earth were reformed by Christ, after God raised him

from the dead; and by him translated into another state and

condition, and this whereas God gave Christ to be head to

angels and men, who before acknowledged God only for

their Lord.'

What there is either in their exceptions, or exposition, of

weight to take off this evident testimony, shall briefly be

considered.

The first exception of the kind of causality, which is here

ascribed to Christ, hath already been considered and re-

moved, by manifesting the very same kind of expression,

about the same things, to be used concerning God the Fa-

ther. 2. Though the word creation, be used concerning the

new creation, yet it is in places where it is evidently and dis-

tinctly spoken of, in opposition to the former state, wherein

they were, who were so created. But here, as was above

demonstrated, the old creation is spoken of, in direct dis-

tinction from the new, which the apostle describes and ex-

presses in other terms, ver. 20. If that may be called the new

creation, which lays a foundation of it, as the death of

Christ doth of regeneration. And unless it be in that cause

usurpari pro omnibus prorsus, apparet non solum ex verbis paulo inferius suhjectis,

V. 20. ubi Apostolus ait, quod |)er euui reconciliata sint omnia in coelis et in terra,

verum etiani ex iis ipsis verbis, in quibus Apostolus non ait, cceIuhi et terram areata

esse, veruinea omnia quas in coelis et in terra sunt.—Qui vero istud testimonium in-

telligis?
—Ad euui niodum, quo per Christum omnia, qua; sunt in ca;lis et in terra

postquam oum Dcus a uiortuis excitavit, reformata sunt, et in alium statum et con-

ditionem translata ; id vero cum Deus et angelis et liominibus Cliristura caput de-

merit, qui antcatantum Dcuni solum pro domino agnoverunt.
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the work of the new creation is not spoken of at all in this

place. 3. Where Christ is said * to reconcile all things to

himself that are in heaven and earth,' he speaks plainly and

evidently of another work, distinct from that which he had

described in these verses
;
and whei*eas reconciliation sup-

poses apast enmity, the all things mentioned in the 20th verse,

can be none, but those which were sometime at enmity with

God. Now none but men, that ever had any enmity against

God, or were at enmity with him, were ever reconciled to

God. It is then men in heaven and earth, to whose recon-

ciliation in their several generations, the efficacy of the blood

of Christ did extend, that is there intended. 4. Not heaven

and earth are named, but all things in them, as being most

immediately expressive ofthe apostle's purpose, who naming
all things in general, chose to instance in angels and men:
as also insisting on the expression, which is used concern-

ing the creation of all things in sundry places, as hath been

shewed
; though he mentions not all the words in them used.

For the exposition they give of these words, it is most

ridiculous; for 1. The apostle doth not speak of Christ, as

he is exalted after his resurrection, but describes him in his

divine nature and being. 2. To translate out of one condition .

into another, is not to create the thing so translated, though
another new thing it may. When a man is made a magis-
trate, we do not say he is made a man, but he is made a ma-

gistrate. 3. The new creation which they here affirm to be

spoken of, is by no means to be accommodated unto angels.
In both the places mentioned by themselves, and in all places
where it is spoken of, it is expressive of a change from bad
to good, from evil actions to grace, and is the same with re-

generation or conversion, which cannot be ascribed to an-

gels, who never sinned, norlost their first habitation. 4. The ^

dominion of Christ over angels and men is no where called
a new creation

;
nor is there any colour or pretence why it

should be so expressed. 5. The new creation is in Jesus
Christ, 2 Cor. v. 17. but to be in Christ, is to be implanted
into him by the Holy Spirit by believing, which by no means
can be accommodated to angels. 6. If only the dominion

b Ea quae in coclis sunt pcrsonae (qua subjectas sunt Cliristo), sunt angeli, iique tarn
bom quam mall : quiE in ccelis sunt, et persons non sunt, omnia ilia continent qua;-
cnnque extra angelos vel sunt, vel etiam esse possunt. Smal, de Divin. Christ! can.
16. de Regno Christi super Angelos.
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of Christ be intended, then whereas Christ's dominion is ac-

cording to our adversaries, (Smal. de Divin. Christi. cap.

16.) extended over all creatures, men, angels, devils, and all

other things in the world, then men, angels, devils, and all

things are new creatures. 7. Socinus says, that by princi-

palities, and powers, devils are intended: and what advance-

ment may they be supposed to have obtained by the new

creation? The devils were created, that is, delivered. There

is no end of the folly and absurdities of this interpretation : I

shall spend no more words about it. Our argument from

this place stands firm and unshaken.

Grotius abides by his friends in the interpretation of this

place, wresting it to the new creature, and the dominion of

Christ over all
; against all the reasons formerly insisted on,

and with no other argument than what he was from the Soci-

nians supplied withal. His words on the place are. "^It is

certain, that all things were created by the Word. But those

things that go before shew that Christ is here treated of,

which is the name of a man. As Chrysostom also under-

stood this place : but he would have it, that the world was

made for Christ, in a sense not corrupt: but on the account

of that which went before, iKrh^ri is better interpreted, were

ordained, or obtained a certain new state.' So he, in almost

the very words of Socinus, But,

1. In what sense all things were created by the Word, and

what Grotius intends by the Word, I shall speak elsewhere.

2. Is Christ the name of a man only? Or of him who is only
a man ? Or is he a man only as he is Christ? If he would

have spoken out to this, we might have had some light into

his meaning, in many other places of his annotations. The

apostle tells us that Christ '
is over all, God blessed for

ever;' Rom. ix. 5. And that Jesus Christ was ' declared to

be the Son of God by the resurrection from the dead ;' Rom.
i. 3. If Christ denote the person of our Mediator, Christ is

God, and what is spoken of Christ, is spoken of him who is

God. But this is that which is aimed at
;
the Word, or Wis-

dom of God, bears eminent favour towards that man Jesus

Christ : but that he was any more than a man, (that is, the

•^ Certum est, per Verbum creata omnia. Sed qua; praeccdunt, ostcndunt hie de

Cliristo agi, quod liomiiiis iiomcn est, quoiiiodo etiarn Chrjsosloiiuis liimc accepit
locum. Sed ille iiitelligilnuiiiduui creatum propter Cliristuui, sensu uon iiialo : sed

propter id {|Uod pr?ecessit, rectius est iiiriff-Qri hie iiiterpreUri, ordinata sunt, novum

qucndani slafuni suiil consecuta.
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union of the natures of God and man in one person) is de-

nied. 3. The words before are so spoken of Christ, as that

they call him the Son of God, and the image of the invisible

God, and the first born of the creation : which though he

was, who was a man, yet he was not, as he was a man. 4.

All the arguments we have insisted on, and farther shall in-

sist on (by God's assistance) to prove the Deity of Christ,

with all the texts of Scripture wherein it is plainly affirmed,

do evince the vanity of this exception,
' Christ is the name

of a man, therefore the things spoken of him are not proper
and peculiar to God.' 5. Into Chrysostom's exposition of

this place I shall not at present enquire, though I am not

without reason to think he is wronged : but that the word

here,
'

created,' may not, cannot be rendered ordained, or

placed in a new state and condition, I have before suffi-

ciently evinced
;

neither doth Grotius add any thing to

evince his interpretation of the place, or to remove what is

objected against it.

1. He tells us, that of that sense of the word ktiZ^iv, he

hath spoken in his prolegomena. And urges, Eph. ii. 10. 13.

iii. 9. iv. 24. to prove the sense proposed. 1. It is confessed,

that God doth sometimes express the exceeding greatness of

his power, and efficacy of his grace, in the regeneration of a

sinner, and enabling him to live to God, by the word create
;

whence such a person is sometimes called the new creature,

according to the many promises of the Old Testament, of

creating a new heart in the elect, whom he would take into

covenant with himself. A truth which wraps that in its

bowels, whereunto Grotius was no friend. But that this new
creation can be accommodated to the things here spoken of,

is such a figment, as so learned a man might have been

ashamed of. The constant use of the word in the New Tes-

tament, is that which is proper, and that which in this place
we insist on; as Rom. i. 25. 1 Tim. iv. 3. Rev. iv. 11. 2.

Eph. ii. 10. speaks of the new creature in the sense declared,

which is not illustrated by ver. 13. which is quite of an-

other import. Chap. iv. 24. is to the same purpose. Chap. iii.

9. the creation of all things, simply, and absolutely, is as-

cribed to God
;
which to wrest to a new creation there is no

reason, but what arises from opposition to Jesus Christ, be-

cause it is ascribed also to him.
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2. The latter part of the verse he thus illustrates, or rather

obscures
;

'
to. iravTa dl avrov : intellige omnia quae ad novam

creationem pertinent.' How causelesly, how without ground,

how contrary to the words, and scope of the place, hath been

shewed
;

*
koI dg avrov eKTiaraL : propter ipsum, ut ipse om-

nibus prseesset;' Rev. v. 13. Heb. ii. 8. This is to go for-

ward in an ill way. 1. What one instance can he give of this

sense of the expression opened ? The words, as hath been

shewed, are used of God the Father, E.om. xi. 36. and are

expressive of absolute sovereignty, as Rev. iv. 11. 2. The

texts cited by him to exemplify the sense of this place, (for

they are not instanced in to explain the phrase, which is not

used in them) do quit evert his whole gloss : in both places

the dominion of Christ is asserted over the whole creation ;

and particularly in Rev. v. 13.
'

things in heaven, earth,

under the earth, and in the sea,' are recounted. I desire to

know whether all these are made new creatures, or no? If

not
;
it is not the dominion of Christ over them, that is here

spoken of; for he speaks only of them that he created.

Of the 17th verse he gives the same exposition ;

*
kuX av-

TogtaTL Trpb iravTiov : id est, A et Q,, ut ait Apocal. i. 8. Trpo

irdvTOJv, intellige ut jam diximus.' Not contented to per-

vert this place, he draws another into society with it
;
where-

in he is more highly engaged than our catechists, who con-

fess that place to be spoken of the eternity of God;
'
koX to.

-KOLvra Iv avTU) avviaTt]Kt' et hffic vox de veteri creatione ad

novam traducitur ;
vid. 2 Pet. iii. 5.' Prove it by any one

instance
;
or if that may not be done, beg no more in a mat-

ter of this importance. In Peter it is used of the existence

of all things by the power of God, in and upon their crea-

tion
;
and so also here, but spoken with reference to Jesus

Christ, who is
' God over all blessed for ever.' And so much

for the vindication of this testimony.

Heb. i.2. is nextly mentioned. '

By whom also he made

the worlds.'

That these words are spoken of Christ, is not denied.

They are too express to bear any exception on that account.

That God is said to make the world by Christ, doth not at all

prejudice what we intend from this place. God could no

way make the world by Christ, but as he was his own eternal

Wisdom, which exempts him from the condition of a crea-
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ture. Besides, as it is said, that God made the world by

him, denoting the subordination of the Son to the Father,

and his being his Wisdom, as he is described, Prov. viii. So

also the Word is said to make the world, as a principal effi-

cient cause himself; John i. 3. and Heb. i. 10. The word

here used is aliovag. That mwv is of various acceptations in

the New Testament, is known. A duration of time, an age,

eternity, are sometimes expressed thereby. The world, the

beginning of it, or its creation, as John ix. 32. In this- place

it signifies not time simply and solely, but the things created

in the beginning of time, and in all times; and so expressly

the word is used, Heb. xi. 2. the framing alwvwv, is the

creation of the world, which by faith we come to know. ' The

worlds,' that is, the world, and all in it, was made by Christ.

Let us now hear our catechists.

'
Q. How'* dost thou answer to this testimony ?

* A. On this manner, that it is here openly written, not

that Christ made, but that God by Christ made the worlds.

It is also confessed, that the word '

secula,' may signify not

only the ages past and present, but also to come. But

that here it signifies things future is demonstrated from

hence, that the same author affirmeth, that by him whom

God appointed heir of all things, he made the worlds. For

Jesus of Nazareth was not made heir of all things before he

raised him from the dead ;
which appears from hence, be-

cause then all power in heaven and in earth was given him

of God the Father, in which grant of power, and not in any

other thing, that inheritance of all things is contained.'

1. For the first exception, it hath been sufficiently spoken

to already ;
and if nothing else but the pre-existence of Christ

unto the whole creation be hence proved, yet the cause of

our adversaries is by it destroyed for ever. This exception

might do some service to the Arians, to Socinians it will do

none at all. 2. The word ' secula' signifies not things future

any where. This is gratis dictum, and cannot be proved by
d Qui respondes ad quartum testimonium ?—Eo pacto, quod liic palam scriptum

sit.non, Chrislura fecisse, sed, Deum per Christum fecisse secula. Vocera vero se-

cula non solum prresentia et prasterita, verum etiam futura significare posse, in con-

fesso est. Hie vero de futnris agi id demonstrat, quod idem autor affirmet, per

eum, quem literedem universorum constituerit Deus, etiam secula esse condita. Nam
Jesus Nazarenus non prius constitutus liaeres universorum fuit, quam eum Deus a

mortuisexcitavit. Quod hinc patet, quod turn deraum omnis potestas in coelo et

in terra eidem data a Deo Patre fuerit, cujus potestatis donatione, et non alia re, ista

universorum lia;redilas continetur.
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any instance. * The world to come' may do so, but the ' world'

simply doth not. That it doth not so signify in this place
is evident from these considerations. 1. These words, 'by
whom he made the world,' are given as a reason why God
made him heir of all things ;

even because by him he made
all things ;

which is no reason at all, if you understand only

heavenly things by the worlds here ; which also removes

the last exception of our catechists, that Christ was ap-

pointed heir of all things antecedently to his making of the

worlds
;
which is most false ; this being given as a reason

of that; his making of the world, of his being made heir of

all things. Besides, this answer, that Christ made not the

world until his resurrection, is directly opposite to that for-

merly given by them to Col. i. 16. where they would have

him to be said to make all things, because of the reconci-

liation he made by his death
;
ver. 20. 2. The same word or

expression in the same epistle is used for the world in its

creation, as was before observed chap. xi. 2. which makes it

evident, that the apostle in both places intends the same.

3. 'Aiivv is no where used absolutely for the world to come ;

which being spoken of in this epistle is once called oikov-

fj.evr}v Trjv fjieWovaav, chap. ii. 5. and ciiiova fiiWovTa, chap,
vi. 5. but no where absolutely atwva, or aiwvaC' 4. The

'world to come' is no where said to be made
;
nor is this ex-

pression used of it. It is said chap. ii. to be put into sub-

jection to Christ, not to be made by him; and chap. vi. the

powers of it are mentioned, not its creation. 5. That is said

to be made by Christ, which he upholds with the word of

his power; but this is said simply to be all things ;

' he up-
holdeth all things by the word of his power,' ver. 3. 6. This

plainly answers the former expressions insisted on. * He
made the world,'

' he made all things,' 8cc. So that this

text also lies as a two edged-sword, at the very heart of the

Socinian cause.

Grotius seeing that this interpretation could not be

made good, yet being no way willing to grant, that making
of the world is ascribed to Christ, relieves his friends with

one evasion more than they were aware of. It is that Si ov,

by whom, is put for St ov, for whom, or for whose sake.

And £7rotj((T£ is to be rendered by the preterpluperfect tense,
* he had made :' and so the sense is, God made the world for
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Christ; which answereth an old saying of the Hebrews
;
'That

the world was made for the Messiah.'

But what will not great wits give a colour to? Grotius is

not able to give me one instance in the whole New Testa-

ment, where St ov is taken for dl ov; and if it should be so

any where, himself would confess that it must have some co-

gent circumstance to enforce that construction, as all places
must have where we go off from the propriety of the word.

2. If St 6v be put for St ov ; ^\a must be put for tic, as in

the opinion of Beza it is once in the place quoted by Gro-

tius
;
and so signify the final cause, as he makes St ov to do.

Now the Holy Ghost doth expressly distinguish between

these two, in this business of making the world : Rom. xi.

36. St avTov, Kol hg avrov to. Travra. So that doubtless in the

same matter, one of these is not put for the other. 3. Why
must £7roir)(T£ be

'

condiderat,' and what example can be given
of so rendering that aoristus? If men may say what they

please, without taking care to give the least probability to

what they say, these things may pass. 4. If the apostle
must be supposed to allude to any opinion or saying of the

Jews, it is much more probable that he alluded in the

word aiwvag, which he uses, to the threefold world they
mention in their liturgy ;

the lower, middle, and higher

world, or souls of the blessed. Or the fourfold mentioned

by Rab. Alschech ;

* Messias prosperabitur vocabulum est

quod quatuor mundos complectitur : qui sunt mundus in-

ferior, mundus angelorum, mundus sphserarum, et mundus

supremus,' &c. but of this enough.

Though this last testimony be sufficient to confound all

gainsayers, and to stop the mouths of men of common inge-

nuity, yet it is evident, that ourcatechists are more perplexed
with that which follows in the same chapter, which there-

fore they insist longer upon, than any one single testimony
besides : with what success comes now to be considered.

The words are, Heb. i. 10— 12. 'And, Thou, Lord in the

beginning hast laid the foundation of the earth
;
and the

heavens are the works of thy hands. They shall perish, but

thou remainest ;
and they all shall wax old as doth a gar-

ment
;
and as a vesture shalt thou fold them up, and they

shall be changed; but thou art the same, and thy years
shall not fail.' That these words of the psalmist are spoken
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concerning Christ, we have the testimony of the apostle, ap-

plying them to him, wherein we are to acquiesce. The thing
also is clear in itself, for they are added in his discourse of

the deliverance of the church, which work is peculiar to the

Son of God
;
and where that is mentioned, it is he who emi-

nently is intended. Now very many of the arguments,
wherewith the Deity of Christ is confirmed, are wrapped up in

these words. 1. His name Jehovah is asserted. And thou
•

Lord,' for of him the psalmist speaks, though he repeat not

that word. 2. His eternity and pre-existence to his incar-

nation. ' Thou Lord in the beginning ;' that is, before the

world was made. 3. His omnipotence, and divine power,
in the creation of all things ;

' thou hast laid the foundation

of the earth, and the heavens are the works of thy hands.'

4. His immutability ;

' thou art the same, and thy years
fail not ;' as Mai. iii. 6. 5. His sovereignty and dominion
over all

;

' as a vesture shalt thou fold them up, and they
shall be changed.' Let us now see what darkness they are

able to pour forth upoi\.this sun, shining in its strength.

'Q.'^ What dost thou answer to this testimony?
* A. To this testimony I answer, that it is not to be under-

stood of Christ but of God. But because this writer refers

c Ad quintum quid respondes?
—Ad id testimonium id respondeo, quod non de

Christo, verum de Deo accipiendum sit. Quia vero idem scriptor iliud ad Fiiiura

Dei referat, expendendum est serraonem in testimonio, non de una re sed de duabus

potissimum haberi expresse : una est coeii et terras creatio ; altera rerum creatarum
abolitio. Quod vero is autor priorem ad Cliristum non referat hinc perspicuum est,

quod in eo capite praestantiam Christi denionstrare sibi proposuerit ; non earn, quam
a seipso habeat, verum earn quam hsBreditavit, et qua praestantior angelis eifectus sit,

ut e ver. 4. cuivis planum est : cujus generis pracstantia cum creatio coeli et terra; non
sit, iiec esse possit, apparet manit'este.non in eum finem testimonium ah eo scriptore
allatum, ut Christum creasse coelum et terram probaret. Cum igitur prior ad Chris-
tum referri nequeat, apparet posteriorem tantum ad eum referendem esse, id vero

propterea, quod Deus coelum et terram per eum aboliturus sit, turn cum judicium
extreraum per ipsum est executurus. Quo quidem tantopere prffistantia Christi pne
angelis conspicua fulura est, ut ipsi angeli sint ei ea ipsa in re ministraturi. Quae
posterior oratio, cum sine verbis supcrioribus, in quibus fit cccli terraeque mentio, in-

telligi non potuerit, cum sit cum iis per vocem ipsi conjuncta, et eadem ilia verba

priora idem autor commeiuorare aecesse liabuit. Nam si alii scriptores sacri ad eum
modum citaiit testimonia Scripturae, nulla adacti necessitate, nmlto magis huic ne-
cessitate compulso, id faciendum fuit.—Ubi vero Scriptores Sacri id fecerunt?—Inter
alia nmlta testimonia, habes Matt. xii. 18—21, ubi nimis apertum est versiculum 19.
tantum ad propositum Evangelista; Matthaei pertincre, cum id volucrit probaro, cur

Christus, ne palam fieret, iiiterdiceret. Delude, Acts ii. 17—21. Ubi etiam tantum
ver. 17, 18. ad propositum Petri Apostoli faciunt, quod quidem est, ut Spiritura
Sanctum esse effusum su|)radiscipulos doceat: et ibidem ver. 25—28. Ubi palam
est, versum tantum 27. ad propositum facere, quandoquidem id approbet apostolus,
Christum a morte detiueri fuisse impossibile. Deniquc in hoc ipso capite, ver. 9. ubi
verba hajc, dilexisti justitiam et odio habuisti iniquitutcm, apparet nihil pertincre ad
rem quam probat apostolus, quae est, Christum praistantiorem factum angelis.
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it to the Son of God, it is to be considered, that the dis-

course in this testimony is expressly about, not one, but two

things chiefly : the one is the creation of heaven and earth ;

the other the abolishing of created things. Now that that

author doth not refer the first unto Christ, is hence evident,

because in that chapter he proposeth to -himself to demon-
strate the excellency of Christ above the angels, not that

which he hath of himself, but that which he had by inherit-

ance, and whereby he is made better than the angels, as is

plain to any one, ver. 4. of v/hich kind of excellence seeing
that the creation of heaven and earth is not, nor can be, it

appeareth manifestly, that this testimony is not urged by
this writer to prove that Christ created heaven and earth.

Seeing therefore the first part cannot be referred to Christ,

it appeareth, that the latter only is to be referred to him :

and that because by him God will abolish heaven and earth,

when by him he shall execute the last judgment: whereby
the excellency of Christ above angels shall be so conspicu-

ous, that the angels themselves shall in that very thing serve

him. And seeing this last speech could not be understood

without those former words, wherein mention is made of

heaven and earth, being joined to them by this word 'they,'

therefore the author had a necessity to make mention of

them also. For if other holy writers do after that manner

cite the testimonies of Scripture, compelled by no necessity,
much more was this man to do it being compelled thereunto.

* But where have the divine writers done this ?

'Amongst many other testimonies take. Matt. xii. 18—
21. where it is most manifest, that only ver. 19. belongeth
to the purpose of the evangelist, when he would prove, why
Christ forbid, that he should be made known. So Acts vii.

17—21. where also ver. 17, 18, only do make to the apostle's

purpose, which is to prove, that the Holy Ghost was poured
forth on the disciples. And there also, ver. 25—28. where

ver. 27. only is to the purpose: the apostle proving only,
that it was impossible that Christ should be detained of

death. Lastly, in this very chapter, ver. 9. where these

words,
' thou hast loved righteousness and hated iniquity,'

are used; it is evident, that they belong not to the thing
which the apostle proveth ; which is, that Christ was made
more excellent than the angels.'
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That in all this discourse there is not any thing consi-

derable, but the horrible boldness of these men in corrupting
and perverting the word of God, will easily to the plainest

capacity be demonstrated
;
for which end, I offer the ensuing

animadversions.

1. To say these things are not spoken of Christ, because

they are spoken of God, is a shameless begging of the thing
in question ;

we prove Christ to be God, because these things
are spoken of him, that are proper to God only.

2. It is one thing in general that is spoken of, namely,
the Deity of Christ, which is proved by one testimony from
Psal. cii. concerning one property of Christ, viz. his almighty
power, manifested in the making all things, and disposing
of them in his sovereign will, himself abiding unchangeable.

3. It is shameless impudence in these gentlemen to take

upon them to say, that this part of the apostle's testimony,
which he produceth is to his purpose, that not; as if they
were wiser than the Holy Ghost, and knew Paul's design
better than himself.

4. The foundation of their whole evasion is most false ;

viz. that all the proofs of the excellency of Christ above

angels, insisted on by the apostle, belong peculiarly to what
he is said to receive by inheritance. The design of the apo-
stle is to prove the excellency ot Christ, in himself, and then
in comparison of angels ;

and therefore, before the mention of

what he received by inheritance, he affirms directly, that by
him God made the world. And to this end it is most evi-

dent, that this testimony, that he created heaven and earth,
is most directly subservient.

5. Christ also hath his divine nature by inheritance
; that

is, he was eternally begotten of the essence of his Father,
and is thence by right of inheritance his Son, as the apostle

proves from Psal. ii. 5.

6. Our catechists speak not according to their own
principles, when they make a difference between what Christ

had from himself, and what he had from inheritance. For

they suppose he had nothing but by divine grant, and volun-

tary concession, which they make the inheritance here spoken
of. Nor according to ours, who say not, that the Son, as

the Son, is a seipso, or hath any thing a seipso; and so know
not what they say.

VOL. VIII. 2 B
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7. There is not then the least colour or pretence of de-

nying this first part of the testimony to belong to Christ.

The whole is spoken of to the same purpose, to the same

person, belongs to the same matter in general : and that first

expression is, if not only, yet mainly, and chiefly effectual to

confirm the intendment of the apostle; proving directly that

Christ is better and more excellent than the angels, in that

he is Jehovah, that made heaven and earth
; they are but his

creatures; as God often compares himself with others. In

the psalmist the words respect chiefly the making of heaven

and earth, and these words are applied to our Saviour. That

the two works of making and abolishing the world, should be

assigned distinctly unto two persons, there is no pretence to

affirm. This boldness indeed is intolerable.

8. To abolish the world is no less a work of almighty

power, than to make it : nor can it be done by any but him

that made it
;
and this confessedly is ascribed to Christ. And

both alike belong to the asserting of the excellency of God
above all creatures, which is here aimed to be done.

9. The reason given why the first words, which are no-

thing to the purpose, are cited with the latter, is a miserable

bep-orino; of the thino- in question. Yea the first words are

chiefly and eminently to the apostle's purpose, as hath been

shewed. We dare not say only, for the Holy Ghost knew
better than we, what was to his purpose, though our cate-

chists be wiser in their own conceits than he. Neither is

there any reason imaginable, why the apostle should re-

hearse more words here out of the psalm, than were di-

rectly to the business he had in hand
; seeing how many

testimonies he cites, and some of them very briefly, leaving
them to be supplied from the places whence they are taken.

10. That others of the holy writers do urge testimonies

not to their purpose, or beyond what they need, is false in

itself, and a bold imputation of weakness to the penmen of

the Holy Ghost. The instances hereof given by our adver-

saries, are not at all to the purpose which they are pursuing.
For,

1. In no one of them is there a testimony cited, whereof
one part should concern one person, and another another, as

is here pretended : and without farther process this is suffi-

cient to evince this evasion of impertinency : for notliing
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will amount to the interpretation they enforce on this place,
but the producing of some place of the New Testament,
where a testimony is cited out of the Old, speaking through-
out of the same person, whereof the one part belongs to

him, and the other not : although that, which they say doth

not belong to him, be most proper for the confirmation of

what is affirmed of him, and what the whole is brought in

proof of.

2. There is not any of the places instanced in by them,
wherein the whole of the words is not directly to the purpose
in hand, although some of them are more immediately suited

to the occasion on which the whole testimony is produced ;

as it were easy to manifest by the consideration of the se-

veral places.
3. These words, 'thou hast loved righteousness, and hated

iniquity,' are not mentioned to prove immediately the excel-

lency of Christ above angels, but his administration of his

kingdom, on which account he is so excellent, among others ;

and thereunto they are most proper.
And this is the issue of their attempt against this testi-

mony, which being thus briefly vindicated, is sufficient alone

of itself to consume with its brightness ail the opposition,
which from the darkness of hell or men, is made against the

Deity of Christ.

And yet we have one more to consider, before this text

be dismissed. Grotius is nibbling at this testimony also.

His words are
; 'Again,*^ that which is spoken of God he

applies to the Messiah
;
because it was confessed among

the Hebrews, that this world was created for the Messiah's

sake (whence 1 should think that l^efxiXiwaaQ is rightly to

be understood, thou wast the cause why it was founded ;

and the works of thy hands, that is, it was made for thee),

and that a new and better world should be made by him.'

So he.

This is not the first time we have met with this conceit.

And I wish that it had sufficed this learned man to have

framed his Old Testament annotations, to rabbinical tradi-

f Ilursum, quod de Deo dictum fiiorat Messia; aptat; quia constabat inter IIo-

bra;os, et niutuliim liunc Mcssias causa coiulifuin (uriile l&E^aEXi'aia-a? rcctc
iiitt'lligi

patera, causa fiiisti cur fundaretur; et o\)us nuiuuum tuaium, id est pro|)ter le f^ic-

tum: T< bv llebrajis et Cliakiaiis cliam j)ropter significat), el fore, ut iiovus uiuiulus

lueliorfpie coiidatur per i|isuin.

2 B 2
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tions, that the new might have escaped. "Butjacta est aha.

I say then, that the apostle doth not apply that to one per-

son, which was spoken of another
;
but asserts the words

in the psalm to be spoken of him, concerning whom he

treats
;
and thence proves his excellency, which is the busi-

ness he hath in hand. It is not to adorn Christ with titles,

which were not due to hira (which to do were robbery), but

to prove by testimonies that were given of him, that he is

no less than he affirmed him to be, even * God blessed for

ever.' 2. Let any man in his right wits consider this inter-

pretation, and try whether he can persuade himself to re-

ceive it ; l'^ijXi\'m)Gag av Kvpie,
' for thee O Lord were the

foundations of the earth laid
;
and the heavens are the works

of thy hands;' that is,
'

they were made for thee.' Any man

may thus make quidlibet ex quoUhet ; but whether with due

reverence to the word of God, I question. 3. It is not about

the sense of the Hebrew particles that we treat (and yet the

learned man cannot give one clear instance of what he af-

firms), but of the design of the Holy Ghost in the psalm,
and in this place of the Hebrews, applying these words to

Christ. 4. I marvel he saw not that this interpretation
doth most desperately cut its own throat, the parts of it be-

ing at an irreconcilable difference among themselves. For

in the first place he says, the words are spoken of God, and

applied to the Messiah, and then proves the sense of them

to be such, as they cannot be spoken of God at all, but

merely of the Messiah, for to that sense doth he labour to

wrest both the Hebrew and Greek text. Methinks the

words being spoken of God, and not of the Messiah, but

only fitted to him by the apostle, there is no need to say

that,
* thou host laid the foundations of the earth,' is, that it

was •
laid for thy sake ;'

* and the heavens are the works of thy

hands;' that is, they were ' made for thee ;' seeing they are

properly spoken of God. This one rabbinical figment, of

the world's being made for the Messiah, is the engine

whereby the learned man turns about, and perverts the

sense of this whole chapter. In brief, if either the plain
sense of the words, or the intendment of the Holy Ghost in

this place, be of any account; yea, if the apostle deals ho-

nestly and sincerely, and speaks to what he dotli propose,
and urges that which is to his purpose, and doth not falsely

i
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apply that to Christ which was never spoken of him, this

learned gloss is directly contrary to the text.

And these are the testimonies given to the creation of

all things by Christ, which our catechists thought good to

produce to examination.

CHAP. XII.

All-rul'mg and disposing Providence assigned unto Christ, and his eternal

Godhead thencefarther confirmed, with other testimonies thereof.

That Christ is that God who made all things, hath been

proved by the undeniable testimonies, in the last chapter
insisted on. That as the greatand wise Creator of all things,
he doth also govern, rule, and dispose of the things by him

created, is another evidence of his eternal power and God-
head

;
some testimonies whereof, in that order of procedure,

which by our catechists is allotted unto us, come now to be

considered.

The first they propose is taken from Heb. i. 3. where

the words spoken of Christ are ^Ipwv re to. Travra no piiixari

Tii]q Svvdfxiwg avTov,
*

upholding all things by the word of

his power.'
He who '

upholdeth all things by the ward of his power,'
is God. This is ascribed to God as his property ;

and by
none, but by him who is God by nature, can it be performed.
Now this is said expressly of Jesus Christ :

* who being the

brightness of his Father's glory, and express image of his

person, upholding all things by the word of his power, when
he had himself purged our sins,' &c.

This place, or the testimony therein given to the divine

power of Jesus Christ, they seek thus to elude.

'The* word here 'all things,' doth not, no more than in

many other places, signify all things universally without

* Hie verbum, omnia, nan minus quani in pluribus aliis locis, non umnia in uni-

versum sine uUa exceptione designare ;
verum ad ea tantum, quae ad Cliristi reg-

num jicrtineant, referri
; de quibus vere dici potest, Doniiiium Jesiini omnia virbo

virtutis sua; portarc,id est, coiiscrvare. Quod vcro vox, omnia, lioc loco ;id eadun-
taxat refcratur, ex i()sa materia sulijccta satis apparet. Pncterea, verbum, (]uo iiic

jititur scrijitor, jjortare, magls gubernaiuli vel administrnndi rationem (pinm conser-

vandi signilicat, r|ucmadniuduui ilia, qua; anncxa sunt, vcrbo virtutis suae, innucrc
\idcKtur. ;
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exception, but is referred to those things only, which be-

long to the kingdom of Christ
;
of which it may truly be

said, that the Lord Jesus beareth, that is, conserveth
'
all

things,' by the word of his power. But that the word '
all

things,' is in this place referred unto those things only, ap-

peareth sufficiently from the subject matter itself of it.

Moreover, the word which this writer useth^ to 'bear,' doth

rather signify governing and administration, than preser-

vation, as these words annexed '

by the word of his power/
seem to intimate.'

This indeed is jejune, and almost unworthy of these men,

if any things may be said so to be. For 1. why is to. Travra

here, the '

things of the kingdom of Christ?' It is the express

description of the person of Christ, as the 'brightness of his

Father's glory, and the express image of his person,' that the

apostle is treating of, and not at all of his kingdom as Me-
diator. 2. It expressly answers the worlds that he is said

to make, ver. 2. which are not the things of the kingdom of

Christ
;
nor do our catechists plead them directly so to be.

This term 'all things,' is never put absolutely, for all the

things of the kingdom of Christ. 3. The subject matter

here treated of by the apostle, is the person of Jesus Christ,

and the eminency thereof. The medium whereby he proves
it to be so excellent, is his almighty power in creating and

sustaining of all things. Nor is there any subject matter inti-

mated, that should restrain these words to the things of the

kingdom of Christ. 4. The word (ptpwv, neither in its native

signification, nor in the use of it in the Scripture, gives any
countenance to the interpretation of it, by governing or ad-

ministering; nor can our catechists give any one instance

of that signification there. It is properly to
'

bear, to carry,

to sustain, to uphold.' Out of nothing Christ made all

things, and preserves them by his power from returning into

nothing. 5, What insinuation of their sense they have from

that expression, 'by the word of his power,' I know not. By
the ' word of his power,' is by

' his powerful word.' And that

that word or command is sometimes taken for the effectual

strength and efficacy of God's dominion, put forth for the

accomplishing of his own purposes, I suppose needs not

much proving. Grotius would have the words, Svvafiig

avTov, to refer to the power of the Father; Christ upholdeth
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all things by the word of his Father's power ;
without rea-

son or proof; nor will the grammatical account bear that

rendition of the relative mentioned.

About that which they urge out of Jude 15. I shall not

contend. The testimony from thence reiies on the autho-

rity of the Vulgar Latin translation, which as to me, may
plead for itself.

Neither of what is mentioned from 1 Cor. x. shall I in-

sist on any thing, but only the 9th verse, the words
whereof are :

' Neither let us tempt Christ, as some of thera

also tempted, and were destroyed of serpents.' The design
of the apostle is known. From the example of God's deal-

ing with the children of Israel in the wilderness upon their

sin and provocations, there being a parity of state and con-

dition between them and Christians, as to their spiritual par-

ticipation of Jesus Christ, ver. 2—4. he dehorts believers

from the ways and sins whereby God was provoked against
them. Particularly in this verse, he insists on the tempting
of Christ, for which the Lord sent fiery serpents among
them, by which they were destroyed ;

Num. xxi. 6. He
whom the people tempted in the wilderness, and for which

they were destroyed by serpents, was the Lord Jehovah.

Now this doth the apostle apply to Christ ; he therefore is

the Lord Jehovah. But they say,
' From'' those words it cannot be proved that Christ was

really tempted in the wilderness; as from the like speech if

any one should so speak, may be apprehended. Be not re-

fractory to the magistrates, as some of our ancestors were ;

you would not thence conclude straightway, that the same

singular magistrates were in both places intended. And
if the like phrases of speech are found in Scripture, in

which the like expression is referred to him, whose name
was expressed a little before, without any repetition of the

^ Ex lis verbis doccri non potest, apostoliun afliriiiare, Christum in deserfo rc-

vera tentatum fuisse ; ut e simili orationc, siquis ita diccret, depreiiciuli potest. No
sitis refractarii iiiagistratiii, ciiiciiiadmodiim (juidam iiiajoriim nostroruiii fiu'ruiit

;
non

illico concluderes eiindein luuncro iiiagistrattini utrobiiiiie desigiiari. Quod si re-

jieriuntur in Scripturis ejusiiiodi loquendi modi, in quihus similis oratio ad eum,

cujus nomen paulo ante cxprcssum est, sine ulla illius ejusdem repetitione refcratur,

tuni hoc ibi sit, ubi ulius alius praeter eum, cujus expressuni est nomen, sui/rntelligi

possit : ut excnipluniejus rei habr.s in illo tcstimonio, De\it. vi. 16. Non tentabis Do-
ininuni Dcun\ luuin, qucniadmoduiii tentasti in h)co tentationis. Verum in ea ors-

fione apostoli, de cpia nginnis, i)otest subintclligi alius prajtcr Christum, ut Moses,
Aaron, &c. de cjuo vide. Num. xxi. ."i.
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same name, it is there done where another besides him who
is expressed, cannot be understood : as you have an ex-

ample here of Deut. vi. 16. you shall not tempt the Lord

your God as you tempted him in Massah. But in this

speech of the apostle of which we treat, another besides

Christ may be understood, as Moses or Aaron; of which

see Numb. xxi. 5.'

1. Is there the same reason of these two expressions,
*do not tempt Christ as some of them tempted,' and 'be not

refractory against the magistrates, as some of them were?'

Christ is the name of one singular individual person, wherein

none shareth at any time, it being proper only to him.

Magistrate is a term of office, as it was to him that went
before him, and will be to him that shall follow after him.

2. They need not to have puzzled their catechumens
with their long rule, which I shall as little need to examine :

for none can be understood here but Christ. That the

word,
* God/ should be here understood, they do not plead ;

nor if they had a mind thereunto, is there any place for that

plea. For if the apostle had intended God, in distinction

from Christ, it was of absolute necessity that he should

have expressed it. Nor if it had been expressed, would the

apostle's argument been ofany force, unless Christ had been

God equal to him, who was so tempted.
3. It is false that the Israelites tempted Moses, or Aaron,

or that it can be said they tempted them
;

it is God they
are everywhere said to tempt; Psal. Ixxvii. 18. 24. cvi.

14. Heb. iii. 9. It is said indeed that they murmured against

Moses, that they provoked him, that they chode with him;
but to tempt him, which is to require a sign, and manifesta-

tion of his divine power, that they did not, nor could be said

to do
;
Numb. xxi. 3.

Grotius tries his last shift in this place, and tells us

from I know not what ancient manuscript, that it is not, 'let

us not tempt Christ,' but '
let us not tempt God.' ' Error

commissus ex nolis Qv et Xv.' That neither the Syriac, nor

the Vulgar Latin translations, nor any copy, that either Ste-

phanus, in his edition of the New Testament, or in his

various lections, had seen, nor anj of Beza's, nor Erasmus's

who would have been ready enough to have laid hold of

the advantage, should in t)ie least give occasion of any
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such conjecture of an alteration, doth wholly take off with

me all the authority, either of the manuscript, or of him that

affirms it from thence.

As they please toproceed, the next place to be considered

is, John xii. 41.
' These things said Isaias, when he saw his

glory, and spake of him.'''

The words in the foregoing verses, repeated by the apo-

stle, manifest, that it is the vision mentioned Isa. vi. that

the apostle relates unto. Whence we thus argue; 'He
whose glory Isaiah saw, chap. vi. was the Holy, Holy, Holy
Lord of Hosts, ver. 3. the King, the Lord of Hosts, ver. 5,

But this was Jesus Christ, whose glory Isaiah then saw, as

the Holy Ghost witnesses in these words of John xii. 41.

What say our catechists ?

*
First,

*^ it appears that these words are not necessarily

referred to Christ, because they may be understood of God
the Father. For the words a little before are spoken of

him :

* he hath blinded, hardened, healed.' Then the glory
that Isaiah saw might be, nay was, not present, but future :

for it is proper to prophets to see things future, whence

they are called Seers; 1 Sam. ix. 9. Lastly, although these

w^ords should be understood of that glory which was then

present and seen to Isaiah, yet to see the glory of one and

to see himself are far different things. And in the glory of

that one God, Isaiah saw also the glory of the Lord Christ.

For the prophet says there. The whole earth is full of the

glory of God; ver. 3. But then was this accomplished in re-

ality, when Jesus appeared to that people, and was after-

ward preached to the whole world.'

It is most evident, that these men know not what to say,
nor what to stick to, in their interpretation of this place.

This makes them heap up so many several suggestions con-

tradictory one to another, crying, that *
it may be thus,' or '

it

may be thus.' But 1. That these words cannot be referred

c Primum, ca verba ad Christum non neccssario referri hinc a|)paret, quod de
Deo Patre accipi possint; cteniiu verba pauIo siipcriora de eodeni dicuntur: ex-

CEecavit, iaduravit, sanavit. Ueinde, gluriain, quaiii Ksaias vidit, poterat esse, iiiio

ciat, mm |ira;sens, sid futura. Eleniin propriuiii est vatilnis fulura videre, uude
iHiarn, viileutes appeJIati fuere, 1 Siini. ix. 1). Deniijue, etianisi de gloria ea, quiE
tuiu pnusciis erat, Esaia; visa, ha;c verba aecipias, ioiific tamen aliudest, gioriaiii ali-

ciijus videre, et aliiid ipsuniiiiet vidire. I'A in f^loria illius uiiius Dei vidit etiaiu

Esaias gioriaiu Christi Domini. Ait eiiiiii ibidem vales, plena est terra gloria J)ei,

Esa. vi. 3. Turn auteni hoc reijisa f;ictuni est, cum Jesus Christus ilii i)opulo pri-
luuni apparuit, ct pust toti munde annunciatus est.
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to God the Father, but must of necessity be referred to

Christ is evident, because there is no occasion of mentioning
him in this place, but an account is given of what was

spoken ver. 37. ' but though he had done so many miracles

before them yet they believed not on him;' to which answers

this verse,
' when he saw his glory, and spake of him.' The

other word of '

blinding,' and 'hardening,' are evidently al-

ledged to give an account of the reason of the Jews' obsti-

nacy in their unbelief, not relating immediately to the per-

son spoken of. The subject matter treated of, is Christ. The

occasion of mentioning this testimony, is Christ. Of him

here are the words spoken. 2. The glory Isaiah saw was

present; all the circumstances of the vision evince no less.

He tells you the time, place, and circumstances of it, when
he saw the Seraphims, when he heard their voice

;
when the

door moved at the voice of him that cried, when the house

was filled with glory, and when he himself was so terrified,

that he cried out, 'Wo is me, for I am undone.' If any
thino; in the world be certain, it is certain that he saw that

glory present. 3. He did not only see his glory, but he saw

him : or he so saw his glory, as that he saw him, so as he

may be seen. So the prophet says expressly ;

'
I have seen

seen the King, the Lord of Hosts/ And what the prophet

says of seeing the Lord of Hosts, the apostle expresses by

seeing his glory, because he saw him in that glorious vision,

or saw that glorious representation of his presence. 4. He
did indeed see the glory of the Lord Christ, in seeing the

glory of the one God, he being the true God of Israel, and

on no other account is his glory seen, than by seeing the

glory of the one true God. 5. The prophet doth not say,

that ' the earth was full of the glory of God,' but it is the

proclamation that the Seraphims made one to another con-

cerning that God, whose presence was then there manifested.

6. When Christ first appeared to the people of the Jews,

there was no great manifestation of glory. The earth was

always full of the glory of God. And if those words have

any peculiar relation to the glory of the gospel, yet withal

they prove that he was then present, whose glory in the gos-

pel was afterward to fill the earth.

Grotius hath not auoht to add to what was before in-

sisted on by his friends. A representation he would have
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this be of God's dealing in the gospel (when it is plainly
his proceeding in the rejection of the Jews for their incre-

dulity); and tells you,
' dicitur Isaiah vidisse gloriam Christi,

sicut Abrahamus Diem ejus :'
' Isaiah saw his glory, as

Abraham saw his day.' Well aimed however; Abraham
saw his day by faith, Isaiah saw his glory in a vision ;

Abra-

ham saw his day as future and rejoiced; Isaiah so saw his

glory, as God present, that he trembled
;
Abraham saw the

day of Christ all the days of his believing ;
Isaiah saw his

glory only in the year that king Uzziah died. Abraham saw
the day of Christ in the promise of his coming ;

Isaiah saw
his glory with the circumstances before-mentioned. Even
such let all undertakings appear to be, that are against the

eternal Deity of Jesus Christ.

In his annotations on the 6th of Isaiah, where the vision

insisted on is expressed, he takes no notice at all of Jesus

Christ, or the second person of the Trinity. Nor (which is

very strange) doth he so much as once intimate, that what is

here spoken, is applied by the Holy Ghost unto Christ in

the gospel ;
nor once names the chapter where it is done.

With what mind and intention the business is thus carried,

God knows, I know not.

CHAP. XIII.

Of the Incarnation of Christ, and his pre-cxisience thereunto.

The testimonies of Scripture, which affirm Christ to have

been incarnate, or to have taken flesh, which inevitably

proves his pre-existence, in another nature, to his so doing,

they labour in their next attempt to corrupt, and so to evade

the force and efficacy, which from them appeareth so de-

structive to their cause
;
and herein they thus proceed.

*Q. From* what testimonies of Scripturedo they endeavour

to demonstrate, that Christ was, as they speak, incarnate?
* A. From these, John i. 14. Phil.ii. 6, 7. 1 Tim. iii. 16.

1 John iv. 2, 3. Heb. ii. 16. x. 11.

* E quibus tcstimoiiils Scriptiirn' dc nioii'-trarc conantiir, Cliristnrn (lit Inqmintiir)
iiicarnatuni esse ?—E\ iis, ul)i secundum e(uuni versionein legitur, \'eil)uin caro

facUiiii est. Joan. i. 14. Et (jui ((jliristus) cuui esset in forma Dei,6cCo riiil. ii. 6, 7.

1 Tim, iii. l(i. Ilcb. ii. 1(3. Julian, iv. '2, j. Ikb. x. 11.
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Of the firfst of these we have dealt already, in the hand-

ling of the beginning of that chapter, and sufficiently vindi-

cated it from all their exceptions ; so that we may proceed

immediately to the second.
*

Q. What^ dost thou answer to the second?

'A, Neither is thatherecontained,which the adverse party
would prove ;

for it is 'one thing which the apostle saith.

Being in the form of God he took the form of a servant
;
an-

other, that the divine nature assumed the human. For the

form of God cannot here denote the divine nature, seeing
the apostle WTites, that Christ exwauivit, made that form of

no reputation. But God can no way make his nature of no

reputation. Neither doth the form of a servant denote human

nature, seeing to be a servant is referred to the fortune and

condition of a man. Neither is that also to be forgotten, that

the writings of the New Testament do once only, it may be,

use that word * form' elsewhere
;
viz. Mark xvi. 12. and that

in that sense, wherein it signifies, not nature, but the outward

appearance, saying, Jesus appeared in another form, unto

two of his disciples.

.* Q. But from those words, which the apostle afterward

adds, He was found in fashion as a man
;
doth it not appear,

that he was, as they say, incarnate ?

'A. By no means. For that expression contiains nothing
of Christ's nature : for of Sampson we read that he should

be as a man
; Judges xvi. 7. 11. and Psal. 82. Asaph de-

nounced to those whom he called sons of the most high, that

they should die like men
; of whom it is certain, that it

cannot be said of them, that they were (as they speak) in-

carnate.

i* Ad secundum quid respondes?
—Neque liicextare, quod advcrsa pars confectum

Yelit. Aliud cnim est, quod hie Apostolus ait, cuui in forma Dei esset, formamservi

assumpsit ;
aliud vero, natura divina assumpsit liun)anam. Etenim hie forma Dei

designare nou potest Dei natuiam, cum Apostolus scribat eam formam Christum
exinanivisse. Deus vero nafuram suam nullo niodo cxinaiiirc potest. Nee vero

formaservi denotat naturam huuianam, cum servum esse ad fortunam et conditionem

hominis referafur. At ne id quoquc dissimulandum est, scripta Novi Testanieuuti

lianc voceni, forma, seniel fortassis tantum aijbi usurpare, BJark xvi. 12. idq\ie eo

sensu, quo noi» naturam, sed exteriorem speeieni significat, cum ait, Jesum duobis

tliscipulis suis apparuisse in alia forma.

Ex iis vero verbis, qua; Apostolus paulopost subjecit, babitu inventus est uthomo,
nonne apparet euui (ui loquunlur) incarnatum esse ?

—Nullo niodo. Etenim ea oratio

nihil in se habet ejusuiodi. Ue Sampsone eiiim in Uteris sacris legimus, quod idem
fjturus crat, ut homo; .hidic. xvi. 7. 11. et Psal. Ixxxii. Asriph iis hominibus, quos
Deos et (ilios allissimi vocaverel, denuneiat, (juod essent n)orituri ut homines

;
de

q'libus certum est, uoii posse dici, cos (ut adversarii dicuiit), incarnates fuisse.
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*
Q, How'^ dost thou understand tins place ?

' A. On this manner; that Christ, who in the world did

the works of God, to whom all yielded obedience, as to God,

and to whom divine adoration was given, God so willinc^,

and the salvation ofmen requiring it, was made as a servant,

and a vassal, and as one of the vulgar, when he had of his

own accord permitted himself to be taken, bound, beaten,

and slain.' Thus they.
Now because it is most certain, and evident to everyone

that ever considered this text, and according to their old

trade and craft, they have mangled it, and taken it in pieces,

at least cut off the head and legs of this witness, we must

seek out the other parts of it, and lay it together, before we

may proceed to remove this heap out of our way. Our ar-

gument from this place, is not solely from hence, that he is

said to be ' in the form of God ;' but also that he was so in

the form of God, as to be equal to him, as is here expressed ;

nor merely that he took upon him the form of a servant, but

that he took it upon him, when he was made in the likeness of

man, or '
in the likeness of sinful flesh,' as the apostle expresses

it; Kom. viii. 3. Now these things our catechists thought

good to take no notice of, in this place, nor of one of them

any more in any other. But seeing the very head of our ar-

gument lies in this, that in the form of God, he is said to be

'equal to God,' and that expression is in another place taken

notice of by them, I must needs gather it into its own con-

texture before I do proceed. Thus then they,
'

Q. How '' dost thou answer to those places, where Christ

is said to be equal to God? John v. 18. Phil. ii. 6.

' A. That Christ is equal to God, doth no way prove that

there is in him a divine nature. Yea, the contrary is gathered
from hence. For if Christ be equal to God, who is God by

nature, it follows, that he cannot be the same God. But the

" Qua ratione locum liunc totum intelligis ?—Ad euni niodiini, quod Cliristus, qui
iiimuiido iiistar Dei, opera Dei cfticiebat, et cui, siciit Deo, omnia parobat.et cui di-

viiia adoratio exiiibebatur, ita volente Deo, et honiinuni salute cxigerite, factus est

taiiquaui servus, et niancipiuui, et tanquani uiius ex aliis vulgaribus lioniiuibiis cum
ultro se capi, vinciri, c;vdi, et occidi perrniserat.

' Qui porro :kI ca loca respoudcs !
— Quiid Cliristus sit aMpialis Deo, iil diviuaui

in eo naturaui nullo iiiodo probat, iuio liiiu: res advera coliigilur. Nam si Cliristus

Deo, (pii iiatura deus est, ajqualis est, cfTicitur, (pujd is idem Deus esse uoii possit.

-ilviuaiitas vero Cliristi cum Deo in eo est, (puni ea virlute, quaiii in cum coiitulit

Dens, ea omnia elliceret, et elliciut, (pine ipsius Dei suiil, laixpuim Deus ipse.
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equality of Christ with God lies herein, that by that virtue

that God bestowed on him, he did, and doth all these things,
which are God's, as God himself/

This being the whole of what they tender, to extricate

themselves from the chains which this witness casts upon
them, now lying before us, I shall propose our argument
from the words, and proceed to the vindication of it in

order.

The intendment and design of the apostle in this place

being evidently to exhort believers to self-denial, mutual

love, and condescension one to another, he proposes to them
the example of Jesus Christ, and lets them know, that he

being in the * form of God,' and *

equal to God' therein

{vTTupx'^V' existing in that form, having both the nature and

glory of God), did yet in his love to us,
' make himself of no

reputation,' or lay aside, and eclipse his glory, in this, that

he took upon him the * form of a servant,' being made man,
that in that form and nature, he mi2;ht be obedient unto

death, for us, and in our behalf: hence we thus plead.
1 . He that was in the * form of God,' and *

equal to God,*

existing therein, and took on him the nature and form of a

servant, he is God by nature, and was incarnate, or made
flesh, in the sense before spoken of. Now all this is affirmed

of Jesus Christ : ergo.

1. To this they say, that we may consider that first, which
is first in the text, that his being equal to God, doth not prove
him to be God by nature : but the contrary, &c. as above.
But 1. If none is, nor can, by the testimony of God himself,
be like God, or equal to him, who is not God by nature

; then

he that is equal to him, is so : but,
' to whom will ye liken me,

or shall I be equal? saith the Holy One. Lift up your eyes
on high, and behold who hath created these things;' Isa. xl.

25, 26. None that hath not created all things of nothing, can
be equal to him. ' And to whom will ye liken me, and make
me equal, and compare me, that Ave may be like

;' chap,
xlvi. 5. 2. Between that which is finite and that which is in-

finite, that which is eternak and that v«'hich is temporal, the
creature and the Creator, God by nature, and him, who by
nature is not God, it is utterly impossible there should be

any equality. 3. God having so often avouched his infinite



TESTIMONIES THEREOF VINDICATED. 383

distance from all creatures, his refusal to give his glory to

any of them, his inequality with them all, it must have been

the highest robbery, that ever any could be guilty of, for

Christ to make himself equal to God, if he were not God.

4, The apostle's argument arises from hence, that he was

equal to God, before he took on him the form of a servant,

which was before his working of those mighty works, where-

in these gentlemen assert him to be equal to God.

2. Themselves cannot but know the ridiculousness of

their begging the thing in question, when they would argue,

that because he was equal to God, he was not God : he was

the same God in nature and essence, and therein equal to

him, to whom he was in subordination, as the Son; and in

office a servant, as undertaking the work of mediation.

3. The case being as by them stated, there was no equality

between Christ and God, in the works he wrought. For, 1.

God doth the works in his own name and authority, Christ

in God's. 2. God doth them by his own power, Christ by
God's. 3. God doth them himself, Christ not, but God in

him, as another from him. 4. He doth not do them as God,

however that expression be taken; for according to these

men, he wrought them neither in his own name, nor by his

own power, nor for his own glory, all which he must do, who
doth things as God.

2. He is said to be '

equal to God,' not as he did such and

such works, but as cv juojO^y ^eov uttwjoxwv, being in the form

of God antecedently to the taking in hand of that form,

wherein he wrought the works intimated.

3. To work great works, by the power of God, argues no

equality with him; or else all the prophets and apostles that

wrought miracles, were also equal to God. The infinite in-

equality ofnature, between the Creator and the most glorious

creature, will not allow that it be said on any account to be

equal to him. Nor is it said, that Christ was equal to God

in respect of the works he did, but absolutely, 'he thought it

no robbery to be equal to God.' And so is their last plea to

the first part of our argument accounted for : come we to

what they begin withal.

1. We contend not (as hath been often said) about words

and expressions. That the divine nature assumed the hu-

man, we thus far abide by, that the Word, the Son of God,
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took to himself, into personal subsistence with him, a hu-

man nature, whence they are both one person, one Christ:

and this is here punctually affirmed, viz. he that was, and is

God, took upon him the form of a man. 2. The apostle doth

not say, that Christ made that form of no reputation, or

Christ tKfvwCTE that form, but Christ beins; in that form

t(clvfeia£ iavTov, 'made himself of no reputation ;' nor by any-

real change of his divine nature, but takinsj to himself the

human, wherein he was of no reputation. It being he that

was so, in the nature and by the dispensation wherein he was

so
;
and it being not possible, that the divine nature of itself,

in itself, should be humbled, yet he was humbled, who was

in the form of God, though the form of God was not.

3. It is from his being
*

equal with God,' in the ' form of

God,' whereby we prove, that his being in the form of God
doth denote his divine nature : but of this our catechists

had no mind to take notice.

2. The ' form of a servant,' is that which he took, when he

was made Iv oi^iouoixaTi av^pw-mov ;
as Adam begat a son in

his own likeness. Now this was not only in condition a

servant, but in reality a man. 2. The form of a servant was

that wherein he underwent death, the death of the cross
;
but

he died as a man, and not only in the appearance of a servant.

3. The very phrase of expression manifests the human nature

of Christ to be denoted hereby : only as the apostle had not

before said directly that he was God, but in the 'form of God,'

expressing both his nature, and his glory, so here he doth

not say he was a man, but in the form of a servant, express-

ing: both his nature and his condition, wherein he was the

servant of the Father. Of him liis SQ.id Iv
fxop(f)tj ^eov v7rap\iov,

but fiopfpjjv dovXov Xa/3wv: he was in the other, but this he

took. 4. To be a servant denotes the state or condition of

a man : but for one who was in the ' form of God' and '

equal
to him,' to be made in the 'form of a servant,' and to be 'found

as a man,' and to be in that form put to death, denotes in the

first place, a taking of that nature, wherein alone he could be

a servant. And this answers also to other expressions, of the
* Word being made flesh,' and

' God sending forth his own Son

made of a woman.' 5. This is manifest from the expression,

£v axyfxari tiipn^eig wgav^pumog' *He was found in fashion as

a man :' that is, he was truly so
;
which is exegetical of
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what was spoken before ' he took on him the form of a

servant.'

But they say this is of no importance ;

* for the same is

said of Sampson, Judg. xvi.7. 11. and of others; Psal. Ixxxii.

who yet we do not say were incarnate.'

These gentlemen are still like themselves. Of Christ it

is said, that he humbled himself, and took upon him the form

of a servant, and was found in likeness as a man : of Samp-
son, that being stronger than a hundred men, if he were dealt

so and so withal, he would become as other men; for so the

words expressly are : no stronger than another man
;
and

these places are parallel : much good may these parallels do

your catechumens. And so of those in the Psalm, that

though in this world they are high in power for a season,

yet they should die as other men do. Hence, in a way of

triumph and merriment, they ask, if these were incarnate,

and answer themselves, that surely we will not say so.

True, he who being as strong as many becomes by any
means to be as one, and they who live in power, but die in

weakness, as other men do, are not said to be incarnate :

but he who '

being God, took on him the form of a servant,

and was in this world a very man,' may (by our new masters'

leave), be said to be so.

For the sense which they give us of this place (for they
are bold to venture at it), it hath been in part spoken to al-

ready. Christ was in the world, as to outward appearance,
no way instar Dei, but rather as he says of himself, instar

vermis. That he did the works of God, and was worshipped
as God, was because he was God; nor could any but God,
either do the one, as he did them, or admit of the other.

2. This is the exposition given us
;

* Christ was in the form of

God, counting it no robbery to be equal to him, that is, whilst

he was here in the world in the form of a servant, he did the

works of God and was worshipped.' 3. Christ was in the

form of a servant from his first coming into the world, and as

one of the people. Therefore he was not made so by any

thing afterward : his being bound, and beat, and killed, is

not his being made a servant; for that by the apostle is af-

terward expressed, when he tells us why, or for what end,

not how, or wherein he was made a servant; viz.
* He be-

came obedient to death, the death of the cross.'

VOL. VIII. 2 c
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And this may suffice for the taking out of our way all that

is excepted against this testimony by our catechists : but be-

cause the text is of great importance, and of itself sufficient

to evince the sacred truth we plead for, some farther obser-

vations for the illustration of it, may be added.

The sense they intend to give us of these words is plainly

this : that ' Christ by doing miracles in the world, appeared
to be as God, or as a God: but he laid aside this form of

God, and took upon him the form of a servant, when he suf-

fered himself to be taken, bound, and crucified. He began
to be,' they say,

' in the form'of God, when after his baptism,

he undertook the work of his public ministry, and wrought

mighty works in the world : which form he ceased to be in,

when he was taken in the garden, and exposed as a servant

to all manner of reproach.'

That there is not any thing in this whole exposition an-

swering the mind of the Holy Ghost, is evident as from what

was said before
;
so also, 1. Because it is said of Christ, that

iv fiop^ri ^wv virapyMv,
' he was in the form of God,' before he

took the * form of a servant ;' and yet the taking of the form of

a servant in this place, doth evidently answer his 'being made

flesh;' Johni. xiv. His being made in the 'likeness of sinful

flesh;' Rom. viii. 3. His coming or being sent into the world ;

Matt. X. 11. 20. 28. John iii. 16, 17. Sec. 2. Christ was still

in the form of God, as taken essentially, even then, when he

was a servant, though as to the dispensation he had sub-

mitted to, he emptied himself of the glory of it, and was not

known to be the Lord of glory ;
2 Cor. viii. 3. Even all the

while that they say he was in the form of God, he was in the

form of a servant, that is, he was really the servant of the

Father, and was dealt withal in the world as a servant, under

all manner of reproach, revilings, and persecutions. He was

no more in the form of a servant when he was bound, than

when • he had not where to lay his head.' 4. The state and
condition of a servant consists in this^thathe is notsidjuris :

no more was Christ in the whole course of his obedience
;

he did not any private will of his own, but the will of him
that sent him. Those who desire to see the vindication of

this place to the utmost, in all the particulars of it, may con-

sult the confutation of the interpretation of Erasmus, by
Beza, Annot. in Phil. ii. 6, 7. Of Ochinus, and Lajlius So-
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cinus, by Zanchius in locum; et deTribus Elohim, p. 227,
&c. Of Faustus Socinus, by Beckman : exercitat. p. 16'8.

et Johan. Jun. Exameu Respon. Socin. pp. 201, 202. Of

Enjedinus, by Gomarus, Anal. Epist. Paul, ad Philip, cap. 2.

Of Ostorodus, by Jacobus a Porta, Fidei Orthodox. Defens.

pp. 89. 150, &c. That which I shall flirther add, is in re-

ference to Grotius, whose annotations may be one day con-

sidered by some of more time and leisure for so necessary a

work.

Thus then he
; og Iv

}Jiop<pTf
Gtoi* vTrdgy^uiv] Mop^r) in nostris

iibrisnonsignificat internum et occultum aliquid,sedid quod
in oculos incurrit, qualis erat eximia in Christo potestas sa-

nandi morbos omnes, ejiciendi dsemones, excitandi mortuos :

mutandi rerum naturas: quse vero Divina sunt, ita ut Moses,

qui tam magna non fecit, dictus ob id fuit Deus Pharaonis :

vocem
ixop(^rig quo dixi sensu habes. Mar. xvi. 12. Isa. xiiv.13.

ubi in Hebrseo n'2nn
\
Dan. iv. 33. v. 6. 10. vii. 28. ubi in Chal-

dseo v? : Job iv. 16. ubi in Hebraeo niir^n
'

Mop^?) in our books
doth not signify an internal or hidden thing, but that which is

visibly discerned : such as was that eminent power in Christ

of healing all diseases, casting out devils, raising the dead,

changing the nature of things, which are truly divine
;
so

that Moses, who did not so great things, was therefore called

the God of Pharaoh : the word juop^jj, in the sense spoken
of, you have, Mark xvi. 12. Isa. xliv. 13. where in the Hebrew
itis D'jrin Dan. iv. 33, &c. wherein the Chaldee it is v? : Job.

iv. 16. where in the Hebrew it is nsiDJl.

Ans. 1. A form is either substantial, or accidental: that

which is indeed, or that which appears. That itis the sub-

stantial form of God, which is here intended, yet with respect
to the glorious manifestation of it (vvhich may be also as the

accidental form), hath been formerly declared and proved.
So far it signifies that which is internal and hidden, or not

visibly discerned, inasmuch as the essence of God is invisi-

ble. The proofs of this I shall not now repeat. 2. Christ's

power of working miracles was not visible, though the mi-
racles he wrought were visible

; insomuch, that it was the

great question between him and the Jews, by what power he

wrought his miracles
;

for they still pleaded, that he cast

out devils by Beelzebub, the prince of the devils. So that

if the power of doing the things mentioned, were /xop^j) .^-eou,

2c
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that form was not visible, and exposed to the sight of men
;

for it was '

aliquid internum et occultum,' a thing internal

and hidden. 3. If to be in the ' form of God,' and thereupon

to be *

equal to him,' be to have power or authority of heal-

ing diseases, casting out devils, raising the dead, and the

like
;
then the apostles were in the form of God, and equal

to God, having power and authority given them for all these

things, which they wrought accordingly; casting out devils,

healing the diseased, raising the dead, Sec. which, whether

it be not blasphemy to affirm, the reader may judge. 4. It

is true, God says of Moses, Exod. vii. 1 .

'
I have made thee

a god to Pharaoh;' which is expounded, iv. 16. where God

tells him that Aaron should 'be to him instead of a mouth,

and he should be to him instead of God.' That is, Aaron

should speak and deliver to Pharaoh and the people, what

God revealed to Moses, Moses revealing it to Aaron
;
Aaron

receiving his message from Moses, as other prophets did

from God, whence he is said to be to him instead of God:

And this is given as the reason of that expression, vii. 1. of

his being a god to Pharaoh ;
even as our Saviour speaks,

because the word of God came by him; because he should

reveal th(; will of God to him. 'Thou shalt be a god to

Pharaoh, and Aaron thy brother shall be thy prophet ;
Thou

shalt speak all that I command thee, and Aaron thy brother

shall speak to Pharaoh.' He is not upon the account of his

working miracles called God, or said to be in the form of

God, or to be made equal to God
;
but revealing the will of

God to Aaron, who spake it to Pharaoh, he is said to be a

god to Pharaoh, or in the stead of God, as to that business.

6. It is truth, the word
laopfpi),

or form, is used Mark xvi. 12.

for the outward appearance ;
and it is as true the verb of the

same signification is used for the internal and invisible form

of a thing. Gal. iv. 19. a)(^pig ov juop^wS'y Xptoroc £v vfxlv, 'until

Christbe formed injyou.' So that the very first observation of

our annotator, that in our books, that is, the Scriptures, (for

in other authors it is acknowledged, that this word signifies

the internal form ofa thing), this wordjitop^jj signifies not any
thing internal or hidden, is true only of that one place, Mark
xvi. 12. In this it is otherwise, and the verb of the same sis:-

nification is evidently otherwise used. And which may be

added, other words that bear the same ambiguity of signifi-
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cation, as to things substantial or accidental, being applied

to Christ, do still signify the former, not the latter
; yea, where

they expressly answer what is here spoken; as hkmv. Col.

i. 15. and vTroaTamg Heb. i. 3. both of the same import with

luiop(pri here, save that the latter adds personality. 6. For

the words mentioned out of the Old Testament, they are used

in businesses quite of another nature, and are restrained in

their significations by the'matter they speakof ; DOnn, is

not
iLiop(pi] properly, but siicwv, and is translated imago, by

Arias Mon : nxn, is rather (UO()^j],
Gen. xxix. 17. 1 Sam.xxviii.

14. nilDD is used ten times in the Bible, and hath various sig-

nifications, and is variously rendered : ofioiMfxa, Deut. iv. 15.

yXuTTToi' bjxoLwfxa, ver. 16. so most commonly, vt in Daniel is

*

splendor,' So^a, notjuop^j) : and what all this is to our purpose
in hand, I know not. The 'form of God,' wherein Christ was,
is that wherein he was '

equal to God :' that which as to the

divine nature is the same, as his being in the form of a ser-

vant, wherein he was obedient to death, was to the human.
And which is sufiiciently destructive of this whole exposi-

tion, Christ was then 'in the form of a servant,' when this

learned man would have him to be in the ' form of God,'
which two are opposed in this place; for he was the servant

of the Father in the whole course of the work, which he

wrought here below : Isa. xlii. 1.

He proceeds on this foundation : ov^ apTrajfiov 7]yr]GaTo

TO evTmlaa 3'at>.] 'Apirayfxov r^yrja^ai,
' estlocutio Syriaca : in

Liturgia Syriaca, Johannes Baptista Christo Baptismum
ab ipso expetenti, dicit, non assumam rapinam. Solent qui

aliquid bellica virtute peperere, id omnibus ostentare, ut

llomani in Triumpho sane solebant. Non multum aliter

Plutarchus in Timoleon :
nv-)(^ apTrajriv vywo^To. Sens us est,

non venditavit Christus, non jactavitistara potestatem : quia

sffipe etiam imperavit ne quod fecerat vulgaretur. "^laa hie

est adverbium
;
sic Odyss. O : Tov vvv 'lara Srtw, &c. ^lao^ea

^povav, dixit scriptor, 2 Mace. ix. 12. dvai laa S-a.T, est spec-
tari tanquam Deum.' The sum of all is

;
*he thought it no

robbery,' that is,
' he boasted not of his power, to be equal

to God, so to be looked on as a God.'

The words I confess are not without their difficidty :

many interpretations are given of them
;
and I may say, that
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of the very many which I have considered, this of all others,

as being wrested to countenance a false hypothesis, is the

w^orst. To insist particularly on the opening of the words,
is not my present task. That Grotius is beside the sense

of them, may be easily manifested; for 1. He brings no-

thing to enforce this interpretation ;
that the expression is

Syriac, in the idiom of it, he abides not by : giving us an

instance of the same phrase of expression out of Plutarch,
Vv'ho knew the propriety of the Greek tongue very well, and
of the Syriac not at all. Others also give a parallel expres-
sion out of Thucydides, lib. viii. aKCvt] apTrayrjv Trotrjaojuevoc.

2. I grant laa may be used adverbially ;
and be rendered

sequaliter : but now the words are to be interpreted 'pro sub-

jecta materia.' He who was in the form of God, counted it

no robbery (that is, did not esteem it to be any wrong, on
that account of his being in the form of God) to be equal to

his Father, did yet so submit himself, as is described. This

being 'equal to God,' is spoken ofChrist accidentally to his

taking on him the ' form of a servant,' which he did in his in-

carnation, and must relate to his being in the form of God
;

and if thereunto it be added, that the intendment reaches

to the declaration! he made of himself, when he declared

himself to be equal to God the Father, and one with him,
as to nature and essence, it may complete the sense of this

place.
'AAA' tavTov iKtvoxTE' hc Tendeis,

' libenter duxit vitam

inopem ;' referring it to the poverty of Christ, whilst he con-

versed here in the world. But whatever be intended by this

expression, it is not the same with jnop^})v SouAou AajSwv, which

Grotius afterward interprets to the same purpose with what
he says here of these words. 2. It must be something an-

tecedent to his '

taking the form of a servant,' or rather some-

thing that he did, or became exceptively to what he was be-

fore, in becoming a servant. He was in'the form of God, aAA'

lavTov iKtvware, 'but he humbled,' or 'bowed down himself,'

in taking the form of a servant : that is, he condescended

thereunto, in his great love that he bare to us, the demon-

stration whereof the apostle insists expressly upon ;
and

what greater demonstration of love, or condescension upon
the account of love could possibly be given, than for him
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who was God, equal to his Father, in the same Deity, to lay

aside the manifestation of his glory, and to take upon him

our nature, therein to be a servant unto death.

He proceeds, juop^?)y SovXou XajSwv, *similis factus servis,

qui nihil proprium possident :'
' he was made like unto ser-

vants, who possess nothing of their own.' Our catechists,

with their great master, refer this his being like servants, to

the usage he submitted to at his death
;
this man to his po-

verty in his life. And to this sense of these words is that

place of Matt. viii. 20. better accommodated than to the

clause foregoing, lor whose exposition it is produced by our

annotator.

But 1. It is most certain, that the exposition of Grotius

will not, being laid together, be at any tolerable agreement
with itself, if we allow any order of process to be in these

words of the apostle. His aim is acknowledged to be an ex-

hortation to brotherly love, and mutual condescension in

the same, from the example of Jesus Christ
;
for he tells

you,
'

that, he being in the form of God made himself of no

reputation, and took upon him the form of a servant.' Now
if this be not the gradation of the apostle, that in being in

the form of God, free from any thing of that which follows,

he then debased and humbled himself, and took upon him
the form of a servant, there is not any form of plea left from

this example, here proposed, to the end aimed at. But

now, says Grotius,
'
his being in the form of God, was his

working of miracles
;
his debasing himself; his being poor ;

his taking the form of a servant; possessing nothing of his

own.' But it is evident, that there was a coincidence of time

as to these things, and so no gradation in the words at all
;

for then when Christ wrought miracles, he was so poor and

possessed nothing of his own
;
that there was no condescen-

sion nor relinquishment of one condition for another dis-

cernable therein. 2. The form of a servant that Christ took

was that, wherein he was like man
;
as it is expounded in

the words next following ;
he was made in the likeness of

man ;
and what that is the same apostle informs us, Heb.

ii. 17. Ij^ev w^EfXe Kara Tra'vraroic aStX^oTc Ofxoioj^iivai, 'where-

fore he ought in all things to be made like his brethren
;'

that is, Iv ofjLoiuifiaTL av^()(v7r(i)v j£v6fX£vog,
' he was made in

the likenes* of man ;' or as it is expressed Rom. viii. 3. Iv



392 DEITY OF CHRIST PROVED AND

ojxonipLaTi (Tapiiog,
'

in the likeness of flesh ;' which also is ex*

pounded Gal. iv. 4. yavontvog ek yvvaiKog,
' made of a woman ;'

which gives us the manner of the accomplishment of that,

John i. 14. oXoyog aap^ lytvtTo, 'the Word was made flesh.'

3. The employment of Christ in that likeness of man, is con-

fessedly expressed in these words
;
not his condition, that

he had nothing, but his employment, that he was the ser-

vant of the Father, according as it was foretold that he

should be, Isa. xlii. 1. 19. and which he every where pro-
fessed himself to be. He goes on,

'Ev 6/xotWjuari avS^pwVwv yi.v6ixivog'
' cum similis esset

hominibus illis nempe primis ;
id est, peccati expers;'

2 Cor. V. 21. ' whereas he was like men, namely, those first,

that is, without sin.'

That Christ was without sin, that in his being made like

to us, there is an exception as to sin, is readily granted. He
was oaiog, iiKaKog, ajxiavTog, Ki.\u}pianivog airo tCjv afiapToXCov,

Heb. vii. 26. But 1. that Christ is ever said to be made like

Adam, on that account, or is compared with him therein,

cannot be proved. He was ^tvTtpog av^pojirog, and ia-^arag

A^djUL ;
but that he was made Iv bfxoiMfxaTi tov Adap, is not

said. 2. This expression was sufficiently cleared by the

particular places formerly urged. It is not of his sinless-

ness in that condition, of which the apostle hath no occa-

sion here to speak, but of his love in taking on him that

condition, in being sent in the likeness of sinful flesh, yet
without sin, that these words are used. It is a likeness of

nature to all men, and not a likeness of innocency to the

first, that the apostle speaks of; a likeness, wherein there

is a TavToTtigy as to the kind, a distinction in number
;
as

* Adam begat a son in his own likeness,' Gen. v. 1.

All that follows in the learned annotator, is only an en-

deavour to make the following words speak in some harmony,
and conformity to what he hath before delivered

; which

being discerned not to be suited to the mind of the Holy
Ghost in the place, I have no such delight to contend about

words, phrases, and expressions, as to insist any farther upon
them. Return we to our catechists.

The place they next propose to themselves to deal withal,

is 1 Tim.iii, 16. 'And without controversy great is the mys-
tery of godliness: God was manifest in the flesh, justified in
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the Spirit, seen of angels, and revealed unto the Gentiles,
believed on in the world, received up into glory.'

If it be here evinced that by God is meant Christ, it be-

ing spoken absolutely, and in the place of the subject in

the proposition, this business is at a present close, and our

adversaries following attempt to ward themselves from the

following blows of the sword of the word, which cut them
in pieces, is to no purpose, seeing their death's wound lies

evident in the efficacy of this place. Now here, not only the

common apprehension of all professors of the name of Christ

in general, but also the common sense of mankind, to be
tried in all that will but read the books of the New Testa-

ment, might righteously be appealed unto
;
but because

these are things of no importance with them with whom we
have to do, we must insist on other considerations.

1. Then, that by the word ^wg, God, some person is in-

tended, is evident from hence, that the word is never used
but to express some person ;

nor can in any place of the

Scriptures be wrested possibly to denote any thing, but
some person to whom that name doth belong, oris ascribed,

truly or falsely. And if this be not certain, and to be

granted, there is nothing so, nor do we know any thing in

the world, or the intendment of any one word in the book
of God. Nor is there any reason pretended, why it should
have any other acceptation, but only an impotent begging
of the thing in question. It is not so here, though it be so

every where else, because it agrees not with our hypothesis;

XripoQ I 2. That Christ, who is the second person, the Son
of God, is here intended, and none else, is evident from

hence, that whatever is here spoken of ^-foc, of this God
here, was true, and fulfilled in him, as to the matter, and
the same expressions for the most of the particulars, as to

their substance, are used concerning him, and no other.

Neither are they possible to be accommodated to any per-
son but him. Let us a little accommodate the words to

him. 1. He who as God, was ' in the beginning with God,'
in his own nature invisible, t^avtpwS'r} Iv aapKi, Svas mani-
fested in the flesh,' when aap^' lyivero,

' when he was made
flesh ;' John i. 14. and made Iv ojioMfiaTi aapKoq, Rom.
viii, 3.

'
in the likeness of flesh,' ytvofx^voq Ik aijipfxaTog

Aa/3iS KOTO aapKu ;
Rom. i. 3. so made *

visible and conspi-
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cuous (or £(pav£p(jj^r], when £o-k)ji'w(T£v li> i7jutv), dwelling

amongst men, who also saw his glory, as the glory of the

only begotten Son of God ;' ver. 14. Being thus 'manifest

in the flesh,' having taken our nature on him, he was reviled,

persecuted, condemned, slain by the Jevv's as a malefactor,

a seditious person, an impostor : but 2. IdiKaioj^t] iv ttvev-

ILiari,
'he was justified in the Spirit,' froin all their false ac-

cusations and imputations ;
he was justified by his eternal

Spirit, when he was raised from the dead, and ' declared to

be the Son of God with power,' thereby, Rom. i. 4. for

though he was 'crucified through weakness, yet he liveth by
the power of God ;' 2 Cor. xiii. 4. so he also sent out his

Spirit
'
to convince the world of sin

;
because they believed

not in him, and of righteousness, because he went to his

Father;' John xvi. 9, 10. which he also did, justifying him-

self thereby, to the conviction and conversion of many thou-

sands, who before condemned him, or consented to his con-

demnation, upon the account formerly mentioned
;
Acts

ii. 37. And this is he, who 3. w^3jj ayyeXoig, 'was seen of

angels,' and so hath his witnesses in heaven and earth. For

when he came first into the world, all the angels receiving

charge to worship bim, by him who said TrpocTKuinjo-orwo-av

avT(i^ TTavTsg tiyyeXot avTov
;
Heb. i. 6. one came down at his

nativity to declare it, to whom he was seen, and instantly a
' multitude of the heavenly host saw him

;' Luke ii. 9. 13.

and afterward went away into heaven
;
ver. 15. In the be-

ginning also of his ministry, angels'were sent to him in 'the

wilderness to minister to him;' Matt. iv. 11. and when he

was going to his death in the garden, 'an angel was sent to

comfort him
;' Luke xxii. 43. And he then knew, that he

could at a word's speaking, have iriore than twelve legions of

angels to his assistance
;
Matt. xxvi. 53. And when he rose

again, the angels saw him again, and served him therein ;

Matt, xxviii. 2. And as he shall 'come again with his holy

angels to judgment;' Matt. xxv. 31. 2 Thess. i. 7. so no
doubt but in his ascension the angels accompanied him

;

yea, that they did so, is evident from Psal. Ixviii. 17, 18. So
that there was no eminent concernment of him, wherein it

is not expressly affirmed, that w^S-rj ayjiXoig- at his birth,

entrance on his ministry, death, resurrection, ascension,

oi^Srrj dyyiXoig. 4. £K£pux^)j iv Wve<nv,
' He was preached
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unto the Gentiles,' or among the people or Gentiles
;
which

besides the following accomplishment of it to the full, in the

preaching the gospel concerning him throughout the world,

so it had a signal entrance in that declaration of him to de-

vout men dwelling at Jerusalem,
* out of every nation under

heaven ;' Acts vii. 5. And hereupon ;
5. sTrtorreuS-r/ Iv Kocrfxco,

' he was believed on in the world ;' he that had been rejected
as a vile person, condemned and slain, being thus justified in

Spirit, and preached, was believed on, many thousands being

daily converted to the faith of him, to believe thathe was the

Messiah, the Son of God, whom before they received not;

John i. 10, 11. And for his own part, avsA/j^^jj Iv So^y, 'He
was taken up into glory ;' the story whereof we have. Acts

i. 9— 11. 'when he had spoken to his disciples, he was taken

up, and a cloud received him.' Of which Luke says briefly,

as Paul here, avi\ii(()^r},
Acts i. 2. as Mark also doth, chap,

xvi. 19. aveXricp^i} dg tov oiipavbv, that is, ave\ri(f>^rf, Iv So^p,
' he was taken up into heaven,' or to glory ; dvc\{](j)^i}, is as

much as avoj l\ii(pSr],
' he was taken up (Iv for elg) into glory.'

This harmony of the description of Christ here, both as

to his person and office, with what is elsewhere spoken of

him (this being evidently a summary collection of what is

more largely in the gospel spoken of), makes it evident, that

he is God, here intended : which is all that is needful to be

evinced from this place.

Let us now hear our catechists pleading for themselves.

'Q. What^ dost thou answer to 1 Tim. iii. 16.'

' A. 1. That in many ancient copies, and in the Vulgar Latin

itself, the word God is not read
; wherefore from that place

nothing certain can be concluded. 2. Although that word

should be read, yet there is no cause why it should not be re-

ferred to the Father, seeing these things may be affirmed of

^ Ad tertium vero quid rcspondes?
—

Prirauniquidem, quod in multis exeniplaribus
vetustis ct ia ipsa Vulgata, non Icgatur vox Deus. Quare ex eo loco ccrtuiu nihil

conciudi potest. Deinde, etiamsi ea vox legcretur, nullani esse causam cur ad Pa-
Irem referri non possit, cum haec de Patre affirraari possint, eum apparuissc in Cliristo,

et apostolis qui caro fuenint. Quod autem inferius legitur, secundum usitatain ver-

sionera, reccptus est in gloriam, id in Grajco habetur, receptus est in gloria, id est,

cum gloria, aut gloriose.
—Quaj vero futura est liujus testimonii scntcntia?—Religio-

nem Cliristi plenam esse mysteriis. Nam Deus, id est, voluntas ipsius de scrvandis

liominibus, per homines inilnnos et mortales perfecle patcfacta est: et nihilominus

tamen propter miracula, et virtutes varias, qujc per homines illos infirmos et mortales

edita fucrant, pro vera est agnita : cadem ab ipsis angelis fiiit demuin perspecta ;

non solum Judajis, verum ctiam gcnlibus fuit prtedicata: ouines ci crediderunt, et

iiisignem iu modum, ct summa cum gloria recepta fuit.
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the Father : that he appeared in Christ, and the apostles, who

were flesh : and for what is afterward read, according to the

usual translation. He was received into glory, in the Greek it

is^ He was received in glory, that is, with glory, or gloriously.
*

Q, What then is the sense of this testimony ?

'A. That the religion of Christ is full of mysteries : for

God, that is, his will, for the saving ofmen,was perfectly made

known by infirm and mortal men
;
and yet because of the

miracles and various powerful works, which were performed

by such weak mortal men, it was acknowledged for true,

and it was at length perceived by the angels themselves, and

was preached not only to the Jews, but also to the Gentiles :

all believed thereon, and it was received with great glory
after an eminent manner.'

Thus they ; merely rather than say nothing, or yield to

the truth. Briefly to remove what they offer in way of ex-

ception or assertion.

1. Though the word God, be not in the Vulgar Latin, yet
the unanimous constant consent of all the original copies,
confessed to be so, both by Beza and Erasmus, is sufficient

to evince, that the loss of that translation, is not of any im-

port to weaken the sense of the place. Of other ancient

copies whereof they boast, they cannot instance one; in

the Vulgar also, it is evident, that by the *

mystery,' Christ is

understood.

2. That what is here spoken
'

may be referred to the Fa-

ther,' is a very sorry shift, against the evidence of all those

considerations, which shew, that it ought to be referred to

the Son.

3. It may not, it cannot with any tolerable sense, be re-

ferred to the Father. It is not said,
* that in Christ and the

apostles he appeared,' and was * seen of angels,' &c. that is

spoken of; but that ' God was manifested in the flesh,' &c.

nor is any thing, that is here spoken of God, any where as-

cribed, no not once in the Scripture, to the Father. How
was he 'manifested in the flesh?' how was he 'justified in

the Spirit?' how was he ' taken up into glory?'
4. Though Iv ^o^tj, may be rendered '

gloriously, or with

glory,' yet aveXiicjy^ri, may^'not,
*

receptus est,' but rather '
as-

umptus est ;'and is applied to the ascension of Christin other

places, as hath been shewed.
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2. For the sense they tender of these words. Let them
1. Give any one instance, where

'

God,' is put for the ' will of

God,' and that exclusively to any person of the Deity, or to

speak to their own hypothesis, exclusively to the person of

God. This is intolerable boldness, and aroues somethino;

of searedness. 2. The ' will of God' for the salvation of men,
is the gospel: how are these things applicable to that?

How was the gospel justified in the spirit? how was it re-

ceived into glory? how was it seen of the angels, w^>3-77 ay7£-

Aoic? Ii^ what place is any thing of all this spoken of the

gospel? Of Christ all this is spoken, as hath been said. In

sum, the will of God is no where said to be * manifest in the

flesh
;'

Christ was so. That the will of God should be

preached by weak mortal men' was no '

great mystery ;'

that God 'should assume human nature, is so. The will of

God cannot be said to
*

appear to the angels ;' Christ did so.

Of the last expression there can be no doubt raised.

Grotius insists upon the same interpretation with our

catechists in the whole, and in every part of it: nor doth he

add any thing to what they plead, but only some quotations of

Scripture not at all to the purpose ;
or at best suited to his

own apprehensions of the sense of the place, not opening it

in the least, nor evincing what he embraces, to be the mind
of the Holy Ghost, to any one that is otherwise minded.

What he says, because he says it, deserves to be con-

sidered.

Gfoc l<l>avtQoj^t] Iv (TapKt :

'

suspectam nobis banc lectio-

nem faciunt interpretes veteres, Latinus, Syru^, Arabs, et

Ambrosius,qui omnes legunt,' 6 t^avtpwSrr;. Addit Hincmarus

Opusculo, 55. illud ^tog,
' hie positum a Nestorianis.' 1. But

this suspicion might well have been removed from this

learned man, by the universal consent of all original copies,
wherein as it seems his own manuscript, that sometimes

helps him at a need, doth not differ. 2. One corruption in

one translation makes many. 3. The Syriac reads the word
*
God,' and so Tremelius hath rendered it. Ambrose and

Hincmarus followed the Latin translation. And there is a

thousand times more probability, that the word .2r£t»c was

filched out by the Arians, than that it was foisted in by
the Nestorians. But if the agreement of all original copies

may be thus contemned, we shall have nothing certain left us.
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But saith he,
' sensum bonum facit illud, 6 l<pav£pu)^r].

Evan-

geliuni illud cseleste innotuit primum non per angelos, sed

per homines mortales, et quantum externa species ferebat

infirmos, Christum, et apostolos ejus. l(l>avepw^n> bene con-

venit mysterio, id est, rei latenti;» Col. i. 26. crap^ hominem

significat mortalem ;'
2 Cor. ii. 16. 1 John iv. 2.

1. Our annotator having only a suspicion that the word

^eog was not in the text, ought on all accounts to have in-

terpreted the words according to the reading whereof he

had the better persuasion, and not according unto that,

whereof he had only a suspicion. But then it was by no

means easy to accommodate them according to his intention,

nor to exclude the person of Christ from being mentioned

in them, which by joining in with his suspicion he thought
himself able to do. 2. He is not able to give us any one in-

stance in the Scripture, of the like expression to this, of
* manifest in the flesh,' being referred to the gospel ;

when

referred to Christ, nothing is more frequent; John i. 14. vi.

53. Acts ii. 31. Rom. i. 3. viii. 3. ix. 5. Eph.ii. 14, 15. Col.

i. 22. Heb. v. 7.x. 19,20. IPet. iii. 18. iv. 1. 1 Johniv. 2,&c.

of the '
flesh of the gospel,' not one word. 3. There is not the

least opposition intimated between men and angels, as to

the means of preaching the gospel ;
nor is this any mystery,

that the gospel was preached by men ; l(jiavtpu)^ri
is well ap-

plied to a '

mystery' or ' hidden thing j' but the question is,

what the '

mystery' or * hidden thing' is
;
we say it was the

great matter of the ' Word's being made flesh,' as it is else-

where expressed. In the place urged out of the Corinthians,

whether it be the 2nd or 11th chapter, that is intended,

there is nothing to prove, that adp^ signifies a mortal man.
And this is the entrance of this exposition. Let us proceed.

'ESticatwSrr) Iv TTVivfiari ; 'per plurima miracula approbata
est ea Veritas.' YLvlvfia

' sunt miracula divina per fx^Titivvfiiav

quae est,' 1 Cor. xi. 4.
'
et alibi. Justified in the Spirit;'

that is,
'

approved by many miracles ;' for Trvlvfxa, is
' miracles

by a metonymy.' Then let every thing be as the learned

man will have it. It is in vain to contend. For surely never

was expression so wrested. That Trvlvfia, simply, is
' mira-

cles,' is false
;
that to have a thing done h> irvivfiaTi, signifies

'
miracles,' is more evidently so

;
1 Cor. ii. 4. The apostle

speaks not at all of miracles, but of the eflicacy of the Spi-
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rlt with him in his preaching the word, to 'convince the

world of sin, righteousness and judgment/ according to the

promise of Christ. The application of this expression to

Jesus Christ see above. He adds, SiKaiova^at is here '

ap-

probare,' ut Matt. xi. 19. It is here to
*

approve,' and that

because it was necessary that the learned annotator should

^ovXivtiv vTTo^iaei. In what sense the word is taken, and
how applied to Christ, with the genuine meaning of the

place, see above. See also, John i. 33, 34. Nor is the gospel

any where said to be '

justified in Spirit,' nor is this a to-

lerable exposition, 'justified in Spirit,' that is, it was 'ap-

proved by miracles.'

"Qiip^Yj dyyiXoig
'

nempe cum admiratione, angeli hoc ar

canum per homines mortales didicere ;' Eph. iii. 10. 1 Pet.

i. 12. How eminently this suits what is spoken of Jesus

Christ, was shewed before. It is true, the angels as with

admiration look into the things of the gospel ;
but that it

is said, the gospel lo^Qr] dyjiXoig, is not proved.
It is true, the gospel was preached to the Gentiles

;
but

yet this word is most frequently applied to Christ
;
Acts

iii. 23. viii. 25. ix. 20. xix. 23. 1. Cor. i. 23. xv. 12. 2. Cor.

i. 19. iv. 5. xi. 4. Phil. i. 15. are testimonies hereof.

'ETTityTivOt] Iv KOGjxo), 'id est, in magna mundi parte,' Rom.
i. 8. Col. i. 6. But then, I pray, what diflerence between

l^iKcuwQy] Iv TTvevuaTi, and £7rta-rEu3r} ev Kocfitt) ? The first is, it

was '

approved by miracles,' the other, it was believed
;' now

to approve the truth of the gospel, taken ac'tively, is to

believe it. How much more naturally this is accommodated
to Christ, see John iii. 17. 18. and ver. 35, 36. vi. 40. Acts

X. 43. and xvi. 31, Rom. iii. 22. x. 8, 9. Gal. ii. 16. 1 John
V. 5. &.C.

The last clause is, aveX?)»/)S"rj £v So^ij* 'gloviose admodum
exaltatum est, nempe qui a majorem attulit sanctitatem,

quam ulla ante hsec dogmata.' And this must be the sense

of the word avaXafx^avofiai in this business. See Luke ix. 51.

Mark xvi. 19. Acts i. 2. 11. 22. And in this sense we are

indilFerent, whether Iv So^pbe ct^So^av,
* unto glory,' which

seems to be most properly intended, or ovv So^y,
' with glory/

as our adversaries would have it, or '

gloriously/ as Grotius
;

for it was gloriously, witli great glory, and into that glory,
which he had with his Father before the world was. That



400 DEITY OF CHRIST PROVED, AND

the gospel is glorious in its doctrine of holiness is true, but

not at all spoken of in this place.

Heb. ii. 16. is another testimony insisted on, to prove
the incarnation of Christ, and so consequently his subsistence

in a divine nature antecedently thereunto. The words are :

'For verily, he took not on him the nature of angels, but he

took on him the seed of Abraham.' To this they answer
;

that
* Herein^ not so much as any likeness of the incarnation,

as they call it, doth appear. For this writer doth not say,

that Christ took (as some read it, and commonly they take

it in that sense) but he takes. Nor doth he say, human

nature, but the seed of Abraham : which in the holy

Scriptures denotes them who believe in Christ, as Gal. iii. 29.
* Q. What then is the sense of this place?
' A. This is that which this writer intends, that Christ is

not the Saviour of angels, but ofmen believing, who because

they are subject to afflictions and death (which he before

expressed by the participation of flesh and blood), therefore

did Christ willingly submit himself unto them, that he might
deliver his faithful ones from the fear of death, and might

help them in all their afflictions.

The sense of this place is evident
;
the objections against

it weak. That the word is iTrtXa/xjSaverat, not tTrtXajSfro,

'assumit,' not 'assumpsit,' is an enallage oftense so usual, as

that it can have no force of an objection. And, ver. 14. it is

twice used in a contrary sense
;
the time past, being put for

the present, as here the present for that which is past :

K£Kotv(Ji/r)Ke, for Koivojvti, and
fxiTia-)(jE

for fxzTiKW see John

iii. 31. xxi. 13. 2. That by the * seed of Abraham,' is here

intended the human nature of the seed of Abraham, appears
1. From the expression going before of the same import with

this
;

* He took part of flesh and blood ;'
ver. 14. 2. From

the opposition here made to angels, or the angelical nature
;

f Ineo, ne similitudineni quidem incarnationis (ut vocaiit) apparere, cum is

scriptor non dicat, Cliristum assunipsisse (ut quldam reddunt, et vulgo eo sensii ac-

cipiunt) sed assumere : nee dicit, naturara hunianani, sed semen Abrahae : quod in

literis sacris notat eos, qui in Ciiristura ciediderutit, ut Gal. iii. 29. videre est.

Quid vero sensus hujuseiit loci? Id sibi vult is scriptor, Christum non esse Serva-

torera angelorum, sed hominum credentium, qui quouiam et afflictionibus et morti

subject! sunt (quam rem superius expressitper participationem carnis et sanguinis)

propterea Christus ultroillis se submisit, ut fideles sues a mortis metu liberaret, et in

omni afflictione iisdem opem afferrct.
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the Holy Ghost shewing, that the business of Christ being
to save his church by dying for them, was not therefore to

take upon him an angehcal, spiritual substance or nature,

but the nature of man. 3. The same thing is elsewhere in

like manner expressed : as where he is said to be made of

the 'seed of David according to the flesh,' Rom. i. 3. and
to ' come of the fathers as concerning the flesh ;' Rom. ix. 5,

4. Believers are called Abraham's seed sometimes spiritually,

in relation to the faith of Abraham, as Gal. iii. 29, where he

is expressly spoken of,
'
as father of the faithful,' by in-

heriting the promises : but take it absolutely, to be of the

'seed of Abraham,' is no more, but to be a man ofiiis poste-

rity ;
John viii. 37. 'I know that ye are Abraham's seed ;'

Rom. ix, 7.
' Neither because they are the seed of Abraham

are they all children,' ver. 8, that is,
'

they are the children

of the flesh:' soRom. xi.l. ' Are they the seed ofAbraham?
so am 1

;'
2 Cor. xi. 22. 2. For the sense assigned ;

it is

evident, that in these words the apostle treats not of the

help given, but of the way whereby Christ came to help
his Church, and the means thereof; his actual helping and

relieving of them is mentioned in the next verse. 2. Here

is no mention in this verse of believers being obnoxious to

afflictions and death, so that these words of theirs may serve

for an exposition of some other place of Scripture (as they

say of Gregory's comment on Job), but not of this. 3. By
*

partaking of flesh and blood,' is not meant primarily, being
obnoxious to death and afflictions

;
nor doth that expression

in any place signify any such thing ; though such a nature,

as is so obnoxious, be intended. The argument then from

hence stands still in its force : that Christ subsisting; in his

divine nature, did assume a human nature of the seed of

Abraham, into personal union with himself.

Grotius is still at a perfect agreement with our cate-

chists. Saith he,
'

£TTiXaix(iavi(TOai apud Platonem, et alios,

est solenniter vindicare, his autem et superioribus intelli-

gendum est, vindicare, seu asserere in libertatem manu in-

jecta.'
'This word in Plato and others, is to vindicate into

liberty; here, as is to be understood from what went before,

it is to assert into liberty by laying hold with the hand.' Of

the first, because he gives no instances, we shall need take

no farther notice. The second is denied ;
both the help

VOL. VIII. 2 D
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aflforded, and the means of it by Christ, is mentioned before.

The help is liberty ;
the means, partaking of flesh and blood

to die. These words are not expressive of, nor do answer

the latter, or the help afforded, but the means of the obtaining
of it, as hath been declared. But he adds,

* the word signi-

fies to lay hold of with the hand, as Mark viii. 23,' 8tc. Be
it granted that it doth so,

*
to lay hold with the hand, and

to take to one's self.' This is not to assert into liberty, but

by the help of a metaphor : and when the word is used meta-

phorically, it is to be interpreted
'

pro subjecta materia,'

according to the subject matter : which here is Christ's

taking a nature upon him, that was of Abraham, that was

not angelical. The other expression he is singular in the

interpretation of.

*He took the seed of Abraham,'
* id est, id agit, ut vos

Hebrseos liberet a peccatis et metu mortis
;
eventus enim

nomen saepe datur operas, in id impensse.'
' That is. He doth

that, that he may deliver you Hebrews from sin, and fear of

death : the name of the event, is often given to the work

employed to that purpose.' Butl. Here I confess, he takes

another way from our catechists
;
the 'seed of Abraham' is

with them, believers
;
with him, only Jews

;
but the tails of

their discourse are tied together with a firebrand between

them, to devour the harvest of the church. 2. Tliis takino-

the seed of Abraham, is opposed to his not taking the seed

of angels; now the Jews are not universally opposed to

angels in this thing, but human kind. 3. He ' took the seed

of Abraham,' is it seems, he endeavoured to help the Jews.

The whole discourse of the help afforded both before and
after this verse, is extended to the whole church

; how comes
it here to be restrained to the Jews only? 4. The discourse

of the apostle is about the undertaking of Christ by death,
and his being fitted thereunto by partaking of flesh and
blood ;

which is so far from being in anyplace restrained or

accomodated only to the Jews, as that the contrary is every
where asserted, as is known to all.

1 John iv. 3. 'Every spirit that confesseth that Jesus

Christ is come in the flesh, is of God ;' he who comes into

the world, or comes into flesh, or in the flesh, had a sub-

sistence before he so came. It is very probable, that the

intendment of the apostle was to discover the abomination
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of them, who denied Christ to be a true man, but assigned
him a fantastical body, which yet he so doth, as to express
his coming in the flesh in such a manner, as evidences him
to have another nature (as was said) besides that which is

here synecdochically called flesh. Our catechists to this

say,
' Thats this is not to the purpose in hand : for that which

some read. He came into the flesh, is not in the Greek, but
He came in the flesh. Moreover, John doth not write, that

spirit which confesseth Jesus Christ, which came in the

flesh, is of God
;
but that that spirit which confesseth"Jesus

Christ, who is come in the flesh, is of God. The sense of
which words is, that the spirit is of God, which confesseth

that Jesus Christ, who performed his office in the earth,

without any pomp or worldly ostentation, with great humi-

lity as to outward appearance, and great contempt ;
and

lastly underwent a contumelious death, is Christ, and King
of the people of God.'

I shall not contend with them about the translation of

the words : tv
o-apici, seems to be put for tig aapKa' but the

intendment is the same
;
for the word came is fXijAuS-ora, that

is, that 'came,' or *
did come.' 2. It is not tov tArjXvS'ora,

' who did come/ that thence any colour should be taken for the

exposition given by them, of confessing that Christ, or him
who is the Christ, the King of the people of God, or con-

fessing him to be the Christ, the King of the people of God;
but it is, that confesseth him ' who came in the flesh,' that is,

as to his whole person and office, his coming, and what he
came for. 3. They cannot give us any example, nor any
one reason, to evince, that that should be the meaning of

tv (TapKi, which here they pretend. The meaning of it hath

above been abundantly declared. So that there is no need
that we should insist longer on this place; nor why we
should trouble ourselves with Grotius's long discourse on

e Etiam in eo nihil prorsiis de incariia{ione(qiiam vocant) liabcri. Etenini quod
apud quosdam Icgitur, venit in carneiii, in Grseco liabetiir, in came venit. Prop-
tereanonscribit Joliannes, quod spirilus, qui confitctiir Jcsuin Christum, qui in came
venif, ex Deo est; veruui quod ille spiritus qui confitetur Josuin Ciiristuni in came
venisse ex Deo est. Quorum verborum sensus est, cum spiritual ex Deo esse, (]ui
confitetur Jcsinn ilium, qui munus suuiu in terris sine ulla pompa et ostentatione

,

iDUiidana, sumrna cum humiiiUite (quoad cxterioreni specieni) summoque cum con-

t/:mptu obiverit, mortem denique ignominiosam oppetieiit, esse Christum, et populi
Dei regem.

2 D 2
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this place. The whole foundation of it is, that to
* come in

the flesh,' signifies to come in alow, abject condition
;
a pre-

tence without proof, without evidence.
' Flesh' may some-

times be taken so : but that to
' come in the flesh,' is to come

in such a condition, we have not the least plea pretended.
The last place they mention to this purpose is, Heb. x.

5. 'Wherefore when he cometh into the world, he saith. Sa-

crifice and offering thou wouldest not, but a body hast thou

prepared me.' He who had a body prepared for him, when

he came into the world, he subsisted in another nature, be-

fore that coming of his into the world. To this they say,
'
Neither'' is there here any mention made of the incarna-

tion (as they call it), seeing that world, into which the

author says Christ entered, is the world to come, as was

above demonstrated. Whence to come into the world, doth

not signify to be born into the world, but to enter into hea-

ven. Lastly, in these words, a body hast thou prepared me,
that word, a body (as appeared from what was said, where

his entering this world was treated of), may be taken for an

immortal body.
'

Q. What' is the sense of this place ?

* A. That God fitted for Jesus such a body, after he en-

tered heaven, as is fit and accommodate for the discharging
of the duty of a high-priest.'

But doubtless, than this whole dream nothing can be

more fond or absurd. 1 . How many times is it said that Christ

came into this world, where no other world but this can be

understood ? 'For this cause saith he, came I into the world,

that I might bear witness of the truth;' John xviii. Was it

into heaven that Christ came to bear witness to the truth ?

'Jesus Christ came into the world to save sinners;' 1 Tim. i.

15. was it into heaven ? 2. These words,
' a body hast thou

prepared me,' are a full expression of what is synecdochically

spoken of in the Psalms in these words,
' mine ears hast thou

•• Ne hie quidem de incarnatione (ut vocant) ullam nientioiiein factam, cum is

mundus, in quem ingressum Jesum is autor ait, sit ille raundus futurus, ut superiiis
demonstratum est. Unde etiarn ingredi in ilium mundum, non nasci in mundura, sed
in coelum ingredi significat. Deinde, illis verbis, Corpus aptasti raihi, corporis vox

(ut ex eo apparuit, ubi de ingressu hoc in mundum actum est) pro corpore immortal)

accipi potest.
'

Quae sententia ejus estl—Deum Jesu tale corpus aptasse, postquara in ccElum
est ingressus, quod ad obeundum raunus Pontificis snmmi aptum et accommodatum
foret.
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opened;' expressing the end also why Christ had a body pre-

pared him, namely, that he might yield obedience to God
therein, which he did signally in this world, when he was
* obedient to death, the death of the cross/ 3. As I have

before manifested the groundlessness of interpreting the

word '

world,' put absolutely, of the world to come, and so

taken off all, that here they relate unto, so in that demon-

stration, which God assisting I shall give, of Christ's being
a priest, and offering sacrifice in this world, before he en-

tered into heaven, I shall remove what farther here they pre-
tend unto. In the meantime, such expressions as this, that

have no light nor colour given them from the text they pre-
tend to unfold, had need of good strength of analogy given
them from elsewhere, which here is not pretended. 'When
he comes into the world,' that is, when he enters heaven

;
he

says, 'a body hast thou prepared me,' that is, an immortal

body, thou hast given me, and that by this immortal body
they intend indeed no body, 1 shall afterward declare.

Grotius turns these words quite another way, not agree-

ing with our catechists ; yet doing still the same work with

them : which, because he gives no proof of his exposition,

it shall suffice so to have intimated : in sum, ver. 4. he tells

us, how the blood of Christ takes away sin
;
viz. 'because it

begets faith in us, and gives right to Christ for the obtain-

ing of all necessary helps for us,' in pursuit of his former in-

terpretation of chap. 9. where he wholly excludes the satis-

faction of Christ. His coming into the world, is, he says,

*his shewing himself to the world, after he had led a private

life therein for awhile ;' contrary to the perpetual use of

that expression of the New Testament; and so the whole

desio-n of the place is eluded; theexposition whereof I shall

defer to the place of the satisfaction of Christ.

And these are the texts of Scripture our catechists

thouo-ht good to endeavour a delivery of themselves from,

as to thathead or argument of our plea, for his subsistence in

a divine natuie, antecedently to his being born of the Virgin,

namely, because he is said to be incarnate, or made flesh.
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CHAP. XIV.

Sundry other testimonies, given to the Deity of Christ, vindicated.

In the next place they heap up a great many testimonies

confusedly, containing spiritual attributions unto Christ, of

such things as manifest him to be God, which we shall con-

sider in that order, or rather disorder, wherein they are placed
of them.

Their first question here is.

'

Q. In^ v/hat Scriptures is Christ called God?
' A. Johni. 1. The Word was God. John xx. 28. Thomas

saith unto Christ, My Lord, and my God. Kom. ix. 5. The

apostle saith, that Christ is God over all blessed for ever.'

'Q. What can be proved by these testimonies?'
' A. That a divine nature cannot be demonstrated from

them, besides the things that are before produced, is hence

manifest, that in the first testimony the Word is spoken of,

and John saith that he was with God : in the second, Thomas
calleth him God, in whose feet and hands he found the print
of the nails, and of the spear in his side : and Paul calleth

him, who according to the flesh was of the fathers, God
over all blessed for ever : all which cannot be spoken of him,
who by nature is God

;
for thence it would follow, that there

are two gods of whom one was with the other : and these

things, to have the prints of wounds, and to be of the fa-

thers belong wholly to a man
;
which were absurd to as-

cribe to him, who is God by nature. And if any one shall

pretend that veil of the distinction of natures, we have above

removed that, and have shewed, that this distinction cannot

be maintained.'

^ In quibus Scripturis Christus vocatur Deusl—Joban. 1. Let Verbum fuitDeus.

et cap. '20. V. 28. Thomas ad Christum ait, Dominus meus, et Deus mens
;

et Rom.
ix. V. .5. Apostolus scribit Christum deura (esse) supra omnes benedictum in secula.—
Quid his testimoniis effici potest.

—Naturam divinaiu in Christo ex iis demonstrari
nun posse, praeter ea quee superius ailata sunt, hinc manifestum est, quod in priiuo
testimonio agatur de Verbo, quod Johannes testaturapud ilhmi Deunifuisse. In se-

tundo, Thomas euui appellat Deuni,incujus pedibusel manibus clavorum.in latere

lanceje vestigia depreliendit ; ct Paulus euro, qui secundum carnem a patribus erat,
Dcum supra omnia benedictum vocat. Qua omnia dici de eo, qui natura Deus sit

nullo niodo posse, planum est. Elenim ex ilio sequeretur duos esse Deos, quorum
alter apud ailerum fuerit. Ha2c vero, vestigia vuinerum habere, ex patribus esse,
hominis sunt prorsus ; qus ei, qui natura deus sit, ascribi nimis absonum esset. Quod
bi illud distinctionis nalurarum velum quis pra;tendat, jam superius illud aniovimus et

docuimus, banc distinctionem nullo inodo posse sustineri.
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That in all this answer our catechists do nothino-butbeo-
the thing in question, and fly to their own hypothesis, not

against assertions but arguments, themselves so far know,
as to be forced to apologize for it in the close. 1 . That Christ
is not God, because 'he is not the person of the Father;'
that he is not God, because 'he is man,' is the sum of their

answer. And yet these men knew, that we insisted on these

testimonies to prove him God, though he be man, and though
he be not the same person with the Father. 2. They do all

along impose upon us their own most false hypothesis ;
that

Christ is God, although he be not God by nature. Those
who are not God by nature, and yet pretend to be gods, are

idols, and shall be destroyed. And they only are the men
who affirm there are two gods ;

one who is so by nature
and another made so, one indeed God and no man, the other
a man and no God : the Lord our God, is one God. 3. In

particular, John i. 1. the Word is Christ, as hath been above

abundantly demonstrated. Christ in respect of another na-

ture, that he had before 'he took flesh, and dwelt with men :'

ver. 14. Herein is he said to be with the Father, in respect
of his distinct personal subsistence, who was one with the

Father, as to his nature and essence. And this is that which
we prove from his testimony, which will not be warded with
a bare denial. ' The Word was with God, and the Word was
God.' God by nature, and with God in his personal distinc-

tion. 4. Thomas confesses him to be his Lord and God, in

whose hands and feet he saw the print of the nails
;
as God

is said to redeem the church with his own blood. He was
the Lord and God of Thomas, who in his human nature shed
his blood, and had the print of the nails in his hands and
feet. Of this confession of Thomas I have spoken before,
and therefore I shall not now farther insist upon it. He
whom Thomas in the confession of his faith as a believer,

owned for his Lord and God, he is the true God, God by
nature

;
of a made God, a God by office, to be confessed and

believed in, the Scripture is utterly silent. 5. The same is

affirmed of Rom. ix. 5. The apostle distinguishes of Christ,
as to his flesh, and as to his Deity; as to his flesh, or human
nature, he says, he was of the fathers: but in the other re-

gard he is 'God over all blessed for ever.' And as this

is a signal expression of the true God, 'God over all blessed
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for ever/ so there is no occasion of that expression, to kutu

aapKu,
' as to the flesh,' but to assert something in Christ,

which he afterward affirms to be his everlasting Deity, in re-

gard whereof he is not of the fathers. He is then of the

fathers to Kara aapKa, 6 wv ettI Travrwv S'eoc iv\ojr)Tog elg

Tovg atiovag, a'juTjv.
The words are most emphatically ex-

pressive of the eternal Deity of Christ, in contradistinction

to what he received of the fathers : 6 wv, even then when
he took flesh of the fathers, then was he, and now he is,

and ever will be God over all
;
that is, the Most High God

blessed for ever. It is evident, that the apostle intends to

ascribe to Christ here, two most solemn attributes of God
;

the Most High, and the Blessed One. Nor is this testimony
to be parted with for their begging, or with their importu-

nity. 6. It is our adversaries who say, there are two Gods,
as hath been shewed, not we ; and the prints of wounds are

proper to him who is God by nature, though not in that re-

gard, on the account whereof he is so. 7. What they have

said to oppose the distinction of two natures, in the one per-
son of Christ, hath already been considered, and manifested

to be false and frivolous.

I could wish to these testimonies they had added one or

two more; as that of Isa. liv. 5. 'Thy Maker is thine hus-

band, the Lord of Hosts is his name, and thy Redeemer the

Holy One of Israel, the God of the whole earth shall he be

called.' That Jesus Christ is the husband and spouse of the

church, will not be denied
; Eph. v. 25. Rev. xxi. 9. but he who

is so, is
' the Lord of Hosts, the God of Israel, the Lord of

the whole earth.' And Heb. iii. 4. the apostle says, that *he

that made all things is God ;' that is, his church
;
for of that

he treats : he that created all things, that is,
* the church as

well as all other things,' he is God
;
none could do it but

God :

' but Christ built this house:' ver. 3. But this is not

my present employment.
The learned Grotius is pitifully entangled about the two

last places urged by our catechists. Of his sleight in dealing
with that of John xx. 28. I have spoken of before, and dis-

covered the vanity of his insinuations. Here he tells you,
that after Christ's resurrection, it grew common with tlie

Christians to call him God, and urges Rom. ix. 5. but

coming to expound that place, he finds that shift will not
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serve the turn, it being not any Christians calling of him

God, that there is mentioned, but the blessed apostle plainly-

affirming, that he is
' God over all, blessed for ever ;'

and

therefore forgetting what he had said before, he falls upon
a worse and more desperate evasion, affirming, that the word

Oebg, ought not to be in the text : because Erasmus had ob-

served, that Cyprian and Hilary, citing this text, did not

name the word : and this he rests upon ; although he knew,
that all original copies whatever, constantly without any ex-

ception do read it
;
and that Beza had manifested against

Erasmus, that Cyprian lib. ad Judae 2. cap. 5. and Hilary ad

Psal, 12. do both cite this place to prove, that Christ is

called God, though they do not express the text to the full.

And it is known, how Athanasius used it against the Arians,

without any hesitation, as to the corruption of the text.

This way of shifting indeed is very wretched, and not to be

pardoned. I am well contented with all, that, from what he

writes on John i. 1 . (the first place mentioned) do apprehend,
that when he wrote his annotations on that place, he was no

opposer of the Deity of Christ : but I must take leave to say,

that for mine own part, I am not able to collect from all

there spoken in his own words, that he doth at all assert the

assuming of the human nature into personal subsistence with

the Son of God : I speak as to the thing itself, and not to

the expressions which he disallows. But we must proceed
with our catechists.

' Q. Where'' doth the Scripture testify that Christ is one

with the Father ?

' A. John x. 29—31. My Father which gave them me, is

greater than all
;
and no man is able to pluck them out of

his hand. I and my Father are one. Then the Jews took up
stones again to stone him.

* Q. How' dost thou answer this testimony ?

b Ubi vero Scripturatestatur
Christnmcum Patre esse unum ?

—Johan. x. 29, 30.

Ubi Doniinus ait ;
Pater qui mihi (oves) dedit, major omnibus est, ct nemo eas rapere

potest e niaiiihus Patris mei. Ego et Pater unum sumus.

c Qua ratione respondes ad id testimonium 1—Ex eo, quod dicatur Christus esse

cum patre unum, effici non posse, esse unum cum co natura, verba Christi, qufc ad

Patrem de discipulis liabuit, deraonstrant. Jolian. xvii. 11. Pater .sancte, serva ilios

in nomine tuo, ut sint unum, qucmadmodum etnos unum sumus. Et paulo inferius,

V. 22. Eco gloriam, quam dedisti mihi, dcdi illis, ut sint unum, quemadmodum nos

unum sumus. Quod vero Cinistus sit unum cum Patre, lioc aut de voluntatc, autdc

potcntia in salutis nostra; ratione accipi debet : undc naturam diyinam non probari
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' A. That from hence that Christ is said to be one with

the Father, that it cannot be proved that he is one with him in

nature, the words of Christ to his Father of the disciples do

shew
;
John xvii. 11. that they may be one as we are ;

and

a little after, ver. 22. that they may be one even as we are

one. That Christ is one with the Father, this oucrht to be

understood either of will, or power, in the business of our

salvation. Whence that a divine nature cannot be proved,
is manifest from those places where Christ saith his Father

is greater than all, and consequently than Christ himself,

as he expressly confesseth, and that he gave him his sheep ;

John xiv. 28,'

Of this place I have spoken before. That it is an unity
of essence that is here intended by our Saviour, appears ;

1.

From the apprehension the Jews had of his meaning in those

words, who immediately upon them took up stones to stone

him for blasphemy, rendering an account of their so doing,
ver. 33. ' because he being a man, did make himself God.'

2. From the exposition he makes himself of his words, ver.

36. '
I am the Son of God :' that is it I intended

;
I am so

one with him, as a Son is with the Father, that is, one in na-

ture and essence. 3, He is so one with him, as that the

Father is in him, and he in him, by a divine immanency of

persons. 2. Those words of our Saviour, John xvii. 12. 22.

do not argue a parity in the union of believers among them-

selves, with that of him and his Father, bj^t a similitude :

see Matt. xvii. 20. that they may be one in affection, as his

Father and he are in essence. We are to be holy, as God is

holy. 2. If oneness of will and consent be the ground of

this, that the Son and Father are one
;
then the angels and

God are one, for with their wills they always do his. 3. One-
ness of power with God, in any work, argues oneness of es-

sence. God's power is omnipotent, and none can be one
with him in power, but he who is omnipotent ;

that is, who
is God. And if it be unity of power here asserted, it is

spoken absolutely, and not referred to any particular kind of

thing. 4. It is true, God the Father is greater than Christ,

as is affirmed John xiv. 28. in respect of his office of medi-

ex eodeni loco constat, ubi Christus ait, Patreni omnibus esse majorem, ac proinde
ctiani ipso Domino, quemadmodum idem Dominus expresse fatetur, et quod eas
oves ei dederit, Joan. xiv. 28,
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ation, of which there he treats
;
but they are one, and equal

in respect of nature. Neither is God in this place said to be

greater than all, in respect of Christ who is said to be one

with him, but in reference to all that may be supposed to

attempt the taking of his sheep out of his hands. 5. Christ

took, or received his sheep, not simply as God, the eternal

Son of God, but as Mediator; and so his Father was greater
than he. This testimony then abides. He that is one with

the Father, is God bv nature. Christ is thus one with the

Father: 'one' is the unity of nature; 'are' their distinction

of persons.
*
I and my Father are one.*

Grotius adheres to the same exposition with our cate-

chists, only he goes one step farther in corrupting the text.

His words are,
'

lyib koX Trarrip 'iv hcrfxev : connectit quod dix-

erat cum superioribus : si Patris potestati eripi non poterunt,

nee mese poterunt : nam mea potestas a Patre emanat, et

quidem ita, ut tantundem valeat a me, aut a Patre custodiri :

vid. Gen. xli. 25. 27.' I suppose he means ver. 44. being the

words of Pharaoh, delegating power and authority immedi-

ately under him to Joseph; but, as it is known, potestas is

e^ovaia, 'authority,' and may belong to office: hutpotaitia is

dvvafxic,
'

force,'
'

virtue,' or
*

power,' and belongs to essence. It

is noi potestas or authority that Christ speaks of, but strength,

might, and power: which is so great in God, that none can

take his sheep out of his hand. Now though unitas potes-

tatis, do not prove unity of essence in men, yet taiitas potentia,

which is here spoken of, in God evidently doth : yea, none

can have unitatem potestatis with God, but he who hath wii-

tatem essentia.

What they except in the next place against Christ's being

equal with God, from John v. 18. Phil. ii. 6. hath been al-

ready removed, and the places fully vindicated. They pro-

ceed.
' Q. But^ where is it that Christ is called the Son of the

living God, the proper and only begotten Son of God ?

'I Filium autera Dei viventis, filiurn Dei proprium et unigcnitum esse Christura,

ubi liabetur ?—De lioc Matt. xvi. 16. legimus, ubi Petius ait, Tu cs Christus filius

Dei viveiites. Et Rom. viii. 32. ubi Apostolus ait ; Qui
(U';"!') proiirio filio non

pepercit, verum eum propter nos tradidit. Et Johan. iii. 16. Sic Deus diicxit niun-

dura, ut (lliuin suum unigenitum daret. Et ver. 18. noiiicn unigcniti fiiii Dei.—Quo-
iiiodo veio ad iia^c locse respoudetur ?—Ex iis omnibus attributis Ciiristi nullo modo

probari posse uaturain ejus divinam. Nam quod ad primum attinet, noti.^simum est

Tetrum fateri, quod filius homiiiis sit Clirlstus, et filius Dei viveiilis, quern constat
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' A. Matt. xvi. 16. Rom. viii. 32. John iii. 16. 18.

'

Q. But how are these places answered?

'A. From all these attributes ofChrist a divine nature can

by no means be proved. For as to the first, it is notorious

that Peter confessed that the Son of man was Christ, and

the Son of the living God, who, as it is evident, had not such

a divine nature as they feign. Besides, the Scripture tes-

tifieth of other men, that they are the sons of the living

God
;
as the apostle out of Hosea, Rom. ix. 26. and as to

what belongeth to the second and third places, in them we
read that the proper and only begotten Son of God was de-

livered to death, which cannot be said of him who is God

by nature. Yea from hence that Christ is the Son of God,
it appears that he is not God

;
for otherwise he should be

Son to himself. But the cause why these attributes belong-
to Christ is this, that he is the chiefest, and most dear to

God among all the sons of God
; as Isaac, because he was

most dear to Abraham and was his heir, is called his only

begotten son
;
Heb.xi. 17. although he had his brother Ish-

mael
;
and Solomon the only begotten of his mother, al-

though he had many brethren by the same mother; 1 Chron.

iii. 1—6. Prov. iv. 3.'

I have spoken before fully to all these places, and there-

fore, shall be very brief in the vindication of them in this

place. On what account Christ is, and on what account

alone he is called the Son of God, hath been sufficiently de-

monstrated
;
and his unity of nature with his Father thence

evinced. It is true 1. that Peter calls Christ, who was the

Son of man, the Son of the living God. Not in that, or on
that account whereon he is the Son of man, but because he

is peculiarly in respect of another nature, than that wherein

he is the son of man, the Son of the living God. And if

divinam naturam, qualem illi comminiscuntur, non habuisse. Prasterea, testatur

Scriptura de aliis hominibus quod sint filii Dei viventis, ut ex, Hosea, Rom. ix. 26.

Et erit loco ejus, ubl eis dictum est ; non populus meus (estis) vos; illic vocabuntur
filii Dei viventis. Quod vero secundum et tertium locum attinet, in his legimuspro-

priuni et unigenitum Dei filium in mortem traditum, quod de eo, qui natura Deus sit,

dici non potest. Irao vero ex eo, quod Christus Dei Filius sit,apparet Deura ilium

non esse, alioquin sibi ipsi Filius esset. Causa vero cur Christo ista attributa com-

petant, ha;c est, quod inter oranes Dei filios et priecipuus sit, et Deo charissimus,

qucmadmodum Isaac, quia Abralianio cliarissimus et hares exstitit, ungenitus voca-

tus est, Heb. xi. 17. licet fratrem Ismaelem habuerit; et Solomon unigenitus coram
matrc sua, licet plurcs ex eadem matie fratres fuerint. 1 Paral. iii. 1—6, &c. Pror.
iv. 3.
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Peter had intended no more in this assertion, but only that

he was one among the many sons of God, how doth he an-

swer that question, 'but whom say ye that I am?' being ex-

ceptive to what others said, who yet affirmed that he was a

prophet, one come out from God, and favoured of him. It

is evident, that it is something much more noble and divine

that is here affirmed by him, in this solemn confession of

him, on whom the church is built. It is true, believers are

called children of the living God, Rom. ix. 26. in opposi-
tion to the idols whom they served before their conversion

;

neither do we argue from this expression barely, of the living-

God, but in conjunction with those other that follow, and

in the emphaticalne-ss of it, in this confession of Peter,

Christ instantly affirming that this was a rock, which should

not be prevailed against. 2. What is meant by the proper
and only begotten Son of God hath been already abundantly
evinced

;
nor is it disproved by saying, that the proper and

only Son of God was given to death
;
for so he was, and

thereby God redeemed his church with his own blood. He
that is the proper and only begotten Son of God, was given
to death, though not in that nature, and in respect of that

wherein he is the proper and only begotten Son of God. 3.

Christ is the Son of the Father, who is God, and therein the

Son of God, without any danger of being the Son of himself,

that is, of God as he is the Son. This is a begging the thing
in question, without offering any plea for wh at theypre-
tend to, but their own unbelief and carnal apprehensions of

the things of God. 4. Our catechists have exceedingly

forgotten themselves and their masters, in affirming, that

Christ is called the proper and only begotten Son of God,
because he is most dear to God of all his sons

;
themselves

and their master having, as was shewed at large before, given
lis reasons quite of another nature for this appellation,
which we have discussed and disproved elsewhere. 3. If

Christ be the only begotten Son of God, only on this ac-

count, because he is most dear among all the sons of God,
then he is the Son of God upon the same account with

them; that is, by regeneration and adoption ; which that it

is most false hath been shewed elsewhere. Christ is the

proper, natural, only begotten Son of God, in contradistinc-

tion to all others, the adopted sons of God, as was made
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manifest. Isaac is called the only begotten son of Abra-

ham, not absolutely, but in reference to the promise ;
he

was his only begotten son to whom the promise did belong;
* he that received the promise offered up his only begotten
son.' Solomon is not said to be the only begotten of his

mother, Prov. iv. 3. but only before the face, or in the sight
of his mother

; eminently expressing his preferment as to

her affections. How little is this to what the gospel says of

Jesus Christ ?

I have only to say concerning Grotius in this matter,
that from none of these expressions in any place, doth he
take the least notice of what is necessarily concluded con-

cerning the Deity of Christ, wherein he might use his own

liberty. The opening, interpretation, and improvement of

these testimonies to the end aimed at, I desire the reader

to see, c. 7. They proceeds
'Q. What^ Scripture calls Christ the first born of every

creature ?

'A. Col.i. 15.
' Q. What dost thou answer thereunto ?

'A. Neither can ithence be gathered that Christ hath a di-

vine nature
;
for seeing Christ is the first born of every crea-

ture, it is necessary that he be one of the number of the

creatures. For that is the force of the word firstborn in

the Scriptures, that it is of necessity, that he who is first

born, be one of the number of them ofwhom he is the first

born
;
Col. i. 18. Rom. viii. 29. Apoc. i. 5. Neither that our

Lord Jesus was one of the things created in the old creation,
can our adversaries grant, unless they will be Arians

; it

behoveth them that they grant him to be one of the new
creation. From whence not only the divine nature of Christ
cannot be proved, but also that Christ hath no such divine

e Quae Scriptura eum vocat, Priraogenitam omnis crealurae ?-—Col. i. 15.—Quid ad
earn respondes ?—Neque hinc naturam divinam Christum liabere exsculpi posse.
Etenim cum Cliristus Primogenitus omnis creatnrie sit, euni iiinim e numero creatu-
rarum esse oportere, necesse est. Ea enim in Scripturis vis est primogeniti, ut pri-
mogenitum unura ex eorum genere quorum primogenitus est, esse, necesse sit. Col.
i. 18. Rom. viii. 29. Apoc. i. 5. Ut vero unus e rebus conditis creationis veteris ex-
istat Dominus Jesus, nee adversarii qnidem concedent, nisi Ariani esse velint. Unum
igitur esse e nova creationis genere Dominum Jesum concedant oportet. Unde non
solum divina Christi natura effici non potest ; verum etiam quod nullam divinam
naturam Cliristus habeat, iirmiter conficitur. Quod vero eo nomine vocatur ab
Apostolo Jesus, eo fit, quod tempore et prajstantia res oranes nova creationis ionge
antecedat.
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nature is firmly evinced. But now that Jesus is called by
that name by the apostle, it is from hence, that in time and

worth he far exceedeth all other things of the new creation.'

1, That by the creation, in this verse, and the things enu-

merated to be created, in the verses following, is intended

the creation of the world, and all things therein, visible and

invisible, was before abundantly evinced, in the considera-

tion of the ensuing verses
;
and the exceptions of these ca-

techists wholly removed from being any hindrance to the

embracing of the first obvious sense of the words. All then

that is here inferred from a supposition of the new creation

being here intended (which is a most vain supposition), falls

to theground of itself
;
so that I shall not need to take the least

farther notice of it. 2. That Christ is so the first born of the

old creation, as to be a prince, heir, and lord of it, and the

things thereof, which is the sense of the word as here used,
and yet not one of them is evident from the context

;
the

very next words to these, he is the first born of every crea-

ture, are, and by him all things were created. He by whom
all things, all creatures were created, is no creature

;
for he

else must create himself. And so we are neither Arians

nor Photinians ; though the former have more colour of

saving themselves from the sword of the word than the lat-

ter, yet they both perish by it. 3. The word TrpwToroKog,

'firstborn,' in this place is metaphorical; and the expression
is intended to set out the excellency of Christ above all

other things. That that is the design of the Holy Ghost in

the place, is confessed. Now whereas the word may import
two things concerning him of whom it is spoken ;

1. tliat

he is one of them in reference to whom he is said to be the

firstborn
;
or 2. that he hath privilege, pre-eminence, rule

and inheritance of them and over them
;

I ask which of

these significations suits the apostle's aim here, to set out

the excellency of Christ above all creatures
;
that which

makes him one of them, or that which exalts him above

them. 4. TlQwroTOKog Tra'o-rjc ktict£w<;, is begotten before all

creatures, or every creature. The apostle doth not say,

Christ' was vpivToc KTia^ilc,' the first of them made, but he was

born or begotten before them all, that is, from eternity. His

being begotten, is opposed to the creation of all other things.

And though the word, where express mention is made of
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others in the same kind, may denote one of them, yet where

it is used concerning things so far distant, and which are

not compared, but one preferred above the other, it requires
no such signification. See Job xviii. 13. Psal. Ixxxix. 27.

Jer. xxxi. 9. Grotius is perfectly agreed with our catechists,

and uses their very words in the exposition of this place ;

but that also hath been considered, and his expositions called

to an account formerly.
The next testimonies insisted on they produce in answer

to this question.

'Q. What^ Scriptures affirm, that Christ hath all things

that the Father hath ?

' A. John xvi. 15. xvii. 10.

*Q. What sayest thou to these?

*A, We have above declared, that the word '

omnia,' all

things, is almost always referred to the subject matter; where-

fore from these places that which they intend can no way
be proved. The subject matter, chap. 16. is that which the

Holy Spirit was to reveal to the apostles, which belonged to

the kingdom of Christ. And chap. xvii. it is most apparent
that he treateth of his disciples, whom God gave him, whom
he calls his. Moreover seeing that whatever Christ hath,

he hath it by gift from the Father, and not of himself, it

hence appeareth, that he can by no means have a divine na-

ture, when he who is God by nature hath all things of

himself.'

Of these texts the consideration will soon be despatched.

John xvi. 15. Christ saith; 'All things that the Father hath

are mine, therefore said I, He shall take of mine, and shew it

imto you.' Now if all things that the FatJier hath, are his,

then the divine nature is his, for the Father hath a divine

nature. But they say, this all things is to be expounded

according to the subject matter treated of, that is, only what

the Holy Ghost was to reveal to the apostles. Let then the

f Ubi vero Scriptura euni omnia, quaj Pater habeat, habere asserit?—John xvi.

15. Christus ait, Omnia, quae Pater habet, mea sunt, et infra capita xvii. 10. JMea

omnia tua sunt, ettua mea.—Quid tu ad htec?—Vox omnia, ad subjectam materiaui

ut superius aliquoties demonstravimus fere semper refertur. Quare ex ejusmodi locis

non potest uilo modo, quod volunt, eflfici. Materia vero subjecta cap. 16. est, id ni-

mirum, quod Spiritus Sanctus Apostolis ad Christi regnum spectans revelaturus erat.

Et 17. cap. constat apertissime agi de discipulis ipsius Jesu quos ipsi Deus dederat,

unde eos etiam suos vocat. Prffiterea, cum quicquid Christus habeat, habeat Patris

done, non autem a seipso, hinc apparet, ipsum divinam jiaturani habere nullo mode

posse, cum natura Deus omnia a seipso habeat.

]
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expression be expounded according to the subject matter.

Christ renders a reason why he said that the Spirit should

take of his, even because what he had of the Father, he had

also of him
;
all that the Father hath being his. Now it was

the knowledge of all truth, and all things to come, and all

things concerning that kingdom of Christ, that he was thus

to shew to the apostles. But look whence the Holy Ghost

hath his knowledge, thence he hath his essence : for those

things do not really differ in a divine nature. The Spirit

then having his knowledge of the Son, hath also his essence

of the Son, as he hath of the Father. And by this it is most

evidently confirmed, that among the 'all things' that the Fa-

ther hath, which the Son hath, his divine nature is also
;
or

else that could be no reason why he should say that the Spi-
rit 'should take of his, and shew to them.'

2. John xvii. 10. A reason is rendered why those who
are Christ's, are also God's, and to be in his care

; that is, be-
cause all his things (rd eiud Travra) were the Father's, and all

the Father's his. It is not then spoken of the disciples, but
a reason given why the disciples are so in the love of God
because of the unity of essence which is between Father and
Son, whence all the Son's things are the Father's, and all the

Father's are the Son's.

3. Christ's having all things not from himself, but by
gift from the Father, may be understood two ways. Either
it refers to the nature of Christ, as he is God, or to the per-
son of Christ, as he is the Son of God. In the first sense it

is false
;

for the nature of Christ being one with that of the

Father, hath all things without concession, gift or grant
made to it, as the nature : but as the person of the Son, in

which regard he receives all things, even his nature from the

Father, so it is true (those words being expounded as above) ;

but this only proves him to be the Son of God, not at all that

he is not God.

Grotius on the first place, Travra otra j^a o ttodj^, i/ia £(m'
' etiam prtescientia et decreta de rebus futuris, quatenus ec-

clesiam spectant.' Did he truly intend what the first words
do import, we should judge ourselves not a little beholding
to him. The foreknowledge Gof od is not in any who is

not God
;
nor his decrees : the first is an eternal property of

his nature
;
the latter are eternal acts of his will. If Christ

VOL. ^ in. 2 E
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have these, he must have the nature of God
;
but the last

words evidently take away what the first seem to grant, by

restraining this participation of Christ in the foreknowledge
and decrees of God, to things concerning the church, in

which sense Socinus grants the knowledge of Christ to be

infinite, namely, in respect of the church. Disput. de Adorat.

Christi cum Christiano Francken, p. 15. But it being cer-

tain, that he whose the prescience of God and his purposes
are properly, as to any one thing, his they are universally; it

is too evident, that he intends these things to belong to

Christ no otherwise, but as God revealeth the things that

are to come concerning his church to him, which respects

his office as Mediator, not his nature, as he is one with God
blessed for ever. Of the Deity of Christ, neither in this

nor the other place, is there the least intimation in that

author.
'

Q. sBut what Scripture calleth Christ the eternal Father ?

' A. Isa. ix. 6.

* Q. What sayest thou thereunto ?

' A. From thence a divine nature cannot be proved, seeing
Christ is called the Father of eternity for a certain cause, as

may be seen from the words there a little before expressed.
But it is marvellous, that the adversaries will refer this place
to the Son, which treats of the eternal Father, who, as it is

evident according to themselves, is not the Father. But

Christ is said to be the Father of eternity, or of the world

to come, because he is the prince and author of eternal life,

which is future.'

It were well for our adversaries if they could thus shift off"

this testimony. Let the words be considered, and it will

quickly appear what need they have of other helps, if they
intend to escape this sword, that is furnished against them
and their cause. The words of the verse are

;
'For unto us a

child is born, unto us a Son is given, and the government
shall be upon his shoulder: and his name shall be called Won-

s At qujE Scriptura Christum Patrem eternitatis vocat?—Isaise ix. 6.—Tu vero

quid ad hjec—Ex eo naturam divinam probari non posse, cum certam ob causam
Pater asternitatis Christus sit vocatus, ex ipsis verbis ibidem paulo siiperius expressis,
videre est. Mirum vero est, adversaries liunc locum, iibi igitur de Patre mterno, ad
filium referre, quem constat secundum eos ipsos Patrem non esse. Pater vero ieter-

nitatis autfuturi seculi propterea dictus est Christus, quod sit princeps ct autorvitse

aeternEe, quae futura est.
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derful. Counsellor, the mighty God, the everlasting Father,

the Prince of peace.'
Our catechists confessing that this is spoken of Christ,

and that he is here called the everlasting Father (they are

more modest than Grotius, whose labour to corrupt this place,
is to be bewailed

; having ventured on the words, as far as

any of the modern rabbins, who yet make it their business

to divert this text from being applied to the Messiah), have

saved me the labour of proving from the text and context,
that he only can possibly be intended. This then being taken

for granted : that is that which is here affirmed of him, that
' his name shall be called,' or

' he shall be,' and
' shall be known

to be' (for both these are contained in this expression) 'Won-
derful, Counsellor, the mighty God, the everlasting Father,
the Prince of peace.' He who is the 'mighty God,' and the

'everlasting Father,' is God by nature
;
but so is Jesus Christ.

The expression here used of the mighty God, is ascribed to

God, Deut. X. 17. Nehem. ix. 32. Jer. xxxii. 18. and is a

most eminent name of God
;
a name discriminating him from

all that are not God by nature. And this may be added to

the other names of God, that are attributed to Christ: as
'

Adonai,' Psal.cx. 1. 'Elohim,' Psal. xlvi.5.Heb. i. 8. 'Jeho-

vah,' Jer. xxiii. 6. xxxiii. 16. Mai. iii. 1, Psal. Ixxxiii. 18. God,
John i. 1. 'The true God,' 1 John v. 20. ' The great God,'
Tit. ii. 13. (of which places before) and here 'the mighty God/
'the eternal Father.'

2. What say our catechists to all this
; they fix only on

that expression, 'the eternal Father
;'
and say that we cannot

-intend the Son here, because we say, he is not the Father
;

and yet so do these gentlemen themselves : they say Christ

is the Son of God, and no way the same with th^ Father,

and yet they say upon a peculiar account he is here called,

the ' eternal Father.'

3. On what account then soever Christ is called the 'eter-

nal Father,' yet he is called so
;
and is eternal

;
whether it be,

because in nature he is one with the Father, or because of

his tender and fatherly affections to his church, because he

is the author of eternal life, because in him is life, it is all

one as to the testimony to his Deity in the words produced.
He who is the

'

mighty God, the eternal Father, the Prince of

peace,' is God by nature, which was to be confirmed.

2 F. 2
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So much for them. But our other friend must not be

forgotten. 'The place is of great importance. The testimony
in it, evident and clear : and we must not suffer ourselves on

any pretence to be deprived of the support thereof. Thiis

then he proceeds in the exposition of this place.

'For unto us a child is born/
'
id est nascetur, nam He-

breea prseterita sumuntur pro futuris :' i. e.
*
shall be born/ &.c.

of this we shall have use in the very next words.
' Unto us a Son is given /

' dabitur. Ezechias patri Achazo

multum dissimilis. Sic tamen ut multo excellentius hsec

ad Messiam pertinere, non Christiani tantum agnoscunt, sed

et Chaldeeus hoc loco/ i. e. 'shall be given.' 'Hezekiah most

unlike his father Ahaz. Yet so that these things belong
more excellently to the Messiah, not only as the Christians

acknowledge, but the Chaldee in this place.'

Here begins the exposition. Hezekiah isintended. So,

indeed, say some of the rabbins. But 1. This prophecy is

evidently a continuance of that which is begun chap. vii. and
was given at the time of the invasion of Judah by Rezin and
Pekah

;
which was after Ahaz had reigned some years ; as

is evident, 2 Kings, xvi. 1—5. Now he reigned but sixteen

years in all ;
and when Hezekiah came to the crown in suc-

cession to him he was twenty-five years of age ;
2 Kings

xviii. so that he must needs be born before this prophecy ;

there is then already an inconsistency in these annotations;

making the prophet to speak of that which was past as

future and to come.

2. It is true, that the Chaldee paraphrast applies this

prophecy unto the Messiah, whose words are
;

'

Dicit pro-

pheta domui David
; quoniam parvulus natus est nobis,

Filius datus est nobis, et suscepit legem super se, ut ser-

varet earn; et vocabitur nomen ejus, a facie admirabilis con-

silii Deus, vir permanens in seternum; Christus cujus pax
multiplicabitur super nos in diebus ejus.' He not only re-

fers the whole to Christ, without any intimation of Hezekiah,
but says also, that his name shall be, the ' God of counsel.'

3. Neither is he alone
;

but the ancient rabbins ge-

nerally are of the same judgment; as Petrus Galatinus and

Raymundus Martinus abundantly manifest. To repeat
what is, or may be collected from them to that purpose, is

not much to mine.
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4. The present difference between us and the learned

annotator is, whether Hezekiah be here intended at all or

no
;
to what hath been spoken, we have that to add in op-

position to him, which we chiefly insist upon, namely, that

none of the things ascribed to the person here spoken of can
be attributed to Hezekiah, as expressing somewhat more
divine than can be ascribed to any mere man whatever.

Indeed, as Grotius wrests the words in his followino- inter-

pretation, they may be ascribed to any other
;

for he leaves

no name of God, nor any expression of any thing divine to

him that is spoken of.

Among the rabbins that interpret this place of Hezekiah,
one of the chief said he was the Messiah indeed, and that

they were to look for no other. This is the judgment of

Rabbi Hillel in the Talmud. Hence because Maimonides
said somewhere that the faith of the Messiah to come is the

foundation of the law
;

it is disputed by Rabbi Joseph
Albo, Orat. 1. cap. 1. whether Hillel were not to be reck-

oned among the apostates, and such as should have no por-
tion in the world to come : but he resolves the question on
Hillel's side, and denies that the faith of the Messiah to

come, is the foundation of the law. Others, who apply these

words to Hezekiah, say he should have been the Messiah,
but that God altered his purpose upon the account which

they assign ;
this they prove from ver. 7 where, in the word

nino^, ver. 7. 'mem clausum'is put in the middle of a word.

This, Grotius takes notice of ver. 7. and says,
* eo stabilita-

tem significari volunt Hebrsi, ut per mem apertum in fine

rupturam.' Perhaps sometimes they do so, but here some of

them turn it to another purpose, as they may use it to what

purpose they please : the observation being ludicrous. The
words of Rabbi Tanchum, in libro Sanhedrim, to this purpose
are ;

' Dixit Rabbi Tanchum, quomodo omne mem, quod est

in medio vocis, apertum est, et istud n3"iD^, Esa. ix. 7, clausum
est? Quaesivit Deus sanctus benedictus facere Ezechiam
Messiam, et Senacheribum Gog et Magog. Dixit proprietas

judicii coram eo, Domine mundi, et quid Davidem, qui dixit

faciei tua) tot cantica, et laudes, non fecisti Messiam, Eze-
chiam vero, cui fecisti omnia signa heec, et non dixit canti-

cum faciei tuae, vis facere Messiam? Propterea clausum fuit

statim, Sec. Egressa est vox coelestis, secretum meummihi.'
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'Rabbi Taiichum said, seeing every y/zem that is in the middle

of a word is open, how comes that in rQ")D^ to be closed?

The holy blessed God sought to make Hezekiah to be the

Messiah, and Senacherib to be Gog and Magog ; propriety of

judgment (that is, the right measure of judgment), said

before him. Lord of the whole earth, why didst thou not

make David Messiah, who spake so many songs and praises

before thee? and wilt make Hezekiah to be the Messiah;

for whom thou hast wrought those great signs, and he spake
no song before thee ? instantly 7nem was shut, and a hea-

venly voice went forth. My secret belongs to me.'

And so Hezekiah lost the Messiahship for want of a song.

And these are good masters in the interpretation of pro-

phecies concerning Christ. I wholly assent to the conjec-

ture of the learned annotator about this business. ' Non in-

credibile est,' says he, 'quod unus scribaproperans commi-

serate id alios superstitiose imitatos.'
' One began this

writing by negligence, and others followed him with super-

stition.' The conjectures of some Christians from hence are

with me of no more weight than those of the Jews; as that

by this mem clausum is signified the birth of Christ of a

Virgin ;
and whereas in number it signifies six-hundred, it

denotes the space of time at the end whereof Christ was to

be born
;
which was so many years from the fourth of Ahaz,

wherein this prophecy as is supposed was given.

I have not insisted on these things as though they were

of any importance, or in themselves worthy to be repeated,

where men are dealing seriously about the things of God;
but only to shew what little cause Grotius had to follow the

modern rabbins in their exposition of this place, whose con-

ceits upon it are so foolish and ridiculous.

Return we to the annotations, the first passage he fixes

on is
;

' And the government shall be on his shoulder ;' saith

he,
' id est, erit Tropclivpoyhnrog, ab ipsis cunis purpuram feret

regiam, utin regnum natus
;
confer Ezech. xxviii. 13.' 'He

shall be born to purple ;
from his very cradle he shall bear

the kingly purple, being born to the kingdom.'

1. But this is nothing peculiar to Hezekiah; his son Ma-
nasseh was all this as well as he. And how this, being in

itself a light and trivial thing, common to all other kings'

sons with him, should be thus prophesied of as an eminent
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honour and glory, none can see any cause. 2. But is this

indeed the meaning of tliese words ?
' Hezekiah when he is a

boy shall wear a purple coat ;' which the prophet when he

gave forth this prophecy perhaps saw him playing in every

day. Certainly it is a sad thing to be forsaken of God, and
to be given up to a man's own understanding in the expo-
sition of the Scripture. That the government, the princi-

pality here mentioned, which is said to be upon the shoulder

of him, concerning whom the words are spoken, that is com-
mitted to him, as a weighty thing, is the whole rule and go-
vernment of the church of God, committed to the manage-
ment of the Lord Jesus Christ, the Mediator, to the incon-

ceivable benefit and consolation of his people, the reader

may find evinced in all expositors on the place (unless
some one or other of late

; persons of note, who to appear
somebodies have ventured to follow Grotius): it is not my
business to insist on particulars.

His next note is on these words: 'His name shall be
called. In Haebraeo est vocabit. Supple quisque ;

Etiam
Chaldzeus vocabiturtranstulit. NotumautemHsebraisdicisic
vel sic vocari aliquem cui tales tituli aut liri^iTa, conveniunt.'

I delight not to contend at all, nor shall do it without great
cause. For the sense of these words I am content that we
take up thus much : the titles following are his names, and

they agree to him; that is, he is, or shall be such a one, as

answers the description in them given of him. But here

our great doctors, whom this great man follows, are divided.

Some of them not seeing how it is possible that the names

following should be ascribed to Hezekiah, some of them di-

rectly terming him God, they pervert the words, and read

them thus; 'The Wonderful, Counsellor, the mighty God,
&c. shall call his name, the Prince of peace ;' so ascribing
the last name only to Hezekiah, all the former to God. The

advantage they take is from the want of variation by cases

in the Hebrew. And this way go all the present rabbins,

being set into it by Solomon Jarchi, on the place. But ^as

this is expressly contrary to the judgment of the old doc-

tors, as hath been abundantly proved out of their Targum
and Talmud, where Hezekiah is called the Lord of eight

names, and is opposed to Senacherib, who they say had
>' Vid. Pet. Gal. lib. 3. cap. 19. Rayinun. Martin. 3. p. Dist. 1. cap. 9.
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eight names also. So it is contrary to all their own rules of

grammar, to place the name of him who calls, after the verb

calling, ofwhich there is not one instance to be given. Gro-

tius therefore takes in with them, who apply all these names

to Hezekiah
;

shift with them afterward as well as he can.

So he proceeds.
* Wonderful : ob summas qua in eo erunt virtutes.' 'For

the excellent virtues that shall be in him.' But I pray why
more than David, or Josiah ? This is his name Wonderful,

that is, he shall be verv virtuous, and men shall admire him :

how much better this name agrees to him, and how much
more proper it is, whose person is so great a mystery,
2 Tim. iii. 16. and whose name is so abstruse, Prov. xxx. 4.

and that upon the wonderful conjunction of two natures in

one person here mentioned (he who is the mighty God, being
also a child given unto us), is evident to all.

'

Counsellor, the Mighty God : imo consultator Dei

fortis : id est, qui in omnibus negotiis consilia a Deo poscet,

per prophetas scilicet, ut jam sequetur.' 'Yea he who taketh

counsel of the mighty God : that is, who in all his affairs

asks counsel of God, namely, by the prophets.'

And is not this boldness thus to correct the text :

* Coun-

sellor, the mighty God ;' yea, he that ' asketh counsel of the

mighty God.' What colour, what pretence, what reason or

plea, may be us6d for this perverting the words of the text,

our annotator not in the least intimates.

The words are evidently belonging to the same person,

equally parts of that name, whereby he is to be called, and

the casting of them, without any cause into this construction

in a matter of this importance (because it is to be said) is

intolerable boldness. It is not without great probability of

truth pleaded by some, that the two first words should go
together, the wonderful counsellor, as those that follow do;
not that x'i'D

' admirabilis' is an epithet, or an adjective, it

being a substantive, and signifying a wonder or a miracle :

but that the weight of what is said, being laid much upon
the force of 'Counsellor,' setting out the infinite wisdom of

Christ, in all his ways, purposes, and counsels concerning
his church, this other term seems to be suited to the settino-

forth thereof. But this corruption of the text is the more
intolerable in our annotator, because in the close of his
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observations on this place, he confesses, that all the things
here mentioned have a signification in Christ, much more

sublime and plain, than that which he hath insisted on
;
so

that had he been any friend to the Deity of Christ, he would

not have endeavoured to have robbed him of his proper

name, the *

mighty God,' in this place ;
but this was neces-

sary, that the rabbinical accommodation of this place to

Hezekiah might be retained. That this place then is spoken
of Christ we have evinced, nor can it be waved without open

perverting of the words
;
and he is here called the *

mighty
God,' as was before declared.

Grotius proceeds to apply the residue of this glorious

name to Hezekiah,
' The everlasting Father ;' or as it is in the

Vulgar Latin,
' Pater futuri seculi

;
in Hebra^o V>ion est

futuri
; pater Seculi est, qui multos post se relicturus sit

posteros, et in longum tempus. In the Hebrew the word

future is not
;
the father of the age, is he who leaves many

of his posterity behind him, and that for a long time.'

About the Vulgar Latin translation we do not contend.

Of the meaning and use of the word Gnolam I have spoken

already ;
when it is applied to God, it signifies eternity ;

but the word here is not Gnolam,
'' but 1)} properly eternity

when applied to God, Psal. x. 16.
' God is King, nyi vh^^

' seculi et eternitatis, for ever and ever.' Instances might be

multiplied to this purpose. That this should be, Hezekiah

shall leave many children, and that for a long season, credat

Apella ; what sons he left, besides one, and he a wicked one,

for the most part of his days, is uncertain
;
within a hundred

and thirty years, or thereabout, his whole posterity was car-

ried captive ;
how exceedingly unsuited this appellation is

to him, is evident. The Father of eternity, that is, one that

leaves a son behind him, and a possibility for his posterity
to continue in the condition wherein he was for a hundred

and thirty years ; many such everlasting fathers may we find

out. What in all this is peculiar to Hezekiah, that this should

so emphatically be said to be his name?

The next is, 'Princepspacis,' 'the Prince of peace.' *Prin-

ceps pacificus, et in pace victurus.' ' A peaceable prince, and

one that should live in peace.'

1. On how much better, more noble, and glorious ac-

'' Psal. xlviii. 1 i. ix. 6, 7, &c.
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count, this title belongs to Christ, is known. 2. The Prince

of peace, is not a peaceable prince, but the author, giver,

procurer, establisher of peace. 3. Neither did Hezekiah

reign in peace all his days ;
his kingdom was invaded,

his fenced cities taken, and himself and chief city delivered

by a miraculous slaughter of his enemies.
' Of the increase of his government, and of peace no end.'

"Which he reads according to the Vulgar Latin :

'

Multipli-

cabitur ejus imperium, et pacis ejus non evit finis.' Literally,
' for the multiplying of his kingdom, and of peace no end.'

As to the first part, his exposition is
;
'id est, durabit per

annos 29.' 'His kingdom should continue for twenty-nine

years.' Who would believe such gross darkness should

cover t.'^e face of so learned a man. 'Of the increase of

his government there shall be no end ;'
that is, he shall

reign nine and twenty years. This might almost twice as

properly be spoken of his son Manasses, who reigned fifty-

five. And now let him that hath a mind to feed on such

husks as these, go on with his annotations in this place.

I am weary of considering such trash. And let the pious

reader tremble at the righteous judgment of God, giving

up men trusting to their own learning and abilities, refusing

to captivate their hearts to the obedience of the truth, to

such foolish and childish imaginations, as men of common
sense must needs abhor.

It appears then that we have here a description of Jesus

Christ, and of him only ;
and that the names here ascribed

to him, are proper to him, and declare who he was, and is,

' even the mighty God, the Prince of peace,' &,c. Let us

proceed with our catechists.

In the next place they heap up sundry places, which

they return slight answers unto
;
and yet to provide them

in such manner, as that they might be the easier dealt withal

they cut off parcels, and expressions in the middle of sen-

tences, and from the context, from whence the greatest evi-

dence, as to the testimony they give in this matter, doth

arise. I shall consider them apart as they are proposed.

1. Christ is called the Wordof God, John i. l.Rev. xix. 13.

They say.
' From hence that' Christ is called the Word of God, a

' Ex eo, quod Verbum Dei sit Christus doceii divina in Chiisto natura uon potest,
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divine nature in Christ cannot be proved, yea the contrary

may be gathered. For seeing he is the Word of the one

God, it is apparent, that he is not that one God. But Jesus

is therefore called the Word of God, because he expounds to

us the whole will of God, as John there declares a little

after, John i. 18. as he is also in the same sense said to be

life and truth.'

Christ is the Word of God
;
the Word or 6 \6yog, is

either irpocpopiKog, or the word which outwardly is spoken of

God : or hvha^erog, his eternal essential Word, or Wisdom.

Let our catechists prove another acceptation of the word in

any place. That Christ is not the word spoken by God,

they will grant, for he was a person that revealed to us the

word of God. He is then God's eternal Word or Wisdom,
and so consequently God. 2. Christ is so called the Word of

God, John i. 1. as that he is in the same place said to be God.

And our adversaries are indeed too impudent, whereas they

say,
'
if he be the Word of the one God, he cannot be the

one God :' the Holy Ghost affirming the flat contrary, namely,
* that he was the Word, and was with God, and was God ;'

that is doubtless the one true God, ver. 1—3.
' He was

with God,' in his person, as the Son, and he was God as to

his nature. 3. Christ is not called the Word, John i. 1.

upon the account of his actual revealing the word of God to

us, in his own person on the earth (which he did, ver. 18.)

because he is called so in his everlasting residence with the

Father, before the world was, ver 1. Nor is he so called on

that account. Rev. xix. 13. it being applied to him, in re-

ference to the work of executing judgment on his enemies

as a king, and not his revealing the word of God as a pro-

phet. So that notwithstanding this exception, this name of

the 'Word of God,' applied to Christ, as in the places men-

tioned, proves him to have a divine nature, and to be God
blessed for ever.

The next place is Col. i. 15.
' Christ is the image of the

• invisible God.' To which they say only;

iiuo adversum potius coUigitur. Cum cnim ipsiusunius Dei verbum sit, appareteum
non esse ipsuni unum Deurn. Quod etiam ad singula lia;c testimonia siniul icspon-
deri potest. Verbum vero, vel Sermo Dei Jesus ideo nuiicupatur, quod omuem
Dei voluntatem nobis exposuerit, ut ibidem Johannes inferius exposuit, Johan. i. 18.

Quemadmodum ctiam eodem scnsu ct vita et Veritas dicitur.
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'
The'' same may be said of this, as of that foregoing/ But,

An imao-e is either an essential image, or accidental. A

representation of a thing in the same substance with it, as

a Son is the image of his Father, or a representation in

some resemblance like that of a picture. That Christ cannot

be the latter is evident. Our catechists refer it to his office,

not his person. But 1. It is the person of Christ that is

described in that and the following verses, and not his office.

2. The title given to God, whose image he is, the '

invisible

God,' will allow there be no image of him but what is invi-

sible
;
nor is there any reason of adding that epithet of God,

but to declare also the invisible spiritual nature of Christ,

wherein he is like his Father. And the same is here intended

with what is mentioned in the third place.

Heb. i. 3.
' He is the express image of his person.'

• This' is to be understood, that whatever God hath pro-

raised, he hath now really exhibited in Christ.'

Well expounded. Christ is the character of his Father's

person, that is, what God promised he exhibited in Christ.

Would not any man admire these men's acumen, and readi-

ness to interpret Scriptures? The words are part of the de-

scription of the person of the Son of God: ' He is the bright-
ness of his Father's glory, and the express image of his per-

son, upholding all things by the word of his power:' that is,

he reveals the will of God. Tliis the apostle had expressly

affirmed, ver, 1. in plain and familiar terms; that he should

now repeat over the same thing again in words so exceed-

ingly insignificant ofany such matter, is very strange. 2. The

apostle speaks of the hypostasis of the Father, not of his

will : of his subsistence, not his mind to be revealed. We do
not deny, that Christ doth represent his Father to us, and is

to us the express image of his person, but antecedently
hereunto, we say he is so in himself. Grotius's corruption
of this whole chapter was before discovered, and in part re-

moved.

John xiv. 9.
' He that hath seen me hath seen the Fa-

ther;' is next proposed. To which they say;

•' Hoc idem dici potest de eo, quod imago Dei conspicui vocatur.
' Quod vero cliaracter hypostaseos ejus dictus sit, hoc iiitelligi debet. Deus

quicquid nobis promisit, jam reipsa in eo exhibuisse.
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'

Neither"' can any divine nature be proved from hence,

for this 'seeing,' cannot be spoken of the essence of God,
which is invisible, but of the knowledge of the things that

Christ did and spake.'
Christ so speaks of his Father and his oneness, whereby

he that saw one, saw both, as he describes it to be in the

verse following; where he says, the ' Father is in him and

he in the Father.' Now that the Father is in hira, and he in

the Father, and that he and the Father are one in nature and

essence, hath been before sufficiently demonstrated. The

seeing here intended, is that of faith, whereby both Father

and Son are seen unto believers.

Col. ii. 9. is the last in this collection.
' In whom dwell-

eth all the fulness of the Godhead bodily.'
To this they say, 1.

' That" this word divmitas, may sig-

nify the will of God. And seeing the apostle opposeth that

speech not to persons, but to philosophy and the law, it is

manifest, that it is to be understood of the doctrine, and not

of the person of Christ. Of this word 'bodily' thou shalt hear

afterward.'

But 1. It is not Divinity, but Deity, not B-eiotjjc but

S'eorrjc, that is here spoken of; and that not simply neither,

but 7rX/;pw/ua 3'£orr>Toc, 'the fulness of the Godhead.' 2. That

^Eorrjc or 7rX?}pwjua S*£07rjroc, is ever taken for the will of God,

they do not, they cannot prove. 3. How can it be said, that

the will of God (carotKa aMfiaTiKCog,
' doth dwell bodily' in any,

or what can be the sense of that expression ? Where they
afterward interpret the word 'bodily' I do not remember, when
I meet with their exposition it shall be considered. 4. That

the words are to be referred to the person of Christ, and not

his doctrine, is manifest, not only from the words them-

selves, that will not bear any such sense, as whereunto they
are wrested, but also from the context. For not only the

whole order and series of words before and after, do speak

"" Quod vero attinet ad dictus Domini Jesu. Qui me videt Patrem, neque hinc

naturam divinam probari certum cuique esse potest, cum ea ratio videiidi noii possit dc
essentia Dei accipi, qure invisibilis sit prorsus, veruin dc cognilione eoium, quju dixit

et fecit Cliristus.
" Ncc illis denique verbis, quod ])leiiitudo divinitatis in eo babitat corporaliter,

probatur naturadivina. Primum enini, vox baec divinitas, designare potest voluntafcm

Dei, eamque orationem cum Apostolus opponat non personis, sed Pliiiosopliiffi et

Legi, hiiic perspicuum est, eain de doctrina Domini Jesu non dc persona accipi. Do
bac vero voce, corporaliter, quid ea notet, inferius suo loco audies.
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of the person of Christ; 'For in him are hid all treasures of

wisdom and knowledge ;' ver. 3.
' Him we receive/ ver. 6.

' In

him we are built up;' ver. 7. *In himwe are complete;' ver. 10.
J

'In him we are circumcised; ver. 11. 'Withhim we are buried;'  
ver. 12. 'Together with him are we quickened ;' ver. 13. and it

was 'he that was crucified for us,' ver. 14, 15. but also the de-

sign of the Holy. Ghost enforces this sense
;

it being to dis-

cover a fulness and sufficiency in Christ, of all grace and

wisdom, that men should not need to seek relief from either

law or philosophy. The fulness of the Godhead inhabiting

in the person of Christ substantially, he is God by nature.

And of these places so far : the three following, of John

xvii. 5. 1 Pet. i. 10, 11. John iii. 13. have been in their pro-

per places already vindicated.

Grotius interprets that of Col. ii. 9. according to the ana-

logy of the faith of our catechists ;

' Christi doctrina non

modo philosophise sed et legi plurimum prsestat.' That

TrdvTO irX-nptoiJLa rfjc S'forrjroc, should be doctrina, and kutoikh

Iv Xpto-rw, should make it the
' doctrine of Christ,' and aoifia-

TiKiog, should be no man knows what, is but a cross way of

interpretation. And yet Augustine is quoted, with a say-

ino- from him to give countenance unto it
;
which makes me

admire almost as much as at the interpretation itself. The

words our annolator mentions are taken from his Epist. 57.

ad Dardan. though he mentions it not. The reason will

quickly appear to any one that shall consult the place ;
for

notwithstanding the expression here cropt off from his dis-

course, he gives an interpretation of the words, utterly con-

trary to what this learned man would here insinuate, and

perfectly agreeing with that which we have now proposed.

Our catechists proceed to the consideration of sundry

places where Christ is called,
' the only Lord, the Lord of

glory : the King of kings, the Lord of lords;' all which being

titles of the one true God, prove him to be so : and the first

proposed is,
* To us there is one Lord Jesus Christ, by whom

are all things, and we by him ;'
1 Cor. viii. 6.

A little to give light to our argument from hence, and that

the strength of it may appear, some few observations concern-

ing the context, and the words themselves, will be necessary.

1. Ver. 7. The apostle, speaking of the heathens and

their opinion of the Deity, says, there be, that is, to them,in
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their apprehension,
*

gods many, and lords many :' that is,

many supreme powers who are gods and lords. The terms

of *

gods many' and 'lords many,' are not expressive of seve-

ral kinds of deities, but of the same
;
whom they esteemed

lords they esteemed gods, and so on the contrary. In op-

position to this polytheism of theirs, he declares that Chris-

tians have but one God, one Lord
;
wherein if the apostle

did not intend to assert one only God unto Christians, in the

different persons of the Father and Son, he had not spoken
in such an opposition, as the adversative aXAa at the begin-

ning of the words, and the comparison instituted do require.
2. That this one Lord of Christians is the only true God,

is manifest from Deut. vi. 4.
' The Lord our God is one Lord,'

So the apostle here
;

' To us there is one Lord :' not many
gods, as the heathens fancied

;
in opposition also to whose

idolatry is that assertion of Moses. And so Thomas, in his

confession joins these two together, intending one and the

same person ;

'

My Lord, and my God.'

3. Kvpiog, being put to signify God, is the word which the

. Septuagint render Jehovah by, and so eig Kvpiog, is that '

only
Jehovah.'

4. The attribution of the same works in this verse to Fa-

ther and Son, manifest them to be the same one God. ' Of
whom are all things, and we in him

; by whom are all things,
and we by him.' These things being premised, what our

catechists except to this testimony may be considered : thus

then they.
* Henceo a divine nature cannot be proved; for 1. He doth

manifestly difference him from the Father, whom we have

" Ex eo quod Cliristum Apostolus Dominum suuni vocct, natura divina effici iie-

quit. Nam eum primo manifeste ab illo Patre, qucm ibidem Deum unum fatctur,

secernit, quem solum natura Deum esse superius docuimus. Deinde, hoc ipsum quod
dc eo dicit, omnia per ipsum, eum natura Deum esse non ostcndit: cum ut superius
demoiistratu-ra est, liac particula, per, non primam, verumsecundam causam dcsigiiari

cons,tet : quod de eo (jui natura Deus est, dici nullo mode potest. Et licet de Patre

Scriptura iuterdum loquatur, per eum omnia, aiiter tamen lia^c de Patre, quam do
Cliristo accipiuntur. De Patre cnim hajc ideo dici constat, quod omnes causa: mcdire,

per quas fit aliquid, non aliunde sint, nisi ab ipso, nee sint ejusmodi, ut sine iis illc

agere non possit : de Christo vero dicuntur, quod per eum alius quis, nempe Deus
omnia operctur, utE[)li. iii. 9. expresse habetur. Ne commcmnrandum mihi sit, ver-

bum, omnia (uti superius ostensuu) est), ad subjcctam matciiam rcferri. Quod ita

liabere inde a|)paret, quod Apostolus agit dc iis omnibus rebus, qua; ad |)opuluiu
Cliristianum pertinent, ut duo h;i-c verba demonstrant, nobis et Pater. Unde eflicilur

Christum non simpliciter et absolute, verum ceria de causa vocatum Dominum unum,

per quem onmia. Quare hinc natura divina non probatur.
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taught above to be the only God by nature. 2. This, that it

says of him. That by him are all things, shews him not to be

God by nature, seeing as he hath been above declared, this

particle 'by,' doth not signify the first, but the second cause,

which can by no means bespoken of him who is God by na-

ture. And though the Scriptures do sometimes say of the

Father, By him are all things; yet these words are to be taken

otherwise of the Father, than of the Son. It is manifest that

this is said of the Father, because all mediate causes, by
which any thing is done, are not from any other, but from

himself; nor are they such, as that he cannot work without

them : but it is spoken of Christ, because by him, another,

namely God, worketh all things, as it is expressly said, Eph.
iii. 9. That I need not to remember, that the word '

all things,'

as was shewed above, is to be referred to the subject matter;

which, that it so appeareth hence, that the apostle dealeth

of all those things which belong to the Christian people, as

these two words,
' to us,' and

'

Father,' do declare. Whence
it is proved, that Christ is not simply and absolutely, but in

some certain respect, called the one Lord, by whom are all

things. Wherefore his divine nature is not proved from

hence.'

It is very evident, that they are much entangled with this

testimony, which necessitates them to turn themselves into

all manner of shapes, to try whether they can shift their

bonds, and escape or no. Their several attempts to evade
shall be considered in their order.

1. It is true, Christ is differenced clearly from the Father,
as to his person, here spoken of, but that they have proved
the Father to be the only God by nature, exclusively to the

Son and Holy Ghost, is but a boasting before they put off

their harness. It is true, the Father is said here to be the

one God, which no more hinders the Son from being so too,
than the assertion that the Son is the one Lord, denies the

Father's being so also.

2. That cavil at the word "by,' hath been already consi-

dered and removed. It is enough for us to manifest, that

this assignation of the creation of all things to Christ, by
the expression of,

'

by him are all things,' doth by no means

depose him from the honour of principal efficient cause in

that work, the same attribution being made to the Father in
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the same words. And to say as our catechists do, that this

expression is ascribed to the Father, in such a sense, and not

to Christ, is purely, without any pretence of proof, to beg the

thing in question. Neither is that any thing to the purpose,
which is urged from Eph. iii. 9. for we confess, that as Christ

is equal with his Father, as to his nature, wherein he is God,
so as he is the Son in office, he was the servant of the Father,

who accomplishes his own mind and will by him.

3. The subject matter in this place, as to the words under

consideration, is the demonstration of the one God and

Lord of Chiistians, asserted in opposition to the many gods
and lords of the heathen, from the effects or works of that

one God and Lord
;

' from him, and by him are all things.'
And this is the difference that God elsewhere puts between

himself and idols; Jer. x. 10, IL And if there be any such

subject matter, as proves Christ not to be the one Lord ab-

solutely, but in some respect, it proves also that the Father

is not the one God absolutely, but in some respect only.
4. The words,

'
to us,' and ^Father,' do one of them express

the persons believing the doctrine proposed, concerning the

one true God and Lord, the other describes that one true

God, by that name whereby he revealed himself to those be-

lievers
;
neither of them at all inforcing the restriction men-

tioned. Christ then is absolutely the one Lord of Christians,

who made all things, and so is by nature God blessed for

ever.

I should but needlessly multiply words particularly to

animadvert on Grotius's annotations on this place : I do it

only where he seems to add some new shifts to the interpre-
tation of our adversaries, or varies from them in the way,

though he agree in the end
;
neither of which reasons oc-

curring in this place, I shall not trouble the reader with the

consideration of his words. By Si ov to. Travra, to maintain

his former expositions of the like kind, he will have all the

things of the new creation only intended, but without colour

or pretence of proof, or any thing to give light to such an

exposition of the words.

Our catechists next mention, 1 Cor. ii. 8. 'For if they had

known it, they would not have crucified the Lord of glory.'
Who is the Lord of glory, or God of glory, the Holy

Ghost declares, Acts vii. 2.
' The God of glory appeared

VOL. VIII. 2 F
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to our father Abraham when he was in Mesopotamia ;' and

Psal. xxiv. 9.
* Who is the King of glory? The Loid strong

and mighty, the Lord mighty in battle.' Christ therefore is

this God
J
and indeed is intended in that psalm. But they

say,
*Ap divine nature cannot be proved from hence, seeing it

treateth of him who was crucified : which cannot be said of

a divine nature, but of a man, who is therefore called the

Lord of glory ;
that is, the glorious Lord, because he is

crowned of God with glory and honour.' But,

I. Though the divine nature could not be crucified, yet

he that had a divine nature might be, and was crucified in

the nature of a man, which he also had. Our catechists

know they do but beg in these things; and would feign have

us grant, that because Christ had a human nature, he had not

a divine. 2. He is called the Lord of glory, as God is called

the God of glory, and these terms are equivalent, as hath

been shewed. 3. He was the Lord of glory when the Jews

crucified him, or else they had not crucified him who was

the Lord of glory, but one that was to be so : for he was not

crowned with glory and honour, until after his crucifying.

Grotius's annotation on this place, is worth our observa-

tion, as having somewhat new, and peculiar in it.
'

Kvpiov rrig

^6^r)g. Eumquem Deusvult esse omnium Judicem, nam Gloria

Christi maxime ilium diem respicit; 1 Pet. iv. 13. Christus

Kvpiog So^rjc, praefiguratus per arcara, quse, lODPI "l^D Psal.

xxiv. 9.' For the matter and substance of it, this is the

same plea with that before mentioned
;
the additions only

deserve our notice. Christ is called the Lord of glory, as

God is called the God of glory. And that term is given
him to testify, that he is the God of glory If his glory at

the day of judgment be intended, the Jews could not be said

to crucify the Lord of glory, but him that was to be the

Lord of glory at the end of the world. Our participation

of Christ's glory is mentioned, 1 Pet. iv. 13. not his obtain-

ing of glory. He is essentially the Lord of glory, the mani-

festation whereof is various, and shall be eminent at the day
of judgment. 2. That the ark is called inDH "l^D is little

less than blasphemy. It is he alone who is the Lord of

P Cum in eo agatur de eo qui crucifixus sit, apparet ex eo naturam divinam non pro-

bari, cum de liac illud dici nequeat, verum de homine, qui ideo Dominus gloriae di-

citur, hoc est, Dominus gloriosus, quod a Deo gloria et honore coronatus sit.
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Hosts, who is called the Lord of glory, Psal. xxiv. 9. But
this is another shift, for the obtaining of the end designed ;

namely, to give an instance where a creature is called Je-

hovah, as that King of glory is, than which a more imhappy
one could scarce be fixed on in the whole Scripture. The
annotations of the learned man on that whole psalm are very

scanty ;
his design is to refer it all to the story of David's

bringing home the ark
; 2 Sam. vi. That it might be oc-

casioned thereby I will not deny ; that the ark is called the

King of glory, and the Lord of Hosts, and not he, of whose

presence and favour, the ark was a testimony, no attempt of

proof is offered. Neither by the way can I assent unto his

interpretation of these words
;

'
Lift up your heads O ye

gates, and be ye lift up ye everlasting doors : that is, ye
gates of Sion, made of cedar, that are made hanging down,
and when they are opened, they are lifted up.' Certainly

something more sublime and glorious is intended.

The process of our catechists is unto Rev. xvii. 14. xix.

16. in both which places Christ is called the Lord of lords,
and King of kings. This also is expressly the name of God

;

1 Tim. vi. 16. 'Who is the blessed and only potentate, the

King of kings, and Lord of lords : who only hath immorta-

lity, dwelling in the light,' &c. To this they say.
* Im this testimony he is treated of who is the lamb, who

hath garments, who was killed, and redeemed us with his

blood, as John evidently testifieth, which can by no means
be referred to a divine nature, and therefore a divine nature

cannot hence be proved. But all things that in these testi-

monies are attributed to Christ do argue that singular au-

thority which God hath given unto Christ, in those things
that belong to the new covenant.'

These are but drops, the shower is past. Because he

who was the lamb, who was slain, is King of kings and Lord

of lords, we prove him to have another nature, in respect
whereof he could be neither killed nor slain. Therefore, he

is God
;
God only is so. And the answer is

;
because he

1 In tertio testimonio, cum agatur de eo, qui agnus est, ct qui vcstimenta liabct,

queraetoccisum,et sanguine suonosredimisse apertissiiue idem Johannes fatctur,quae
referriad divinam nalurani nulla ratione possunt,ap|)aret conaturam divinam Christ!

astruinon posse. Omnia vero, quaehic Ciiristo in iis tcslimoniis tribuuntur, singula-
rem ipsius potestateni, quam Deus Christo in iis, qua; ad novum foediis pertinent,

dedit, arguunt.

2 F 2
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was the lamb, he was killed and slain, therefore he is not

God
;
that is, he is not King of kings and Lord of lords,

which the Holy Ghost who gave him this name will prove

against them. 2. Our adversaries have nothing to except

against this testimony, but that the King of kings and

Lord of lords is not God; which they do not prove, nor

labour to disprove our confirmation of it. 3. Kings and

lords of the world, are not of the things of the new cove-

nant, so that Christ's absolute sovereignty over them, is not

of the grant which he hath of his Father as Mediator, but as

he is God by nature. And so much for this collection con-

cerning these several names of God attributed to Christ.

What follows in the three questions and answers ensu-

ing, relates to the divine worship attributed to Christ in the

Scriptures, though it be marvellous faintly urged by them.

Some few texts are named, but so much as the intendment

of our argument from them is not once mentioned. But

because I must take up this elsewhere, viz. in answer to Mr.

Biddle, cap. 10. 1 shall remit the consideration of what here

they except, to the proper place of it, where, God assisting,

from the divine worship and invocation of Jesus Christ, I

shall invincibly demonstrate his eternal power and Godhead.

In the last place, they heap up together a number of

testimonies, each of which is sufficient to cast them down
to the sides of the pit, in the midst of their attempts against
the eternal Deity of the Son of God, and accommodate a

slight general answer to them all. The places are worth the

consideration, I shall only propose them, and then consider

their answer.

The first is Isa. viii. 13, 14.
'

Sanctify the Lord of hosts

himself; and let him be your fear, and let him be your dread.

And he shall be for a sanctuary ;
but for a stone of stum-

bling and for a rock of offence to both the houses of Israel.'

He that is to be for a rock of offence, and a stone of stum-

bling, is the Lord of hosts, whom we must sanctify in our

hearts, and make him our dread and our fear. But this was
Jesus Christ

;
Luke ii. 34. * This child is set for the rising

and fall of many in Israel
;
as it is written, behold I lay in

Sion a stumbling-stone, and rock of offence; and whosoever

believeth on him, shall not be ashamed;' Rom. ix. 33,
' the stone which the builders refused, anJ a stone of
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stumbling, and a rock of offence;' 1 Pet. ii. 7, 8. In all which

places that prophecy is repeated. Christ therefore, is the

Lord of hosts, whom we are to sanctify in our heart, and to

make him our dread and our fear.

Isa. xlv. 22, 23.
'
I am God and there is none else

;
I

have sworn by myself, the word is gone out of my mouth

in righteousness, and shall not return, that unto me every
knee shall bow, every tongue shall swear.' He who is God,
and none else, is God by nature. But now, 'we must all

stand before the judgment-seat of Jesus Christ, for it is writ-

ten, as I live saith the Lord, every knee shall bow to me,

and every tongue shall confess to God;' Rom. xiv. 10—12.

It is the judgment-seat of Christ, that men must appear be-

fore, when they bow their knee to him, that is, to him who

is God, and none else.

Isa. xli. 4.
'
I Jehovah, the first, and with the last; I am

he.' Chap. xliv. 6.
'
I am the first, and I am the last, and

besides me there is no God.' So chap, xlviii. 12. That this

is spoken of Christ we have his own testimony. Rev. i. 17.

* Fear not, I am the first, and the last.' He who is the first

and the last, he is God, and there is none besides him.

Zech. xii. 10. 'I will pour on the house of David, and

upon the inhabitants of Jerusalem, the Spirit of grace and of

supplications, and they shall look upon me whom they have

pierced.' He that speaks is unquestionably Jehovah the

Lord of hosts : so the whole context, so the promising of

the Spirit in this verse evinces ;
but that Jesus Christ is here

intended, that it is he who is spoken of is evident
;
Rev. i. 7.

*

Every eye shall see him, and they also that pierced him.'

He then is Jehovah the Lord of hosts. ' For these things

were done that the Scripture should be fulfilled, not a bone

of him shall be broken. And again, another Scripture saith.

They shall look on him whom they have pierced ;' John xix.

36, 37. It is as I said beyond dispute, that it is Jehovah

the only true God that spake, and what he spoke of himself

is fulfilled in Jesus Christ.

Psal. Ixviii. 17. 'The chariots of God are twenty thou-

sand, even thousands of angels ;
the Lord is among them as

in Sinai, in the holy place. Thou hast ascended on high,

thou hast led captivity captive : thou hast received gifts for

men, that the Lord God might dwell among them.' This
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also is a glorious description of the triumphant majesty of

God; and yet the God here intended is Jesus Christ;' Eph.
iv. 8—10. * Wherefore he saith, when he ascended up on

high, he led captivity captive and gave gifts to men ;
novsr

that he ascended, what is it, but that he also descended

first into the lower parts of the earth
;
he that descended is

the same that ascended.'

Grotius on both these places says; that what is properly

spoken of God, is by Paul mystically applied to Christ; to

the same purpose with what our catechists afterward insist

on. That it is the same person who is intended in both

places, and not that applied to one which was spoken of

another (which is most evident in the context), he takes no

notice. There being nothing of plea or argument in his an-

notations against our testimonies from hence, but only an

endeavour to divert the meaning of the places to another

sense, 1 shall not insist longer on them.

But what say our catechists to all these, which are but

some of the instances of this kind that might be given ? Say

they ;

* To' all these it may be so answered, as that it may ap-

pear, that a divine nature in Christ cannot from them be

proved. For those things which are spoken of God under

the law, may be spoken of Christ under the gospel ;
as also

they are spoken for another cause
; namely, because of that

eminent conjunction that is between God and Christ, on the

account of dominion, power, and office
;
all which the Scrip-

tures of the New Testament do frequently witness, that he

received by gift from God. And if the Scripture delivers

this of Moses, that he brought Israel out of Egypt, Exod.

xxxii. 7. and that he was the redeemer of the people ;
and

of others, the same things that were evidently written of

God, when neither Moses, nor others had so near a conjunc-
' Ad omnia ita responderi potest, ut appareat nullo niodo ex iis effici divinara in

Christo esse naturani. Eteniin aliain ob causam ea qua; de Deo dicta sunt sub

lege, dici potuerunt de Christo sub evaiigelio, queniadniodum et dicta sunt. Ni-

niirum propter illam summarn, quaa inter Ueura et Christum est, ratione imperii, po-

testatis, atque muneris, conjunctionem, quae omnia ilium Dei dono consecutum esse

Scripturse novi Testamenti passim testantur. Quod si Scriptura ea tradit de Mose,
Eum Israelem ex yEgypto eduxisse Exod. xxxii. 7. et quod redemptor illius populi

fuerit, Acts vii. 35. et do aliis idem, quod de ipso Deo apertissirae scriptura erat.

Cum nee Moses, neque alii, tantam cum Deo conjunctionem haberent, quanta inter

Deum et Christum intercessit, multo justius haec quas de Deo primo respcctu dicta

sunt, Christo accoraraodari possunt, propter summam illam etarctissimam inter Deum
et Christum conjunctionem.
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tion with God, as was between God and Christ, much more

justly may those things, which in the first respect are

spoken of God, be accommodated to Christ, because of the

eminent and near conjunction that was between them.'

And this is their defence
;
the answer they fix upon to

all the testimonies recited
;

wherein how little truth or

strength there is, will quickly appear. 1. These Scriptures

perhaps may be answered thus or thus, as what will not the

serpentine wits of men find out, to wrest the word withal

to their own destruction ? But the question is, how they

ought to be interpreted, and what is their sense and intend-

ment. 2. We do not say, that what is spoken of God un-

der the law, is accommodated to Christ under the gospel ;

but that the things instanced in, that were spoken of God,
were then spoken of Christ, as to his nature wherein he is

God
;
which appears by the event, expounded in the books

of the New Testament. The Scripture doth not say in

the New Testament of Christ, what was said in the Old

of God
;
but evinces those things which were so spoken

of God, to have been spoken of Christ. So that, 3. The

folly of that pretence, that what was spoken of God is

referred to Christ, upon the account of the conjunction

mentioned, which whatever it be, is a thing of nought
in comparison of the distance that is between the Creator

and a mere creature, is manifest
;
for let any one be in

never so near conjunction with God, yet if he be not God,
what is spoken of God, and where it is spoken of God, and

denoting God only, cannot be spoken of him
;
nor indeed

accommodated to him. 4. The instances of Moses are most

remote from the business in hand; it is said of Moses, that

he brought the children of Israel out of Egypt, and so he

did, as their chief leader and ruler, so that he was a re-

deemer to that people, as he was instrumental in the hand

of God, working byjiis power and presence with him those

mighty works, which made way for their deliverance and

redemption. But where is it said of Moses, or any one else,

that he was God
;
that what God said of himself, was said

of Moses and accomplished in him? Or wherever did Moses

speak in the name of God, and say, I Jehovah will do this

and this, or be so and so, unto my people ? 5. It is true,

men may be said to do in their ,])lace and kind of operation.
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what God doth do
;
he as the principal efficient, they as the

instrumental cause, and so may every other creature in the

world
;
as the sun gives light and heat; but shall therefore,

that which God speaks in his own name of himself, be so

much as accommodated unto them? 6. The conjunction
that is between God and Christ, according to our catechists,

is but of love and favour on the part of God, of obedience

and dependance on the part of Christ
;
but this in the same

kind, though not in the same degree, is between God and all

believers; so that of them also, what is spoken of God may
be spoken.

And thus, through the presence of God, have I gone

through with the consideration of all the testimonies, given
in the Scripture of the Deity of Christ, which these cate-

chists thought good to take notice of; with a full answer to

their long chapter
' de Persona Christi.' The learned reader

knows how much all the arguments we insist on, and the

testimonies we produce in this cause, might have been im-

proved to a greater advantage of clearness and evidence, had

I taken liberty to handle them, as they naturally fall into

several heads, from the demonstration of all the names and

properties, all the works and laws, all the worship and ho-

nour of God, to be given and ascribed to Jesus Christ : but

the work I had to do cast my endeavour in this business into

that order and method, wherein it is here presented to the

reader.

The conclusion of our catechists is a long harangue,
wherein they labour to insinuate the prejudicialness of our

doctrine, to the true knowledge of Christ, and the obtaining
of salvation by him, with the certain foundation that is laid

in theirs, for the participation of all the benefits of the gos-

pel.
The only medium they fix upon, for to gain both these

ends by, is this, that we deny Christ to be a true man, which

they assert. That the first of these is notoriously false, is

known to all other men, and is acknowledged in their own
consciences. Of the truth of the latter elsewhere. He that

had a perfect human nature, soul and body, with all the na-

tural and essential properties of them both; he who was born

so, lived so, died so, rose again so, was, and is a perfect man ;

so that all the benefits that we do or may receive from Jesus

Christ, as a perfect man, like unto us in all things, sin only
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excepted, there is a way open for, in this our confession of

him. In the meantime, the great foundation of our faith,

hope, and expectation, lies in this, that ' he is the Son of the

living God,' and so, that ' God redeemed his church with his

own blood;' he who was of the fathers, 'according to the

flesh, being God over all, blessed for ever :' which, if he had

not been, he could not have performed the work, which for

us he had to do. It is true, perhaps, as a mere man he might
do all that our catechists acknowledge him to have done,
and accomplish all that they expect from him

;
but for us,

who fly to him, as one that suffered for our sins, and made
satisfaction to the justice of God for them; who wrought out

a righteousness, that is reckoned to all that believe
; that

quickens us when we are dead, and sends the Holy Ghost
to dwell and abide in us, and is himself present with us, &c.

It is impossible we should ever have the least consolation in

our flying for refuge to him, unless we had this grounded
persuasion concerning his eternal power and Godhead. We
cannot think he was made the Son of God, and a God, upon
the account of what he did for us

;
but that being God, and

the Son of God, herein was his love made manifest, that he

was 'made flesh,' took upon him the ' form of a servant,' and

became therein for us ' obedient unto death, the death of the

cross.' Many, indeed, and inexpressible are the encourage-
ments unto faith, and consolation in believing, that we do

receive from Christ's being made like to us, a perfect man,
wherein he underwent what w'e were obnoxious unto, and

whereby he knows how to be compassionate unto us; but

that any sweetness can be hence derived unto any, who do

refuse to own the fountain, whence all the streams of love

and mercy that run in the human nature of Christ do flow,

that we deny. Yea, that our adversaries in thia business

have any foundation for faith, love, or hope, or can have any

acceptance with God, or with Jesus Christ, but rather that

they are cursed on the one hand for robbing him of the

glory of his Deity, and on the other for putting their confi-

dence in a man, we daily demonstrate from innumerable tes-

timonies of Scripture. And for these men, the truth is, as

they lay out the choicest of all their endeavours to prove
him not to be God by nature, and so not at all (for a made

god, a second-rank god, a deified man, is no God
;
the Lord
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our God being one, and the conceit of it brings in the po-

lytheism of the heathen amongst the professors of the name
of Christ) ;

so they also deny him to be true man now he is

in heaven, or to retain the nature of a man : and so instead

of a Christ that was God from eternity, made a man in one

person unto eternity, they believe in a Christ who was a

man, and is made a God, who never had the nature of God,
and had then the nature of man, but hath lost it. This Mr.

B. after his masters, instructs his disciples in, in his lesser

catechism, chap. x. namely, that although Christ rose with

his fleshly body, wherein he was crucified, yet now he hath

a spiritual body, not in its qualities, but substance; a body
that hath neither flesh nor bones. What he hath done with

his other body, where he laid it aside, or how he disposeth
of it, he doth not declare.

CHAP. XV.

Ofthe Holy Ghost, his Deity, graces, and operations.

MR. BIDDLE'S FIFTH CHAPTER EXAMINED.

* Q. How many Holy Spirits of Christians are there ''

'A. Eph. iv. 4.

'

Q. Wherein consists the prerogative of the Holy Spirit

above other spirits ?

'A. 1 Cor. ii. 10, 11.
'

Q. Whence is the Holy Ghost sent?

A. 1 Pet. i. 12.
*
Q. By whom?

* A. Gal. iv, 6.

'Q. Doth not Christ affirm that he also sends him? How
speaketh he ?

* A. John. xvi. 7.

' Q. Had Jesus Christ always the power to send the Holy
Ghost, or did he obtain it at a certain time ?

* A. Acts ii. 32, 33. John vii. 39.

*Q. What were the general benefits accruing to Chris-

tians by the Holy Ghost?
' A. 1 Cor. xii. 13. Rom. viii. 16. 26, 27. v. 5. Col. i. 8.

Eph. i. 17. Rom. xv. 13. xiv. 17. Acts ix. 31. Eph. iii. 16.
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*

Q. What are the special benefits accruing to the apo-
stles by the Holy Ghost? What saith Christ to them hereof?

* A. John x\^. 26. xvi. 13.

'Q. Should the Holy Ghost lead them into all truth, as

speaking of himself, and imparting of his own fulness? What
saith Christ concerning him ?

'A. John xvi. 13, 14.
'

Q. Do men receive the Holy Ghost while they are of

the world, and in their natural condition, to the end that they

may become the children of God, may receive the word,

may believe, may repent, may obey Christ ? or, after they
are become the children of God, have received the word, do

believe, do repent, do obey Christ ?

*A. John xiv. 16, 17. 1 Cor. ii. 14. Gal. iv. 6. Acts viii.

14—16. John vii. 38, 39. Acts xix. 1, 2. Eph. i. 13. Gal. iii.

14. Acts XV. 7, 8. ii. 38. v. 32.'

EXAMINATION.

Of the Deity of the Holy Ghost; and his work, &c.

The fifth chapter of our catechist is concerning the Holy
Ghost, for reducing of whom into the order and rank of

creatures, Mr. B.'' hath formerly taken great pains ; follow-

ing therein the Macedonians of old, and leaving his new

masters, the Socinians, who deny him his personality, and

leave him to be only the efficacy, or energy of the power of

Uod. The design is the same in both, the means used to

bring it about differ. The'' Socinians, not able to answer the

testimonies proving him to be God, to be no creature, do

therefore deny his personality ;
Mr. B. being not able to

stand before the clear evidence of his personality, denies his

Deity. What he hath done in this chapter I shall consider;

what he hath elsewhere done, hath already met with a de-

tection from another hand.
'

Q. How many Holy Spirits of Christians are there?
* A. One spirit. Eph. iv. 4.'

I must take leave to put one question to Mr. B. that we

may the better know the mind and meaning of his : and that

is, what he means by the 'Holy Spirits of Christians ?' if he

intend that Spirit which they worship, invocate, believe, and

* See his confession in his Epistle to his book against tlie Deity of Christ.
^
Clopenburgius Vindiciae pro Dcilatc S. S. adversus Pneumatomach. Bedcllum

Anglum.
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are baptized into his name, who quickens and sanctifies

them, and from whom they have their supplies of grace; it

is true, there is but one only Spirit of Christians, as is evi-

dent, Eph. iv. 4. and this Spirit is
' God blessed for ever :'

nor can any be called that one Spirit of Christians, but he

that is so. But if by the Holy Spirits of Christians, he in-

tends created spiritual beings, sent out of God for the good
of Christians, of those that believe, there are then an innu-

merable company of Holy Spirits of believers; for all the

angels are 'ministering spirits, sent forth to minister for them,

who shall be heirs of salvation ;'
Heb. i. 13, 14. So that by

this one testimony, that there is but one Holy Spirit of

Christians, that Holy Spirit is exempted from the number of

all created spirits, and reckoned as the object of their wor-

ship, with the one God, and one Lord
; Eph. iv. 4—6. When

yet they worship the Lord their God alone, and ' him only

do they serve ;'
Matt. ir. 10.

His second question is,
' Wherein consists the preroga-

tive of that Holy Spirit above other spirits ?

'A. 1 Cor. ii. 10, 11.

The prerogative of that Holy Spirit, of whom we speak,

is, that of God above his creature : the prerogative of an in-

finite, eternal, self-subsisting beiTig. Yea, and that this is

indeed his prerogative, we need not seek for proof beyond
that testimony here produced by Mr. B. (though to another

purpose) in answer to his question. He that ' searcheth all

things, yea, the deep things of God,' is God. To search all

things is the same with knowing all things ;
so the apostle

interprets it in the next verse: * none knoweth the things of

God, save the Spirit of God.' To know all things, is to be

omniscient; but he that is omniscient, is God. His angels

he charged with folly. Omniscience is an essential attribute

of God
;
and therefore, Socinus, in his disputation with

•"Franken, durst not allow Christ to be omniscient, lest he

should also grant him to be infinite in essence. Again, he

that searches, or knows ra j3a2rr)
tov ^eov, the 'deep things

of God,' is God. None can know the deep things of an in-

finite wisdom and understanding, but he that is infinite. All

creatures are excluded from an acquaintance with the deep

things of God, but only as he voluntarily revealeth them
;

" De Adoratione Jesu Cluisti disputatio. p. 18, 19.
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Rom. xi. 34. 'Who hath known the mind of God, or who
hath been his counsellor;' that is, no creature hath so been;
^abv ovdtig ewpuKS TTWTrorf John i. 18. Now the Spirit doth

not know the deep things of God, by his voluntary revela-

tion of them. For as the spirit of a man knows the things
of a man, so doth the spirit of God know the things of God.
This is not because they are revealed to the spirit of a man,
but because that is the principle of operation in a man, and
is conscious to all its own actions and affairs. And so it is

with the Spirit of God; being God, and having the same

understanding, and will, and power, with God the Father,

and Son; as the spirit of a man knows the things of a man,
so doth he the things of God. Thus in the beginning of

this, as in the close of the last chapter, Mr. B. hath pro-
vided sufficiently for his own conviction, and scattering of

all his paralogisms, and sophistical insinuations, running
through them both.

The design of this present chapter, being to pursue what

Mr. B. hath some years since publicly undertaken, viz. to

disprove the Deity of the Holy Ghost
;
his aim here being

to divert the thoughts of his catechumens from an apprehen-
sion thereof, by his proposal and answers of such questions
as serve to his design, pretending to deliver the doctrine con-

cerning the Holy Ghost from the Scripture, and not once

producing any ofthose texts, which are most usually insisted

on for the confirmation of his Deity (with what Christian

candour and ingenuity is easily discovered); I shall briefly

from the Scripture, in the first place, establish the truth

concerning the eternal Deity of the person of the Holy
Ghost

;
and then consider his questions in their order, so far

as shall be judged meet or necessary.
I shall not go forth unto any long discourse on this sub-

ject; some plain testimonies of Scripture will evince the

truth we contend for; being the heads of as many arguments,
if any one shall be pleased to make use of them in that way.

1. Then, the Spirit created, formed, and adorned this

world ;
and is, therefore, God. * He that made all things, is

God ;'
Heb. iii. 4.

'

By the word of the Lord were the heavens

made, and all the host of them by the Spirit of his mouth ;'

Psal. xxxiii. 6.
'

By his Spirit hath he garnished the heavens ;'

Job xxvi. 13. 'The Spiritof God hath made me, and the breath
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of the Almighty hath given me life ;' chap, xxxiii.4. Psal.civ.
30. He that makes the heavens, and garnisheth them

;
he that

maketh man, and giveth him life, is God. So in the begin-
ning nsmo, motabat se, moved himself, as a dove warming
its young, as he afterward appeared in the form of a dove.
And hence that which is ascribed unto God absolutely in

one place, is in another ascribed to the Spirit absolutely, as

Exod. iv. 15. Num. xii. 8. What it is affirmed that God doth,
will do, or did, is affirmed of the Spirit; Acts i. 16. xxviii.

25. so Num. xiv. 22. Deut. vi. 16. What is said of God, is

affirmed of the Spirit, Isa. Ixiii. 10. Acts vii. 51. so also

Deut. xxxii. 12. compared with Isa. Ixiii. 14. innumerable
other instances of the same kind might be added.

2. He regenerates us. Unless we are 'born again of
water and the Spirit, we cannot enter into the kingdom of

God;' John iii. 5. 2 Thess. ii. 13. 1 Pet. i. 2. He also,
' searcheth all things, even the deep things of God,' as was
before observed; 1 Cor. ii. 10, 11. From him is our illu-

mination ;' Eph. i. 17, 18. 2 Cor. iii. 18. John xiv. 26. * The
Comforter, which is the Holy Ghost, he shall teach you all

things ;' chap.xvi. 13.
' The Spirit of truth shall guide you

into all truth.'
' The Holy Ghost shall teach you ;' Luke xii. 12.

And he '
foretelleth things to come;' John xvi. 13. 1 Tim.

iv. 1. which is a property of God, whereby he will be known
from all false gods; Isa. xii. 22, 23, &c. and he is in some of
these places expressly called God

;
as also, 1 Cor. xii. 5, 6.

compared with ver. 11. and he is immense, who 'dwells in
all believers.'

3. He dwelleth in us, as God in a temple; Rom. viii.

9. 1 Cor. iii. 16. thereby sanctifying us, 1 Cor. vi. 11. com-
forting us, John xvi. 8. and 'helping our infirmities; Rom.
viii. 26. mortifying our sins ; Rom. viii. 13. creating in

us Christian graces; Gal. vi. yea, he is the author of all

grace; as is evident in that promise made of his presence
with the Messiah

; Isa. xi. 2. I say with the Messiah, for

of him only are those words to be understood; to which pur-
pose, I cannot but add the words of an old friar to the shame
of some amongst us, who should know more, or be more
Christian in their expositions of Scripture ;

saith he, speak-
ing of this place,

'

Note"* that in innumerable places of the
'1 Nota quod in locis innunicris in Talmud hoc exponitur de Messiah, et nunquam
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Talmud, this is expounded of the Messiah, and never of any
other, by any one who is of any authority among the He-
brews. Wherefore, it is evident, that some amongst us, too

much Judaizing, do err, whilst they fear not to expound this

literally of Josiah
;
but that this is to be understood of the

Messiah only is shewed by Rabbi Solomon, who expounds
it of him, and not of Josiah

; which, according to his way, he

would never have done, if without the injury of his Talmud
and Targura, and the prejudice of all his predecessors, he

could have expounded it otherwise,' So far he.

It is not a little strange, that some Christians should ven-

ture farther in perverting the testimonies of Scripture con-

cerning the Messiah, than the Jews dare to do.

4. He makes, and appoints to himself, and his service,

ministers of church
;
Acts xiii. 2. giving unto them powders,

and working various and wonderful works, as ' he pleaseth ;'

1 Cor. xii. 8.

5. He is sinned against ;
and so offended with sin, that

the sin against him shall never be forgiven; Matt. xii. 31.

Though it be not against his person, but some especial grace
and dispensation of his.

6. He' is the object of divine worship ;
we being bap-

tized into his name, as that of the Father and Son; Matt,

xxviii. 19. And grace is prayed for from him, as from Fa-

ther and Son
;
2 Cor. xiii. 13. Rev. i. 4. Rom. x. 14. He is

to be head of churches
;
Rev. ii. 3. But God will not give

this glory to another; Isa. xiii. 8. Also, he hath the name
of God given him; Isa. vi. 9. compared with Acts xxviii. 25,

26. and Isa. Ixiii. 13, 14. with Psal. xviii. 41. 52. 2 Sam.
xxiii. 2, 3. Acts v. 3. And the attributes of God are ascribed

to him, as (1.) Ubiquity, or omnipresence, Psal. cxxxix. 7.

1 Cor. iii. 16. (2.) Omniscience, 1 Cor. ii. 10. John xvi. 13.

His omnipotency and eternity are both manifest from the

creation.

de alio, ab aliquo qui alicujus apud Haebrreos authoritatis sit; quare patet quod er-

rant, nimiuni judaizantes iiostri, qui hoc de Josia ad litcram non vercntur exponcre :

de solo quippe Messia hoc intelligendutii fore, ostenditur per R. Solomon, qui hoc

de ipso non do Josiah exponit; quod juxta morem suuui nunquam cgisset, si absque

injuria sui Talmud et Targum, ct sine priEdecessorum suorum omnium praejudicio,
aliter exponere potuisset. Raymund. Marti, pug. fid. p. 3. d. 1. c. 11.

*'^OuTO?o &£o; io^a^o/xivog Iv E«xX>)3'i£t, "Tra-rrip aei, vlog all, TTViufxa aytov aEi. Epiphan.
Ancorat. cap. 73. To

Tryivfji.a
to ayiov, to ahv waTfi, xai vlSi

<rvfjiiT^o<rKvvoLifJi.ivov,
xai a-uvJo^-

a^o/txivov. Symbol. Cone. Constantinop.
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To all this, in a word, it may be added, that he is a per-

son; the denial whereof is the only Kpi)a(pvyy}Tov of the

Socinians. They acknowledge, that if he be a person, he is

God. But, (1.) He is a person, who hath a name, and in

whose name something is done, as we are said to be bap-
tized in the name of the Holy Ghost; Matt, xxviii. 19. and,

(2.) He is conjoined with the other divine persons, as one
of them; 2 Cor. xiii. 13. Rev. i. 4, 5. Matt, xxviii. 19. (3.)

He hath an understanding, 1 Cor. ii. 11. and a will
;

1 Cor.

xii. 11. (4.) To him are speaking, and words ascribed, and
such actions, as are peculiar to persons ;

Acts xiii. 2. xx.

28, &c.

What remains of this chapter will be of a brief and easy
despatch. The next question is,

* Whence is the Holy Ghost sent?
' A. 1 Pet. i. 12. Down from heaven.'

1. This advantageth not at all Mr. Biddle's design against
the Holy Ghost, to prove him not to be God, that he is 'sent

down from heaven,' whereby he supposeth, that his coming
from one place to another is intimated. Seeing he supposes
God to be so in heaven, yea, in some certain place of hea-

ven, as at the same time not to be elsewhere; so that if ever

he be in the earth, he must come down from heaven.

2. Nor is there any thing in his being sent, prejudicial to

the prerogative of his divine being. For he, who is God,
equal in nature to the Father and the Son, yet in respect of
the order of that dispensation, that these ^three who are in

heaven, who are also one, have engaged in for the salvation

of men, may be sent of the Father and the Son, having the

execution of that work which they respectively concur in, in

an eminent manner to him committed.
3. Wherever the Spirit is said to descend from heaven, it

is to be understood according to the analogy of what we have

already spoken, concerning the presence of God in heaven,
with his looking and going down from thence, which I shall

not repeat again. Essentially he is every where
; Psal. cxxxix.

1—3, &c.

4. In that place of Peter alleged by Mr. Biddle, not the

person of the Spirit, but his gifts on the apostles, and his

' 1 John V. 7.
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operations in them, whose great and visible foundations were

laid. Acts ii. on the day of Pentecost, are intended.

The two next questions, leading only to an expression of

the sending of the Holy Ghost by the Father and the Son,

though Mr. Biddle's Christians differ about the interpreta-
tion of the places produced for the proof thereof, and there

lie no small argument and evidence of the Deity of Christ,

in his sending of the Holy Ghost, as the Father sends him,

yet there being an agreement in the expressions themselves,
I shall not insist upon them. He proceeds.

'Q. Had Jesus Christ always the power to send the Holy
Ghost, or did he obtain it at a certain time ?

'A. Acts ii. 32, 33. John vii. 39.'

1 . The intendment of this query is, to conclude from some
certain respect and manner of sending the Holy Ghost to the

thing itself: from the sending him in a visible, glorious,

plentiful, eminent manner,s as to the effusion of his gifts and

graces, to the sending of him absolutely; which methinks a

Master of Arts should know to be a sophistical way ofarguing.
2. It endeavours also, from the exercise of power to conclude

to the receiving of the poiver itself; and that not the absolute

exercise of it neither, but in some certain respect, as was

spoken. 3. This then is that, which Mr. Biddle concludes.

Because Christ when he was exalted, or when he ascended

into heaven, had the accomplishment of the promise actually
in the sending forth of the Spirit, in that abundant and plen-
tiful manner which was prophesied of by Joel, chap. ii. 28.

therefore he then first received power to send the Spirit.

Which, 4. by the testimony ofChrist himself is false, and not

the sense of the Holy Ghost in the places mentioned
; seeing

that ''before his ascension he breathed on his disciples, and

bade them receive the Holy Ghost. Nay, 5. that he had

power of sending the Holy Ghost, and did actually send him,
not only before his ascension and exaltation, but also before

his incarnation, is expressly affirmed, 1 Pet. i. 11. 'The Spirit
that was in the prophets of old, was the Spirit of Christ,' and
sent by him

;
as was that Spirit, by which he preached in the

days of the old disobedient world
;
which places have been

formerly vindicated at large. So that, 6. as that place. Acts

ii. 32, 33. is there expounded to be concerning the plentiful

e 'Air\Si( Kara Ti. '' Jolin xx. 22.

VOL. vin. 2 G
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eftusion of the gifts of the Holy Spirit in the times of the

gospel, according to the prophecy of Joel : so also is that of

John vii. 39. it being positively affirmed, as to the thing it-

self, that he gave the Holy Ghost before his exaltation,

though not in that abmidant manner as afterward. And so

neither of them conclude any thing, as to the time of Christ's

receiving power to send the Spirit; which upon the suppo-

sition of such a work, as for the accomplishment whereof it

was necessary the Holy Ghost should be sent, he had from

eternity.

About the next question we shall not contend. It is,

'Q. What were the general benefits accruing to Christians

by the Holy Ghost?' Whereunto sundry texts of Scripture,

that make mention of the Holy Ghost, his graces, and gifts,

are subjoined. Upon the whole I have only some few things

to animadvert.

1. If by the word '

general benefits,' he limits the receiving

of those benefits of the Holy Ghost- to any certain time (as

suppose the time of his first plentiful effusion upon the as-

cension of Jesus Christ, and the preaching of the gospel to

all nations thereupon); as it is a sacrilegious conception,

robbing believers of after ages, to the end of the world, of all

the fruits of the efficacy of the Spirit, without which they

can neither enjoy communion with God in this life, nor ever

be brought to an eternal fruition of him
;

so it is most false,

and contrary to the express prayer of our Saviour, desiring

the same things for theiTi, who should believe on his name to

the end of the world, as he did for those who conversed with

him in the days of his flesh. But I will suppose this is not

his intention : because it would plainly deny that there are

any Christians in the world ('which yet was the opinion of

some of his friends heretofore), for *"
if we have not the Spirit

of Christ we are none of his.'

2. The things enumerated, may be called general be-

nefits, because they are common to all believers, as to the

substance, essence, or being of them; though in respect of

their degrees they are communicated variously to the several

individuals ;'
the same Spirit dividing to every one as he will

;

they are so general to them all, that every particular believer

enjoys them all.

i Socinus. Epist. 3. ad Math. Rad. "^ Rom. viii. 9. ilCor.xii.il.
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3. The enumeration here given us, is very far and re-

mote from being complete ;
there being only some few fruits

of the Spirit and privileges, which we receive by our receiving
of him, recounted

;
and that in a very confused manner, one

thing being added after another, without any order or cohe-

rence at all. Yea, of the benefits we receive by the Spirit, of

the graces he works in us, of the helps he affords us, of that

joy and consolation he imparts unto us, of the daily assist-

ances we receive from him, of the might of his power put
forth in us, of the efficacy of his operations, the constancy
of his presence, the privileges by him imparted, there is not

by any in this life a full account to be given. To insist on

particulars is not my present task : I have also in part done

it elsewhere.'

4. I desire Mr. Biddle seriously to consider, whether even

the things which he thinks good to mention, may possibly
be ascribed to a mere creature, or that all believers are by
such a one '

baptized into one body ;' that we ' are all made to

drink into one Spirit, Su:.' But of these things before. Unto
this he adds,

*Q. What are the special benefits accruing to the apostles

by the Holy Ghost : and what saith Christ to them thereof?

'A. John XV. 26. Acts xvi. 13.'

Besides the graces of the Spirit, which the apostles, as

believers, received in a plentiful manner; they had also his

presence by his extraordinary gifts to fit them for that Vv'hole

extraordinary work, whereunto of him they were called. For

as by his authority they were separated to the work, and

were to perform it unto him. Acts xiii. 2. so whatever work

they were to perform, either as apostles, or as penmen of the

Scripture of the New Testament, they had suitable gifts be-

stowed on them by him; 1 Cor. xii. Inspiration from him
suitable to their work

;
2 Pet. i. 21. 2 Tim. iii. 17. the

Scripture being of inspiration from God, because the holy
men that wrote it were ""inspired or moved by the Holy
Ghost. And as this Holy Ghost, who is God,

'

working all

in all,' that divideth of his gifts, as he will, 1 Cor. xii. 6. 12.

and giveth all gifts whatever to the church, that it doth en-

joy ;
so did he in an especial manner with the apostles.

Now our Saviour Christ being to leave the world, giving
' Perseverance of Saints, c. 8. ™ 'Ttto Trviufxarr.; iyiov <f!pafji.ivn,

2 i. 2
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gracious promises to his disciples, he considered them mider

a twofold capacity or condition. 1. Of believers ; of such as

followed him, and believed in him, wherein their estate was

common with that of all them who "were to believe on him

to the end of the world. 2. Of apostles, and of such as he

intended to employ in that great work of planting his church

in the world, and propagating his gospel to the ends of it.

Under both these considerations doth he promise the Spirit
to his disciples. John xiii. 14— 16. praying his Father for

the accomplishment of those promises ; chap. xvii. that as

believers they might be kept in the course of their obedience

to the end : in which regard he made those promises no less

to us than to them. And,
2. That as apostles they might be furnished for theirwork,

preserved, and made prosperous therein. Of this latter sort,

some passages in the verses here mentioned seem to be, and

may have a peculiar regard thereunto, and yet in their sub-

stance are of the first kind, and are made good to all be-

lievers. Neither is there any more said concerning the

teaching and guidance of the Spirit into the truth, in John
XV. 26. xvi. 13. than is said 1 John ii. 20. 27. where it is ex-

pressly assigned to all believers. Of that unction and teach-

ing of the Spirit, of his preserving us in all truth needful for

our communion with God
;
of his bringing to mind what

Christ had spoken for our consolation and establishment

with efficacy and power, things I fear despised by Mr. Bid-

die, this is not a season to treat.

That which follows concerns the order and way of pro-
cedure, insisted on by the Son and Holy Ghost, in carrying
on the work of our salvation and propagation of the gospel,
whose sovereign fountain is in the bosom of the Father. His

query is,

*
Q. Should the Holy Ghost lead them into all truth, as

speaking of himself, and imparting of his own fulness ?

What saith Christ concerning him ? A, John xvi. 13, 14.'

1. The Scripture proposeth the Holy Ghost in the com-
munication of his gifts and graces under a double conside-

ration. 1. Absolutely; as he is God himself: and so he

speaketh of himself, and the churches are commanded to

attend to what he so saith
;
Rev. ii. 29. And he imparts ofhis

" John xvii. 20,
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own fulness: the self-same Spirit dividing to every one as

hevvill; 1 Cor. xii. 11. And in thissense, what the prophets

say in the Old Testament,
' The Word of the Lord,' and

' Thus saith the Lord ;' in the New they are said to speak by
the Spirit; Matt. xxii. 43. Acts i. 15. 2 Pet. i. 21.

2. Relatively ;
and that both in respect of subsistence

and operation, as to the great work of saving sinners by
Jesus Christ. And as in the first of these senses, he is not
of himself, being the Spirit of the Father and the Son, pro-

ceeding from them both : so neither doth he speak of him-

self, but according to what he receiveth of the Father and
the Son. 2. Our Saviour Christ says here,

* He shall not

speak of himself :' but he nowhere says,
* He shall not im-

part of his own fulness/ which is Mr. Biddle's addition.

To 'speak of himself shews the original authority of him that

speaks, whereby he speaks to be in himself; which as to

the words and works pointed to, is not in the Holy Ghost

personally considered, and as in this dispensation. But, to

impart of his own fulness, is to give out of that which is

eminently in himself; which the Holy Ghost doth, as hath

been shewn. 3. Christ, in the words insisted on, comforting
his disciples with the promise of the presence of his Spirit,

when he should be bodily absent from them, acquaints them
also with the works that he should do, when he came to

them and upon them, in that clear, eminent, and abundant

manner, which he had promised ;
which is not any new work,

or any other than what he had already acquainted them

with, nor the accomplishment of any thing, but what he had
laid the foundation of; yea, that all the mercy, grace, light,

guidance, direction, consolation, peace, joy, gifts, that he

should communicate to them, and bless them withal, should

be no other, but what were procured and purchased for them

by himself. These things is the Spirit said to hear and

speak, to receive and communicate, as being the proper

purchase and inheritance of another : and in so doing to

glorify him, whose they are, in that peculiar sense and

manner. All that discourse which we have of the mission

and sending of the Holy Ghost, and his proceeding or

coming forth from the Father and Son, for the ends speci-

fied, John xiv. 26. xv. 26. xvi. 7. 13. concerns not at all

the eternal procession of the Holy Ghost from the Father
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and Son, as to his distinct personality and subsistence, but

belongs to that economy or dispensation of ministry, that

the whole Trinity proceedeth in, for the accomplishment of

the work of our salvation.

The last query, by the heap of Scriptures that is ga-

thered in answer to it, seems to have most weight laid upon
it : but is indeed of all the rest most weakly sophistical. The

words of it are,
'

Q. Do men receive the Holy Ghost, while they are of

the world, and in their natural condition, to the end that

they may become the children of God, may receive the

word, may believe, may repent, may obey Christ, or after

they are become the children of God, have received the

word, do believe, do repent, do obey Christ?

'A. The answer is as above. To the same purpose is

that of the Racovian catechism.
*

Q. Is" there not need of the internal gift of the Spirit,

that we may believe the gospel ?

' A. By no means ;
for we do not read in the Scripture,

that that gift is conferred on any, but him that believes the

gospel.'
Remove the ambiguity of that expression,

' believe the

gospel' and those two questions perfectly fall in together.

It may then be taken either for believing the doctrine of

the gospel, in opposition to the law, and in this sense it is

not here inquired after
;
or for the power of believing in the

subject, and in that sense it is here denied.

Now the design of this question is, to deny the effectual

operation of the Holy Ghost, for and in the conversion, re-

generation, and sanctification of the elect, and to vindicate

the whole work of faith, holiness, quickening, &c. to our-

selves. The way designed for the proof and establishment

of this insinuation consists, in producing sundry testimonies^

wherein it is affirmed, that those who do believe, and are

the children of God, do receive the Spirit for other ends and

purposes than those here enumerated. The sum of his ar-

gument is this : If they who do believe, and are the children

of God, do receive the Spirit of God, for their adoption, and

• Nonne ad credendiim Evangelic S. S. interiore dono opus est?—Nullo modo ;

non enira in Scripturis leginuis, cuiqiiam id conferri dunum, nisi credenti Evangelio,

Cap, 6. de Promiss S. S,
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the carrying on of the work of their sanctification, with the

supply of new grace, the confirmation and enlargement of

what they have received, with joy, consolation, and peace ;

with other gifts, that are necessary for any work or employ-
ment, that they are called unto

;
then the Holy Spirit doth

not quicken, nor regenerate them, nor work faith in them,
nor make them the children of God, nor implant them into

Christ. Now when Mr. B. proves this consequence, I will

confess him to be master of one art, which he never learned

at Oxford
;
unless it were his business to learn what he was

taught to avoid.

2. But Mr. B. hath one fetch of his skill more in this

question. He asks, whether men do receive the Holy Ghost,

when they are of the world
;
and for a confutation of any

such apprehension, produceth testimonies of Scripture, that

the world cannot receive the Holy Ghost, nor the natural

man the things of God. But who told this gentleman that

we say, men whilst they are in, and of the world, do receive

the Spirit of God, or the things of the Spirit, in the Scripture
sense of the use of that word,

*

receiving?' The expression
is metaphorical, yet always in the case of the things of the

gospel, denoting the actings of faith in them who are said

to receive any thing from God. Now if this gentleman could

persuade us that we say, that we receive the Spirit by faith,

to the end that we may have faith, he might as easily lead

us about whither he pleased, as the Philistines did Samson,
when they had put out his eyes. A little then to instruct

this catechist
;

I desire him to take notice, that properly, the

Spirit is received by faith, to the ends and purposes by him

mentioned, with many such others, as might be added
;
but

yet before men's being enabled to receive it, that Spirit by
his power and the efficacy of his grace, quickeneth, rege-

nerateth, and worketh faith in their hearts. In brief, the

Spirit is considered and promised, either as a Spirit of rege-

neration, with all the concomitants and essential conse-

quents thereof; or as a Spirit of adoption, and the conse-

quents thereof. In the first sense he works in men in order

of nature, antecedent to their believing; faith being a fruit

of the Spirit: in the latter, and for the ends and purposes

thereof, he is received by faith, and given in order of nature

upon believing.



456 DEITY OF THE HOLY GHOST, &C.

3. That the world cannot receive the Spirit, nor the na-

tural man the things of God, is from hence
;
that the Spirit

hath not wrought in them that which is necessary to enable

them thereunto
;
which is evident from what is affirmed of

the impotency of the natural man, as to his receiving the

things of God : for if the reason, why he cannot receive

the things of God, is, because he is a natural man, then,

unless there be some other power than what is in himself,

to translate him from that condition, it is impossible, that

he, who is a natural man, should ever be otherwise : for he

can only alter that condition, by that which he cannot do.

But,
4. That the Spirit is given for, and doth work regene-

ration and faith in men, I shall not now insist on the many
testimonies, whereby it is usually and invincibly confirmed.

There is no one testimony given, to our utter impotency to

convert, or regenerate ourselves, to believe, repent, and turn

to God
;
no promise of the covenant to give a new heart,

new obedience through Christ; no assertion of the grace of

God, and the efficacy of his power, which is exalted in the

vocation and conversion of sinners, but sufficiently evinces

the truth thereof. That one eminent instance shall close

our consideration of this chapter, which we have, Titus

iii. 5, 6. 'Not by works of righteousness, which we have

done, but according to his mercy he saved us, by the washing
of regeneration, and the renewing of the Holy Ghost, which

he shed on us abundantly by Jesus Christ our Saviour.'

Of the first head made by men professing the religion

of Jesus Christ, unto the Deity of the Spirit, attempting to

rank him among the works of his own hand, of the peculiar

espousing of an enmity against him by Macedonius, bishop
of Constantinople, from whom the ensuing Trveu/xaro/xaxot

took their name, of the novel inventions of Faustus Socinus

and his followers, denying the personality of the Spirit,

making him to be nothing but the efficacy of the power of

God, or the power of God, this is no place to treat. Besides,

the truth is, until they will speak clearly what they mean by
the Spirit of God, and so assert something, as well as deny,

they may justly be neglected. They tell us it is virtus dei:

but whether that virtus be substantia or accidens, they will

not tell us; it is they s?iy potentia dei : this we confess; but
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say, he is not potentia tvipynTiKr),
but viro<rTaTiKi): and that be-

cause we prove him to be God. What then hath been spoken
of Father, Son, and Holy Ghost, I shall shut up with that

distich of Gregor. Naz. Sent. Spir. lib. 3.

CHAP. XVI.

Of salvation by Christ.

MR. BIDDLE'S SIXTH CHAPTER CONSIDERED.

This is a short chapter, and will speedily receive its consi-

deration. That Christ is a Saviour, and that he is so called

in Scripture, is confessed on all hands. Mr. B.'s masters

were the first who directly called into question amongst
Christians, on what account principally he is so called. Of
his faith in this business, and theirs, we have the sura, with

the reasons of it, in the book of their great apostle,
' De

Jesu Christo Servatore.' This book is answered throughout
with good success, by Sibrandus Labbatus. The nerves of

it cut by Grotius,
' De satisfactione Christi ;' and the reply

of Crellius thereunto thoroughly removed by Essenius, in

his 'Triumphus Crucis.' The whole argumentative part of it,

summed up into five heads, by Michael Gittichius, is an-

swered by Ludovicus Lucius, and that answer vindicated

from the reply of Gittichius. And generally, those who
have written upon the satisfaction of Christ, have looked

upon that book, as the main masterpiece of the adversaries,

and have made it their business to remove its sophistry, and

unmask its pretensions.

Mr. B. is very slight and overly in this business, being
not able in the method of procedure imposed on himself

so much as to deliver his mind significantly, as to what he

does intend. The denial and rejection of the satisfaction

and merit of Christ, is that which the man intends, as is evi-

dent from his preface, where he denies them name and thing.
This he attempts, partly in this chapter, partly in that con-

cerning the death of Christ, and also that of justification.
In this he would attempt the notion of salvation, and refer

it only to deliverance from death, by a glorious resurrection.
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Some brief animadversions may possibly rectify the man's

mistakes. His first question we pass, as a principle in the

terms of it on all sides confessed, namely, that 'Christ is

our Lord and Saviour.'

His second is,
*
Q. Is Christ our Saviour originally, and of himself

;
or

because he was given, exalted, and raised up by another to

be a Saviour ?

*A. Acts iv. 12. V. 31. xiii. 23.'

The intendment of this quere is, to pursue the former

insinuations of our catechist against the Deity of Christ;

as though his appointment to his office of mediation, were

inconsistent with his divine nature
;
the vanity of which

pretence hath been sufficiently already discovered. In brief,

Christ is considered either absolutely, with respect to his

divine nature and person, as he is God in himself; and so

he is a Saviour originally, of himself; for
' as for our Re-

deemer the Lord of hosts is his name, the Holy One of Is-

rael ;'
Isa. xlvii. 4.

' For thy Maker is thine husband, the

Lord of hosts is his name, the Holy One of Israel ;' chap.
liv. 5. In this sense was Christ a Saviour originally, and of

himself; but as he took flesh, to accomplish the work of

our redemption, by tasting death for us, though his own
merciful and gracious will did concur therein, yet was he

eminently designed to that work, and given by his Father,

in love and mercy, contriving the work of our salvation.

And this latter is mentioned not only in the places cited

by our catechist, but also in a hundred more, and not one

of them lying in the least subserviency to Mr. B.'s design.
His last quere is,
*

Q. How do the saints expect to be saved by Christ ?

'A. Rom. V. 10. Phil. iii. 20, 21.'

The intendment of this question, must be to answer the

general proposal, in what sense Christ is ovu' Saviour, and

how his people are saved by him. Now, however that be

true in itself which is here asserted, and is the exurgency
of the question and answer, as connected, the saints expect-

ing salvation by Christ, in the complete accomplishment
of it by his power in heaven, yet as here proposed to give an

account of the whole sense, wherein Christ is our Saviour,

is most false and deceitful. Christ is a Saviour principally
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as he was promised, and came to save his people from their

sins, whence he had his name of Jesus, or a Saviour
;
Matt.

i. 21. and that by his death
;
Heb. ii. 14, 15. or laying down

his life a ransom for us
;
Matt. xx. 28. and giving himself a

price of redemption for us, 1 Tim. ii. 6.
'

by whom we have

redemption by his blood, even the forgiveness of sins ;' Eph.
i. 7. so saving or delivering us from the wrath that is to

come
;

1 Thess. i. Lastly, The salvation, which we have by
Christ, which this chapter in title pretends to discover, is

from sin, the world, Satan, death, Vt'rath, curse, the law,

bearing of us unto acceptation with God, peace, reconcilia-

tion, and glory. But that the doctrines before-mentioned,

without which these things cannot once be apprehended,

may be obscured or lost, are these wholly omitted. Of
the sense of Rom. v. 10. and what is there intended by the

life of Christ, 1 shall farther treat, when I come to speak
about justification ;

and of the whole business under our

consideration of the death of Christ.

CHAP. XVII.

Of the mediation of Christ.

In his seventh chapter he proposeth two questions in ge-

neral, about the mediation of Christ; answering first, that

he is a Mediator, from 1 Tim. ii. 5. 2. That he is the Me-
diator of the new covenant; Heb. viii. 6. xii. 24. But as to

his work of mediation, what it is, wherein it doth consist,

on what account principally Christ is called our Mediator,

whether he be a Mediator with God for us, as well as a Me-
diator with us for God

;
and how he carries on that work

;

wherein he knows the difference between us and his masters

about this matter doth lie, he speaks not one word, nor

gives any occasion to me to enter into the consideration of

it. What I suppose necessary to offer to this head, I shall

do it in the ensuing discourse of the death of Christ, the

ends thereof, and the satisfaction thereby.
And therefore, 1 shall hereunto add his ninth chapter

also, which is concerning remission of sins by Jesus Christ.

The difference between his masters and us, being about the

meritorious and procuring cause of remission of sins by

Christ, which here he mentions not; what is farther to be
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added thereabout, will fall in also under the consideration

of the death of Christ, and our justification thereby.
His first question is altogether out of question, namely,

' Who shall have remission of sins by Christ?' It is granted,

all, and only believers.
* He that believeth shall be saved,

and he that believeth not, shall be damned ;' Mark xvi. 16.
' To as many as receive him, power is given to become the

sonsof God, even as many as believe in his name
;' Johni. 12,

To his next question an answer may be given, that will

suit that following also
;
which is the whole of this chapter;

the question is ;

' Doth not Christ forgive sins ?

'A. Christ forgave you; Col. iii. 13.'

That Christ forgives sins, is taken for granted ; and yet

forgiveness of sin is the supremest act of sovereign divine

power, that God exerciseth in the world. Now Christ may
be considered two ways; 1. Absolutely, as ' God over all,

blessed for ever ;' so he forgave sins by his own original au-

thority and power, as the lawgiver, who is able to save and
to destroy. 2. As Mediator, God and man

;
and so his

power was delegated to him by God the Father, as himself

speaks ;

'
all power is given unto me, in heaven and in earth ;'

and Matt. ix. he saith, that he had '

power on earth to for-

give sins,' i. e. given unto him. Now forgiveness of sins,

is either authoritative, or declarative. The latter Christ

delegated to his apostles, and all their successors in the

work of preaching the gospel ;
and it is such a power, as a

mere man may be invested withal. Forgiveness of sins,

which we term '

authoritative,' being an act of sovereign
divine power, exercised about the law, and persons con-

cerned therein, may be said to be given to Christ two ways.
1. As to the possession of it

;
and so he hath it from his

Father, as God
;
as he hath his nature, essence, and life,

from him. Whence, whatever works the Father doth, he

doth likewise
; quicken, as he quickens ; pardon, as he par-

dons
;
as hath been declared. 2. As to the execution of

it, for such an end and purpose ;
as the carrying on of the

work of mediation committed to him. And so it is given
him in commission from the Father, who sent him into the

world to do his will
;
and in this sense had he, the Son of

man, power to forgive sins, whilst he was in the earth. And
to Mr. B.'s ninth chapter this may suffice.



Christ's prophetical office. 461

»

CHAP. XVIII.

Of Christ's prophetical office.

The eighth chapter in Mr. Biddle is of Christ's prophetical

office, or his entrance into a dealing with Christ, in respect

of his office, as he hath done with him in respect of his per-
son ah'eady.

His first question is,
' Is not Christ dignified as with the

title of mediator, so also with that of prophet?
 A, Acts iii. 20. 22.'

Mr. Biddle tells us, chap. 4. that Christ is dignified with

the title of God, though he be not so
;
and here that he is dig-

nified with the title of a prophet, but leaves it at large whe-

ther he were so indeed or no. We are resolved in the case.

The first promise made of him by God to Adam, was of him

generally as a mediator, particularly as a priest, as he was

to *break the head of Satan, by the bruising of his own heel.

The next solemn renovation of it to Abraham, was of him
as king, taking all nations to be his inheritance. And the

third by Moses after the giving of the law, as a prophet, to

teach and instruct his redeemed people. And a prophet he

is
;
the great Prophet of his church; not only dignified with

that title, but so he is indeed.

2. But, says Mr. Biddle,
* he is dignified with the title of

a prophet, as well as of mediator.' As though his being a

prophet were contradistinguished from his being a mediator.

Christ's teaching of his people is part of the mediation he

hath undertaken. All that he doth on their part, in offer-

ing gifts and sacrifices to God for them, all that he doth on

the part of God towards them, by instructing and ruling of

them, he doth, as he is the Mediator between God and man,
the surety of the covenant. He is not then a mediator and

a prophet, but he who is the Mediator, is the High Priest

and Prophet of his church. Nor are there any acts, that he

exerciseth on the one or other of these accounts, but they
are all acts of his mediation, and of him as a mediator. Mr.

B. indeed tells us not, what he understands by the mediation

of Christ. His masters so describe it, as to make it all one

with his prophetical office, and nothing else
; which makes

» Gen. iii. 15. Col. ii. 15, 16. Gen. xii. 2. Deut, xviii. 18.
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me somewhat to wonder why this man seeais to distinguish

between them.

Many more notions of Mr. Biddle's masters are here

omitted
;
as that Christ was not the prophet of his people

under the Old Testament, though by his Spirit he preached

even to those that ''were disobedient in the days of Noah,

and it was the Spirit of Christ, that was in all the prophets

of old, whereby God instructed his church. That he is a

prophet only, because he hath given unto us a new law
;

though he promise effectually to "^open blind eyes, and to

send his Spirit to teach us, and to lead us into all truth,

giving us understanding that we may know him that is

true. But he lays dirt enough in our way, so that we shall

not need farther to rake into the dunghill.

4. I should not have thought that Mr. Biddle could

have taken advantage for his end and purpose from the place

of Scripture he mentions, Acts iii. 20. 22.
' For Moses said

truly, a prophet shall the Lord your God raise up unto you
of your brethren like unto me

;'
but that I find him in his

next query repeating that expression,
* like unto me,' and

wresting of it to be the foundation of a conceit plainly jo-

cular. Christ was like to Moses as he was a prophet, and

like to Aaron, as he was a priest; and lile to David as he

was a king. That is, he was represented and typified by all

these, and had that likeness to them, which the antitype

(as the thing typified is usually, but improperly called), hath

to the type. But that therefore he must not only be like

them in the general office wherein the correspondency doth

consist, but also in all the particular concernments of the

office, as by them administered, is to confound the type and

(the antitype, or rather) thing typified. Nor do the words

used either by Moses, Deut. xviii. 18. or by Peter, Acts iii.

22. intimate any such similitude or likeness between Christ

and Moses, us should extend to such particulars as are af-

terward intimated. The words of Peter are,
' God shall

raise you up a prophet,' wg Ifie : rather as he raised up me,

than like to me : not the least similitude being intimated

between them, but in this, that they were both prophets, and

both to be hearkened unto. And so the word used by God

b 1 Pet. iii. 19, 20. i. 11.

cisa. Ixi. 1. Luke xiv. 18. John xvi. 7— 10. 1 John v. 20.
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to Moses : "jiDD
' sicut tu' (a prophet as thou art), doth im-

port: I will raise up one that shall be a prophet as thou art

a prophet. The likeness is only in the office. For such a

similitude as should give the least occasion to Mr. Biddle's

foUowin"; fio-ments there is no colour. And so the whole

foundation being rooted up, the tottering superstruction
will easily fall to the ground. But then to proceed :

'

Q. Forasmuch as Christ was to be a prophet like unto

Moses, and Moses had the privilege above other prophets,
that God made not himself known to him in a vision, nor

spake to him in a dream, but face to face, as a man speaketh
to his friend, and shewed to him the similitude of the Lord

;

Exod. xxxiii. 11. Numb. xii. 6—8. can you tell any passage
of Scripture which intimateth that Christ did see God be-

fore the discharge of his prophetical office ?

' A. John vi. 45, 46. Not that any man hath seen the

Father, save he which is from God, he hath seen the Father.'

1. This passage is indeed very pretty ;
whether the prin-

ciples or the inferences of it are considered.

The principles of it are sundry. 1. That ''God hath a

bodily shape and similitude, face and hands, and the like

corporeal properties. 2. That Moses saw the face of God
as the face of a man.* 3. That Christ was in all things like

Moses, so that what Moses did, he must do also. Therefore,
1. Christ did see the face of God, as a man. 2. He did it

before he entered his prophetical office
;
whereunto add, 3.

the proof of all
;

' no man hath seen the Father, save he

who is from God.' That is, Christ only saw the face of

God, and no man else
;
when the ground of the whole fiction

is, that Moses saw it before him.

2. Of the bodily shape of God, of Moses seeing his face,

I have already spoken that, which Mr. B. will not take out

of his way. Of Christ's being like Moses, something also

hath now been delivered.

That which Exod xxxiii. 11. in the Hebrew is, bn CD'ID

CD>3D, paniin al panim, the Septuagint have rendered Ivijottiov

EvwTTto;, that is, 'prsesens pr3esenti,"as one ^present with him :'

<* See chap. iii.

e 'atto elic'jvoi; ov yvi^^il^erai, o<}>^aXjU.oIV ou)(_ o^aritt, olhvl loixe. Antiphanes. de Deo.
f Facie ill facieni, ila ut lioiuiucs cani lioiiiiiiibus colloquoiites soleiit; quod refer

ad vocuin perceptioiicni distinctain ;
iioii ad coiispicuuin aliquod : nihil eiiiiu vidC'

runt. Grot. Annot.iu locum.
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and the Chaldee Paraphrast
' verbum ad verbum.' That is,

God dealt with him kindly, and familiarly, not with asto-

nishing terror
;
and gave him an intimate acquaintance with

his mind and will. And the same expression is used con-

cerning God's speaking to all the people ;
of whom yet it is

expressly said, that they saw no likeness at all
;
Deut. v. 4.

If from the likeness mentioned, there must be a same-

ness asserted unto the particular attendencies of the dis-

charge of that office
;
then Christ must divide the sea, lift

up a brazen serpent, and die in a mountain, and be buried by
God, where no man could ever know. Moses, indeed, en-

joyed an eminency of revelation above other prophets, which

is called his conversing with God as a friend, and beholding

him face to face
;
but even in that wherein he is exalted

above all others, he is infinitely short of thegreat Prophet
of his church; for Moses indeed as a servant was faithful

in all the house of God, but this man is over his house,

whose house we are
;
Heb. iii. 5, 6.

3. This figment is for ever, and utterly everted by the ^«

Holy Ghost, John i. 17, 18. where he expressly urges a dis-

similitude between Moses and the only begotten Son, in

that particular, wherein this gentleman would have the

likeness to consist. Herein, says Mr. B. is Christ like to

Moses, that as Moses saw God face to face, so he saw God
face to face. No, saith the Holy Ghost, the law indeed * was

given by Moses, but no man hath seen God at any time, the

only begotten Son in the bosom of the Father, he hath de-

clared him.' It is true, that it is said of Moses, that God

spake to him ' face to face ;' that is, in a more clear and fa-

miliar manner than he did to other prophets; though he told

him plainly, that he should not, or ' could not see his face,'

Exod. xxxiii. 18, 19. though he gave him some lower mani-

festations of his glory. So that notwithstanding the revela- Si

tions made to him, no man hath seen God at any time, but

the only begotten Son. He who is of the same nature and

essence with the Father, and is in his bosom love, he hath

seen him ;
John vi. 46. and in this doth Moses, being a man

only, come infinitely short of the only begotten Son, in that

he could never see God, which he did. Which is also as-

serted in the place of Scripture cited by Mr. Biddle.

4. To lay this axe then also to the root of Mr. B.'s tree,
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to cut it down for the fire. The foundation of Christ's pro-

phetical office, as to his knowledge of the will of his Father,

which he was to reveal, doth not consist in his *

being taken

up into heaven,' and there being taught the will of God in

his human nature
;
but in that he was the only

'

begotten
Son of the Father,' who eternally knew him, and his whole

will and mind, and in the dispensation which he undertook,
revealed him, and his mind, according as it was appointed
to him. In respect indeed of his human nature, wherein he

declared and preached the will of God, he was ^'
taught of

God,' being
'
filled with wisdom and understanding,' by the

Spirit, whereto he was anointed for that purpose ;
but as the

*

only begotten Son, in the bosom of the Father,' he always
saw him, knew him, and revealed him.

I shall only add, that this fancy of Mr. B. and the rest of

the Socinians (Socinianism'^ being indeed a kind of modest

and subtle Mahometanism) of Christ's seeing' God, as did

Moses, seems to be taken from, or taken up to comply with

the Alcoran, where the same is affirmed of Mahomet. So

Beidavi, on those vyords of the Alcoran :
' Et sunt ex iis qui-

buscum locutus est ipse Deus ;' saith he. * Est hie Moses
;

autjuxta alios Moses et Mahumed, super quibus Pax : Mosi

Deus locutus est ea nocte, qua in exstasi quasi fuit in monte

Sinai. Mahumedi vero locutus est ilia nocte, qua scabs

coelo admotis, angelos vidit ascendere, tunc enim vix jactum
duarum sagittarum ab eo fuit.' How near Moses came is not

expressed : but Mahomet came within two bow-shots of

him : how near the Socinian Christ came, I know not, nor

doth Mr. B. inform us.

But yet as Mr. B. eats his word, as to Moses, and after

he had affirmed, that he saw the face of God, says, he only

saw the face of an angel; so do the Mahometans also, as to

the vision of their prophet, and tell us, that indeed he was

not able to see an angel in his own proper shape, as Socinus

says, we cannot see a spiritual body ; though Mr. B. thinks,

that we may see God's right hand and his left
;
but of this

you have a notable story in Kessffius. Saith he, "They' re-

s Luke ii. 5'i. Tsa. Ixi. 1. Heb. i. 9.
'' Socinisnius est verccuiidior, aiit subtilior JMahiimelismus. Censemus scriuta

SocinianoruiuadTurcisnium proxime accedere. Ctnsu. Facult, Theol. Laid. An, 1398.
' Tradunt de propheta, quod die quodani dixerit Gabriel! ; O Gabriel, optein te

in specie figurre tua; magnaj vidcre, secundum qu;ini Deus creavit te; dixit Gabriel
;

VOL. viii. 2 n
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port of the prophet, that on a certain day, or once upon a

time, he said to Gabriel : O Gabriel I desire to see thee, in

the form of thy^great shape or figure, wherein God created

thee. Gabriel said to him, O beloved of God ; my shape is

very terrible, no man can see it, and so not thou, but he will

fall into a swoon; Mahomet answered, although it be so, yet
I would see thee in a bigger shape : Gabriel, therefore an-

swered
;
O beloved of God, where dost thou desire to see me?

Mahomet answered, without the city of Mecca, in the stony

village ; says Gabriel, that village will not hold me ;
there-

fore answeredMahomet, let it be in mount Orphath, that is a

larger and fitter place says Gabriel; away therefore went

Mahomet to mount Orphath, and behold Gabriel with a

great noise covered the whole horizon with his shape ; which

when the prophet saw, he fell upon the earth in a swoon
;

when therefore Gabriel, on whom be peace, had returned to

his former shape, he came to the prophet, and embracing
and kissing him, said to him. Fear not O beloved of God, I

am thy brother Gabriel. The prophet answers
;
Thou speak-

est truly O my brother Gabriel, I could never have thought,
that any creature of God had had such a figure or shape.
Gabriel answered, O beloved of God, what would thou say,
if thou sawest the shape of the angel Europhil V

They who know any thing of the Mahometan forgeries
and abominations, in applying things spoken of in the Scrip-
ture to their great impostor, will quickly perceive the com-

position of this fiction, from what is spoken of Moses and
Daniel. This lying knave it seems was of Mr. B.'s mind,
that it was not God indeed, but an angel, that appeared to

Moses on mount Sinai
;
and thence is this tale, which came

to pass once upon a time. He proceeds :

O dilecte Deo, est figura mea valde terribilis, nemo earn poterit videre, et sic neque
tu, quin aniiiii deliquium passus concidat, reponit Mahumed, etsi iiiaxiitie itasit, ve-

lim tamen te videre in figura raajori. Respondit ergo Gabriel, O dilecte Deo ubi me
Tideie desiderf's? Extra urbem Meccam respondit Mahnmed, in villa lapidosa.
Dixit Gabriel, villa ista me non capiet; ergo respondit Mahiimed, in monte Or-

phath, Hie inquit Gabriel locus captior erit et capacior. Abiit ergo Mnhuraed in

nionteni Orphath, et ecce Gabriel, cum magno fragore et strepitu, totum figura sua

operiens horizontem,quod cum propheta vidisset, concidit, deliquium passus, in ter-

rara. Ubi vero Gabriel, super quo pax, ad priorem rediissel figuram, accessit ad pro-

phetam, eumque ampjexus et osculatus, ita compellavit: ne timeas O dilecte Deo,
sum enim frater tuus Gabriel ;

dixit propheta, vera dixisti, O frater mi Gabriel, nun-

quam existimassem ullam esse Dei creaturam, tanta prasditam figura. Respondit
Gabriel, O dilecte Deo, quid si igitur videres figuram Europhil angeli. Kessieus Vit.

Patr. p. 42. Interpret. Hotting.
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'

Q. From whence doth it appear, that Christ like Moses

heard from God the things that he spake?
'A. John viii. 40. viii. 26. 28. xiv. 8.'

All the difficulty of this question ariseth from those

words,
'

like Moses,' and the sense by Mr. B. put upon them ;

how falsely, how inconsistently with himself, with what per-

verting of the Scripture, hath been declared. The Scriptures
in the answer affirm only that Christ heard, and was '

taught
of the Father ;' which is not at all denied, but only the modus,

that Mr. B, would impose upon the words, is rejected. Christ
*" heard of the Father,' who taught him as his servant, in the

work of his mediation, by his Spirit, wherewith he was

anointed
;
but it is his

*

going into heaven,' to hear a les-

son with his bodily ears, which Mr. B. aims at, and labours

under the next query to prove ; how unsuccessfully shall

briefly be demonstrated. Saith he,
'

Q. Can you farther cite any passage to prove, that Christ

as a man ascended into heaven, and was there, and came

from God, out of heaven, before he shewed himself to the

world, and discharged his prophetical office : so that the

talking of Moses with God, in the person of an angel, bear-

ing the name of God, was but a shadow of Christ's talking
with God ?

'A. Johniii. 13. vi. 38. 51. vii. 32, 33. 41, 42. 57, 58.

viii. 29. xiii. 1, 2. xvi. 28—30. xvii. 8.'

We are come now to the head of this affair, to that which

has been aimed at all along in the former queries. The sum
is

;
Christ until the time of his baptism, was ignorant of the

mind and will of God, and knew not what he was to do, or

to declare to the world, nor what he came into the world for,

at least only in general. But then when he was led into the

wilderness, to be tempted, he' was wrapped up into heaven,

and there God instructed him in his mind and will, made
him to know the message that he came to deliver, gave him
the law that he was to promulge, and so sent him down

again to the earth to preach it. Though the Scripture says,
that he knew the will of God, by being his only "''begotten

Son, full of grace and truth,' and that he was *
full of the

^ Isa. xlii. 1. 19. Phil. iv. 7. Isa. lii, 13. Ixi. 1,

' Snialcius de Divin. Christi,cap, 4.
<" John i. 18. Luke iv. 1. Isa. Ixi. 1. Matt. iii. 13—17.

2 H 2
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Spirit,' when he went to the wilderness, being by him anointed

to prertch the gospel; though at his solemn entrance so to do,

the heavens were opened, and the Holy Ghost descended on

him in the form of a dove, God giving solemn testimony to

him, and charge to hear him, yet because Mr. B.'s masters

are not able to answer the testimonies of Scripture, for the

divine n?iture of Christ, which affirm that he was in heaven be-

fore his incarnation, and came down to his work by incarna-

tion, this figment is set on foot to the unspeakable dishonour

of the Son of God. Before I proceed farther in the examina-

tion of this invention, and detection of its falsehood, that it

may appear, that Mr. B. made not this discovery himself, by
his impartial study (as he reports) of the Scripture, it may not

be amiss to inquire after the mind of them in this business,

whose assistance Mr. B. has in some measure made use of.

The Racovian Catechism gives us almost the very same

question and answer. ' Unde apparet, Christum nobis Dei vo-

luntatem perfecte manifestasse ? Hinc, quod ipse Jesus per-
fectissima ratione eam a Deo in ccelis sit edoctus, etad eam
hominibus publicandam e ccelo magnifice sit missus, et eam

perfecte iisdem annuntiavit. Ubi vero scriptum est, Chris-

tum fuisse in ccelo, et a ccelo raissum ;' John vi. 38. iii. 13.

Catech. Racov. de Offic. Christi Prophetico, Qu. 4, 5.

* Whence is it manifest, that Christ revealed the will of God

perfectly unto us? Hence, because Jesus himself was in a

most perfect manner taught it of God in heaven, and was
sent from heaven magnificently for the publishing of it to

men, and did perfectly declare it to them. But where is it

written, that Christ was in heaven, and was sent from hea-

ven ;'
John vi. 38. And so do they proceed with the places

of Scripture here cited by Mr. B. The same Smalcius spends
one whole chapter in his book of the Divinity of Christ,

whose title is,
' De initiatione Christi ad munus Propheti-

cum;' to declare and prove this thing; that Christ was so

taken up into heaven, and there taught the mind of God,
Smal. de Divin Jes. Christ, cap. 4. only in this he seems to be

at variance with Mr. B. that he denies, that Moses saw the

face of God, which this man makes the ground of affirming,
that Christ did so. But here Mr. B. is at variance also with

himself, in the end of the last question, intimating that Moses
saw only the face of an angel that bare the name of God,
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which now serves his turn as the other did before. Ostoro-

dus in his Institutions, cap. 16. pursues the same business

with vehemency, as the manner of the man was
;
but Smal-

cius is the man, who boasts himself to have first made the

discovery ;
and so he did, as far as I can find

;
or at least,

he was the first that fixed the time of this rapture, to be

when he was in the wilderness. And saith he,
* hoc myste-

riuni nobis a Deo per sacras literas revelatum esse plurimum

gauderaus.' {idem ibid.) And of all his companions, this

man lays most weight on this invention; his 8th chap, in the

refutation of Martinus Smiglecius de Verbi incarnat. natur. is

spent in the pursuit of it. So also is a good part of his book

against Ravenspergerus. Socinus himself ventures at this

business, but so faintly and slightly, as T suppose in all his

writings there is not any thing to be found, wherein he is

less dogmatical ;
his discourse of it, is in his first answer to

the Parianesis of Volanus, pp. 38—40. One" while he says

the words are to be taken metaphorically ; then, that Christ

was in heaven in his mind and meditation: and at last, it may
be ' was taken into heaven,' as Paul was.

To return to our catechists, and to the thing itself, the

reader may take of it this brief account.

1. There is indeed in the New Testament abundant men-

tion ofour Saviour's coming down from heaven, of his coming
forth from God, which in what sense it is spoken hath been

fully before declared. But of his being taken up into heaven

after his incarnation before his death, and being there taught
the mind of God, and the gospel which he was to preach,

there is not one word nor syllable. Can it be supposed, that

whereas so many lesser things are not only taken notice of,

but also to the full expressed with all their circumstances
;

that this, which according to the hypothesis of them with

n Aut verba Cliristi sine ullo prorsus tropo iiitcrprctaiida sunt, et proinde ex ipsis

ducta argmucntulio vestra, pcnitus dissolvctur : aut si tropus aliquis in Clirisii verbis

adinittcndus est, iion videnius, cur non potius dicanuis, icico dixisse Cliristuni (ilium

hominis fuissc in c.cio, antcquani post rcsurrectionem eo ascenderet, quia jam ante

illud teuipus, non niodo in cajlo lucnte, ct cogitatioiie perpetuo versabnlur, verum

etiam omnia Cfelestia, id est arcana qua>que divinissinia, ct ipsa omnia quaj in cxlo

sunt, et fiunt, adeocognitaet perspecta habebat, ut ea tanquam prajscntia intucretur:

et ita quamvis in terris degens, in ipso tnuicn ca;lo commorari dici possit.
—Nam in

caelo antcquani morcrctur rcvera esse poluit, postquam ex Maria na(us est: nee so-

lum putuit, sed (ut ita dicanuis) dcbuit; si cnim liomo iile Paulus Cliristi scrvus, ad

tcrtium usipie c;eluiii ante murium raplus est, niillo pacto nobis vcrisimilc sit, Cliris-

tuni ipsura ante mortem in ca;io jiou fuisse. Socin. Resp. prior, ad Par. vol. p[).

38—40.
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whom we have to do, is of such importance to the confirma-

tion of his doctrine, and upon a supposition of his being a

mere man, eminently suited to the honour of his ministry,
above all the miracles that he wrought, that he, and all his

followers, should be utterly silent therein? That when his

doctrine was decried for novelty and folly, and whatever is

evil and contemptible, that none of the apostles in its vindi-

cation, none of the ancients against the Pagans should once

make use of this defensative, that Christ was taken up into

heaven, and there instructed in the mind of God. Let one

word, testimony, or expression be produced to this purpose,
that Christ was taken up into heaven, to be instructed in

the mind of God, before his entrance upon his office, and

let our adversaries take the cause. If not, let this story be

kept in the old golden legend, as a match for any it contains.

2. There was no cause of this rapture or taking of Christ

into heaven. That which is assigned, that there he might be

taught the gospel, helps not in any measure. For the Scrip-

ture not only assigns other causes of his acquaintance with

the mind and will of God, namely, his oneness with the Fa-

ther, being his "only begotten Son, his Word and Wisdom, as

also (in respect of his condescension to the office of media-

tion), his being anointed with the fulness of the Spirit, as

was promised and prophesied of him
;

but also affirms,

that this was accomplished both on him, and towards him,
before such time as this fiction is pretended to fall out.

Instantly upon his baptism Luke tells you, that he was

TrX/jprjc TTvevfiaTog ajiov, 'full of the Holy Ghost;' chap. iv. I.

which was all that was required to give him a full furnish-

ment for his office, and all that was promised on that account.

This answers what he expresses to be necessary for the dis-

charge of his prophetical office : Tr\i}pr]Q rrveviiaTog ajiov, is

as much as >^y 'nN nn, Isa. Ixi. 1. and upon that he says.
He hath sent me to preach : God also solemnly bare witness

to him from heaven, to the same purpose, Matt. iii. 17. And
before this, John affirms, that he was the 'lightof the world,
the true light, which lighteth every man coming into the

world;' John i. 9. which how he should be, and yet himself

he in darkness not knowing the will of God, is not easily to

be apprehended.
o John i. 18. i. 1. Prov. viii. 15—18. Col. ii.3. Heb. i. 9. John iii. 34.
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3. To what purpose served all that glory at his baptism ;

that solemn inauguration, when he took upon him the imme-

diate administration of his prophetical oflBce in his own per-

son, if after this he was to be taken up into heaven, to be

taught the mind of God ? To what end were the heavens

opened over him ? To what end did the Holy Ghost descend

upon him in a visible shape, which God had appointed as a

sign, whereby he should be known to be the great Prophet,
John i. 32. 35? To what end was that voice from heaven,

*This is my beloved Soti in whom I am well pleased ?' I say
to what end were all these, if after all this he was icrnorant of

the gospel, and of the will of God, and was to be taken up
into heaven to be instructed ?

4. If this must be supposed to be, without any mention,

yet why is it said always, that Christ came from heaven to th€

earth ? If he was first on the earth, and was taken into heaven,

and came again to the earth, he had spoken to the under-

standing of men, if he had said I am returned from heaven ;

and not as he doth, 'I am come from heaven.' This in lesser

matters is observed. Having gone out of Galilee to Jordan

and coming again, it is said, Phe returned from Jordan, Luke

iv. 1. and having been with the Gadarenes, upon his coming
to the other side from whence he went, it is said, he ''returned

from the Gadarenes back again, Luke viii. 40. But where

is it said that he returned from heaven, which on the suppo-
sition that is made, had alone in this case been proper ? which

propriety of speech is in all other cases every where observed

by the holy writers.

5. It is said, that Christ entered once into the holy place,

and that having 'obtained eternal redemption ;' Heb. ix. 12.

yea, and expressly that he ought to suffer before he so en-

tered
;
Luke xxiv. 26. but according to these men, he went

twice into heaven : once before he suffered, and had obtained

eternal redemption, and once afterward. It may also be ob-

served, that when they are pressed to tell us some of die

circimistances of this great matter, being silent to all other,

they only tell us that they 'conjecture the time to be in the

space of that forty days, wherein he was in th€ wilderness
;

on purpose through the righteous judgment of God to en-

tangle themselves in their own imaginations, the Holy Ghost
P

'r«£«-Tp«<j)tv.
'I 'ev tw

i(iroo-Tp£>|-a«.
> Snialcius do Divin. Christ, cap 1.
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affirming expressly, that he was the ''whole forty days in the

wilderness, amongst the wild beasts;' Mark i. 13.

Enough being said to the disprovement of this fiction, I

shall very briefly touch upon the sense of the places, that are

produced to give countenance thereunto. 1. In most of the

places insisted on, there is this expression,
* He that came

down from heaven,' or,
'
I came down from heaven ;'

so John

vi. 32, 33. 38. 41, 42. 51. 57, 58. iii. 30—32. hence this is

the conclusion; if our Saviour came down from heaven,

then after he had lived some time in the world he was taken

up into heaven, there to be taught the mind of God : he that

hath a mind to grant this consequence, is willing to be these

men's disciple. The Scripture gives us another account of

the intendment of this phrase. Namely, that the * Word* was

with God, and the Word was God, and the Word was made

flesh, and dwelt amongst us,' and his glory was seen, *as the

glory of the only begotten Son of God ;'
so that it is not a

local descension, but a gracious condescension, that is inti-

mated, with his voluntary humiliation, when he who was in

the ' form of God humbled himself to take upon him the

form of a servant,' therein to learn obedience- So that these

expressions yield very little relief to our adver^^ary.

2. The second sort are those, wherein he is said to come

'forth from God,' or 'from the Father;' this is expressed,

John iii. 42. xiii. 1. 3. xvi. 28—30. xvii. 3. xvi. 27. from

whence an argument of the same importance with the former,

doth arise. If Christ came from God, from the Father, then

after he had been many years in the world, he was taken into

heaven, and there taught the gospel, and sent again into the

world. With such invincible demonstrations do these men

contend. That Christ came from God, from the Father, that

is, had his mission and commission from God, as he was Me-

diator, the great Prophet, Priest, and King of his church,

none denies, and this is all that in those places is expressed.

Of which afterward.

3. Some particular places are yet remaining. The first is

John iii. 13.
' No man hath ascended into heaven, but he that

came down from heaven, the Son of man which is in heaven.'

That,
' which is,' Mr. B. renders rather,

* which was :' whether

with greater prejudice to his cause, or conscience I know not.

^Kai nv exe" ev rn Ijii;<aw, h(A,i^a,t Tetr<ra^iHovra.
' John i. 1, 2. 14.
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To his cause, in that he manifests, that it cannot be defended

without corrupting the word of God : to his conscience, by

corrupting it to serve his own ends and turn accordingly.
The words are, 6 wv tv rw ovpavto, which will by no means

admit of his corrupting gloss.
I say then, let the words speak themselves, and you need

no other to cut the throat of the whole cause, that this man
hath undertaken to manage. He that speaks is the Son of

man, and all the time of his speaking he v/as in heaven.

He (saith he) is in heaven : in his human nature he was then

on the earth, not in heaven
;
therefore he had another na-

ture, wherein at that time he was in heaven also. He who
was so, being the Son of man

;
and what then becomes of

Mr. B.'s Christ? And what need of the rapture whereof he

speaks.
For the 'ascending into heaven,' mentioned in the begin-

ning of the verse, that it cannot be meant of a local ascent

of Christ in his human nature, antecedent to his resurrec-

tion, is evident, in that he had not yet descended into the

lower parts of the earth, which he was to do before his local

ascent. Eph. iv. 9, 10. The ascent there mentioned, answers

the discourse that our Saviour was then upon, which was to

inform Nicodemus in heavenly things ;
to this end he tells

him (ver. 12.) that they were so slow of believing, that they
could not receive the plainest doctrine, nor understand even

the visible things of the earth, as the blowing of the wind,
nor the causes and issue of it : much less did they under-

stand the heavenly things of the gospel which none (saith

he, ver. 13.) hath pierced into, is acquainted withal, hath

ascended into heaven, in the knowledge of, but he who is in

heaven, and is sent of God into the world to instruct you.
He who is in heaven in his divine nature, who is come down
from heaven, being sent of God, having taken flesh, that he

might reveal and do the will of God, he, and none but he,

hath so ascended into heaven, as to have the full knowledge
of the heavenly things whereof I speak. Of a local ascent

to the end and purpose mentioned, there is not the least syl-
lable.

Thus^ I say, the context of the discourse seems to exact

a metaphorical interpretation of the words : our Saviour in

them informing Nicodemus of his acquaintance with heaven-
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ly things, whereof he was ignorant. But" yet the propriety
of the word may be observed without the least advantage to

our adversaries
;
for it is evident, that the words are ellip-

tical
; ovSeiQ avaj3f/3)j(C£v ilg rbv ovpavov, ft fxi] 6 vlog, ascend

must be repeated again to make the sense complete : and

why may not, fiiXXu ava(5rivai be inserted, as well as avajSl-

/3j}k£. So are the words rendered by Theophilact : and in

that sense relate not to what was before, but what was to

be. And an instance of the necessity of an alike supple-

ment, is given in ]\iatt. xi. 27. moreover some suppose, that

ava/3fj3»jK£i', affirming the want of a potential conjunction,
as av, or the like, (which the following exceptive el jutj

re-

quire) in the place, is not to be taken for the act done, but

for the power of doing it: of which examples may be given:
so that the propriety of the word may also be preserved,
without the least countenance afforded to the figment under

consideration.

The remaining place is, John vi. 62. 'What and if you
shall see the Son of man ascending up where he was before ;'

birov r]v to irponpov. That Christ was in heaven before his

local ascent thither in his human nature, is part of our plea
to prove his divine nature, and what will thence be obtained

I know not.

And this is the first attempt that these gentlemen make

upon the prophetical office of Christ
;
he did not know the

will of God, as the only begotten Son of the Father in his

bosom
;
he was not furnished for the declaring of it, in his

own immediate ministry, by the unction of the Holy Ghost,
and his being filled therewith

;
he was not solemnly inau-

gurated thereunto by the glorious presence of the Father,
and the Holy Ghost with him, one in a voice, and the other

in a bodily shape, bearing witness to him, to be the Prophet
sent from God; but being for many years ignorant of the

gospel, and the will of God, or what he came into the world
to do, he was no man knows where, when, nor how, rapt into

heaven, and there taught and instructed in the mind of God,
(as Mahomet pretended he was ah^o), and so sent into the

world, after he Iiad been sent into the world many a year.
Here the Raccvians add,

Theopli, in loc.



Christ's prophetical office. 475

*
Q. What" is that will of God which by Christ is revealed ?

'A. It is the new covenant, which Christ in the name of

God, made with human kind, whence also he is called the

Mediator of the new covenant.'

1. It seems then that Christ was taken into heaven, to be

taught the new covenant, of which before he was ignorant;

though the very name that was given him before he was born

contained the substance of it : Matt. i. 21. 2. Christ did not

make the covenant with us as Mediator
;
but confirmed and

ratified it, Heb. ix. 15—17. God gave him in the covenant

which he made
;
and therefore is said to give him '

for a co--

venant,' Isa. xlii. 6. 3. The covenant of grace is not made
with all mankind, but with the seed of the woman. Gen. iii.

15. Gal. iii. 16. Rom. ix. 7, 8. 4. Christ is not called the

Mediator of the covenant, because he declared the will of

God concerning it, but because he gave his life a ransom for

those with whom it is made, 1 Tim. ii. 5, 6. and the pro-
mises of it were confirmed in his blood, Heb. ix. 15. x. 16.

28. 5. This covenant was not first made, and revealed, when
Christ taught in his own person. It was not only made, but

confirmed to Abraham in Christ, four hundred and thirty

years before the law, Gal. iii. 17. yea, ever since the en-

trance of sin, no man hath walked with God but in the same

covenant of grace : as elsewhere is declared.

Let us see what follows in Mr. B. says he,
*

Q. You have already shewed that Christ was like unto

Moses, in seeing God, and hearing from him the things
which he spake, but Moses exceeded all other prophets like-

wise in that he only was a lawgiver; was Christ therefore

like unto Moses in giving of a law also, and is there any
mention of this law?

• A. Gal. vi. 2. Fulfil the law of Christ, Rom. iii, 27. by
the law of faith. Jam. ii. 12. by the law of liberty. Jam. i. 25.'

That Moses did notseethe face of God hath been shewed,
andMr.Biddle confesseth the same. That Christwasnotrapt
into heaven for any such end or purpose as is pretended, that

, he is not compared to Moses as to his initation into his pro-

phetical office, that there is no one word in the Scripture

^ Quae veroest ilia voluntas Dei per Jesutn nobis patefacta ?—Estillud fcedus no-

vum, quod cum genere humano Christus nomine Dei pepigit, unde etiam Afediator

novi faederis vocatur : Heb. viii.6. 1 Tim. ii. .ji. Catecli. Rac. dc Prophet, mun. Ciiristi.



476 Christ's prophetical office.

giving countenance to any of these figments hath been evinc-

ed. Nor hath Mr. Biddle shewed any such thing to them,
who have their senses exercised to discern good and evil

;

what apprehensions soever his catechumens may have of his

skill and proofs.
2. What is added to this question will be ofan easy dis-

patch. The word 'law' may be considered generally, as to

the nature of it, in the sense of Scripture, for a revelation of

the mind of God; and so we say Christ did give a law, in

that he revealed fully and clearly the whole mind of God, as

to our salvation and the obedience he requireth of us. And
so there is a law of faith

;
that is, a doctrine of faith, oppo-

site to the law, as to its covenant ends simply so called. And
he also instituted some peculiar significant ceremonies, to

be used in the v/orship of God
; pressing in particular in his

teaching, and by his example, the duty of love, wliich thence

is particularly called a new commandment, and the law of

Christ, Gal. vi. 2. even that which he did so eminently prac-
tice: as he was a teacher, a prophet come out from God, he

taught the mind, and will, and worship of God
;
from his

own bosom, John i. 18. Heb. i. 1. And as he was and is the

King of his church, he hath given precepts and laws, and

ordinances, for the rule and government thereof, to which

none can add, nor from them any detract. But take the

word *

law,' strictly, in reference to a covenant end, that he

which performs it shall be justified by his performance there-

of; so we may say, he gave the law originally as God, but

as Mediator he gave no such law, or no law in that sense,

but revealed fully and clearly our justification with God upon
another account ;

and gave no new precepts of obedience,

but what were before given in the law, written originally in

the heart of man by nature, and delivered to the church of

the Jews by Moses in the wilderness; of which in the chap-
ter of justification.

For the places quoted by Mr. Biddle, that of Gal. vi. 2.

'Bear ye one another's burdens, and so fulfilthe law of Christ,'

speaks only of that one command of brotherly love and for-

bearance, which is called peculiarly, as I said,
' a new com-

mandment,' though the Jews had it from the beginning ;
and

'law of Christ,' because of the eminent accomplishment of the

it by him, 'who loved us, and gave himself for us,' transmit-
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ting it anew to us, with such new motives and inducements,
as it had not received" before, nor ever shall again. The ' law
of faith' mentioned, Rom. iii.27. is no more but the doctrine

of the gospel, and of justification without the works of the

law, that is, all works commanded by what law soever : as the

whole doctrine of the word of God is called * the law,' near

an hundred times in the Psalms. The * law of faith' is that

which is opposed to the ' law of works,' as a means of obtain-

ing righteousness, which is not by obedience to new com-
mands.

The places in James ii. 12. i. 25. speak directly of the

moral law, which is manifestby that particular enumeration

of its precepts, which we have subjoined, ver. 13, 14.

3. But Mr. Biddle's masters have a farther reach in the

asserting Christ to have given a new law
; namely, whereas

they place justification as a consequent of our own obedi-

ence, and observing how impossible it is to do it, on the

obedience yielded to the moral law, the apostle having so

frequently and expressly decried all possibility of justifi-

cation thereby, they have therefore feigned to themselves,
that Christ Jesus hath given a new law, in obedience where-

unto we may be justified ;
which when they attempt to prove,

it will be needful for them to produce other manner of evi-

dences, than that here by Mr. B. insisted on, which speaks
not one word to the purpose in hand

;
but that this is the in-

tendment of the man is evident from his ensuing discourse.

Having reckoned up the expositions of the law, and its

vindication given by our Saviour, Matt. v. in the next query,
he calls them very ignorantly the law of faith, or the new
covenant. If Mr. B. knows no more of the new covenant,
but that it is a new law given by our Saviour, Matt. v. 6, 7.

(as upon other accounts) I pity the man
;
he proceeds.

' Q. Doth not Christ then partly perfect, partly correct the

law of Moses : what is the determination of Christ concern-

ing this matter ? A. Matt. v. 21—24.'

1. The reason of this query, I acquainted the reader

with before. These men seeking for a righteousness as it

were by the works^ of the law, and not daring to lay it upon
that, which the apostle doth expressly so often reject, they
strive to relieve themselves with this

; that our Saviour hath

y 'ii? If 'i^yaiv vofAov, Rom. ix. 32.
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so dealt with the law as here is expressed ;
so that to yield

obedience to it now as mended, perfected, and reformed,

must needs be suflficient to our justification.

2. Two things are here affirmed to be done by the Lord

Christ, in reference to the law of Moses, as it is called,

that is, the moral law, as is evident by the following in-

stances, given to make good the assertion
; first, that he

perfects it, secondly, that he corrects it
;
and so a double

imputation is laid on the law of God. 1. Of imperfection.

2. Of corruption, that needed amendment or correction.

Before I proceed to examine the particular instances,

whereby the man attempts to make good his insinuation,

the honour of God and his law, requires of us, that it be

vindicated from this double calumny, and demonstrated to

be neither imperfect, nor to stand in need of correction.

1. For its perfection we have the testimony of God him-

self expressly given thereunto, Psal. xix. 7.
' The law of

the Lord is perfect converting the soul.' It is the '

perfect
law of liberty,' James i. 25. Yea so perfect, as that God hath

forbidden any thing to be added to it, or to be taken from

it; Deut. xiii. 32.

2. If the law wants perfection, it is in respect of its es-

sential parts, or its integral parts, or in respect of degrees.

But, for its essential parts it is perfect, being in matter and

form, in sense and sentence,^ divine, holy, just, good. For

its integrals, it compriseth the whole duty of man
; Eccles.

xii. and the last
;
which doing he was to live

;
and for the

degrees of its commands, it requireth that we love the Lord

our God with all our hearts, and all our souls, and our neigh-
bours as ourselves

;
which our Saviour confirms as a rule

of perfection ;
Matt. xxii. 37.

3. If the law of God was not perfect, but needed correc-

tion, it is either because God could not, or would not give
a perfect and complete law ; to say the first, is blasphemy ;

for the latter, there is no pretence for it. God giving a law

for his service, proclaiming his wisdom and holiness to be

therein, and that if any man did perform it, he should live

therein, certainly would not give such a law, as by its im-

perfection should come short of any of the ends and pur-

poses, for which it was appointed.
* Rom. vii.
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4. The perfection of the law is hence also evinced; that

the precepts of Christ wherein our obedience requires us to

be perfect, are the same, and no other than the precepts of

the law; his new commandment of love is also an old one;
1 John ii. 1 , 8. which Christ calls his new command; John
xiii. 34. and the like instances might be multiplied; neither

will the instance of Mr. B. evince the contrary which he ar-

gues from Matt. v. for that Christ doth not in that chapter
correct the law, or add any new precept thereunto, but ex-

pounds and vindicates it from the corrupt gloss of the

scribes and pharisees, appears,
1. From the occasion of the discourse, and the proposi-

tion which our Saviour makes good, establisheth, and con-

firmeth therein
;
which is laid down, ver. 21. '

Except your

righteousness exceed the righteousness of the scribes and

pharisees, you cannot enter into the kingdom of heaven.' In

pursuit of thig" proposition, he manifesteth what their righ-
teousness was, by examining their catechism upon the com-

mandments, and the exposition they made therein of them.

It is not the righteousness of the law that our Saviour re-

jects, and requires more in his disciples, but that of the

pharisees, whom he every where called hypocrites; but for

the law he tells them a tittle of it shall not pass away, and

he that keeps it shall be called great, or be of great esteem

in the kingdom of God; and the good works, that our Sa-

viour then required in his disciples, are no other but those

that were commanded in the law.

2. The very phraseology, and manner of speech here

used by our Saviour, manifests of whom, and concerning
what he speaks ; you have heard that it was said to them of

old time
; you have heard, not you have read

; you have

heard it of the scribes and pharisees, out of Moses' chair

they have told you, that it was thus said
;
and you have

heard that it was said to them of old
;
not that it was writ-

ten, that it was written in the law, the expression whereby
he citeth what was written. And it was said to them of

old ;
the common pretence of the pharisees in the imposing

their traditions, and expositions of the law. It is the tra-

dition of the elders
;

it was said to them, by such and such

blessed masters of old.

3. Things are instanced in, that are no where written in
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the law, nor ever were
;
as that,

' thou shalt love thy neigh-

bour, and hate thine enemy ;'
which is so remote from the

law, as that the contrary is directly commanded, Levit.

xix, 18. Exod. xxiii. 4, 5, Prov. xxi. 21, 22, To them who

gave this rule,
' thou shalt love thy neighbour, and hate thine

enemy,' doth Christ oppose himself. But those were the

scribes and pharisees in their corrupt glosses, from which

God's law is vindicated, not in itself before corrupted.

4. Whose saying Christ rejects, their sayings he did not

come to fullil
;
but he came to fulfil and accomplish the

law, and therefore, it is not the law, and the sentence

thereof, that he rejects in that form of speech, 'But I say
unto you.'

Before I come to the consideration of the particular in-

stances given by Mr. B. a brief consideration of what is

offered to this purpose by Smalcius, in his Racovian cate-

chism, may be premised. His first chapter about the pro-

phetical office of Christ, is
* de prgeceptis Christi, quae legi

addidit,'
' of the precepts of Christ, which he added to the

law.' And therein this is his first question and answer.
' Q. Whata are the perfect commands of God, revealed by

Christ?
* A. Part of them is contained in the precepts given by

Moses, with those which are added thereunto in the new

covenant; part is contained in those things, which Christ

himself prescribed.'
The commands of God, revealed by Jesus Christ, are

here referred to three heads. 1. The ten commandments

given by Moses
;
for so that part is explained in the next

question, where they are said to be the decalogue. 2. The
additions made by Christ thereunto. 3. His own peculiar
institutions.

As to the first, I desire only to know how the ten com-
mandments were revealed by Jesus Christ. The catechist

confesseth that they were given to Moses, and revealed by
that means ;

how are they then said to be revealed by Christ :

if they shall say, that he may be said to reveal them, be-

cause he promulged them anew, with new motives, reasons,

a QuaDDam sunt perfecta mandata Dei per Christum patefacta ?—Pars eorum conti-

netur in pra;ceptis a Mose traditis, una cum iis, quae sunt eis in novo foedere addita.
Pars vero continetur in iis, qua; peculiariler ipse Christus prfescripsit.
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and encouragements, I hope he will give us leave to say

also, that what he calls
' a new commandment,' is not so

termed in respect of the matter of it, but its new enforce-

ment by Christ; we grant Christ revealed that law^ of Moses,
with its new covenant ends, as he was the great prophet of

his church, by his Spirit, from the foundation of the world
;

but this Smalcius denies.

2. That Christ made no new additions to the moral law,

hath been partly evidenced from what hath been spoken

concerning the perfection thereof, with the intention of our

Saviour in that place, and those things wherein they say
these additions are found and do consist, and shall yet far-

ther be evinced, from the consideration of the particulars

by them instanced in.

3. It is granted, that our blessed Saviour did for the

times of the New Testament institute the two ordinances of

baptism and the Lord's supper, in the room of them, which

together with their representation of the benefits, which be-

lievers receive by him, did also prefigure him as to come.

But 1. These are no new law, nor part of a new law, with a

law design in them. 2. Though there is an obedience in

their performance yielded to God and Christ, yet they belong-

rather to the promise than the precepts of Christ
;
to our

privilege, before unto our duty.

In the progress of that catechist, after some discourse

about the ceremonial and judicial law, with their abolition,

and his allowance of magistrates among Christians, notwith-

standing; (which they do, upon condition he shed no blood

for any cause whatever;) he attempts in particular, to shew

what Christ added to the moral law, in the several precepts
of it. And to the first he says, that Christ added two things:

1. In that he prescribed us a certain form of prayer; of

which afterward, in the chapter designed to the considera-

tion of what Mr. 13. speaks to the same purpose. 2. That

we - acknowledge himself for God, and worship him
; of

which also in our discourse of the kingly office of Christ.

To the second, he says, is added in the 'New Testament, not

only, that we should not worship images, but avoid them

also
;
which is so notoriously false, the avoiding of images

of our own making, being no less commanded in the Old

VOL. viii. 2 I
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Testament than in the New, that I shall not insist thereon.

The residue of his plea is the same with Mr. B.'s from Matt.

V. where what they pretend shall be considered in order.

To consider then briefly the particular instances : the

first is in reference to the sixth commandment,
' Thou shalt

not kill.' This the Pharisees so interpreted, as that if a

man kept himself from blood, and from causing the death

of another, he was righteous, as to the keeping of this com-

mandment. Our Saviour'' lets his disciples know that there

is a closer, and nearer sense of this law : I say unto you, in the

exposition of this commandment, that any rash anger, anger
without a cause, all offence given proceeding from thence,

in light vilifying expressions, such as 'raca,' much more all

provoking taunts and reproaches, as ' thou fool,' are forbidden

therein, so as to render a man obnoxious to the judgment of

God, and condemnation in their several degrees of sinful-

ness
;
as there were amongst themselves several councils,

according to several offences
;
the judgment, the council,

and utter cutting off, as a child of hell. Hence then, having
manifested the least breach of love and charity towards our

brother to be a breach of the sixth commandment, and so

to render a man obnoxious to the judgment of God, in se-

veral degrees of sin, according as the eruptions of it are,

he proceeds in the following verses to exhort his disciples

to patience, forbearance, and brotherly love, with readiness

to agreement and forgiveness, ver. 20 —26.

2. In the next place, he proceeds to the vindication, and

exposition of the seventh commandment, ver. 27. 'Thou
shalt' not commit adultery :' which the Pharisees had so ex-

pounded, as that if a man kept himself from actual unclean-

ness, however he lived loosely, and put away his wife at his

pleasure, he was free from the breach thereof. To give them
the true meaning and sense of this commandment, and far-

ther to discover the hypocrisy of the Pharisees, he lets them
know ;

1. That the concupiscence of the heart, and inordinate

desire of any person, is the adultery here no less forbidden,

than that of actual uncleanness, which the law made death.

b See a full and clear exposition of this place by Dr, Lightfoot, in his preface to the

Harmony of the Gospel.
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And certainly he must needs be as blind as a Pharisee, who
sees not that the uncleanness of the heart, and lust after

woman was forbidden l)y the law, and under the Old Testa-

ment,

2. As to their living with their wives, he mentions in-

deed the words of Moses,
' whosoever shall put away liis

wife, let him give her a bill of divorcement ;' b'at opposeth
not himself thereunto at all, but only shews, that that permis-
sion of divorce is to be interpreted according the rule and

instruction given in the first institution of marriage, (as af-

terward, on another occasion he explains himself, Matt, xix.)

and not that men might therefore for every cause, that they
would or could pretend, instantly put away their wives, as

the Pharisees taught men to do
;
and as Josephus, one of

them testifies of himself, that he did, 'I put away my wife/
saith he,

* because she did not please me.' No, saith our Sa-

viour, that permission of Moses is not to be extended beyond
the just cause of divorce, as it is by the Pharisees, but made
use of only in the case of fornication

;
ver. 27, 28. and there-

upon descends to caution his disciples, to be careful and

circumspect in their walking in this particular, and not be

led by an offending eye or hand (the beginning of evil), to

greater abominations.

3, In like manner doth he proceed in the vindication of

the third commandment; the Scribes and Pharisees had in-

vented, or approved of swearing by creatures, the temple,
altar, Jerusalem, the head, and the like

;
and thereupon

raised many wicked and cursed distinctions, on purpose to

make a cloak for hypocrisy and lying, as you may see. Matt,

xxiii. 16— 18. If a man sware by the temple, it is nothing;
he is not bound by his oath

;
but if he sware by the gold of

the temple, he is obliged. In like manner did the}^ distin-

guish of the altar and the gift; and having mixed these

swearings and distinctions, in their ordinary conversations,

there was nothing sincere, or open, and plain, left amongst
them. This wicked gloss of theirs (being such as their suc-

cessors abound withal to this day) our blessed Saviour de-

cries ; and commands his disciples to use plainness and

simplicity in their conversation, in plain affirmations and

negations, without the mixture of such profane and cursed

execrations; ver. 34—37. which, that it was no new duty, nor

2 1 2
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unknown to the saints of the Old Testament, is known to all

that have but read it.

4. In matter ofjudgment between man and man, he pro-
ceeds in the same manner

;
because the law had appointed

the magistrate to exercise talionem in some cases, and to

take an eye for an eye, and a tooth for a tooth, the blind

Pharisees wrested this to countenance private men in re-

venging themselves, and pursuing them who had injured
them with an hostile mind at least until the sentence of the

law was executed on them. To root out the rancour and ma-
lice of the minds ofmen, which by this means were nourish-

ed, and fomented in them, our Saviour lets them know, that

notwithstanding that procedure of the magistrate by the

law, yet indeed all private revenges were forbidden, and all

readiness to contend with others : which he amplifieth in

the proposal of some particular cases
;
and all this by virtue

of a rule, which himself affirms to be contained in the law,

•Thou shalt love thy neighbour as thyself;' ver. 38—42.

pressing also lending and giving, as works of charity,

whereunto a blessing is so often pronounced in the Old

Testament.

5. His last instance is in the matter of love, concerning
which the Pharisees had given outthis note; 'Thou shalt love

thy neighbour, and hate thine enemy.' For whereas there

were certain nations whom God had appointed to utter de-

struction, at his people's first coming into Canaan
;
he com-

manded them to shew them no mercy, but utterly to destroy
them

; Deut. vii. 2. This the wretched hypocrites laid hold

of, to make up a rule and law for private men to walk by, in

reference to them, whom they accounted their enemies, in ex-

press contradiction to the command of God, Exod. xxiii.

4, 5. Lev. xix. 18. Wherefore our blessed Saviour vindicates
the sense of the law from this cursed tradition also, and re-

news the precept of loving, and doing good to our enemies,
ver. 43—45. So that in none of the instances mentioned, is

there the least evidence of what was proposed to be confirmed

by them, namely, that our Saviour gave a new law, in that he
did partly perfect, partly correct the law ofMoses

; seeing he
did only vindicate the sense and meaning of the law, in sun-

dry precepts thereof, from the false glosses and traditions

ofthe.Scribes and Pharisees, invented and imposed on their
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ilisciples, to be a cloak to their hypocrisy and wickedness.
And this also may fully suffice to remove what on this ac-

count is delivered by the Racovian catechism. But on this

foundation Mr. B. proceeds :

'

Q. You have made it appear plainly that the law of faith,

or the new covenant, whereof Christ was the Mediator, is

better than the law of works, or the old covenant, whereof

Moses was the mediator in respect of precepts, is it also

better in respert of promises ?

'A. Heb. viii. 6. vii. 19.'

This is iiideed a comfortable passage, for the better un-

derstanding whereof I shall single out the several noble pro-

positions, that are insinuated therein, and evidently con-

tained in the words of it : as,

1. Christ was the Mediator of the law of faith, the new

law, in the same sense as Moses was mediator of the old law,

the law of works.

2. Christ's addition of precepts and promises to the law

of Moses, is the law or faith, or the new covenant.

3. The people, or church of the Jews, lived under the

old covenant, or the law of works : whereof Moses, not

Christ, was the mediator.

4. The difference between the old, and the new covenant,
lies in this

; that the new hath more precepts of obedience,

and more promises than the old.

And now, truly, he that thinks that this man understands

either the old covenant or the new, either Moses, or Christ,

either faith, or works, shall have liberty from me to enjoy
his opinion, for I have not more to add, to convince him

of his mistake, than what the man himself hath here de-

livered.

For my part, T have much other work to do, occasioned

by Mr. B. and therefore I shall not here divert to the consi-

deration of the two covenants and their difference, with the

twofold administration of the covenant of grace, both before

and after Christ's coming in the flesh
;
but I shall content

myself with some brief animadversions upon the foremen-

tioned propositions, and proceed.
1. In what sense Christ is the Mediator of the new co-

venant, I shall (God assisting) at large declare, when I come

to treat of his death and satisfaction, and shall not here
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prevent myself in any thing of what must then, and there, be

delivered.

2. That there are precepts and promises attending the

new covenant, is granted ;
but that it consists in any ad-

dition of precepts to the Mosaical law, carried on in the same

tenor with it, with other promises, is a figment directly de-

structive of the whole gospel, and the mediation of the Son

of God. By this means the whole undertaking of Jesus

Christ, to lay down his life a ransom for us, our justification

by his blood, his being of God made righteousness to us,

the free pardon of our sins, and acceptation with God, by,
and for him, as he is the end of law for righteousness, all

communication of effectual grace, to work in us new obe-

dience, the giving of a new clean heart, with the law of God
written in it by the Spirit, in a word, the whole promise
made to Abraham, the whole new covenant, is excluded from

the covenant, and men left yet in their sins. The covenant

of works was,
' do this and live,' and the tenor of the law,

'
if

a man do the things thereof, he shall live thereby ;' that is,

if a man by his own strength perform and fulfil the righ-
teousness that the law requires, he shall have eternal life

thereby. This covenant, saith the apostle, God hath'^ dis-

annulled, because no man could be saved by it. The law

thereof through sin was become '^weak and insufficient as

to any such end and purpose ;
what then doth God substi-

tute in room thereof? why a new covenant that hath more

precepts added to the old, with all those of the old conti-

nued, that respected moral obedience. But is this a remedy?
Is not this rather a new burden? If the law could not save

us before, because it was impossible through sin that we
should perfectly accomplish it, and therefore by the * deeds

of the law shall no man be justified.' Is it a likely way to

relieve us, by making an addition of more precepts to them,
which before we could not observe? But that through the

righteous hand of God, the interest of men's immortal
souls is come to be concerned therein; I should think the

time exceedingly lavished, that is spent in this discourse.

Let him that is ignorant, be ignorant still, were a sufficient

answer. And this that hath been said, may suffice to the

fourth particular also.

« Heb. viii. d Rom. viii. 3.
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3. That Moses was a mediator of a covenant of works,

properly and formally so called, and that the church of the

Jews lived under a covenant of works, is a no less pernicious

figment than the former. The covenant of works was, 'do
this and live ;' on perfect obedience you shall have life.

Mercy and pardon of sins, were utter strangers to that cove-

nant, and therefore by it the Holy Ghost tells us, that no
man could be saved. The church of old had the promises
of Christ

;
Rom. ix . 5. Gen. iii. 15. xii. 3. were justified by

faith; Gen. xv. 6. Rom. iv. Gal. iii. obtained mercy for their

sins, and were justified in the Lord; Isa. xlii. 24. had the

Spirit for conversion, regeneration, and sanctification
; Ezek.

xi. 19.xxxvi.26. expected and obtained salvation by Jesus

Christ : things as remote from' the covenant of works as the

east from the west.

It is true, the administration of the covenant of grace,
which they lived under, was dark, legal, and low, in compa-
rison of that which we now are admitted unto, since the

coming of Christ in the flesh
;
but the covenant wherein

they walked with God, and that wherein we find acceptance,
is the same

;
and the ^justification ofAbraham their Father,

the pattern of ours.

Let us now see what answer Mr. B. applies to his query.
The first text he mentions is, Heb. viii. 6.

' But now hath
he obtained a more excellent ministry, by how much also

he is the Mediator of a better covenant, built upon better

promises.' That which the Holy Ghost here affirms is, that

the new covenant, whereof Christ is the Mediator, is better

than the old; and that it hath better promises: which I

suppose none ever doubted. The covenant is better, seeing
that could by no means save us, which by this Christ doth

to the uttermost. The promises are better, for it hath innu-

merable promises of conversion, pardon, and perseverance,
which that had not at all; and the promise of eternal life,

which that had, is given upon infinitely better and surer

terms. But all this is nothing at all to Mr. B.'s purpose.
No more is the second place which he mentioneth, Heb.

vii. 19. 'The law made nothing perfect, but the bringing in

of abetter hope did.

Not that by the law, in that place, the covenant of
« Rom. iv. 4, 5.
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works is intended, but the legal administration of the co-

venant of grace. This saith the apostle, 'made nothing-

perfect;' men were kept under types and shadows, and though

they were children of God by adoption, yet in comparison

they were kept as servants, being under age until the fulness

of time came, when the ^ *

brhiging in of Jesus Christ, that

better hope,' made the administration of grace perfect and

complete. Mr. B. all along obscures himself under the am-

biguous term of the law
; confounding its covenant and sub-

sequent use. For the covenant use of the law, or as it

was the tenor of the covenant of works, the saints of the

Old Testament were no more concerned in it, than are we.

The subsequent use of it, may be considered two ways.
1. As it is purely moral, exactiiag perfect obedience, and so

the use of it is common to them and us. 2. As attended

with ceremonial and judicial institutions in the administra-

tion of it, and so it v/as peculiar to them. And this one ob-

servation will lead the reader through much of the sophistry
of this chapter, whose next question is,

*

Q. Were those better promises of God touching eternal

life, and immortality hidden in the dark, and jiot brought to

light under the law?
' A, Christ Jesus hath brought life and immortality to

light through the gospel ;
2 Tim. i. 10.'

The whole ambiguity of this question lies in those ex-

pressions,
' hidden in the dark, and not brought to light ;' if

he intend comparatively, in respect of the clear revelation

made of the mind and will of Gpd by Jesus Christ, we grant
it : if he mean it absolutely, that there were no promises of

life and immortality given under the law, it is absolutely
false. For,

1. There are innumerable promises of life and immor-

tality in the Old Testament given to the church under the

law. See Heb. xi. 4. Deut. xii. 1. xxx. 6. Psal. xix. 10, 11.

Deut. xxxiii. 29. Psal. cxxx. 8. Isa. xxv. 8, 9. xlv. 17. xv.

6, 7. Jer. xxiii. 6. Psal. ii. 12. xxxii. 1,2. xxxiii. 12.

2. They believed eternal life, and therefore they had the

promise of it, for faith relieth always on the word of promise.
Thus did Job, chap. xix. 25—27. and David, Psal. xvii. 15.

So did Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob; Ileb.xi. 10— 12. yea,
fGal.iv.
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and some of them as a pattern and example, without dying
obtained it, as Enoch and Elias.

3. The covenant of Abraham was that which they lived

in and mider. But this covenant of Abraham had promises
of eternal life. Even that ' God would be his God, dead

and alive
; Gen. xvii. 1. 7. And that the promises thereof

were promises of eternal life^ Paul manifests, Rom. iv. 3.

Gal. iii, 14. but this hath been so abundantly manifested

by others, that I shall not longer insist upon it. We are

come to the last query of this chapter, which is,

'Though the promises of the gospel be better than those

of the law, yet are they not as well as those of the law, jiro-

posed under conditions of faith, and perseverance therein,

of holiness and obedience, of repentance, and suffering for

Christ; how speak the Scriptures?' John iii. 14—16. 18.26.

Hab. ii. 14. Heb. ii. 6. 2 Tim. ii. 11. Rom. viii. 13. Acts

iii. 19. Rev. ii. 5. 16. John v. 17.

Neither will this query long detain us. In the New Tes-

tament, there being means designed for the attainment of an

end, faith, obedience, and perseverance, for the attainment

of salvation, and enjoyment of God through Christ; the

promises of it are of two sorts : some respect the end, or

our whole acceptation with God
;
some the means, or way

whereby we come to be accepted in Christ. The first sort

are those insisted on by Mr. B. and they are so far condi-

tional, as that they declare the firm connexion and concate-

nation of the end and means proposed. So that without

them it is not to be attained; but the other of working-

faith, and new obedience and perseverance, are all absolute

to the children of the covenant, as I have so fully and largely

^elsewhere declared, that I shall not here repeat any thing

there written, nor do I know any necessity of adding any

thing thereunto. I thought to have proceeded with the Ra-

covian catechism also, as in the former part of the discourse
;

but having made this process, I had notice of an answer to

the whole by Arnoldus, the professor of divinity at Franeker;

and therefore, that I may not actum agere, nor seem to enter

another's labour, I shall not directly, and Kara TroSa, carry

on a confutation thereof hereafter, but only divert thereunto,

as I shall have occasion, yet not omitting any thing of

K Pcrscver. of Saints.
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weight therein, as in this chapter I have not, as to the

matter under consideration.

CHAP. XIX.

Of the hinghj office of Jesus Christ, and of the worship that is ascribed and

due to him.

Of the nature of the kingly office of Jesus Christ, his in-

vestiture with it, his administration of it, with the efficacy of

that power which therein he puts forth, both towards his

elect, and others, Mr. B. doth not administer any occasion

to discourse. It is acknowledged by him, that he was, or

at least is, a king, by the designation and appointment of

the Father, to whom, as he was Mediator, he was subject :

that he abides in his rule and dominion as such, and shall

do so to the end of the world, and I shall not make any far-

ther inquiry, as to these things, unless farther occasion be

administered. Upon the account of this authority, they say,

he is God. Now whereas it is certain, that this authority

of his shall cease at the end of the world, 1 Cor. xv. 28. it

seems, that he shall then also cease to be God
;
such a God

as they now allow him to be.

By some passages in his second and third questions, he

seems to intimate, that Christ was not invested in his king-
dom before his ascension into heaven. So quest, the second,
' Is Christ already invested in his kingdom, and did he after

his ascension, and sitting at the right hand of God, exercise

dominion, and sovereignty over men and angels?' And

quest, third, 'For what cause, and to what end was Jesus

Christ exalted to his kingdom?
' To which he answers from

Phil. ii. 8— 10. In both places intimating, that Christ was

not invested with his kingly power, until after his exalta-

tion. (As for the ends of his exaltation, these being some

mentioned, though not all, nor the chief, I shall not farther

insist on them.) But that this, as it is contrary to the tes-

timony that himself gave of his being a king, in a kingdom
which was not of this world, it being a great part of that

office whereunto he was of his Father anointed
;
so it is

altogether inconsistent with Mr. B.'s principles, who main-

tains, that lie was worshipped with religious worship and



Christ's kingly office. 491

honour, whilst he was upon the earth
; whicli honour and

worship, says he, is due to him, and to be performed merely

upon the account of that power and authority, which is given
him of God, as also say all his companions : and certainly
his power and authority belong to him as king. The making
of him a king, and the making of him a God, is with them
all one. But that he was a God, whilst he was upon the

earth, they acknowledge from the words of Thomas to him,

'My Lord and my God.'

And the title of the twelfth chapter of Smalcius's book,
* De vera Jesu Christi Divinitate,' is,

' De nomine Dei, quod
Jesus Christus in terris mortalis degens habuit.'^ Which in

the chapter itself he seeks to make good by sundry instances:

and in the issue labours to prove, that the sole cause of the

attribution of that name to him, is from his office : but what

office, indeed, he expresseth not. The name of God, they say,
is a name of office and authority : the authority of Christ, on

which account he is to be worshipped, is, that which he hath

as king. And yet the same author'' afterward contends, that

Christ was not a king until after his resurrection and

ascension. For my part I am not solicitous about recon-

ciling him to himself; let them that are so, take pains if

they please therein. Some pains I conceive it may cost

them
; considering that he afterward affirms expressly, that

he was called Lord and God of Thomas, because of his di-

vine rule or kingdom ; which, as I remember, was before

his ascension.

As for his exaltation at his ascension, it was not by any
investiture in any new office, but by an admission to the

execution of that part of his work of mediatorship which

did remain, in a full and glorious manner; the whole con-

cernment of his humiliation being past; in the meantime,

doubtless, he was a king/ when the Lord of glory was

crucified.

* Divinitas autem Jesu Christi qualis sit, discimus ex sacris Uteris, nernpe talis,

quaj propter munus ipsius divinum tota ei tribuitur. Snial. de Divin. Jos. Ch.

cap. 12.
^ Nee enim prius D.Jesus Rex reipsa factus est, quam cum consedil ad dextram

Dei Patris, et regnare reipsa iti ccclo, et in terra ca,'pit. idem ca]). 13. sect. 3.

Domiiius et Deus procukiubio a 'rhoiiia ap|)ellatur, q\na sit talis I)oniii)U3,qui divino

modo in liomines impcriuui habcat, et divino etiani illud iiiodo exercere possit, ct

exerceat. idem cap. 24. de (id. in Christum, &ic.

« 1 Cor. ii. 8.
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But that which remains of this chapter is more fully to

be considered.
'

Question 4 is. How ought men to honour the Son of

God?'
From hence to the end of the chapter Mr. B. insists on

the religious worship and invocation of Jesus Christ: which,
with all his companions, he places as the consequent of his

kingly office, and that authority, wherewith for the exe-

cution and discharge thereof from God he is invested. I

shall very briefly consider what is tendered by Mr. B, to the

purpose in hand, and then take liberty a little more largely
to handle the whole business of the worship of Jesus Christ,

with the grounds, reasons, and motives thereof.

His fifth question to this matter is,
' How ought men to

honour the Son of God, Christ Jesus V
And it is answered,

' John x. 23. Even as they honour
the Father.'

This'^ then is consented unto on both sides; that Jesus

Christ is to be worshipped, and honoured with the same

worship and honour wherewith the Father is worshipped and
honoured

;
that is, with tiiat worship and honour, which is

divine and religious, with that subjection of soul, and in

the performance of those duties, which are due to God alone.

How Socinus himself doubled in this business, and was en-

tangled, shall be afterward discovered. What use will be

made of this, in the issue of this discourse, the reader may
easily conjecture.

His next question, discovering the danger of the non

performance of this duty, of yielding divine honour and

worship to Christ, strengthens the former assertion, and
therefore I have nothing to except, or add thereunto.

In question the sixth, Mr. B. labours to defend the throat

of his cause, against the edge of that weapon, which is

sharpened against it by this concession, that Jesus Christ

is to be worshipped with divine worship, as the Father is,

by a diversion of it; with a consideration of the grounds of

the assignation of this worship to Christ. His words are
;

'

Ought men to honour the Son, as they honour the Father,
because he hath the same essence with the Father, or

^
'Ol' itrtTTc; rclvvv Xiyr, on TTfoTKuvnTo;. Epiphan. in Ancorat.
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because he hath the same judiciary power : what is tlie

decision of the Son himself concerning this point ?

'.A. John V. 22. 23.'

The sum is : the same worship is to be given to the

Father and the Son, but upon several grounds; to the

Father, because he is God by nature, because of his divine

essence : to the Son, because of a delegated judiciary power
committed to him by the Father. For the discovery of the

vanity of this assertion, in the close of our consideration of

this matter, I shall manifest,
1. That there neither is, nor can be, any more than one

formal cause of the attribution of the same divine worship
to any ;

so that to whomsoever it is ascribed, it is upon one

and the same individual account, as to the formal and fun-

damental cause thereof.

2. That no delegaled power of judgment is, or canlae a

sufficient ground or cause of yielding that worship and ho-

nour to him, to whom it is delegated, which is proper to

God. For the present, to the text pleaded; 'The Father

judgeth no man, but hath committed all judgment unto the

Son, that all men should honour the Son, as they honour

the Father.' I say in brief, that 'iva iravreg Tip.C}m, is not

expressive of the formal cause of the honouring and ado-

ration of Christ, but of an effectual motive to men to honour

him, to whom, upon the account of his divine nature, that

honour is due. As in the first commandment, '
I am the

Lord thy God, that brought thee out of the land of Egypt,
out of the house of bondag-e. Thou shalthave no other o-ods

but me.' That expression,
' That brought thee out of the

land of Egypt,' is a motive to the worship of God, but not

the formal cause of it : that being due to him, as he is by
nature God blessed forever, though he had never brought
that people out of Egypt; but of this more afterward.

Q. 7. A farther diversion from the matter in hand is at-

tempted by this inquiry ;

* Did the Father give judiciary

power to the Son, because he had in him the divine nature

personally united to the human, or because he was the Son
of man : what is the decision of the Son himself concerning
this point also ?

' A. He hath given him authority to execute judgment,
because he is the Son of man; John v. 27.'



494 Christ's kixglv office.

1. A point in difference is stated, and its decision in-

quired after, wherein there is no such difference at all. Nor

do we say, that God gave Christ the judiciary power, where-

with as Mediator he is invested, because he had in him the

divine nature personally united to his human. The power
that Christ hath upon the account of his divine nature, is

not delegated, but essential to him : nor can Mr. B. name

any, that have so stated the difference as he here proposes it.

2. We say not that Christ had in him the divine nature

personally united to the human
;
but that the human nature

was personally united to the divine. His personality be-

longing to him upon the account of his divine nature, not

his human.

3. We grant, that the judiciary power that was delegated

to Christ, as Mediator, he being appointed of God to judge
the world, was given him ' because he is the Son of man ;'

or was made man to be our Mediator, and to accomplish
the p-reat work of the salvation of mankind. But that divine

worship, proper to God the Father, is due, and to be yielded

and ascribed to him on this ground and reason,
' because

he is the Son of man/ Mr. B. cannot prove, nor doth at-

tempt it.

The 8th, 9th, 10th, questions belong not to us : we grant

it was and is the will and command of God, that Jesus Christ

the Mediator should be worshipped of angels and men; and

that he was so worshipped even in this world
;
for when he*

'

brought his first begotten into the world, he said, Let all

the angels of God worship him
;'
and that he is also to be

worshipped now, having finished his work, being
* exalted

on the right hand of God ;' but that the bottom, foundation,

and sole formal cause of the worship, which God so com-

mands to be yielded to him, is any thing but his being
' God

blessed for evermore,' or his being the '

only begotten Son

of God,' there is not in the places mentioned the least inti-

mation.

The 11th, 12th, look again the same way with the former,

but with the same success. Saith he,
' When men ascribe

glory and dominion to Jesus Christ in the Scripture, and

withal intimate the ground thereof, is it because they con-

« Heb. i. 6.
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ceive him to be very God, and to have been eternally begot-
ten out of the divine essence, or because he gave himself to

death : let me hear how they explain themselves ?

' A. Rev. v. 6.
'

Q. 12. Are the angels of the same opinion with the

saints, when they also ascribe the glory and dominion to

him : let me hear how they also explain themselves ?

• A. Rev. v. li. 12.' Of both these places afterward.

At present, 1. Christ as a Lamb, is Christ as Mediator,
both God and man, to whom all honour and glory is due.

2. Neither saints, nor angels, do give, or intend to give
the reason why Christ is to be worshipped, or what is the

formal reason why divine worship is ascribed to him, but

only what is in their thoughts and considerations a powerful
and effectual motive to love, fear, worship, and to ascribe all

glory to him. As David often cries,
' Praise the Lord O my

soul' (or assigns glory and honour to him), because he hath

done such or such things ; intimating a motive to his wor-

ship, and not the prime foundation and cause, why he is to

be worshipped.

Having spoken thus to the adoration of Christ, his last

question is about his invocation, which he proves from sun-

dry places of Scripture, not inquiring into the reasons of it;

so that adding that to the former concession of the worship
and honour due to him, I shall close these considerations

with this one syllogism : He who is to be worshipped by

angels and men with that divine worship which is due to

God the Father, and to be prayed unto, called on, believed

in, is God by nature, blessed for ever : but according to the

confession of Mr. B. Jesus Christ is to be worshipped by

angels and men, with that divine worship which is due even

to God the Father, and to be prayed unto. Therefore is he

God by nature over all, blessed for ever. The inference of

the major proposition I shall farther confirm in the ensuing
considerations of the worship that is ascribed to Jesus Christ

in the Scripture.
In the endeavour of Faustus Socinus to set up a new re-

ligion, there was not any thing wherein he was more op-

posed, or wherewith he was more exercised, by the men of

the same design with himself, than in this, about the worship
and invocation of Jesus Christ. He and his uncle Leelius,
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urging- amongst others this proposition,
' that Christ was not

God ;' Franciscus David, Budnseus, Christianus Franken,

Paleologus, with others, made the conclusion, that he was

not to be worshipped as God, nor called upon. With some
of these he had sundry disputes and conferences, and was

miserably intricated by them, being unable to defend his

opinion, upon his hypothesis of the person of Christ. That

Christ is to be worshipped and invocated, indeed, he proves
well and learnedly, as in many places, so especially in his

third epistle to Mathias Radecius. But coming to knit his

arguments to his other opinion concerning Christ, he was

perpetually gravelled, as more especially it befel him in his

dispute with Christianus Franken, An. 1584, as is evident in

what is extant of that dispute, written by Socinus himself.

Of the chief argument insisted on by Franken, I shall speak
afterward : see '

Disput. cum Franken,' pp. 24, 25. 28. 35,

&c. Against Franciscus David, he wrote a peculiar tract;

and to him an epistle, to prove that the words of Thomas,
'

My Lord and my God,' were spoken of Christ, and therefore

he was to be worshipped ; (Epist. p. 186.) wherein he*^ po-

sitively affirms, that there was no other reading of the words

(as David vainly pretended) but what is the common use, be-

cause Erasmus made mention of no such thing;, who would

not have omitted it, could he have made any discovery

thereof, being justly supposed to be no good friend to the

Trinity. That men may know what to judge of some of his

annotations, as well as those of Grotiiis, who walks in the

same paths, is this remarked. Wherefore he and his asso-

ciates rejected this Franciscus David afterward, as a detes-

table heretic, and utterly deserted him when he was cast into

prison by the prince of Transylvania, where he died misera-

bly, raving and crying out, that the devils expected and

waited for his company in his journey, which he had to go.

(Florim. Rem. 1. 4. c. 12.) the account whereof Smalcius also

f Primum igitnr quod attinel ad priorem rationera dico, diversam illamlectionem
non extare, ut arbitror, nequc ia ullo probato codice, neque apud ulliim probatuiii

scriptoreni, quod vel ex eo constare potest, quod Erasmus in suis Annotationibus

quamvis de boc ipso loco agat, ejus rei nullara piorsus nientioneni facit. Qui Erasmus,
cum boc in gencre nusquam non diligentissime versatur; turn in omnibus locis, in

quibus Cbristus Dens appcllari videtur, adco diligenter omnia verba expendit, atquo
cxaminat, ut non immerito et Triuitariis Arianismi suspectus fucrit, et ab Antitrini-

tariis inter cos relatus, quae subobscurc Trinitati reclamaverint. Faust, Socin. Epist.
ad Fran. David, p. 186, 187.
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gives us, in his relation of § *

Franzius, Theses de Hypociit.

disput. 9. p. 298. -

After these stirs and disputations, it grew the common
tenet of Socinus and his followers (see his epistle to Enje-

dinus), that those who denied that Christ was to be wor-

shipped and invocated, were not to be accounted Christians :

(which how well it agrees with other of his assertions shall

instantly be seen). So Socinus himself leads the way :

Respon. ad "
Nemojevium, Ep. l.who is followed by Volke-

lius. i' Unless,' saith he,
' we dare to call on the name of

Christ we should not be worthy of the name of Christians.'

And he is attended by tlie Racovian catechism, de Prsecept,

Christi, cap. 1. whose author affirms plainly, that he es-

teemed them not Christians who worshipped him not; and''

accounted that indeed they had not Christ, however in word

they durst not deny him.

And of the rest, the same is the judgment : but yet with

what consistency with what they also affirm concerning this

invocation of Christ, we shall now briefly consider.

Socinus,' in his third epistle to Mathias Radecius, whom
he every where speaks honourably of, and calls him excel-

lent man, friend, brother, and much to be observed lord

(because he was a great man), who yet denied, and opposed
this invocation of Christ, lays this down in the entrance of

his discourse, that there is nothing of greater moment in

S Exemplam deniqiie aifort iinstrorum, Tlies. 108. Quomodo se gesserint in

Transilvania in negolio Francisui Davidis, quomodo seiiietipsos in aclu illo inter se

reos agant vafriciw, perfidi;e, cnuielitatis, sanguinariffi proditioiiis, &c. sed liis pri-
nium regcro : non cxeuiplis, sed ieglbus judicandiim esse : si nostri ita se gesserunt
ut scribit Frantzius, &c. Deinde dico faiso ista objecta fnisse ab autsiribus script!,

quod citat Frantzius iiostris : ncc eiiini frateriie tractarunt Franciscuui Davideni,

usque ad ipsuni agoiieni, quanquam cum ut frafrem tractare non tenebantur, qui in

Jesu Clnisti veram divinitatcm tarn impie involabat, ut dicere non dubitaret, taiitutii

peccatum esse cum invocare, (piantum est, si Virgo Maria invocetur, Cxc. Smal.
Refut. Tbcs. Franz, disput. 9. p. '-'98.

'' Recte igitur existiniasli, n)ihi quoque vcrisimiic videri, enm, qui Doniinuni

Jesura Christum invcjcare non vult, aut non aiidet, vix Clirisliani noiuino dii;nuni

esse: nisi ipiod non motio vix, sed ne vixquidem, ct non modo verisimilc id mibivi-

detur, sed persuasissinium niiiii est.

' E'lni invocare si non audcamus, Ciiristiano nomine liaud satis di^iii merito cx-

istimari possemus. Volkel. de Vera Relig. lib. 4-. cap. 11. de Christi invocatione,

p. asi.
'' Quid vero sentisde iis honiinlbus qui Cliristum non invocaut, ncc invocandi^ia

censc'iit? Prorsns non esse (Jlirislianos sentio : cum rcipsa Cluistiun non iialjtant, et

licet vcrlits id negarc non audeant, reipsa tan)cn negent. Catcc. llac. de priuoep.
Christi, c;qi. 1. p. t'iti.

'

EruditioiiP, virtnte, pictate prtcstantissimo viro D. ]Matha;o Uadecio, amico, ct

domino luilii plurimum observando, ike. Pra.-stanlisbinic vir, amice, I'raier, ao do«

mine phirimmn observande.

VOL. VII [. 2 K
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Christian religion,than the demonstration of this,"'' thiit invo-

cation, and adoration, or divine worship, do agree to Christ,

although he be a created thing.' And in the following words

he gives you the reason of the importance of the proof of this

•assertion : namely, because the " ' Trinitarians' main strength

and argument lies in this
;
that adoration and invocation are

due to Christ, which are proper only to the high God.'

Which makes me bold on the other side to affirm, that there

is nothing in Christian religion, more clear, nor more need-

ful to be confirmed, than this, that divine worship neither is,

can, nor ought by the will of God, to be ascribed to any who

by nature is not God, to any that is a mere creature, of what

dignity, power, and authority soever. But yet now when

this zealous champion for the invocation of Christ comes to

prove.his assertion, being utterly destitute of the use of that

which is the sure bottom and foundation thereof, he dares

go no farther, but only says that v.^e may call upon Christ if

we will, but for any precept making it necessary so to do,

that he says there is none.

And, therefore, he disiinguisheth between the °adoration

of Christ, and his invocation. For the first, he affirms, that

it is commanded, or at least that things are so ordered, that

we ought to adore him; but of the latter, says he, there is no

precept, only we may do so if we will. The same he had

before affirmed, in his answer to f'Franciscus David. Yea, in

the same discourse he affirms, that if i' we have so much faith,

as that we can go with confidence to God without him, we

need not invocate Christ.'
' We may,' saith he,

' invocate

Christ, but we are not bound so to do.' W^hence Niemoje-

"' Video enini nihil liodie edi posse in tota Christiana religioiie majoiis inonienti

qunni lioc sit, deiuoiistratio, viiiciicet, quod Chiisto licet creatiira; tanien iiivocatio et

adoratio scu cullusdiviniis couvcniat. Sociii. Epist. ad Rad. 3. p. 143.

" Si eiiiiii lioc demonstratum fuerit, coiicident bmnes Trinitarionnu munitiones,

quit rcvera uiio hoc fundamento iiitmitur adhuc, quod Cliristo adoratio et invocatio

Qonveiiiunt, qua; soliiis Dei iilius altissiini oniiii rationc videtur esse propria, id. ibid.

Hie prinium adoratioiie cuin invocatione confiindis, quod tamcn fieri non debet,

cum utriusque sit diversa qua.'daiu ratio, adco ut ego, quanivis nihil prorsus dubiteu),

pr;eceptum extare de adorando Chrisfo, et clianisi non e.xtarct, tamen emu a nobis

adorari onniino debere, non idem tauieu exlsiiuiem de eodeni invocando, cum videli-

cet invocatio pro ipsa opis imploralioiie, et directione precum nostrarum accipitur.

Hie cnim statuo id quidcin nierito a nobis fieri posse, id est, posse nosjure ad ipsum
Christum preces nostras dirigere, niliil lanien esse quod nos id facere cogat. Socin.

Epist. ad Radec. 3. p. 151.

P Cliriblum Dominuui invocare jiossunius, sed non debemus, sive non tenemur.

1 (Juod si quis tanfa est fide jinuditus, ut ad Deuni ipsum perpetuo recte aecedere

audeat
;
huic non opus est, ut Cliristum invocct. Disput. cutn Fran. p. 4.
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vius"" falls upon him, andjtells him, that he had utterly spoiled
their cause by that concession. To deliver himself from

which charge, how pitifully he intricates- himself, may be

seen in his answer to that epistle. Now whether this man
hath sufficient cause to exclude any from being Christians,

for the non-performance of that, which himself dares not af-

firm that they ought to do, and with what consistency of

principles these things are affirmed, is easy to judge.
Of the same judgment with him is Volk. de vera Rel. 1. 4.

c. 11. de Christi invocatione. Schlinchting. ad. Meisner. pp.

206, 207. and generally the rest of them. Which again how
consistent it is, with what they affirm in the ^Uacovian ca-

techism, namely, that this is an addition which Jesus Christ

hath made to the first commandment, that lie himself is to be

acknowledged a God, to whom we are bound to yield divine

honour, I see not. For if this be added to the first com-

mandment, that we should worship him as God, it is scarce

doubtless at our liberty to call upon him or no. Of the same

mind is Smalcius, de Divinitate Jesu Christi. A 'book that

he offered to Sigismund the third, king of Poland, by the

means of Jacobus Sienienska, palatine of Podolia, in the year

1608, who in his epistle to the king, calls him his pastor. And

yet the same "person doth in another place of the same trea-

 
Legi quoque diligenter responsioneni fuam ad argumenta Francisci Davklis ; ubi

Cliristi Domini invocationeni lionoreni quenomini ejus sacrosancto coiivenieiitcin as^e-

ris, ac contra calumnias Francisci Davidis defendis. Attamcn videris niilii, paucis
verbis, optimam sententiam iiou tantum obscurasse, sed quasi in dubium revocassc,

adversariosqiie in crrorc conlinnasse. QiifEris quid sit, quod tantum nialura secum

importare possit ? Brevitcr respondeo, verba ilia quse sajpius addis
;
Christum Do-

niinuni invocare possuuuis, sed non dcbemus, sive non tencmur, &c. ruinain ncgDtio,

causiuque tua2 minautur: non possum perci|)ere, quoniodo liaic concillari possint :

non dcbemus, sed possumus, quasi in negolio saiutis nostra liberum sit facerc vcl

oniittere, prout nobis aiiquid magis necessarium, vel e contra visum fuerit. Nienioje-
vius Epist. 1. ad Faust. Socin. An. 1587.

s Quid praiterca huic prrecepto prinio Dominus Jesus addidit, id, quod etiam do-

minuin Jesuni ])io ])co agnoscere tencmur: id est, pro eo (|ui in nos jioteslateni habet

divinam ct cui nosiiivinmn cxliiberc bonorom obstricti suuuis, Catec. llacov. de prai-

cep. Christi, cap. 1.

' Cum itaquc nuper, libclhis do Cluisti divinitate conscriptus, esset niihi a pa'ilorc

meo, viro cum primis pio ct literato, obiatus, in quo—disseruit. Epist. dedic. ad

Sigismund.
" Videtur autem hoc imprimis modo diabolus insidias strucre Domino .Tcsu, dum

scilicet tales excitat, qui non dubitant alVnmarc Dominmn Je.suiu lunic plane esse

oliosum in ca^lis, et res Innnanas vel salutem homiiunu nonaliler curare, (luaiii .Moses

curat salulem Jucheornni. Qui (juidt'iu liomines, ])rofessione videri vohnit (,'lirisliani,

interne vero Cliristum abnegarunt, et spiritu judaico, (jui semper Cbristo fuit iniini-

cissimus, inflatl sunt; ct si quis jure cum cis agcre velit, indigui plane sunt, qui inter

Cbristiaiios numerentur, quantunivis ore tenus Clnislum proiilcantur, el niulla de eo

garriant ;
adeo ut multo tolcrabilior sit error illoruni qui Christum pro iilo uno Deo

2 K 2
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tise, most bitterly inveigh against them who will not wof-

ship nor invocate Christ, affirming, that they are worse than

the Trinitarians themselves, than which it seems he could in-

vent nothing more vile to compare them with. And"' yet

again that there is no precept, that he should be invocated.

Cat. Rac. (that is the same person with the former) c. 5. de

proecep. Christi quaa legem prefecerunt. So also Ostorodus,

Compendiolum Doctrinae Ecclesia3 Christianas nunc in Po-

lonia potissimum florentis; cap. 1. sect. 2.

It is then on all hands concluded, that Jesus Christ is to

be worshipped with divine and religious worship, due to God

Fixing this as a common and indisputable principle, I

shall subjoin and prove these two assertions.

1. In general, divine worship is not to be ascribed to any,

that is not God by nature, who is not partaker of the divine

essence and being.
2. In particular, Jesus Christ is not to be^worshipped on

the account of the power and authority which he hath re-

ceived from God as Mediator, but solely on the account of

his being
' God blessed for ever.' And this is all that is re-

quired in answer to this tenth chapter of Mr. B. ; what fol-

lows on the heads mentioned, is for the farther satisfaction

of the reader in these things upon the occasion adminis-

tered, and for his assistance to the obviating of some other

Socinian sophisms, that he may meet withal. I shall be brief

in them both.

For the first : Divine worship is not to be ascribed to them

whom God will certainly destroy. He will not have us to

worship them, whom himself hateth. But now, all gods
that have not made the heavens and the earth, he will destroy
from under these heavens

;
Jer. x. 10, 11.

' Thus shall ye say
unto them, the gods that have not made the heavens and

the earth, even they shall perish from the earth, and from

habent ct colunt, quam istorum : et prfestet ex duobus mails minus quod aiunt, eli-

gendo, Trinitiirium quaui liujusmodi blasphenmui esse. Suial.de ver. Cliiisti Divin.

cap. 15.de Regii. Ciiristi Moderno.
'^ Est enim invocatio Jesu Clirisli, ex nnmcro eariim rerum, quas prjEcipere nullo

roodo opus est. Idem. cap. '24. de lide in Cliristuiu. ct de Adorat. et Invocat, Clirisli.

y NiiTTioc, o3"T(j avanT.a Qeo-i Xoyov ciUv sovra

Oil a-£crer' liroBii:!!; ov^ayioio Xo'yoy, Grcgor. Thcol.
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under these heavens.* It is a thing that God wouhl have the

nations take notice of; and, therefore, is it written in the

Chaldee dialect in the original, that they who were princi-

pally concerned in those days, might take tlie more notice

of it. And it is an instruction that God put into the months
of the meanest of his people, that they should say it to them ;

'say ye to them.' And the assertion is universal, to all what-

ever, that have not made the heavens and earth, and so is

applicable to the Socinians' Christ. A god they say he is,

as Elijah said of Baal, 1 Kings xviii. 27. He is made so
; but

that he made the heavens and earth, they deny : and there-

fore he is so far from having any right to be worshipped, that

God hath threatened he shall be destroyed.

Again, the apostle reckons it among the sins of the Gen-

tiles, that "they worshipped them who by nature were not

gods ;' Gal. iv. 8. from which we are delivered by the know-

ledge of God in the gospel. And the weight of the apostk's
assertion of the sin of Gentiles, lies in this, that by nature

they were not gods, who were worshipped. So that this is a

thing indispensable, that divine worship should not be given
to any who is not God by nature. And surely we are not

called in the gospel to the practice of that, which is the

greatest sin of the heathens, that knew not God. And to

manifest that this is a thino- which the law of nature trives

direction in, not depending on institution; Rora. i. it is

reckoned among those sins, which are against the light of

nature; they
*

worshipped the "creature' (besides or)
' more

than' (or with)' the Creator;' ver. 25. who is God blessed for

ever more. To worship a creature, him who is not the Crea-

tor, God blessed for ever, is that idolatry which is condemned

in the Gentiles, as a sin against the light of nature, v^hich to

commit, God'' cannot (be it spoken with reverence), dispense
with the sons of men (for he cannot deny himself), much

less institute and appoint them so to do. It being then on

all hands confessed, that Christ is to be worshipped with

divine or religious worship, it will be easy to make the con-

clusion, that he is God by nature, blessed for evermore.

That also is general and indispensable which you have,

Jer. xvii. 5, 6. 'Cursed be the man thattrusteth in man, and

^ 'EXaTgeua-av t~ xtiVe; wct^a tov XTiJ-tiVTa, ^ Vid. Diatrib. tic Just. div.
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maketh flesh his arm, and whose heart departeth from the

Lord
;
for he shall be like the heath in the desert, and shall

not see when good cometh.' That which we worship with

divine worship, we trust in, and make it our arm and strength.

And those words, 'and whose heart departeth from the Lord,'

are not so much an addition to what is before cursed, as a

declaration of it. AH trust in man, who is no more but so,

with that kind of trust, wherewith we trust in Jehovah (asi

by the antithesis, ver. 7. is evident that it is intended), is

here cursed. If Christ be only a man by nature, however

exalted and invested with authority, yet to trust in him, as

we trust in Jehovah, which we do if we worship him with

divine worship, would by this rule be denounced a cursed

thing.
llev. xix. 20. and xxii. 9. do add the command of

God to the general reason insisted on in the places before-

mentioned
;

*
I fell at his feet to worship him

;
and he said.

See thou do it not, for I am thy fellow-servant, and thy

brethren, that have the testimony of Jesus, worship God.'

So again, chap. xxii. 9. there are evidently two reasons

assigned by the angel, why John ought not to worship him.

1. Because he was a servant. He tlrat is a servant of God,

and is no more, is not to be worshipped; now he that is not

God, at his best estate, however exalted, is but a ''servant in

respect of God, and a fellow-servant of his saints, and no

more. All his creatures serve him, and for his will they were

made. Such and no other is the Socinians' Christ, and is

clearly deprived of all worship by this prohibition and reason

of it. 2. From the command, and the natural and eternal

obligation of it, in those repeated words, Vw Oeot irpoaicvvr]'

GOV. It is the word of the law, that our Saviour himself in-

sists on, Matt. iv. 10. that is here repeated ;
and the force

of the angel's reason, for the strengthening his prohibition,
is from hence, that no other but he who is God, that God
intended by the law and by our Saviour, Matt. iv. is to be

worshipped. For if the intendment of the words were only

positive, that God is to be worshipped, and did not also at

the same time exclude every one whatever from all divine

•' R-v. vi. 11.

&S5V aou TT^Oi >iun(ni: ,
aal avr'ii

ij-'ahj XaT^sjcrii;. Jusliu. Mar, Apul.
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worship, who is not that God, they would be of no force for

the reproof of John, inTiis attempt to worship tl)e angel, nor

have any influence into his prohibition. And thus that an-

gel, who chap. V. 9— 13. shews John all creatures in heaven

and earth, yielding divine worship and adoration to the

Lamb, the Lord Jesus Christ, in the close of all appro-

priates all that worship to God himself alone, and for ever

shuts out the most glorious creature from our thoughts and

intentions, in the performance of any divine worship or re-

ligious adoration.

And it may hence appear, hoAV vain is that plea of the

adversaries to avoid the force of this reproof, which is ma-

naged by Sclilichtingius against Meisnerus. * To'* those

places,' saith he,
' where mention is made of God alone to

be worshipped ;
I answer, that by those exclusive particles

alone, and the like, when they are used of God, they are not

simply excluded who depend on God in that thing which is

treated of; so is he said to be only wise, only powerful, only

immortal, and yet those who are made partakers of them from

God, ought not simply to be excluded from wisdom, power
and immortality: wherefore when it is said, that God alone

is to be v/orshipped and adored, he oni:;,ht not to be simply
excluded who herein dependeth on God, because of that

divine rule overall, which he hath of him received, yea, he

is jather included.' So the most learned of that tribe. But,
1. By this rule nothing is appropriated unto God, nor

any thing excluded from a participation with him by that

particle mentioned
;
and wherever any thing is said of God

only, we are to understand it of God and others, for of him,

in all things, do all other things depend.
2. When it is said, that God only is wise, &.c. though it

do not absolutely deny that any other may be wise with that

wisdom which is proper .to them, yet it absolutely denies

that any one partakes with God in his wisdom
;

is wise

as God is wise, with that kind of wisdom wherewith God is

'^

Respondco parliciilis isiis exchisivis, qualisct solus, ct siiiiilis, cum dc Duo usiir-

pantur, nunqiiaiii cos siniplicilcr cxcliidi, qui a Deo, in ea re (in qua agitiir, depen-
dent : sic (liciiur suhis Uciis s.;q/K'ns, solus poteiis, solus iinuiortalos, neque tauieii sim-

plicltcr a s;i[)k'ntia,
a potciitTa, imiuorlalitalc cxthidi (.Icbciit et alii, qui islaruui I'ciuin

participes sunt etlccli : quaro jam cum solus Deus adoraiidus aiit invocruuius esse

dicitur, cxcludi simpliciier iion debet is, qui liac in parte a Deo pendet, propter di-

vinum ab ipso in cuncta acceplum inq)erinu!, sod potius tacite siiniil includcndiis est.

Sclilithtiiig ad I\Ieib. Ai tic. du Deo. pp. 206, 'J07.
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wise. And so where it is said, that God only is to be wor-

shipped and honoured
; though it do not exclude all others

from any kind of worship and honour, but that they may
have that which is due to them by God's appointment, from

their excellency and pre-eminence, yet it doth absolutely

exclude any from being worshipped with divine worship, that

is due and proper to God.

3. We shall shew afterward, that whatever dignity, rule,

and dominion, they say is given to Christ, and whatever ex-

cellency in him doth thence arise, yet it is quite of another

kind and stands upon another foot of account, than that es-

sential excellency th^t is in God; and so cannot, nor doth

require the same kind of worship as is due to God.

4. Angels and men are depending on God in authority

and power, and therefore if this rule be true, they are not ex-

cluded from divine and religious worship, in the command

of worshipping God only ;
and so they may be worshipped

with divine and religious adoration and invocation, as well

as Jesus Christ. Neither is it any thing but a mere begging
of the thing in question, to say, that it is divine power that

is delegated to Christ, which that is not that is delegated to

angels and men. That power which is properly divine, and

the formal cause of divine worship is incommunicable: nor

can be delegated, nor is in any who is not essentially God.

So that the power of Christ and angels beingof the same kind,

thouah his be more and g-reater than theirs, as to des^rees,

they are to be worshipped with the same kind of worship,

though he may be worshipped more than they.

5. This is the substance of Schlichtingius's rule, when any

thing is affirmed of God exclusively to others, indeed others

are not excluded, but included.

6. We argue not only from the exclusive particle, but

from the nature of the thing itself, So that this pretended
rule and exception, notwithstanding all and every thing what-

ever that is not God, is by God himself everlastingly ex-

cluded from the least share in divine or religious worship,
with express condemnation of them who assign it to them.

The same evasion with that insisted qnby Schlichtingius,
Socinus himself had before used

;
and professes that this is

the bottom and foundation of all his arguments in his dispu-
tation with Franciscus David, about the invocation of Christ,
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that others as well as God may be worshipped and invocated
;

in his 3d epistle to Volkelius, where he labours to answer the

objection of John's praying for grace from the * seven spirits

that are before the throne of Christ ;' Rev. i.
' But^ why, I

pray, is it absurd to affirm, that those seven spirits (suppos-

ing them mere creatures) were invocated of John ? Is it be-

cause God alone is to be invocated? But that this reason is

of no value, that v/hole disputation doth demonstrate, not

only because it is nowhere forbidden that we should invo-

cate none but God (os duraiii), but also, and much rather, be-

cause those interdictions never exclude those who are sub-

ordinate to God himself.' That is, as was observed before,

they exclude none at all
;
for all creatures whatever are sub-

ordinate to God. To say that they are subordinate as to this

end, that under him they may be worshipped, is purely to

beg the question. We deny that any is, or may be in such a

subordination to God. And the reasons the man adds of this

his assertion, contain the grand plea of all idolaters, heathen-

ish, and antichristian, '^'whatever is given to them,'saith he,
' who are in that subordination is given to God.' So said the

Pagans of old
;
so the Papists at this day, all redounds to

the glory of God, when they worship stocks and stones, be-

cause he appoints them so to do. And so said the Israelites

when they worshipped the golden calf; it is a feast to Jeho-

vah. But ifJohn might worship, and invocate (which is the

highest act of worship) the seven spirits. Rev. i. because of

their subordination, to God, supposing them to be so many
created spirits, why might he not as well worship the spirit,

or angel in the end of the book, chap. xx. 22. who was no

less subordinate to God? Was the matter so altered during
his visions, that whom he might invocate in the entrance,

he mi«ht not so much as worship in the close''

The Racovian catechism takes another course, and tells

you, that the foundation of the worship and adoration of

Christ, is, because §' Christ had added to the first command-
•2 Seel cur quaeso absiirduiu est affirniare scptem illos spiritus a Joliaiine fnisse in-

vocatos ? An ([uia solus Dens est invocandiis? Atqiii liaiic latioripin iiiliili esse tot;i

ilia clisputalionc dfiiionstratur. Non imxJo (jviia niiiii|u;uii descitc inloriiiclmn est,

qucmcjuani ;Uium prrctcr ]3eiim ipsuiii iuvocare, sed ctiam, et iiiulto
iiiagi,s,(|iiia cjiis-

niodi iiiterdictioiu's (lit sic Imiuar) nunqiKini cos cxcludimt, qui ipsi J)i.'o suiitsubor-

dinati. Socin. Epist. ad \'olk. 3.

'
Quicquid eiiiiu ab co qui subordinationeni islam rcctc novil ct niciitc sua illatn

probat, in istos conf'crlur, in Dinirii ipsuiu coiifcrtur.

e Quid pra;tcrca DoiDinus Jesus huic pru'coiilo priino iiddidit.'— Id quod cliaiii-
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ment, that we sliould acknowledge him for God.' That is,

he who hath divine authority over us, to whom we are bound
to yield divine honour. But,

1. That Jesus Christ, who is not God by nature, did add
to the command of God, that he himself should be acknow-

ledged for God, is intolerable blasphemy ; asserted without

the least colour or pretence from the Scripture, and opens a

door to downright atheism.

2. The exposition of his being God, that is, one who
hath divine authority over us, is false : God is a name of na-

ture, not of office and power ;
Gal. iv. 8. 3. Christ was

worshipped and commanded to be worshipped, before his

coming in the flesh
;

Psal. ii. 12. Gen. xlviii. 16. Exod.
xxiii.21.

But if this be added to the first commandment, that

Christ be worshipped as God
;
then is h,e to be worshipped

witli the worship required in the first commandment. Now
this worship is that which is proper to the only true God, as

the very words of it import :
* Thou shalt have no other gods

but me.' How then will Smalcius reconcile himself with his

master, who plainly affirms, that Jesus Christ is not to be

worshipped with that divine worship, which is due to God
alone

;
and strives to answer that place of John v. 23. to the

contrary,
* 'Hhat all men should honour the Son, as they

honour the Father.' That Christ should be commanded to

be worshipped in the first commandment (or by an addition

made ihereto) which commands us to have only one God,
and not be worshipped with the worship which is due to

that one God, is one of the mysteries of these men's religion :

but to proceed.
Where the formal cause of divine worship is not, there

divine worship ought not to be exhibited. But in no crea-

ture there is, or can be the formal cause of divine worship ;

therefore no creature, who is only such, can be worshipped
without idolatry. The formal reason of any thing is but one;
the reason of all v/orship is excellency or pre-eminence. The

nam Domiiium Jesum pro Deo cognosccre tenemur, id est, pro eo qiii in nos potcsfa-
tciu liabet divinain, et cui nos diviiuiiii cxhibere honorem obstricti suinus. Catecb.
Racov. de prapcep. Cliristi.

'' Nos paulo ante ostendimus divinuin cultum, qui Chrisfo debelur, et directs
ipsuni Christum

re.-^i)icit, non esse illuiii qui urn illi soli Deo convenit. Socin. ad
Wiccii. rcspoii. ad cap. 10. Class. 5. Arg. 6. pp. 422, 423.
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reason of divine or religious worship is divine pre-eminence
and excellency. Now "-divine excellency and pre-eminence
is peculiar unto the divine nature. Wherein is it that God
is so infinitely excellent above all creatures ? Is it not from

his infinitely good, and incomprehensible nature ? Now look

what difference there is between the essence of the Creator

and the creature, the same is between their excellency. Let

a creature be exalted to ever so great a height of dignity
and excellency : yet his dignity is not at all nigher to the

dignity and excellency of God
;
because there is no proportion

between that which is infinite, and that which is finite and

limited. If then excellency and pre-eminence be the cause

ofworship, and the distance between the excellency of God,
and that of the most excellent, and most highly advanced

creature, be infinite, it is impossible that the respect and

worship due to them, should be of the same kind. Now it

is religious, or divine adoration that is due to God, whereof

the excellency of his nature is the formal cause
;

this then

cannot be ascribed to any other. And to whomsoever it is

ascribed, thereby do we acknowledge to be in him all divine

perfections ;
which if he be not God by nature, is gross ido-

latry. In sum, adorability, if 1 may so say, is an absolute

incommunicable property of God. Adoration thence arising,
a respect that relates to him only.

I shall for a close of this chapter proceed to manifest,

that Christ himself is not by us worshipped, under any other

formal reason, but as he is God
;
which will add some light

to what hath already been spoken. And here lest there

should be any mistake among the meanest, in a matter of so

great consequence, I shall deliver my thoughts to the whole

of the worship of Christ in the ensuing observations.

1. Jesus Christ, the Mediator, Qiav^pbJTrog, God and man^
the Son of God, having assumed ayiov to ^eww^u-vov, Luke i.

35. that holy thing, that was born of the Virgin, awTruaruTov,

having no subsistence of its own, into personal subsistence

with himself, is to be worshipped with divine religious wor-

ship, oven as the Father. By worshipped with divine wor-

ship, I mean believed in, hoped in, trusted in, invocated as

God, as an independent fountain of all good, and a sovereign

dis])cser of all our present and everlasting concenmients ;

by doing whereof, we acknowledge in him, and ascribe to
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liim all divine perfections; omnipotency, omniscience, infi-

nite goodness, omnipresence, and the like.

This proposition was sufficiently confirmed before. In

the Revelation you have the most solemn representation of

the divine spiritual worship of the church, both that militant

in the earth, and that triumphant in the heavens, and by both

is the worship mentioned given to the Mediator;
*
to him (to

Jesus Christ) that washed us in his blood, be glory and do-

minion for ever and ever, amen ;' chap. i. 6. So again the

same church represented by four living creatures, and

twenty-four elders, falls down before the Lamb, chap. v. 8.

12. *

worthy is the Lamb that was slain to receive power,
and riches, and glory, and blessing :' and ver. 13, 14. joint

worship is give to him upon the throne, and to the Lamb, by
the whole creation

;

* And every creature, which is in heaven

and in earth, and under the earth, and such as are in the

sea, and all that are in them, heard I saying. Blessing, ho-

nour, glory, and power be unto him that sitteth on the

throne, and unto the Lamb for ever and ever,' &c. And this

also is particularly done by the church triumphant, chap,
vii. 9, 10. l^o\y the Lamb is neither Christ in respect of the

divine nature, nor Christ in respect of the human nature,

but it is Christ the Mediator. That Christ was Mediator in

respect of both natures, shall in due time be demonstrated.

It is then the person of the Mediator, God and man, who is

the Lamb of God, that takes away the sin of the world, to

whom all this honour and worship is ascribed. This the

apostle perfectly confirms, Rom. xiv. 8— 11. 'For whether

we live, we live unto the Lord; and whether we die, we die

unto the Lord: whether we live therefore, or die, we are the

Lord's. For to this end Christ both died, and rose, and re-

vived, that he might be Lord both of the dead and the living.

But why dost thou judge thy brother? or why dost thou set

at nought thy brother ? for we shall all stand before the judg-
ment seat of Christ, For it is written. As I live, saith the Lord,

every knee shall bow to me, and every tongue shall confess

to God.' To Christ exalted in his dominion and sovereignty,

we live, and die : to him do we bow the knee, and confess;

that is, perform all worship, and stand before him, as at his

disposal ;
we swear by him, as in the place from whence these

words are taken.



Christ's kingly office. 509

2. That our religious/ divine, and spiritual worship, hath

a double, or twofold rtispect unto Jesus Christ.

1. As he is the ultimate formal object of our worship,

being God to be blessed for evermore, as was before declared.

2. As the way, means, and cause of all the good we receive

from God in our religious approach to him. In the first

sense, we call upon the name of Christ
;

1 Cor. i. 2. In the

other, we ask the Father in his name, according to his com-

mand, John xvi.23. In the first, we respect him as one with

the Father, as one who thinks it no robbery to be equal with

•him; Phil. ii. 8.
' the fellow of the Lord of Hosts.' In the

other, as one that doth intercede yet with the Father, Heb.
vii. 25. praying him yet to send the comforter to us; being

yet in that regard less than the Fatlier
;
and in which re-

spect, as he is our head, so God is his head, as the apostle
tells us, 1 Cor. xi. 3.

' the head of every man (that is every

believer) is Christ, and the head of Christ is God.' In this

sense, is he the"" way whereby we go to the Father. And

through him we have an access to the Father; Eph. ii. 18.

^la -xfiiaTov, irpbgrov TTUTtpa. In our worship, with our faith,

love, hope, trust, and prayers, we have an access to God.
Thus in our approach to the throne of grace, we look upon
Christ as the high-priest over the house of God, Heb. iv. 14.

— 16. by whom we have admission
;
who offers up our

prayers and supplications for us; Rev. viii. 3. In this state

as he is the head of angels, and his whole church, so is he in

subordination to the Father, and therefore he is said at the

same time to receive revelations from the Father, and to send
an angel as his servant, on his work and employment ; Rev.

i. 1. And thus is he our advocate with the Father
;

1 John
ii. 1. In this respect then, seeing that in our access to God,
even the Father, as the Father' of him, and his, with our

worship, homage, service, our faith, love, hope, confidence,

and supplications, eyeing Christ, as our mediator, advocate,

intercessor, upon whose account we are accepted, for whose
sake we are pardoned, through whom we have admission to

' Umini Dpiim, ct iiniim ejus filiiim, ct verlniin, iniaginnnqiie, qiKintmii possu-
mus siipplitatioiilhus, ct lioiiuiibiis vcmTciiiur, oirercntcs Deo imivi'isdiuui Doiiiliio

proces ]>fr siiiiiii nnigi'iiituin : cui prius eas adlilbciims rogaiitcs lit ipse, qui est pro-

piliiitor |)io pcccalis nostris, (Ji(;iiclur lanqimiii ponlifcx pieces nostras, ct sacriOcia et

intercessiones, olFerreDeo. Origeii. ;ul C'clsuiu lib. 8.

^ John xiv. 6, ' John xx 17.
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God, and by whom we have help and assistance in all that

we have to do with God
5

it is evident I say, that in this re-

spect he is not eyed, nor addressed to in our worship, as tlie

ultimate, adequate, formal object of it; but as the merito-

rious cause of our approach and acceptance, and so of great
consideration therein. And therefore whereas, Rom. iii. 25.

it is said, that ' God hath set him forth to be a propitiation

through faith in his blood :' it is not intended, that faith fixes

on his blood, or blood-shedding, or on him as shedding his

blood, as the prime object of it, but as the meritorious cause

of our forgiveness of sin, through the righteousness of God.

And these two distinct respects have we to Jesus Christ

our Mediator, who is ^eav^p(i)Trog, God and man, in our reli-

gious worship, and all acts of communion with him. "'As

one with the Father we honour him, believe in him, worship
him, as we do the Father. As Mediator depending on the

Father, in subordination to him, so our faith regards him, we
love him, and hope in him, as the way, means, and meritori-

ous cause of our acceptance with the Father. And in both

these respects we have distinct communion with him.

3. That Jesus Christ our Mediator, ^sav^pMirog, God and

man, who is to be worshipped with divine oi» religious wor-

ship, is to be so wcrohipped, because he is our Mediator.

That is, his mediation is the '
ratio quia,' an unconquerable

reason, and argument, why we ought to love him, fear him,
believe in him, call upon him, and w^orship him in general.
This is the reason still urged by the Holy Ghost, why we

ought to worship him
;
Uev. i. 5, 6.

' To him that loved us,

and washed us from our sins in his own blood, and hath
made us kings and priests unto God, and his Father, to him,
be glory, and dominion forever.' Who would not love him,
who would not ascribe honour to him, who hath so loved us,

and washed us in his own blood? So Rev. v. 12. there is an

acknowledgment of the power, riches, goodness, Avisdom,

strength, glory, and blessing, that belongs to him, because,
as the Lamb, as Mediator, he hath done so great things for

ns. And I dare say, there is none of his redeemed ones,
who finds not the power of this motive upon his heart. The
love of Christ in his mediation, the work he has gone throuoh

"^ Mia
irpor^iUVj'cTEi, itai fMctv alncTi tw ^o^o\oyi-v aiic'TrSf.iTffaJV. Synod. Eph, Alltith.

viii.
C3'rill.
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in it, and that which he confinueth in, the benefits we re-

ceive thereby, and our everlasting misery without it, are

all chahis upon our souls, to" bind us to the Lord Christ

in faith, love, and obedience. But yet this mediation of

Christ is not the formal and fundamental cause of our Vv'or-

ship (as shall be shewed), but only a motive thereunto. It is

not the '
ratio formalis, et fundamentalis cultus,' but only the

'
ratio quia,' or an argument thereunto. Thus God dealing

with his people, and exhorting them of old to worship and

obedience, he says,"
'
I am the Lord thy God, which brought

thee out of the land of Egypt, out of the house of bondage,
thou shalt have no other gods but me.' He makes his be-

nefit of bringing them out of the land of Egypt, the reason

of that eternally indispensable moral worship, which he re-

quires in the first commandment. Not that that was the

formal cause of that worship, for God is to be worshipped
as the first sovereign independent good, as the absolute

Lord of all, and fountain of all good, whether he gives any
such benefits or no. But yet all his mercies, all his benefits,

every thing he doth for us, in his providence, in his grace,
as to the things of this life, or of another, are all arguments
and motives to press us to the performance of all that wor-

ship and service, which we owe unto him, as our God and
Creator.''

' Praise the Lord, O my soul, for all his benefits,'

saith David : so is it in the case of our Mediator. For the

work of his mediation we are eternally obliged to render all

glory, honour, and thanksgiving to him. But yet his media-

tion is not the formal cause thereof, but only an invincible

motive thereunto. Let this therefore be our fourth and last

observation.

4. Though Jesus Christ, who is our Mediator, God and

man, to be worshipped with divine worship, as we honour

the Father, yet this is not as he is Mediator, but as he is God
blessed for evermore. He is not to be worshipped under

this reduplication, as Mediator, though he who is Mediator

is to be worshipped, and he is to be worshipped because he

is Mediator. That is, his mediatory oflice is not the formal

cause and reason of yielding divine worship to him, nor under

that consideration is that worship ultimately terminated in

" 'H yif a.yi.'reri
tou

•^^hs-toZ a-i/vep^E» h(Aa,(;.
2 Cor. v. 14.

Exod. xx. 2, ;>. I' Psal. ciii. 1.2.
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him. The formal reason of any thing, strictly taken, is but

one
;
and it is that, from the concession whereof, that thing

or eifect whereof it is the cause or reason, without any other

help doth arise, or result from it. Now the formal cause or

reason of all divine worship is the Deity, or divine nature :

that being granted, divine worship necessarily follows to be

due. That being denied, that worship also is, and is to be

for ever denied. We may not worship them, who by nature

art not God. If it could be supposed, that we might have

had a Mediator, that should not have been God (which was

impossible), religious worship would not have been yielded
to him. And if the Son of God had never been our Mediator,

yet he was to be worshipped.
It is thes Deity of Christ then, which is the fundamental

formal cause and reason, and the proper object of our wor-

ship ;
for that being granted, though we had no other reason

or argument for it, yet we ought to worship him, and that

being denied, all other reasons and motives whatever would

not be a sufficient cause, or warrant for any such proceeding.
It is true, Christ hath a"" power given him of his Father,

above all angels, principalities and powers: called 'all power
in heaven and earth:' ^'aname above every name,' giving him
an excellency, an aE.ia, as he is fii<rm]g iketijc ;

^^^ he is the

king and head of his church, which is to be acknowledged,
owned, ascribed to him

;
and the consideration whereof,

with his ability and willingness therein to succour, relieve,

and save us, to the uttermost, in a way of mediation, is a

powerful, effectual motive (as was said before) to his

worship. But yet this is an excellency, which is distinct

from that which is purely and properly divine
;
and so

cannot be the fcJrmal reason of religious worship. Excel-

lency is the cause of honour: every distinct excellency and
eminence is the cause of honour: every distinct excellency
and eminence, is the cause of distinct honour and worship.
Now what excellency or dignity soever is communicated by
a way of delegation, is distinct, and of another kind, from
that which is original, infinite, and communicatino- : and
therefore cannot be the formal cause of the same honour and

worship.

ii TiiV KT.^rh b^uTufAivav tI xtio-to s-ufjia. Atiiaii. Kpist. ad Adeliili. Eiiisc.
f Matt, xxviii. 18.

'

*' Phil.
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I shall briefly give the reasons of the assertion insisted

on, and so pass on to what remains.

The first is taken from the nature of divine or religious

worship. It is that whereby we ascribe the honour and

glory of all infinite perfections to him, whom we so worship ;

to be the first cause, the fountain of all good, independent,

infinitely wise, powerful, all-sufficient, almighty, all-seeing,

omnipotent, eternal, the only rewarder, as such we submit

ourselves to him religiously, in faith, love, obedience, ado-

ration, and invocation. But now we cannot ascribe these

divine excellencies and perfections unto Christ as Mediator :

for then his mediation should be the reason why he is all

this
;
which it is not : but it is from his divine nature alone,

that so he is
;
and therefore thence alone is it that he is so

worshipped.
2. Christ, under this formal conception, as they speak,

as Mediator, is not God : but under this, as partaker of the

nature of God. Christ as Mediator is an expression, as they

speak, in the concrete, whose form is its abstract. Now
that is his mediation or mediatory office

;
and therefore, if

Christ under this formal conception of a Mediator be God,
his mediatory office, and God, must be the same : which is

false and absurd. Therefore as such, or on that fundamental

account, he is not worshipped with divine worship.
3. Christ in respect of his mediation dependeth on God,

and hath all his power committed to him from God
;
Matl .

xi. 27. ' All things,' saith he,
* are given me of my Father.'

And Matt, xxviii. 18.
' All power is given to me in heaven

and in earth.' John xvii. 2. 'Thou hast given unto him

power over all flesh ;' and in innumerable other places is

the same testified. God gives him as Mediator his name;
that is, his authority. Now God is worshipped because he

is independent, he is, and there is none besides him. lie is

A and 12, the first and the last : and if the reason why we

worship God with divine worship be, because he is avTapKr}g,

and independent; certainly that wherein Christ is dependant,
and in subordination to him, as receiving it from him.cnn-
not be the formal cause of attributing divine worship to him.

4. Christ in respect of his divine nature is equal with

God, that is, the Father; Phil. ii. 9, 10. b\it in respect of his

mediation, he is not equal to him, he is less than he. *

My
VOL. viii. 2 I,
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Father,' saith he,
'
is greater than I

;'
John xiv. 28. Now-

whatever is less than God, is not equal to him, is infinitely

so
;
for between God, and that which is not God, there is no

proportion neither in being, nor excellency. That Christ in

respect of his office is not equal to God, is commonly
received in that axiom, whereby the arguments thence

taken against his Deity are answered
;

'

ineequalitas officii

non tollit aequalitatem nature,' Now certainly, that which

is infinitely unequal to God, cannot be the formal cause of

that worship which we yield to him, as God.

5. That which shall cease, and is not absolutely eternal,

cannot be the formal cause of our worship : for the formal

reason of worship can no more cease, than God can cease

to be God : for when that ceaseth, we cease to worship him ;

which, while he is the Creator and sovereign Lord of his

creatures, cannot be. Now that the mediatory office of

Christ shall cease, the Holy Ghost affirmeth, 1 Cor. xv. 24,

he then gives up his kingdom to God; and- there is the

same reason of the other parts of his mediatory office. It is

true, indeed, the efficacy of his office abideth to eternity,

whilst the redeemed ones live with God, and praise him
;

but as to the administration of his office, that ceaseth, when
at the last day the whole work of it shall be perfectly con-

summated, and he hath saved to the uttermost all that come
to God by him.

The sum of all is, Jesus Christ, God and man, our Medi-

ator, who is to be worshipped in all things, and invocated

as the Father, and whom we ought night and day to honour,

praise, love, and adore, because of his mediation, and the

office of it, which for our sakes he hath undertaken, is so to

be honoured and worshipped. Not as Mediator, exalted of

God, and intrusted with all power and dignity from him,
but as being equal with him, God to be blessed for ever ;

his divine nature being the fundamental formal reason of

that worship, and proper ultimate object of it. And to close

up this digression, there is not any thing that more sharply
and severely cuts the throat of the whole sophistical plea
of the Socinians against the Deity of Christ, than this one
observation. Themselves acknowledge, that Christ is to

be worshipped with religious worship, and his name to be

invocated, denying to account them Christians, whatever
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Chey.aie, who are otherwise minded, as Franciscus David,
and those before-mentioned were. Now if there be no pos-
sible reason to be assigned for the formal cause of this wor-

ship, but his Deity, they must either acknowledge him to

be God, or deny themselves to be Christians.

Some directions (by the way) may be given from that

which hath been spoken, as to guidance of our souls in the

worship of God
5
or in our addresses to the throne of grace

by Jesus Christ. What God hath discovered of himself

unto us, he would have us act faith upon, in all that we have

to deal with him in. By this we are assured we worship
the true God, and not an idol, when we worship him, who
has revealed himself in his word, and as he has revealed

himself. Now God hath declared himself to be three in

one
; for,

'

there are three that bear witness in Heaven, and
these three i'.re one ;' 1 John v. So then is he to be worshipped ;

and not only so, but the order of the three persons in that

Deity, the eternal internal orderamong theraselvesis revealed

tons. The Father is of none; is avravTog. The Son begotten
of the Father : having the glory of the only begotten Son of

God, and so is auro&Eoc, in respect of his nature, essence, and

being, not in respect of his personality, which he hath of

the Father. The Spirit is of the Father and the Son. He
is often so called, the Spirit of God, and the Spirit of the

Son. For the term of proceeding, or going forth, I profess

myself ignorant, whether it concern chiefly his eternal per-

sonality, or his dispensation in the work of the gospel. The
latter I rather like, of which this is no time to give ray
reasons. But be those expression^ of what import soever,
he is equally the Spirit of the Father and the Son : and is

of them both, and from them both. God then by us is to

be worshipped, as he hath revealed the subsistence of the

three persons in this order, and so are we to deal with him
in our approaches to him. Not that we are to frame any con-

ception in our minds of distinct substances, which are not ;

but by faith closing with this revelation of them, we give

up our souls in contemplation and admiration of that we
cannot comprehend.

2. There is an external economy and dispensation of the

persons, in reference to the work of our salvation, and what
we draw nigh to them for : so the Father is considered as

the foundation of all mercy, grace, glory; every tiling that is
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dispensed in the covenant, or revealed in the gospel. The

Son receiving all from him
;
and the Spirit sent by the Son,

to effect and complete the whole good pleasm'e of God in

us, and towards us
;
and in, and under the consideration of

this economy, is God of us to be worshipped.
'All things,' saith Christ, 'are given me of the Father ;'

Matt. xi. 27. that is, to me, as Mediator
;
therefore

' come to

me :' and in his prayer, John xvii. 8.
*
I have given unto them

the words which thou gavest me
;
and they have received

tliera, and have known surely that I came out from thee, and

they have believed that^thou didst send me.' So most

fully John iii. 34, 35. He is sent of God, and from the love

of the Father to him as Mediator are all things given him
;

'
it pleased the Father that in him all fulness should dwell ;'

Johni. 16. Col. iii. 3 .John v. 26. ' He hath given him to have

life:' that is, as he is Mediator, appointed hii i to be the

fountain of spiritual life to his elect; and Rev. i. 1. the

revelation of the will of God is given unto Christ by the

Father, as to this end of discovering it to the church.

Hence ariseth the second way of faith's acting itself to-

wards God in our worship of him. It eyes the Father as the

fountain of this dispensation ;
and the Son as the mediator,

as the storehouse, and the Spirit as immediate communica-
tor thereof. Here also it considers the Son under those two

distinct notions. 1. As the ordinance and servant of the

Father, in the great work of mediation ; so it loves him, de-

lights in him, and rejoiceth in the wisdom of God, in find-

ing out, and giving such a means of life, salvation, and

union with himself; and so by Christ believes in God, even

the Father. It considers him, secondly, as the way of going
to the Father, and there it rests, as the ultimate object of

all the religious actings of the soul. So we are very often

said, through and by Christ, to believe in God
; by him to

have an access to God, and an entrance to the throne of

grace. In this sense, I say, when we draw nigh to God in

any religious worship, yea, in all the first actings and mov-

ings of our souls towards him in faith and love, the Lord
Christ is considered as Mediator, as clothed with his offices,

as doing the will of the Father, as serving the design of his

love, and so the soul is immediately fixed on God through
Christ

; being strengthened, supported, and sustained by the

consideration of Christ, as the only procuring cause of all the
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good things we seek from God, and of our interest in those ex-

cellencies which are in him, which make him excellent to us.

And this is the peneral consideration that faith hath of

Christ, in all our dealings with God
;
we ask in his name,

for his sake, go to God on his account, through him, and the

like; are strengthened and imboldened upon the interest

of him as our High Priest and Intercessor; God the Fa-

ther being yet always immediately in our eye, as the primary

object of our worship. But yet now again, this Christ, as

Mediator, so sent and intrusted by the Father, as above, is

also one with the Father, God to be blessed for evermore.

Faith also takes in this consideration, and so he who before

was the means of fixing our faith on God, is thereupon be-

come the proper object of our faith himself; we believe in

him, invocate, call upon him, worship him, put our trust in

him, and live unto him. Over and above, then, the distinc-

tion that the eternal persons have in the manner of inbeing in

the same essence, which also is the object of our faith, that

distinction which they have in the external economy, is to

be considered in our religious worship of God
;
and herein

is Christ partly eyed as the Father's servant, the means, and

cause of all our communion with God, and so is the medium

of our worship, not the object; partly as God and man
vested with that office, and so he is the object primary, and

ultimate of it also. And this may give us, I say, some as-

sistance to order our thoughts aright towards God, and

some light into that variety of expressions which we have

in Scripture, about worshipping of God in Christ; and wor-

shipping of Christ also. So is it in respect of the Spirit.

Havino- cleared the whole matter under consideration, it

may be worth the while, a little to consider the condition of

our adversaries, in reference to this business, wherein of all

other things (as I said before), they are most entangled. Of
the contests and disputes of Socinus with Franciscus

David, about this business, I have given the reader an ac-

count formerly, and the little success he had therein. The

man would fain have stood, when he had kicked away the

ground from under his feet, but was not able. And never

was he more shamefully gravelled in any dispute, than in

that which he had with Christianus Franken, about this bu-

siness, whereof I shall give the reader a brief account.

This Franken seems to have been a subtle fellow, who
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denying with Socinus that Christ was God, saw evidently

that it was impossible to find out a foundation of yielding

religious worship or adoration'unto him. With him, about

this matter, Socinus had a solemn dispute in the house of

one* Publicovius, An. 1584. March 14. Franken in this dis-

putation was the opponent, and his'first argument is this :"

* Look how great distance there is between the Creator and

the creature, so great ought the difference to be between the

honour that is exhibited to the one, and the other. But

between the Creator and the creature there .is the greatest

difference, whether you respect nature and essence, or dig-

nity and excellency, and therefore, there ought to be the

greatest difference between the honour of the Creator and

the creature. But the honour that chiefly is due to God,
is religious worship ; therefore, this is not to be given to a

creature, therefore not to Christ, whom you confess to be a

mere creature.' This I say was his first argument. To
which Socinus" answers

;

'

although the difference between

God and the creature be the greatest, yet it doth not follov/,

that the difference between their honour must be so
;
for

God can communicate his honour to whom he^will, especi-

ally to Christ, who is worthy ofsuch honour,'and who is not

commanded to be worshipped without weighty causes for it.'

But by the favour of this disputant, God cannot give
that honour that is due unto him upon the account of his

excellency and eminency, as he is the first cause of all things,
and the last end, which is the ground of divine worship, to

any one, who hath not his nature. The honour due to God,
cannot be given to him who is not God. His honour, the

honour of him as God, is that which is due to him as God
;

now that he should give that honour, that is due to him as

*
Disputatio inter Faustum Socinum el Cliristianurn Franken, de lionore Cliristi,

id est, utruni Cliristus cum ipse perfectissiraa ratione Deus non sit religiosa tameu
adoratione colendus sit, Habita, 14. Martii. An. 1584. in aula Christophori Pauli-

covii.
" Quanta distantia inter Creatorem est et creaturam, tanta esse debet difTerentia

inter honorem qui creatori exhibetur, et qui creaturae tribuitur: atqui inter crea-

torem ct creaturam maxima est distantia
; sive essentiam et naturara spectes, sive

dignitatem et exccUentiam : ergo et maxima esse debet differentia inter honorem
Dei et creaturae : at honor qui prascipue debetur Deo est religiosa adoratio, ergo
hsec non est tribuenda creaturse; ergo neque Christo, quern tu puram esse creatu-
ram fateris : de adorat. Christi disput. cum Christoph. Fran. p. 4.

* Etsi summa est inter Deum et creaturam distantia, non tamen necesse est, tan-

tam esse difFerentiam inter honorem Dei et creaturaj, nam potest Deus cui vultcom-
nmnicarcliouoreni suum,Christo prtcsertim, qui dignus est tali honore, (juique non sine

{jravissimis causis adorari jubctur in sacris literis. Dispulat de adorat. Christi. p. 6.
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God, to him which is not God, is utterly impossible and

contradictory to itself. 2. We confess that there be most

weighty causes, why Christ should be worshipped, yet but

one formal reason of that worship we can acknowledge :

and therefore, when Franken had taken off this absurd an-

swer, by sundry instances and reasons, Socinus is driven

to miserable evasions
;
first he cries out,^

'
I can answer all

these testimonies:' to which when the other replied,^
* And

I can give a probable answer to all the texts you produce,

arguing the adoration of Christ
;' being driven to hard shifts

he adds,'' *I am as certain of the truth of my opinion, as I

am, that I hold this hat in my hand.' Which is a way of

arguing that is commonly used by men that have nothing-
else to say. Wherefore Franken laughs at him, and tells him,
'' * Your certainty cannot be a rule of truth to me and others,

seeing another man may be found that will say, he is most

certain to the contrary opinion ;' so that prevailing nothing

by this means, he is forced to tvtrn the tables; and instead of

an answer, which he could not give to Franken's argument,
to become opponent, and urge an argument against him :

saith he,
'^' My certainty of this thing is as true, as it is true,

that the apostle saith of Christ, Let all the angels of God

worship him.' But by the favour of this disputant, this is

not his business. He was to answer Franken's aro-ument,

whereby he proved, that he was not to be worshipped ;
and

not to have brought a contrary testimony, which is certainly
to be interpreted according to the issue of the reason in-

sisted on
; and this was the end of that first argument be-

tween them.

The next argument of Franken, Vv'hereby he brought his

adversary to another absurdity, had its rise from a distinc-

tion given by Socinus, about a twofold religious worship :

one kind whereof without any medium was directed to God
;

the other is yielded him by Christ, as a means. The first he

y Ad ilia omnia testinionia ego possum respondere. p. 7.
»Et ego ad omnes tuos locos, Christi adorationem urgcntcs, probabilcm potero

responsionem afierre. p. 8.
a De veritate niea; sententiae tain sum certus, quam certo scio me istuni pileuin

manibus tencre.
j).

9.

^ Tua ista certitudo non potest et niihi ctaliis esse veritatis regula, nam reperie-
tur alius quispiam, qui dicat, sententiam tu?e contrariaiii ex sacris libris sibi esse per-
suasissimam.

c Tani vera est hac de re mea certitudo, quam veruin est apostolum de Christo
dixisse, adorcnt cum oranes angeli. p. 10.



520 Christ's kingly office.

says is proper to God
;
the other belongs to ''Christ only.

Now he is blind that doth not see, that for what he doth

here to save himself, that he doth not beg the thing in ques-
tion. Who granted him that there was a twofold religious

worship ? One of this sort, and another of that? Is it a suf-

ficient answer for a man to repeat his own hypothesis, to

answer an argument lying directly against it. 2. He grants
indeed upon the matter all that Franken desired

; namely,
that Christ was not to be worshipped with that worship
wherewith God is worshipped, and consequently not with

divine. But Franken asks him, whether this twofold wor-

ship was of the "^same kind or no ? To which he answered,

that it was, because it^abode not in Christ, but through him

passed to God. Upon which after the interposition of

another entangling question, the man thus replies upon
him.'' 'This then will follow, that even the image of Christ is

to be worshipped, because one and the same worship re-

spects the image as the means, Christ as the end, as Th. Aqui^-

nas tells us, from whom you borrowed your figment.' Yet

this very fancy Socinus seems afterward to illustrate by

taking a book in his hand, sliding it along upon a table,

shewing how it passed by some hands, where truly it was,

but stayed not until it came to the end. For which gross

allusion he was sufficiently derided by his adversary. I

shall not insist on the other arguments, wherewith on his own

hypothesis he was miserable gravelled by this Franken : and

after all his pretence of reason, forced to cry out, these are

philosophical arguments, and contrary to the gospel. The

disputation is extant, with the notes of Socinus upon it for

his own vindication, which do not indeed one whit mend

the matter. And of this matter thus far.

<=

Duplex est adoratio, altera quidem quaj sine ullo medio dirigitur in Deum : al-

tera vero per medium Christum defertur ad Deum ; ilia adoratio est soli Deo propria,
1)£EC vero couvenit Christo tantum. p. 11.

d Estne utraque adoratio ista ejusdem speciei. p. 1].
^ Est, quia adoratio Cbristi est ipsius Dei, quippe quae in Christo non conqiiiescat,

sed per cum transeat in Deum. p. 12.

''Hoc seqiietur, quod ipsius etiam Cliristi imago sit adoranda, quia una et cadem
adoratio respicit jn imaginem, tanquara medium, in Christum tanquam fineni, quem-
admoduiu Thomas Aquinas docet, a quo tuum lu commentum es niutuatus. p. 13.

END OF VOL. Vlir.

Printed by J. F. Dove, St. John's Square.
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