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ADVERTISEMENT
~ To the fixth Edition in 1764.

¢« The prefent Edition of this Book has not
‘¢ only been. collated with the firft three Edi~

“ tions, which were publithed during the
¢¢ Author’s Life, but alfo has the Advantage -
« of his laft Corrections and Improvements,
« from a Copy delivered by him to Mr, Peter
¢ Cofte, communicated to the Editor, and
‘¢ now lodged in Chrift College, Cambridge.”



TWO TREATISES OF GOVERNMENT.

IN THE FORMER THE FALSE PRIN-

CIPLES AND FOUNDATION OF SIR

ROBEKT FILMER AND HIS FOL-
"LOWERS ARE DETECTED AND-
OVERTHROWN. |

THE LATTER IS AN ESSAY CON-

CERNING THE TRUE ORIGINAL
EXTENT AND END OF CIVIL

 GOVERNMENT.
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Reader, thou haft here the beginning and
end of a difcourfe coricerning governments
- 'what fate has otherwife difpofed of the papers
that thould have filled up the middle; and
“were more than all the reft, .it is npt worth.
. while to tell thee. Thefe, which remain,

I hope are fufficient fo eftablith the throne of  ~

- our great reftorer, or prefent King William ;
to'make. good his title, in the confent of the
people, which being the only one of all law-
ful governments, he has more fully and
clearly, than any prince in Chriftendom ; and
 to juftify to the world the people of England B
whofe love of their juft and natural rights,
with their refolution to preferve them, faved
the nation when it was on the very brink of

flavery and ruin, If thefe papers have that evi- . -

dence, Iflatter myfelf is. to be found in them,
there will be no great mifs of thofe which are
loft, and my reader may be fatisfied without
them : for I imagine, Ifhall have neither the
-~ time, nor inclination to repeat my pains, and
fll up the wanting part of my anfwer, by
tracmg Sir Robert again, through all the

wmdmgs
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hnndmm and obfcuntlcs, which aré to bei it
with in the feveral brariches of bis wonderful
fyftem. The king, and body of the nation;
have fince fo thoroughly confiited his Hypo-
thefis, -that I fuppofe no body hereafter will
have either the confidence it appear againft
our common fafety; and be.again an advacate
for flavery ; ar the weakne(s to be decejved
with contradictions drefled up in a popular
ftile, and well-turned periods: for if :any.ene
will ‘be .at the.pains, himfelf,.in thofe parts,
which are here untouched, to ftrip :Sir Ro-
bert’s .difcourfes of ithe flourith.of douhtful
expreflions, .and .endeavour :to .reduce hig
words -to direct, pofitive, intelligible propo~
fitions, and.then compare them one:with an~
other, :he will quickly befatished, there:was
never {fo much ghb .nonfenfe put -together in
well-founding Englith. If :he thisk jit nof
worth.while to.examine his.works:all through,
let him make .an experiment in :that part,
where -he :treats of ufurpation; and ilet :him
try, whether:he can, with.all'his {kill, make
Sir ‘Robert intelligible, and .confiftent with
himfelf, .or common fenfe. I thould :not
Ipeak-{o plainly of a .gentleman, long fince
paft.-anfwering, had not:the pulpit, of late
years, plib}liely;owned ‘his.dodirine, and made
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it the ciirrent dwmlty of the tlmes Il: is
neceffary thofe men; who takmg on them-to
“be teachers, have {o dancrerouﬂy mlﬂed others,
{hould be openly thewed of what. authority
this' their Patriarch 1 15, whom they have fo
blindly followed, fo "that they may elther:
retra& what upon {o ill-grounds they have

vented, and cannot be maintained; or elfa
juftify thofe pnnmples which they preached
-up for.gofpel; though they had no better an
author than an En olith courtier: for I fhould
not have writ againft Sir Robert; or taken the
pains to fhew his miftakes, inconfiftencies;-
afid want of (what he fo much boafts of; and

prctends wholly to blllld on) fcnpture-pmofs;
were there not men amongft-us, who,; by
crymg up.his books, and efpoufing his doc-
trine; {ave me from the:reproach of ‘writing:
agamﬁ 2 dead adverfary ‘They have been fo
zealous in this point, that, it I haye done.
him any trong, I cannot hope they {hould
fpare me. I with, where they had done the
truth and the public wrong, they would be as
ready to redrefs it, and allow its juft weight to
this refle¢tion, viz. that there cannot be done
a greater mifchief ‘to prince and people, than
the propagating wrong notions cONCErning
government 5 that fo at laft all times might

a - not
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not have reafon to complain of the drum
ecclefiattic. If any one, concerned really for
truth, undcrtake the ‘confutation of my hy-.-
pothefis,-I promife him either to recant my
- miftake, upon fair conviétion; or to anfwer
his difficulties, But he muﬁ remember two
things, | |

Firft, That cavilling here and there, at -
fome expreﬁion, or little incident of my dif-
courfe, is not an anfwer to my- book. |

Secondly, That I fhall not take )'railih‘g for
arguments, nor think either of thefe worth
my notice: Though I fhall always look on
mylelf as bound  to give fatisfaction to any
one who fhall appear to be confcientioufly
fcrupulous in the point, and fhall fhew any
jufk grounds for his feruples. |

I.have nothing more, but to advertxfe the
reader, that Obfervations ftands for Obferva-
tions on Hobbes, Milton, &ec. and that 2 bare

quotation of pages always mean Pages of hls'
Patriarcha. Edlt 1680
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"OF GOVERNMENT
- BOOKI_

CHAPTER I

§. 1. Slavery is fo vile and miferable af
eftate of man, and fo directly oppofite to the gene-
rous temper and courage of our nation ; that it is
hardly to be concerved, that an Euglifbman, much
lefs a gentleman, fhould plead for 1t. And truly
T thould have taken Sir Robers Filmer's Patiiarcha,
as any other treatife, which would perfuade all

‘men, that they are flaves, and ought to-be fo, for

{uch another exercife of wit, as was his who writ
- the encomium of Neros rather than for aferious
difcourfe meant in earneft, had not the gravity of
the title and epiftle, the picture in the front of the
book, and the applaufe that followed it, required
me to believe, that the author and- publﬂher were
both in-garneft. * I therefore took it into my hands
with all the expe&auon, and read it through with
all the attention due to a treatife that made fuch
a noife at its coming abroad, and cannot but con- -
- fefs myfelf mlghtlly furprifed, that in a book; .
which was to provide chamns for all mankind,
I fhould fird nothing but a rope of fand, ufeful
perhaps to fuch, whofe fkill and bufinefs it is to raife
a duft, and would blind the people, the better to
miflead them; but in truth not of any force to
draw thofe into bondage, who have their eyes

B open,
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open, and fo much fenfe about them, as to con-
fider, that chains ate but an il wearing, how
much care foever hath been taken to file and polith
them.

§. 2. If any one think I take too much
liberty in fpeaking fo freely of a man, who is the
great champion of abfolute power, and the idol of
thofe who worthip it; I befeech him to make this
{mall allowance for once, to one, who, even after the
reading of Sir Robert’s book, cannot but think
himfelf, as the laws allow him, a freeman: and
I know no fault it is to do fo, unlefs any one bet-
ter fkilled in the fate of it, than I, fhould have it
revealed to him, that this treatife, which has lain
dormant fo long, was, when it appeared in the
world, to carry, by ftrength of its arguments, all
liberty out of it; and that from thenceforth our
author’s thort model was to be the pattern in the
mount, and the perfect ftandard of politics for
the future. - His {yftem lies 1n a little compafs, \it
15 no more but this,

That all government is abfolute sonarchy.
And the ground he builds on, is this,

That no man is born free.
~ § 3. In this laft age a generation of men has
{prung up among{’c us, that would flatter princes
with an opinion, that they have a divine right to-
abfolute power, let the laws by which they are con-
ftituted, and are to govern, and the conditions under
Wthh they enter upon their authority, be what they

will, and their engagements to obferve them never

fo well ratified by. folemn oaths and promifes. To
make
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nake way for this doftrine, they have denied man-:
kind a right to natural freedom ; whereby they have
not only, as much as in them lies, expofed all
fubjects to the utmoft mifery of tyranny and op-
preffion, but have allo unfettled the titles, and
thaken the thrones of princes: (for they too, by
thefe mens fyftem, except only one, are all born
{laves, and by divine right are fubjelts to'.4dam’s
right heir;) as if they had defigned to make war
upon all government, and fubyert the very foundati-
ons of human fociety, to ferve their prefent turn.

§. 4. However we muft believe them upon
their own bare words, when they tell us, we are
all born flaves, and we muft continue fo, there is
no remedy for it; life and thraldom we entered
into together, and can never -be:quit of the one,
till we part with the other. Scripture or reafon
I.am fure do not any where fay fo, notwithftand-
ing the noife of divine right, as if divine authority
hath fubjected us to the unlimited will of another,
An admirable ftate of mankind, and that which
they have not had wit enough to find out till this
latter age, For, however Sir Robert Filner feems
to condemn the novelty of the contrary opinion,
Poatr. p. 3. yet 1 believe 1t will be hard for him to
find any other age, or country of the world, but
this, which has afferted monarchy to be jure divino.
And he confefles, Patr. p. 4. That Heyward,
Blackwood, Barclay, and others, that have bravely
vindicated the right of kings in moft points, never
thought of this, dut with one confent adwitted the
natural liberty and equality of mankind,

B2 - __ §5



3 OF GOVERNMENT

§ 5 By whom this dofrine came at firft
to be broached, and brought in fafhion amongft
us, and what fad effets it gave rife to, I leave to
hiftorians to relate, or to the memory of thofe;
who were contemporaries with Sibzhorp and Man-
wering, to recollet. My bufinefs at prefent is
only to confider what Sir Robert Filiner, who is
allowed to have carried this argument fartheft, and
is fuppofed to have brought it to perfeftion, has
faid in it; for him every one, who would be as
faﬂnonablc as French was at court, has learned,
and runs away with this fhort fyltem of politics,
viz. Men are not born free, and therefore could never
have the liberty to choofe either governors, or forms
of government, Princes have their power abfolute,
and by divine right; for flaves could never have
a right to compact or-confent, Adam was an abs
folute monarch, and fo are all princes ever fince,

CHAPTER {I
Of Paternal and Regal P_aw?r;

§. 6. Sir Robert Filmer’s great pofition is,
that men are not natyrally free. This is the foun-
dation on which his abfolute monarchy ftands, and
from which it ere@s itfelf to fuch an height, that
its power is above every power, caput inter nubila,
{o high above all earthly and human things, that
thought , can fcarce reach it; that promifes and
oaths, which tye the infinite Deity, cammnot confine
it, But 1if this foundatlon fails, all his fabric falls

, ) ~with

!
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with it, and governments muft be left again to the
old way of being made by contrivance, and the
confent of men ("AvsSpwmivy xrigus) making ufe
of their reafon to unite together into fociety. To
prove this grand pofition of his, he tells us, p, 12.
Men are born in fubjellion to their paremts, and
therefore cannot be free. And this authority of
parents, he calls royal autbority, p. 12, 14. Fa-
therly authority, right of fatherbood, p. 12, 20,
One would have thought he would, in the begin-
ning of fuch a work . as this, on which was to
depend the authority of princes, and the obedience
of fubjetts, have told us exprefly, what that fa-
therly authority 1s, have defined it, though not
limited it, becaufe in {ome other treatifes of his
he tells us, 1t 1s unlimited, and * unlimitable; he
{hould at Jeaft have given us fuch an account of it,
that we might have had an entire notion of this
fatherbood, or fatherly authority, whenever it came
in our way in his writings : this I expected to have
found 1in the firfk chapter of his Patriarcha. But
inftead: thereof, having, 1. en paflant, made his
obeylance to the arcana imperiiy p. 5. 2. made
his compliment to the rights and liberties of this,
or any other mation, p. 6. which he 1s going pre-
fently to null and deftroy; and, 3, made his leg

53 19

* In grants and gifts that have their original from God
or nature, as the power of the father hath, no inferior power
of man can limit, nor make any law of prefcription againft
them, Obfervations, 158,

_ The fcripture teaches, that fupreme power was originally
i the father, without any limifation, Ofrwations, 24§
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to thofe learned men, who did not fee fo fat into
the matter as himfelf, p. 7. he comes to fall on
Bellarmine, p. 8. and, by a vitory over him,
cftablifhes his fatherly authority beyond any quef-
tion. Bellarmine being routed by his own cenfef-
fion, p. 11. the day is clear got, and there is no
mote need of any forces: for having done that,
I obferve not that he ftates the queftion, or rallies
up any arguments to make good his opinion, but
rather tells us the ftory, as he thinks fit, of this
ftrange kind of domineering phantom, called the
fathes baod which whoever could catch, prefently
got empire, and unhmited ablolute power. He
affures us how this fatberbood began in Addm, con-
tinued its courfe, and kept the world 1n order all
the time of the patriarchs till the flood, got out of
the ark with Neoab and his fons, made and fup-
ported all the kmgs of the earth till the captivity
of the Ifraelites in Egypt, and then the poor father-
hood was under hatches, till God, by giving the
Hraelites kings, re-effablifbed the ancient and prime
right of the lineal fucceffion in paternal government.
This.is his bufinefs from p. 12. to p. 1g. And
then obviating an objeftion, and clearing a diffi-
culty or two, with one half reafon, p. 2 3. to con-
Jirm the natural right of reg:zl power, he ends the
firfl chapter, I hope 1t is no injury to call an half
quotation an half reafon; for God fays, Honour
thy father and mother , but our author contents
himfelf with half, leaves out zby mother quite, as
ittle ferviceable to his purpofe, But of that more
~ jn another place.

¥ ¥



OF GOVERNMENT: iy

§.7. I do not think our author- fo little -
ikllled in the way of writing difcourfes of this .
nature, nor fo carelefs of the point in hand, that
he by overfight commits the fault, that he him.

{elf, in his Anarchy of a mixed Monarchy, p. 239,.

objefts to Mr. Hunton in thefe words: Where firft .
I charge the author, that hbe bath not given us any
definition, or defeription of monarchy in generals
for by the rules of method be fbould have firft defined.
And by the like rule of method Sir- Roders thould
have told us, what his fatherbood or fatherly antho- .
rity is, before he had told us, in whom it was to.
be found, and talked {fo much of it. But per-.
haps Sir Robert found, that this fatherly authority,
this power of fathers, and of kings, for he makes
them both the fame, p. 24. would make a very
odd and frightful figure, and very difagreeing with
what either children imagine. of their parents, or
fubjeéts of their kings, if he fhould have given
us the whole draught together in that gigantic
form, he had painted it in his own fancy; and
therefore, like a wary phylfician, when, he would
have his patient fwallow ‘fome harth. or corrofive
liguor, he mingles it with a large quantity of that
which may dilute'it ; that the {cattered parts may
go down with lefs feeling, and caule lefs averfion:
§. 8. Let us then endeavour to- find what
account he gives us of this fatherly authority, as
it lies {cattered in the {everal parts of his writings.
And firft, as it was vefted in 4dam, he fays, Not
only Adam, but the fucceeding patriarchs, bad, by
right of fatherbood, royal authority ever their chil-
- B4 dren,
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dren, p. 12,  This lordfbip which Adam 2y com-
mand had over the whole world, and by right defcend-
ing from him the patriarchs did enjoy, was as large
and ample as the abfolute dominion of any monarch,
awhich bath been fince the creation, p. 13. Domis
nion of life and death, making war, and concluding
peace, p.13. Adam and the patriarchs bad abfo-
lute power of life and death, p. 35. Kings, in the
vight of parents, [ucceed to the exercife of fupreme
gurifdiftion, p. 19. As kingly power is by the law
of God, foit hath no inferior law to limit it; Adam
was lord .of all, p. 40. The father of a family
governs by no other law, than by bis own will, p. 78.
The [uperiority of princes 15 above laws, Pp. 79,
The unlimited jurifdifiion of kings is fo amply de-
fevibed by Samuel, p. 8o. Kings are above the
Jaws, p. 93. And to this purpofe fee a great deal .
more which our author delivers in Bodin’s words :
It is certain, that all laws, privileges, and grants
of princes, bave no force, but during their life; if
they be not ratified by the exprefsconfent, or by fuf-
ferance of the prince following, efpecially privileges,
Oblfervations, p. 279. The reafon why laws have
been alfo made by kings, was this; when kings were
either bufied with wars, or diffrailed with public
cares, [o that every private man could not have
accefs to their perfons, to learn their wills and plea-
fire, then were laws of neceffity invented, that fo
‘every particular fubjelt might find bis prince’s plea-
fure decyphered unto bim in the tables of bis laws,
P- 92.  In a monarchy, the king muft by neceffity be
sbove the lows, p.10Q. A perfelt kingdom is that,

wheteiy



wherein the king rules all things according to bis own
will, p. 100, Neither common nor fatute laws are,
or can 'be, any diminution of that general power,
which kings bave over their people by right of father-
bood, p. 115. Adam was the father, king, and
lord over bis family 5 a fon, a fubjelt, and a [ervant
or flave, were one and the fame thing at firft. The
father had power to difpofe or [ell bis children or
fervants 5 whence we find, that the firft reckoning up
of goods in fcripture, the man-fervant and the maid-
fervant, are numbered among the poflefions and [ub-
ftance of the owner, as other goods were, Oblerva-
tions, Pref. God alfo bath given to the faiher a
right or liberty, to alien bis power over his children
s0 any other 3 whence we find the [ale and gift of
children to have been much in ufe in the beginning of
the world, when men bad their fervants for a pof-
ﬁﬂim and an inberiiance, as well as other goodssy
‘whereypon we find the power of caftrating and mak-
ing eunuchs much in ufe in old times, Obfervations,
P. 155, Law is nothing elfe but the will of him
that bath the power of the fupreme father, Obfer-
vations, p. 223. It was God’s ordinance that the
[upremacy fbould be unlimited in Addm, and as lorge
as all the ads of bis willy and as in him fo in all
others that bave [upreme power, Oblervations, p.
245- |
§. 9. I have been fain to trouble my reader .
with thefe feveral quotations in our author’s own
words, that in them might be feen his own
defcription of his fatherly authority, as it lies {cat-
tered vp and down in his writings, which he fup-
poles
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pofes was firft vefted in Adam, and by right be-
longs to all princes ever fince. This fatherly
authority then, or right of fatherbood, in our author’s
{fenfe, 1s a divine unalterable right of fovereignty,
whereby a father or a prince hath an abfolute,
arbitrary, unhmited, and unlimitable power over
the lives, Iiberties, and eftates of his clildren and
fubjelts; fo that he may take or alienate their
eftates, fell, caftrate, or ufe their perfons as he
pleafes, they being all hus flaves, and he lord or
proprietor of every thing, and his unbounded
will their law. '

§. 10. Our author having placed fuch a
mighty power in Adam, and upon that fuppofition
founded all government, and all power of princes,
it is reafonable to expect, that he fhould have
proved this with arguments clear and evident, fuit-.
able to the weichtinefs of the caufe; that fince
men had nothing elfe left them, they might in
flavery have {uch undeniable proofs of its necefs
fity, that their coniciences might be convinced,
and oblige them to fubmit peaceably to that abfo-
lute dominion, which their governors had a right
to exercife over them. Without this, what good
could our author do, or pretend to do, by ereting
fuch an unlimited power, but flatter the natural
vanity and ambition of men, too apt of itfelf to
grow and encreafe with the poffeflion of any power?
and by perfuading thofe, who, by the confent of
their fellow-men, are advanced to great, but limited
degrees of it, that by that part which 1s given
them, they haye a right to all, that was not {o;

and
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and therefore. may do what they pleafe, becaufe
they have authority to do more than others, and
{o tempt them to do what is neither for their own, .
nor the good of thofe under their care ; whereby
oreat mifchiefs cannot but follow.

§. 11. The {fovereignty of Adamn, bemg
that on which, as a fure balis, our author builds
his mighty abfolute menarchy, I expected, that
in his Patriarcha, this his main fuppofiton would
have been proved, and eftablithed with all that
evidence of arguments, that fuch a fundamental
tenet required ; and that this, on which the great
ftrels of the bufinefs depends, would have been
made out with reafons fufficient to juftify the con-
fidence with which it was afflumed. But in all that
treatife, I could find very little tending that way 3
the thing i1s there {o taken for granted, without
proof, that I could {carce belheve myfelf, when,
upon attentive reading that treatife, I found there
{fo mighty a ftrutture raifed upon the bare fuppo-
fition of this foundation: for 1t is {fcarce credible,
that in a difcourfe, where he pretends to confute
the erroneous principle of man’s natural freedom,
he thould do it by a bare {uppofition of Adam’s
authority, without ‘offering any proof for that
authority, Indeed he conﬁdently {ays, that Adam
bad royal authority, p. 12, and 13. abfolute lord-
Jhip and dominion of lLife and death, p. 13. an
univerfal monarchy, p. 33. abfolute power of life
and death, p. 35. He is very frequent in fuch
affertions ; but, what 1s ftrange, in all his whole
Patriarcha 1 find not one pretence of a reafon to

eftabhih
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eftablifh this his great foundation of government j
not any thing that looks like an argument, but
thefe words : To confirm this natural right of regal
power, we find in the Decalogue, that the law which
enjoyns obedience to Rings, is delivered in the terms,
Honour thy father, as if all power were originally
in the father, And why may I not add as well,
that in the Decalogue, the law that enjoyns obedi-
ence to queens, Is delivered in the terms of Honour
2hy mother, as if all power were originally in the
mother? The argument, as Sir Roebert puts 1t,
will hold as well for one as the other : but of this,
more in 1ts due place,

§. 12. All that I take notice of here, is,
that this is all our author fays in this firft, or any of
the following chapters, to prove the abfolute power
of Adam, which 1s his great principle: and yet, -
as if he had there fettled it upon fure demonftra-
tion, he begins his fecond chapter with thefe
words, By conferring thefe proofs and reafons, drawn
from the authority of the feripture. "Where thofe
proofs and reafons for Adam’s fovercignty. are,
bating that of Honour thy father, above men-
tioned, I confefs, I cannot find; unlefs what he
fays, p. 11.  In thefe words we bave an evident
confeffion, viz. of Bellarmine, rbat creation made
man prince of his pofterity, muft be taken for
proofs and reafons drawn from fcripture, or for
any fort of proof at all: though from thence by
a new way of inference, in the words immediately
following, he concludes, sbe royal authority qf
Adam fufliciently fettled in him,

§. 13
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§..13. If he has in that chapter, or any
where in the whole treatife, given any other proofs
of Adam’s royal authority, other than by often re-
peating it, which, among fome men, -goes for
argument, I defire any body for him to thew me
the place and page, that I may be convinced of
my miftake, and acknowledge my overfight, If
no fuch arguments are to be found, I befeech
thofe men, who have fo much cried up this book,
to confider, whether they do not give the world
caufe to fufpe&, that it is not the force of ‘reafon
and argument; that makes them for abfolute
monarchy, but fome other by intereft, and there-
fore are refolved to applaud any author, that
writes in favour of this doftrine, whether he fup-
port it with reafon or no. But I hope they do
not expect, that rational and indifferent men
thould be brought over to their opinion, becaufe
this. their great doétor of it, in a difcourfe made
on purpofe, to fet up the abfoluie wonarchical
power of Adam, in oppofition to the natural free-
dom of mankind, has faid {fo httle to prove ir,
from whence it is rather naturally to be concluded,
that there is little to be faid.

§. 14. But that I might omit no care to
inform myfelf in our author’s full fenfe; I con-
{fulted his Obfervations oun Ariftotle, Hbobbes, &%,
to fee whether in difputing with othets he made
wufe of any arguments for this his darling tenet of
Adain’s fovereignty; fince in his treattfe of the
Natural Power of Kings, he hath been fo {paring
of them, In hs Obiervations on Mr. Hobbes's

Leviathan,
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Leviathan, 1 think he has put, in fhort, all thofe
arguments for it together; which in his writingg
I find him any where to make ufe of : his words
are thefe: If God created only Adam, and of a
piece of him made the woman, and if by generation
from them two, as parts of them, all mankind be
propagated : if alfo God gave to Adam, not only
the dominion over the woman and the children that
fhould iffue from them, but alfo over all the earth to
fubdue it, and gver all the creatures on it, fo that
as long as Adam lived, no man could claim or enjoy
any thing but by donation, affignation or. permiffion
from bim, I wonder, 8&c. Obfervations, 163,
Here we have the fum of all his arguments, for
Adawd’s [overeignty, and againft natural freedom,
which I find up and down 1n his other treatifes :

and they are thefe following; God’s creation of
Adam, the dominion he gave him over Eve, and’
the dominion he had as fatbe/ over bis children : all
which I {hall particularly conﬁder "

CHAPTER II
Of Adaw’s Title to Sovercignty by Creation.,

§. 15. Sir Robert, 1n his: preface to his Ob-
{ervations on Ariffotle’s Politics, tells us, 4 natural
freedom of mankind cannot be fuppofed without the
denial of the creation of Adam: but how Adam’s
being created, which was nothing but his receiv-
ing a being immediately from omnipotence and
the hand of God, gave Adam a fovercignty over

Ay
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any thing, I cannot fee, nor confequently under-
ftand, how a fuppofition of natural freedom is a
denial of Adam’s creation, and would be glad any
body elfe (fince our author did not vouchfafe us
the favour) would make it out for him: for I find
no difficulty to fuppofe the freedom of ‘mankind,
though I have always believed the creasion of
Adam. He was created, or began to exift by
God’s immediate power, without the intervention
of parents or the pre-exiftence of any of the fame
“{pecies to beget him, when it pleafed God he
fhould; and:fo did the lon, the king of
beafts, before him, by the fame creating power
of God: andif bare exiftence by that power, and
in that way, will give dominion without any more -
ado, our author, by this argument, will make
the lion have as good a title to it, as he, and cer-
tainly the antienter. No! for Adam had his title
by the appointment of God, fays our author in an-
other place. Then bare creation gave him not
dominion, and one might have fuppofed mankind
free without the denying the creation of Adam, fince
it was God’s appointment made him monarch,

§. 16. But let us fee, how he puts his
creation and this appointment together. By the
appointment of God, lays Sic Robert, as foon as
Adam was created, be was monarch of the world,
though be bad no fubjefisy for though there could
not be altual government till there were fubjefts, yet
by the right of nature it was due to Adam to be
governor of bis poffersty : though not in aff, yet at
teaft in habit, Adam was a king from his creation.

I with
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I with he had told us here, what he meant by
God’s appointment : for whatfoever providence
orders, or the law of nature direfts, or pofitive
revelation declares, may be faid to be 2y God’s

appointment : ‘but I fuppofe it cannot be meant
here in the firft {enfe, 7. e, by providence ¢ becaufe
that would be to fay no more, but that a5 foon as
Adam was created he was de fa&‘a monarch, be-
caule by right of nature it was due to Adam, 2o be
governor of hbis pofterity.  But he could not de
fatto be by providence conitituted the governor
of ‘'the world, at a timé when there was atually
no government, no fubjeéts to be governed, which
our author here confefles. Monarch of the world
is alfo differently ufed by our author; for fome-
times he means by it a proprietor of all the world
exclufive of the reft of mankind, and thus he
does in the fame page of his preface before cited :
Adam, {ays he, being commanded to multiply and
peaple the earth, and to fubdue it, and having domii-
nion given bim over alf creatures, was thereby the
monarch of the whole world ; none of bis pofterity bad
any right to pojfefs any thing but by bis grant or per-
miffion, or by [ucceffion from bim. 2. Let us under-
{tand then by monarch proprietor of the world, and
by appointment God’s actual donatlon, and revealed
pofitive grant made to Adam, . Gen. i. 28, as we fee
Sir Robert himfelf does in this parallel place, and
then his argument will ftand thus: 2y ke pofitive
grant of God, as foon as Adam was created, hbe
was proprietor of the world, becaufe by the right of
nature it was due to Adam to be governor of bis

pofterit 32
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pofterity. In which way of arguing there aré two
manifeft falfehoods. Firf#, It is falfe, that God
made that grant to Adam, as foon as he was crea-
ted, fince, though it ftands in the text immedi-
ately after his creation, yet it 1s plain 1t could not
"be fpoken to Adam, till after Eve was made and
brought to him : and how then could he be monarch
by appointment as foon as created, efpecially fince
he calls, if I miftake not,. that which God fays to
Eve, Gen, 1L, 16, the original greut of governs
mené, which not being till" after the fall, when
Adam was {fomewhat, at leaft 1n time, and very
much diftant in condition, from his creation, 1
cannot fee, how our author can {ay in this {enfe,
that. oy God's appointment, as [oon as Adam was
created, be was monarch of the world. Secondly,
were it true that God’s attual donation appointed
Adam monareh of the world as foon as be was cre--
ated, yet the reafon here given for it, would not
proveit; but it would always be a falfe inference,
that God by a pofitive donation, appeinted Adam
monarch of the world, becaufe by right of nature it
was ane to Adam fo be governor of bis pofterity s
for having given him the night of government by
nature, there was no need of a pofitive donation 3
at leaft 1t will never be a proof of fuch a do-

nation.

§. 17. On the other ﬁde the rnatter will not
be much mended, if we underftand %y God’s ap-
pointment the law of nature, -(though it be a
pretty harfh expreffion for it in this place) and 2y

mmarcb of the world, {overeign ruler of mankind:
¢ for

L ] [
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for then the fentence under confideration muft rur
thus : By the law of nature, as foon as Adam was
created be was governor of mankind, for by right of
pature it was due to Adam to be governor of bis
paofterity ; which amounts to this, he was governor
by right of nature, becaufe he was governor by right
of nature: but fuppofing we fhould grant, that
a man 1§ &y nature governor of his children, Adans
could not hereby be a monarch as foor as created :
for this right of nature being founded in his being,
their father, how Adam could have a natural right
to be governor, before he was a father, when by
being a father only he had that right, is methinks,
hard to conceive, unlefs he will have him to be
a father before he was a father, and to have a title
before he had . |
§. 18, To this forefeen objetion, our author
anfwers very logically, he was governor in babit,
and not in ofl : a very pretty way of being a go-
vernor without government, a father without chil-
dren, and a king without fubjects. And thus Sir
Robert was an author before he writ his book ;
not iz aff 1t 1s true, butin habit ; for when he had
once publithed it, it was due to him &y the right of
nature, t0 bean author, as much as it was to Adam
to be governor of his children, when he had begot
them: and if to be fuch a monarch of the world,
an abfolute monarch ix babit, but not in aff, will
ferve the turn, I {hould not much envy it to any
of Sir Robert’s friends, that he thought fit graci-
oufly to beftow it upon, though even this of 4%
and babit, 1 it fignified any thing but our author’s
. - | - fkill
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ikill in diftin&ions, be not to his purpofe in this
place. For the queftion is not here about Adam’s
actual exercife of government, but atually having
a title to be governor. Government, fays our .
author, was due to Adam by the right of nature :
what is this right of nature? A right fathers have
over their children by begettmcr them.; generatione
Jus acquiritur parentibus in liberos, fays our .author
out of Grotius, Obfervations, 223. The right
then follows the begetting as arifing -from ity fo
that, according to this way of reafoning or diftin-
cutthing of our author, Adam, as foon as he was
created, had a title an{y in habit, and not in aff,
which 1n plam Englifh 15, he had actually no title
at all.

§. 19. To fpeak lefs learnedly, and more
intelligibly, one may fay of Adam, he was in 2
poflibility of being governor, fince it was poffible
he might beget children, and thereby acquire that
right of nature, be it what it will, to govern
them, that accrues from thence: but what con-
nection has this with Adam’s creation, to make him
fay, that, asfoon as be was created, be was monarch
of the world ¢ for 1t may be as well {aid of Noab,
that as {oon as he was born, he was monarch of
the world, fince he was in poffibility (which in our
author’s fenfe is enough to make a monarch, ¢
monarch in habit,) to outlive all mankind, but his
own pofterity. What fuch neceffary conneétion
there is betwixt Adam’s creation and his right to
government, {0 that a natural freedom of mankind

cannot be [uppofed without the denial of the creation,

C 2 qf



10 OF GOVERNMENT

of Adam, I confefs for my part I do not fee; nor
how thofe words, &y the appointment, ¢, Obfer-
vations, 254. however explained, can be put to-
gether, to make any tolerable fenfe, at leaft to
eftablifh this pofition, with which they end, viz.
Adam was a king from bis creation; a king, fays
our author, #ot in aét, but in habit, i. e. atually
no king at all.

§- 20..1 fear I have tired my reader’s pa-
tience, by dwelling longer on this paflage, than
the weightinefs of any argument in it feems to re-
quire: but I have unavoidably been engaged in it
by our author’s way of writing, who, hudling’
{everal fuppofitions together, and that in doubtful
and general terms, makes fuch a medly and con-
fufion, that it is impoffible to fhew his miftakes,
without examining the feveral fenfes wherein hig
words may be taken, and without feeing how, in
any of thefe various meanings, they will confift
together, and have any truth in them: for in this
prefent paffage before us, how can any one argue
againft this pofition of his, that Adam was a king
from bis creation, unlefs one examine, whether the
words, from bis creation, be to be taken, as they

“may, for the time of the commencement of his
government, as the foregoing words import, as
foon as be was created be was monarch ; or, for the
caufe of it, as he fays, p. 11. creation made man.
prince of bis pofterity 2 how farther can one judge
of the truth of his being thus king, till one has
examined whether king be to be takcn as the
“lords in the beginning of this paflage would per-

{uade,



OF GQVERNMENT 24

fuade, on fuppalition of his private dominion,
which -was, by God’s pofitive grant, monarch of
the world by appointment ; or king on fuppofition
of . his fatherly power over his offspring, which was
by nature, due by the right of nature ; whether,
I fay, king be to be taken in both, or one only of
thefe two fenfes, or in neither of them, but only
this, that creation made him prince, 1n a way dif-
ferent from both the other? For though this al-
fertion, that Adam was king from his creation, be
true in no fenfe, yet it ftands here as an evident
conclufion drawn from the preceding words,
though 1n truth 1t be but a bare affertion joined to
other aflertions of the fame kind, which confi-
dently put together in words of undetermined
and dubioys meaning, look like a fort'of arguing,
when there is indeed neither proof nor conneétion:
3 way very familiar with our author: of which
having given the reader a tafte here, I fhall, as
much as the argument will permit me, avoid
touching on hereafter; and thould not have done
it here, were 1t not to let the world fee, how in-
coherences in matter, and fuppofitions without
proofs put handfomely together in good words and
a plaufible flile, are apt to pafs for ftrong reafon
and good. {enfe, till they come to be looked 1nt
with attention,
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CHAPTER 1V

Of Adawm’s Title to Sovereignty by Donation,
| Gen. i, 28. |

§.21. Having at laft got through the fore-
coing paffage, where we have been {o long de-
tained, not by the force of arguments_and oppofi-
tion, but by the intricacy of the words, and the
doubtfulnefs of the meaning; let us ¢o on to his
next argument for Adan’s {overeignty. Our au-
hor tells us in the words of Mr. Seldes, that
Adam by donation from God, Gen. i. 28. was made
the general lord of all things, not without fuch @
private dominion to bimfelf, as without his grant
did exclude bis children.  This determination of
Mpr. Selden, fays our author, is confonant to the
biftory of ‘the Bible, and natural reafon, Obferva-
tions, 210. And in his Pref. to his Obfervations
on Ariffotle, he fays thus, The firft government in
the world was monarchical in the father of all flefh,
Adam being commanded to people and multiply the
earth, and to fubdue it, and having dominion given
bim over all creatures, was thereby the monarch of
the whole world : none of bis pofterity had any right
20 poffefs any thing, but by bis grant or permiffion,
or by [ucceffion from. bim: The earth, [aith the
Plalmult, bath be given to the children of men, which
fhew the title comes from fatherbood.

§. 22. Before I examine this argument, and
the text on which 1t is founded, it is neceffary to

defire
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defire the reader to obferve, that our author, ac-
cording to his ufual method, begins in one fenfe,
and concludes-in another; he begins here with
Adan’s propriety, or private damzman, by donation ;
and his conclufion is, which fbew the title comes
from fatberbood.

§. 23. But let us fee the argument, The
words of the text are thele; and G o bleffed them,
and God [aid unto them, Zae fruitful and multiply,
and replenifb the earth and fubdue it, and bave
dominion over the fifb of the fea, and over the fowl
of the air, and over ¢very living thing that moveth
on the earth, Gen. 1. 28. from whence our author
'‘concludes, that Adam, having bere dominion given
him over all creatures, was thereby the monarch of
the whole world : ~whereby muft "be meant, that
either this grant of God gave 4dam property, or
as our author calls it, préivate dominion over the
earth, and all inferior or irrational creatures, and
o confequently that he was' thereby monarch; or
2dly, "that it gave hiin rule and dominion over all
earthly creatures “whatloever, -and thereby over .
his children; and fo he was monarch : for, as
Mr. Selden has properly worded 1t, Adam was made

general lord of all things, one may very clearly
underﬂand him, that he means nothing to be

granted to Adam here but property,. and therefore
he fays not one word of Adam’s monarchy. But
our author fays, Adam was bereby monarch.of the
world, which, properly f{peaking, fignifies fove-
reign ruler of all the men in the world; and fo.
A’dam, by this grant, muft be conflituted fuch

C 4 a ruler,
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aruler. If our author means otherwife, he micrfi't
with much clearnefs have faid, that Adew was
hereby proprictor of the whole world. But he begs
your pardon in that point : clear diftiné {peaking
not ferving every where to his purpofe, you muft
not expect it in him, as in Mr. Selden, or other
Juch writers.

§. 24. In oppofition therefore to our author’s
doCtrine, that Adam was monarch of the whole
world, founded on this place, I faall thew,

1, That by .this grant, Gen. 1. 28. God
gave no immediate power to Adam “over men,
over his children, over thofe of his own {pecies;
and fo he was not made ruler, or monarch, by this
charter,

2. That by this grant -God gave him not
private dominion over the inferior creatures; but
right in common with all mankind; fo neither
was he menarch, upon the account of thc property
here given him. v

§. 25. That this donation, Gez. 1. 28. gave:
Adam no power over men, will appear if we con-
fider the words of it: for fince all pofitive grants
convey no more than the exprefs words-they are
made in will carry, let us fee which of them here
will comprehend mankind, or Adan’s potterity;
and thofe, I imagine, if any, muft be thele, every
living thing that moveth: the words 1 Hebrew
are WO M1 4. e. Beftiam Reptantem, of which
-words the {cripture itfelf is the beft interpreter :
God having created the fithes and fowls the fifth
day, the bgginning of the fixth he creates the irra-

tional
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tional inhabitants of the dry land, which, 2. 24.
are defcribed in thefe words, lez the earth bring
Forth the living creature after bis kind; cattle and
creeping things, and beafts of the earth, - after bis
kind, v.2. And God made the beafts of the earth
after bis kind, and cattle after their kind, and every
sbing that creepeth o the earth after bis kind : here,
in the creation of the brute inhabitants of the
earth, he firft {peaks of them all under one gene-
ral name, of fving creatures, and then afterwards
divides them into three ranks, 1. .Cattle, or fuch
creatures as were or might be tame, and fo be the
_private pofieffion of parncular men; 2, {17 which,
er. 24 and 25. In our Bible, is tranflated beafts,
and by the Septuagint Onpi, wild beafts, and is
the fame word, that here in our text, ver. 28.
where’ we have this great charter to Adam, is
tranflated Jiwing thing, and 1s alfo the fame word
ufed, Gen. ix. 2. where this grant 15 renewed to
Noah, and there likewife tranflated Jeaff. 5. The
third rank were the creeping animals, which ver.
24 and 25. are compriled under the word MBI,
the fame that is ufed here, ver. 28. and is tranf-
lated moving, but in the former verfes creepmg,
and by the Septuagint in all thefe places, épmeras,
or reptiles; from whence it appears, that the words
which we tranflate here in God’s donation, ver. 28.
living creatures moving, are the fame, which in
the hiftory of the creation, ver. 24, 24. fignify
two ranks of terreftrial creatures, viz., wild beafts
and reptiles, and are o underftood by the Septuagint.

§. 26.
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§. 26. When God had made the irrational
animals of the world, divided into three kinds,
from the places of their habitation, viz. fifbes of
the fea, fowls of the air, and living creatures of
the earth, and thele again into cattle, wild beafts,
and reptiles, he conliders of making man, and the
dominion he fhould have over the terreftrial world,
ver. 26. and then he reckons up the inhabitants
of thefe three kingdoms, but in the terreftrial
leaves out the fecond rank {13 or wild beafts: but
here, wer. 28. where he altually exercifes this
defien, and gives him this dominion; the text
mentions tbe ﬁ//:es of the Jea, and fowis of the air,
and the zerrefirial creatures in the words that fig-
nify the wild beafts and reptiles, though tran flated
living thing that woveth, leaving out cattle. In
both which places, though the-word that fignifies
wild beafts be omitted in one, and that which fig-
nifies cattle in the other, yet, fince God certainly
executed in one place, what he declares he defign-
ed in the other, we cannot but underftand the
fame in both places, and have here only an ac-
count, how the terreftrial irrational animals, which
were already created and reckoned up at their cre-
ation, in three diftinét ranks of cattle, wild beafts,
and reptiles, were here, wer. 28, aftually put under
the dommlon of man, as they were defigned,
wer. 26.-nor do thefe words contain in them the
leaft appearance of any thing that can be wrefted
to fignify God’s giving to oneé man dominion over
another, to 4dam over his pofterity.

$. 27
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§. 27. And this further appears from Gex.
8. 2. where God renewing this charter to Noash
and his fons, he gives them dominion over the
fowls of the air, and the fifbes of the [ea, and the
terrefirial creatures, exprefled by 7 and &N
wild beaf}s and reptiles, the {fame words that in the
text before us,. Gen. 1, 28. are tranflated gvery
moving thing, that moveth on the .earth, which by
no means can comprehend man, the grant being
made to Noab and his fons, all the men then
living, and not to one part of men over another:
which is yet more evident from the very next
ivords, ver. 3. where God gives every Wi every
moving thing, the very words uied, ¢b. 1. 28. to
them for food. By all which it is plain that God’s
donation to Adam, ch. 1. 28. and his defignation,,
ver. 26. and his grant again to Noab and his {ons,
refer to and contain 1n them neither more nor lefs
than the works of the creation the fifth day, and
the beginning of the fixth, as they are fet down -
from the 2oth to the 26th ver. inclufively of the
1ft chap. and fo comprehend all the {pecies of irra-
tional ammals of the terragqueous globe, though
all the words, whereby they are exprefled in the
hiftory of their creation, are no where ufed in
any of the following grants, but fome of them
omitted In one, and fome in another. From
whence I think 1t is paft all doubt, that man can-
not be comprehended 1n this grant, nor any domi-
nion over thofe of his own fpecies be conveyed to
Adom. Al the terreftrial irrational creatures are
cnumerated ‘at their creation, ver. 25. under the
SRR A MR e ) names
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names Jeafts of the earth, cattle and creeping thingss
but man being not then created, was not con-
tained under any of thofe names; and therefore,
whether we underftand the Hebrew words right or
no, they cannot be fuppofed to comprehend man,
in the very fame hiftory, and the very next verfes
following, efpecially fince that Hebrew word 2™
which, if any in this donation to Adam, ch. 1. 28.
muft comprehend man, is {o planly ufed in con-
tradiftinétion to him, as Gen. vi. 20. vil. 14, 21,
23. Gen. vin. 17, 19. And if God made all
mankind flaves. to A4dam and his heirs; by giving
Adam dominion over every-living thing that moveth
oit the earth, ch. 1. 28. as our author would have
it, methinks Sir Rober¢ fhould have carried his
monarchical power one ftep higher, and fatisfied
the world, that princes might eat their {ubjets
too, fince God gave as full power to Nasb and
his heirs, ¢h. 1X. 2. tO eat every. living thing that
moveth, as he did to Adam to have dominion over
them, the Hebrew words in both places bemg the
fame.

§. 28. David, who might be fuppofed to
underftand the donation of God 1n this text, and
the night of kings too, as well as our author in
his comment on this place as the learned and
judicious Ainfworth calls it, in the 8th Pfalm,
finds here no fuch charter of monarchical power :
his words are, Thon baft made bim, 1. e. man, the
fon of man, a little lower than the angels; thou
snadef}t bim to bave dominion over thé works of thy
hands ; thou bajt put all things under bis feet, all

ﬂJé’ﬂP
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Joesp and oxen, and the beafts of the field, and the
fowls of the airy and fifb of the fea; and whatfo-
ever paffeth through the paths of the fea. Inwhich
words, if any one can find out, that there is meant
any monarchical power of one man over another,.
but only the dominion of the whole fpecies of
mankind, cver the inferior {pecies of creatures,
he may, for aught I know, deferve to be ong of
Sit Robert’s monarchs in habit, for.the rarenefs of:
the difcovery. And by this time, I hope it is.
evident, that he that gave dominion over every
living thing that moveth on the earth, gave Adam
no monarchical power over thofe of his own fpe-
cies, which will yet appear more fully in the next
thing I am to fhew.

§.29. 2. Whatever God gave by the words
of this grant, Gen. 1. 28. it was not'to Adam i
particular, exclufive of all other men: whatever
dominion he had thereby, it was not a privase domi-
nion, but a dominion in common with the reft of
mankind. That this donation was not made in
particular to Adam, appears evidently from the
,words of the text, it being made to more than
one; for it was fpoken in the plural number, God
blefled tbem, and faid unto #bem, Have dominion.
God fays unto Adam and Ewve, Have dominion ;
thereby, fays our author, Adam was monarch of the
world: but the grant being to them, i. e, {poke
to Eve alfo, as many interpreters think with rea-
fon, that thefe words were not {poken till Adans
had his wife, muft not fhe thereby be lady, as
well as he lord of the world ? If it be faid, that

El'”e
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Eve was {ubjetted to Adam, it {eems fhe was fiof
{o fubjeted to him, as to hinder her dominion
over the creatures, or property 1n them: for fhall
we fay that God ever made a joint grant to two,
and one only was to have the benefit of it?

§. 30. But perhaps it will be faid, Eve was
not made till afterward : grantit {fo, what advan-
tage will our author get by it ? The text will be
only the more direttly againft him, and fhew that
God, in this donation, gave the world to mankind
In common, and not to Adam in particular. The
word them in the text muft include the {pecies of
man, for it is certain bem can by no means fignify
Adam alone. In the 26th verfe, where God de-
clares his intention to give this dominion, it is
plain he meant, that he would make a fpecies of
creatures, that fhould have dominion over the
other fpecies of this terreftrial globe : the words
are, And God [aid, Let us make man in our image,
after our likenefs, and let thein bave doeminion over
the fifh, &c. They then were to have dominion.
Who ? even thofe who were to have the imagge of
God, the individuals of that fpecies of man, that
he was going to make ; for that zbem thould fignify
Adam fingly, exclufive of the reft that fhould be
in the world with him, is againft both {cripture
and all rgafon. and it cannot poffibly be made
fenfe, if snen in the former part of the verfe do
not fignify the fame with zbem in the latter; only
man there, as is ufual, is taken for the fpecies,
and fbem the individuals of that {pecies: and we
have a reafon in thg very text.  God makes him
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in his own image, after his own likenefs ; makes
him an intelle&ual creature, and fo capable of
dominion : for whereinfoever elfe the image of God
confifted, the intelleCtual nature was certainly a
part of it, and belonged to the whole ipecies, and
enabled them to have dominion over-the inferior
creatures ; and therefore Dawid fays in the 8th
Pfalm above cited, Thou baft made bim little lower
than the angels, thou haft made bim to have domi- -
nion. It is not of  Adam king David {peaks here,
for werfe 4. it is plain, it is of man, and the fon of
man, of the {pecies of mankind.

§. 31. And that this grant {poken to 4dasm
was made to him, and the whole {pecies of man,
is clear from our author’s own proof out of the
Pfalmiff. The earth, faith the Plalmift, bath be
given to the children of men; which fhews the title
comes from fatherhood. ‘Thele are Sir Robert’s
words in the preface before cited, and a ftrange
inference it is he makes ; God bath given the earth
to the children of men, ergo the title comes from
fatherbood. It is pity the propriety of the Hebrew
tongue had not ufed fatbers of men, inftead of
children of men, to exprefs mankind , then indeed
our author might have had the countenance of the
found of words, to have placed the tit/e in the
fatherbood. But to conclude, that the fatherbood
had the right to the earth, becaufe God gave it 2
the children of men, is a way of arguing peculiar
to our author: and a man muft have a great mind
to go contrary to the found as well as fenfe of the
words, before he could light onit. But the fenfe
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Is yet hai'der, and more remote from our author's
purpofe : for as it ftands in his preface, it is to
prove Adam’s being monarch, and his reafoning is
thus, God gave the earth to the children of men,
ergoAdam was mokarch of the world. 1 defy any
man to make a more pleafant conclufion than this,
which cannot be excufed from the moft obvious
abfurdity, till 1t can be thewn, that 2y children of
men, he who had no father, 4dam alone is fignified
but whatever our author does, the fcripture fpeaks
not nonfenfe.

§. 32. To maintain-this property and private
dominion of Adam, our author labours in the fol-
lowing page to deftroy the community oranted to
Noah and his fons, 1n that parallel place, Gen. 1x.
1, 2, 3. and he endeavours to do it two ways.

1. Sir Robert would perfuade us againft the
exprefs words of the fcripture, that what was here
granted to Noah, was not granted to his fons in
common with him. His words are, As for the
general community between Noah and bis fons,
which Mr. Selden will have to be granted to them,
Gen. 1x. 2. the text doth not warrant it. What
warrant our author would have, when the plain
exprefs words of {cripture, not capable of another
meaning, will not fatisfy him, who pretends to
build wholly on {cripture, 1s not eafy to imagine.
The text fays, God bleffed Noah and bis fons, and
faid unto them, 1. e. as our author would have it,
unto bim: for, faith he, although the fons are there
mentioned with Noah in the bleffing, yet it may bdf
be underflood, with a [ubordination or benediflion in

K fucceffion,
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. ﬁm‘eﬁm, Obfervationsy 211.  Thatindeed is Zef,
for our author to be underftood, which beft ferves
to his purpofe; but that truly may beft be under-
ftood by any body elfe, which beft agrees with the
plain conftruction of the words, and arifes from
the obvious meaning of the place; and then with
[ubordination and in fucceffion, will not be beft un-

derftood, in agrant of God, where he himfelf put
them not, nof mentions any fuch limitation, But

yet, our author has reafons, why it may bef e
underfbood fo. The bleffing, fays he in the follow-
ing words, might traly be fulfilled, if the [ons,
either under or after their father, enjoyed a private
dominion, Obfervations, 211. which is to fay, that
a grant, whofe exprefs words give a joint title in
prefent (for the text fays, into your hands they
are delivered) way beft be underftood with a fubor-
dination or in fucceffion ; becaufe it is poflible, that
in fubordination, or in fucceffion, it may be enjoyed.
Which is all one as to fay, that a grant of any
thing in prefent pofleflion, may beft. be underfrood
of reverfion; becaufe it is poffible one may live
to enjoy it in reverfion. If the grant be indeed to
a father and to his fons after him, who is fo kind
as to let his children enjoy it prefently in common
with him, one may truly fay, as to the event one.
will be as good as the other ; but it can never be
true, that what the exprels words grant in poffe(-
fion, and in common, may bef be underftood, to
be in reverfion. The fum of all his reafoning
amounts to this: God did not give to the fons of
Noah the world in common with their father, be-
. D caufe
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caufe it was poffible they might enjoy it under,
or after him. A very good fort of argument
againft an exprefs text of fcripture: but God
muft not be believed, though he {peaks it him-
{elf, when he fays he does any thing, which will
not confift with Sir Roebert’s hypothefls.

§. 23. For 1t1s plain, however he would ex-
clude them, that part of this denediffion, as he
- would have it in fuccefion, mult needs be meant:
to the {ons, and not to Noagbh himielf at all: Be
fruitful, and multiply, and replenifh the earth, {ays
God, in this blefling. This part of the bene-
dittion, as appears by the fequel, concerned not
Noah himfelf atall ; for we read not of any chil-
dren he had after the flood 5 and in the following
chapter, where his pofterity is reckoned up, there
is no mention of any; dand fo this denediction i
Jucceffion was not to take place till 350 years after s
and to fave our author’s imaginary monarchy,. the
peopling of the world muft be deferred 340 years;
for this part of the benedition cannot be under-
ftood with [ubordination, unlefs our author will
fay, that they muft atk leave of their father Noah
to lie with their wives. But in this one point our
author is conftant to himfelf in all his difcouries,
he takes great care there fhould be monarchs in
the world, but very little that there fhould be
people; and indeed his way of government Is
not the way to people the world : for how. much
abfolute monarchy helps to fulfil this great and
primary blefling of God Almighty, Be fruitful,
end multiply, and replenifh the earth, which con-

tans,
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tains in it the improvement too of arts and fci-
ences, and the conveniences of life, may be feen
in thofe large and rich countries which are happy
under the Twrkifb government, where are not now
to be found one third, nay in many, if not moft
parts of them one thirtieth, perhaps I might fay
not one hundredth of the people, that were for-
merly, as will eafily appear to any one, who will com-
pare the accounts we have of 1t at this time, with
antient hiftory. But this by the by.

§. 34. Theother parts of this denediczion, or
grant, are {o exprefled, that they muft needs be
underftood to belong equally to them all; as
much to Noah’s fons as to Ndzb himfelf, and not
to his fons with a fubordination, or in fucceffion.
The fear of you, and the dread of you, {ays God,
fball be upon every beaft, &c. Will any body but
our author fay, that the creatures feared and
ftood in awe of Nvah only, and not-of his fons
without his leave, or till after his death? And
the following words, inte your hands they are de-
livered, are they to be underftood as our author
fays, if your father pleale, or they fhall be deli-
vered into your hands hereafter? If this be to
arcue from {cripture, I know not what may not be
proved by it; and I can {carce fee how much
this differs from that ffion and fanfie, or how
“much a furer foundation it will prove, than the
opinions of philofophers and poets, which our au-
thor fo much condemns in his preface.

§. 25. But our author goes on to prove, that
it may beft be underfood with a [ubordination, or
~ D 2 4 bene-
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a benediftion in fucceffiony for, fays he, it is not
probable that the private doininion which God gave
to Adam, -and by his donation, affignation, or cef-
fion 4o bis children, was abrogated, and a community
of all things inflituted between Noah and bis fons
-----Noah was left 1he fole beir of the world 3 why
fheuld it be thought that God would difinberit bim of
bis birth-right, and make him of all men in the
world the only tenant in common with bis children 2
Obfervations, 211,

§. 36. The prejudices of our own ill-ground-
ed opinions, however by us called prodable, can-
not authorife us to underftand {cripture contrary
to the dire¢t and plain meaning of the words.
I grant, 1t 15 not probable, that Adam’s private
dominion was here abrogated : becaufe it 1s more
than improbable, (for it will never be proved)
that ever 4dam had any fuch private dominion
and fince parallel places of {cripture are moft
probable to make us know how they nay be beft
underftood, there needs but the comparing this
blefling here to Noah and his fons after the flood,
with that to Adam after the creation, Gen. 1. 28.
to affure any one that God gave Adam no fuch
private dominion. It is probable, 1 confefs, that
Noah thould have the fame title, the {ame pro-
perty and dominion after the flood, that 4dem had
before it : but fince private dominion cannot confift
with the bleffing and grant God gave to him and
his fons in common, 1t is a {ufficient reafon to con-
clude, that Adsm had none, efpecially fince in
the donation made to him, there are no words

thaE
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that exprels it, or do in the leaft favour i it; and
ihen let my reader judge whether iz ey 5@']} be
underffood, when in the one place there is not one
word for it, not to fay what has been above praved,
that the text itfelf proves the contrary; and in
the other, the words and fenfe are directly a-
oainft 1t.

| §. 27. But our author fays, Noah was the
fole beir of the worlds why fhould it be thought
‘that God would difinberit bim of bis birth-right ?
Heir, indeed, in England, fignifies the eldeft fon, .
who is by the law of Eﬂglmd to have all his
father’s land; but where God ever appointed any
luch beir of the world, our author would have
done well to have fhewed us ; and how God difin-
berited him of bis birth-right, or what harm was
done him 1f God gave his fons a right to make
ufe of a part of the earth for the fupport of them-
{elves and famrhes, when the whole was not only
more than Noah himfelf, but mﬁnrtely more than
they all could make ufe of, and the poffeffions of
one could not at all prejudice, or, as to any ufe
ftreichten that of the other.

§. 38. Our author probably forefeeing he
might not-be very fuccefsful in perfuadmg people
out of their fenfes, and, fay what he could, men
would be apt to believe the plain words of fcrlp-
ture, and think, as they faw, that the grant was
{poken to Noab and his fons jointly; he endea-
vours to Infinuate, as if this grant to Noah con-
veyed no property, nodominion ; 'becaufe, [ubdn-
Mg the earth and dominion over the creatures are

D 3 therein
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therein omitted, nor the earth once named. And
therefore, fays he, there is a confiderable difference
between thefe two texts s the firfy bleffing gave Adam
a dominion over the earth and all creatures: the
latter allows Noah liberty 1o ufe the living creatures
for food : here is no alteration or diminifbing of bis
title to a property of all things, but an enlargement
only of bis commons, Obfervations, 211. So that
in our author’s fenfe, all that was faid here to
Noab and his fons, gave them no dominion, no
property, but only enlarged the commonsy their
coinmons, 1 fhould fay, fince God fays, to you are
they given, though our author fays bss; for as for
Noab’s fons, they, it {eems, by Sir Robers’s ap-
pointment, during their father’s life-time, were
to keep fafting days.

§. 39. Any one but our author would be
mightily {ufpeted to be blinded with prejudice,
that 1n all this bleffing to Noah and his {ons,
could fee nothing but only an enlargement of
commons : for as to deminion, which our author
thinks omitted, the fear of you, and the dread of
you, {ays God, fball be upon every beaff, which
I fuppofe exprefles the dominion, or {uperiority
was defigned man over the living creatures, as
fully as may be ; for in that fear and dread feems
chiefly to confift what was given to Adam over the
infertor animals; who, as abfolute a monarch as
he was, could not make bold with a lark or rab-
bet to fatisty his hunger, and had the herbs but
in common with the beafts, as 15 plain from
Gen. 1. 2, 9y and 30, In the next place, it is

mapifeft
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manifeft that in this blefling to Neab and his fons,
property is not only given In clear words, but in
a larger extent than it was to ddam. Into your
hands they are given, fays God to Nosh and his
fons ; which words, if they. give not property,
nay, property in poffefiion, it will be hard to find
words that can; {ince there Is not a way to exprefs a
man’s being poﬂ‘eﬁ'ed of ‘any thmg more natural,
nor more certain, than to fay, it is delivered into
bis bards. And wer. 3. to fhew, that they had
then given them the utmoft property man is capa-
ble .ot which 1s to have a right to deftroy any
thing by ufing 1t; Ewvery moving thing that liveth,
{aith God, fball be meat for you; which was not
allowed to Adam in his charter. 'This our author
calls a liberty of ufing them for food, and only an
enlargement of commons, but wo alteration of pro-
perty, Obfervations, 211.  'What other property
man can have in.the creatures, but the liberty of
ufing them, is hard to be underfrood: fo that if .
the firft bleffing, as our author fays, gave Adam
dominion over the creatures, and the blefling to
Nosh and his fons, gave them fuch a liberty to ufe
them, as Adam had not; 1t muft needs give them
fomething that Adam with all his fovereignty
wanted, fomething that one would be apt to take
for a greater property; for certainly he has no
abfolyte dominion over even the brutal part of
the creatures; and the property he has in them
1s very narrow and fcanty, who cannot make that
ule of them, which is permitted to another.
should any one who is abfolute lord of a country,

D ,_ have



40 OF GOVERNMENT

have bidden our author fubdue the earth, and given
him dominion over the creatures in it, but not
have periitted him to have taken a kid or a lamb
out of the flock, to fatisfy his hunger, In'uefs, he
would fcarce have thought himfelf lord or pro-
prietor of that land, or the cattle on it; but
would have found the difference between having
dominion, which a fhepherd may have, and having
full property as an owner. So that, had it been
his own cafe, Sir Robert, I believe, would have
thought here was an a/teration, nay, an enlarging
of property; and that Noab and his children had
by this grant, not only property given them, but
fuch a property given them in' the ‘creatures, as
Adam had not: for however, in refpett of one
another, men may be allowed to have propriety
1n their diftinét portions of the creatures ; yet in
refpect of God the maker of heaven and earth,
who is {ole lord and proprietor of the whole world,
man’s propriety in the creatures i§ nothing but
that /iberty to ufe them, which God has permitted
and fo man’s property may be altered and en-
larged, as we fee it was here, after’ the food,
" when other ufes of them are allowed, which before
were not. From all which I fuppofe it is clear,
that neither Adam, nor Noab, had any private
dominion, any property in the creatures, exclufive
of his pofterity, as they thould fucceffively grow
up into need of them, and come to be able to
make ufe of them.

§. 40. Thus we have examined our author’s
argument for ﬂdam S m;mrcb), founded on the
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blefing pronounced, Gen. 1. 28. wherein I think
it is 1mpoflible for any fober reader, to find any
other but the fetting of mankind above the other
kinds of creatures, in this habitable earth of ours.

It is nothing but the giving to man, the whole
fpecies of man, as the chief inhabitant, who is
the image of his maker, the dominion over the
other creatures, This lies fo obvious 1n the plain
words, that any one, but our author, would have
thought it neceffary to have fhewn, how thefe
words that {eemed to fay the quite contrary, gave
Adam monarchical abﬁvlm‘e power over other men,
or the [ole property in all the creatures ; and me-
thinks in a bufinefs of this moment, and that
whereon he builds all that follows, he fhould have
done fomething more than barely cite words, which
npparently make againft him; for 1 confefs, 1
cannot {ee any thing in them, tending to Adam’s
smonarchy, or private dominion, but quite the con-
trary., And I the lefs deplore the dulnefs of
my apprehenfion herein, fince I find the apoftle
feems' to have as littlé notion of any fuch private
dominion of Adam as I, when he fays, God givesus
all things richly to enjoy, which he could not do,
if it were all given away already, to monarch
Adam, and the monarchs his heirs and fucceflors.
To conclude, this text 1s {fo far from proving
Adam fole proprietor, that, on the contrary, it is
a confirmation of the original community of all
things amongft the fons of men, which appearing
from this donation of God, as well as other places

of fcnpture, the foverelcrnty of Adam, built upon
his
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his private dominion, muft fall, not having any
foundation to fupport 1t.

§. 21. But yei, if after all, any one will
needs have it fo, that by this donation of God,
Adeiz was made {ole proprietor of the whole
earth, what will this be to his fovereignty ? and
how will it appear, that prepriety 1n land gives a
man power over the life of another? or how will
the pofleflion even of the whole earth, give any one
a fovereign arbitrary authority over the perfons of
men? The moft fpecious thing to be faid,. s,
that he that is proprietor of the whole world,
may deny all the reft of mankind food, and fo at
his pleafure ftarve them, if -they will not acknow-
ledge his fovereignty, and obey his will. If this
were true, 1t would be a good argument to prove,
that there never was any fuch property, that God
never gave any fuch prvate dominton +, fince it is
more reafonable to think, that God, who bid
mankind increafe and multiply, fhould rather
himfelf give them all a right to make ufe of the
food and raiment, and other conveniences of life,
the materials whereof he had fo plentifully pro-
vided for them ; than to make them depend upon
the will of aman for their {ubfiftence, who fhould
have power to deftroy them all when he pleafed,
and who, being no bgtter than other men, was in
fucceffion likelier, by want and the dependence of
a {canty fortune, to tie them to hard {ervice, than
by liberal allowance of the conveniences of life to
promote the great defign of God, increafe and

multiply : he that doubts this, let him look into
the
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the abfolute monarchies of the world, and fee
what becomes of the conveniences of life, and the
multitudes of people.

§. 42. But we know God hath not left one
man fo to the mercy of another, that he may
ftarve him if he pleafe: God the Lord and Fa-
ther of all, has given no one of his children fuch
a property in his peculiar portion of the things of
this world, but that he has given his needy bro-
ther a right to the furplufage of his goods; fo
that it cannot juftly be denied him, when his
prefling wants call for it: and therefore no man
could ever have a juft power over the life of an-
other by right of property in land or poffeflions ;
fince it would always be a fin, in any man of
eftate, to let his brother perith for want of afford-
ing him relief out of his plenty. As juflice gives.

every man a title to the product of his honeft
~ induftry, and the fair acquifitions of his anceftors
defcended to him; fo charity gives every man
a title to {fo much out of another’s plenty, as will
keep him from extreme want, where he has no
means to fubfift otherwife: and a man can no
more juftly make ufe of another’s neceflity, to
force him to become his vaflal, by with-holding
that relief, God requires him to afford to the
~wants of his brother, than he that has more
ftrength can feize upon a weaker, mafter him to
his obedience, and with a dageer at his throat
offer him death or flavery.

§. 43. Should any one make f{o perverfe an
ule of God’s bleflings poured on him with a libe-

| ral



44 OF GOVERNMENT

ral hand; fhould any one be cruel and uncharis
table to that extremity, yet all this would not
prove that propriety 1n land, even in this cafe,
gave any authority over the perfons of men, but
only that compact might; fince the authority of
the rich proprietor, and the fubjetion of the needy
begear, began not from the pofleflion of the
lord, but the confent of the poor man, who pre-
ferred being his fubjedt to ftarving. And the man
he thus fubmits to, can pretend to no more power
over him, than he has confented to, upon com-
palt. Upon this ground a man’s having his ftores
filled in 2 time of {carcity, having money in his
nocket, being in a veflel at fea, being able to
fwim, g¢c. may as well be the foundation of rule
and dominion, as being poffeflor of all the land
in the world; any of thefe being fufficient to
enable me to fave a man’s life, who would perifh
tif fuch affiftance were dented him; and any thing,’
by-this rule, that may be an occafion of working
upon another’s necefity, to fave his life, or any
thing dear to him, at the rate of his freedom, may
be made 2 foundauon of foverewnty, as well as
property. From all which it is clear, that though
God thould have given Adain private dominion,
vet that private dominion could give him no- fove-
rezgmy, but we have already fuﬂiaently proved,

that God gave him no private dominion.
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CHAPTER V

Of Adam’s Title to Sovereignly by the Subjestion
of Eve.

§. 44, The next place of {cripture we find our
author builds his monarchy of Adamn on, is, Gen.
iii, 26. And thy defire fball be to thy bufband, and
be fball rule over thee. Here we bave (fays he) the
original grant of govermment, from whence he con-
cludes, in the following part of the page, Obfer-
vations, 244. That the fupreine power is [ettled in
the fatherbood, and limited to_one kind of govern-
ment, that is, to monarchy., For let his premifes
be what they will, this 1s always the conclufion
let rule, In any text, be but once named, and pre-
fently abfolute monarchy 1s by divine right efta-
blithed. If any one will but carefully read our
author’s own reafoning from thefe words, Ob/fer-
vations, 244..and confider, among other things,
the line and pofterity of Adam, as he there brings
them in, he will find fome difficulty to make fenfe
of what he fays; but we will allow this at pre-
{fent to his peculiar way of writing, and confider
the force of the text in hand. The words are the
curfe of God upon the woman, for having been
the firlt and forwardeft in the difobedience ; and if
we will confider the occafion of what God fays
here to our firlt parents, that he was denouncing
judgement, and declaring his wrath againft them
both, for their dxfobedlence, we cannot {uppole

4 | that
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that this was the time, wherein God was granting
Adam prerogatives and privileges, invefting him
with dignity and authority, elevating him to do-
minion and monarchy: for though, as a helper in
the temptation, ve was laid below him, and fo
he had accidentally a {uperiority over her, for her
greater punifhment; yet he too had his fhare in
the fall,” as well as the fin, and was laid lower, as
may be feen in the following verfes ; and it would
be hard to imagine, that God, 1n the fame breath,
fhould make him univerfal monarch over all man-
kind, and a day-labourer for his life; turn him
out of paradife to till the ground, ver. 23. and at
the fame time advance him to a throne, and all
the privileges and eafe of abfolute power.

§. 45. This was not a time, when Adam
could expect any favours, any grant of privileges,
from his offended Maker. If this be the original
grant of government, as our author tells us, and
Adam was now made monarch, whatever Sit Robert
would have him, it is plain, God made him but
a very poor monarch, fuch an one, as our author
himfelf would have counted it no great privilege
to be. God fets him to work for his living, and
{eems rather to give him a {pade into his hand, to
{fubdue the earth, than a fceptre to rule over its
inhabitants. In the fweat of thy face thou fhalt eat
thy bread, fays God to him, wer. 19. This was
unavoidable, may it perhaps be anfwered, becaufe
he was yet without fubjelts, and had nobody to
work for him; but afterwards, living as he did

above goo years, he might have people enough,
5 - whom
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whom he might command to work for him; no,
fays God, not only whilft thou art without other
help, fave thy wife, but as long thou liveft, {halt
thou live by thy labour, fn the fweat of thy face,
(balt thou eat thy bread, tll thou return uito the
ground, for out of it waft thou token, for duft thou
art, and unto duft fhalt thou return, v. 19. It will
perhaps be anfwered again in favour of our author,
that thefe words are not fpoken perfonally to 4dam,
but in him, as their reprefentative, to all man-
kind, this being a curfe upon mankind, becaufe
of the fall.

§. 46. God, I believe, Ipeaks dlﬁ'erently
from men, becaufe he fpeaks with more truth,
more certainty : but when he vouchfafes to fpeak
ro men, I do not think he {peaks differently from
them, in crofling the rules of language in ufe
amongft them : this would not be to condefcend to
their capacities, when he humbles himfelf to {peak
to them, but to lofe his defign in {peaking what,
thus fpoken, they could not underftand.  And yet
thus muft we think of God, if the interpretations
of feripture, neceflary to maintain our author’s
do¢trine, muft be recetved for good: for by the
ordinary rfules of language, it will be very hard to
underftand what God fays, if what he fpeaks here,
4n the fingular number, to Adam, muft be under-
ftood to be {poken to all mankind, and what he
fays in the plural number, Gen. 1. 26, and 28.
muflt be underftood of Adam alone, exclufive of
all others, and what he fays to Noab and his {ons

jointly,,



48 OF GOVERNMENT

jointly, muft be underftood to be meant to Noah
alone, Gen. 1x.

§. 47. Farther 1t is to be noted, that thefe
words here of Gea. 1il. 16. which our author calls
the original grant-of govermment, were not {poken
to Adam, neither indeed was there any grant in
them made to Adam, but a punifhment laid upon
Eve: and if we will take them as they were
direted in particular to her, or in her, as their
reprefentative, to all other women, they will at
moft concern the female fex only, and import no
more, but that fubjettion they fhould ordinarily be
in to their hufband : but there 1s here no more law
to oblige a woman to fuch a {ubjection, if the cir-
curnftances either of her condition, or contract
with her hufbands, fhould exempt her from it, than
there 1s, that fhe fhould bring forth her children in
{orrow and pain, if there could be found a remedy
for it, which isalfo a part of the fame curfe upon
her: for the whole verfe runs thus, Unto the wo-
man be faid, I will greatly multiply thy forrow and
2hy conception  in-forrow thou foalt bring forth chil«
dren, and thy defire fball be to thy bufband, and he
fhall rule over thee. 1t would, I think, have been
a hard matter for any body, but our author, to
have found out a grant of monarchical government
to Adam 1n thefe words, which were neither fpoke
to, nor of him: neither will any one, 1 {uppofe,
by thefe words, think the weaker fex, as by a law,
{o fubjeited to the curfe contained in them, that it
1s their duty not to endeavour to avoid it. And

S will
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will any one fay, that Eve, or any othet woman,
finned, if fhe were brought to bed without thofe
multiplied pains God threatens her here with? or
that either of our queens, Mary or Elizabeth, had
they married any of their fubjects, had been by
this text put into a political fubjection to him? or
that he thereby fhould have had monarchical rule
over her? God, in this text, gives not, that I fee,
any authority to Adam over Eve, or to men over
their wives, but only foretels what fhould be the
woman’s lot, how by his providence he would order
it fo, that fhe fhould be fubject to her huiband, as
we fee that generally the laws of mankind and
cuftoms of nations have ordered 1t {o; and there
is, I grant, a foundation in nature for it.

§. 48. Thus when God fays of Facob and
Efau, that the elder fbould ferve the younger, Gen.
xxv. 23. no body fuppofes that God hereby made
Yacob Efau’s fovereign, but foretold what fhould -
de faflo come to pals.

But if thefe words here {poke to Eve muft needs
be underftood as a law to bind her and all other
women to fubjection, it can be no other fubje@ion
than what every wife owes her hufband ; and theén
if this be the original grant of government and the
foundation of monarchical power, there will be as
many monarchs as there are hufbands: if there-
fore thefe words give any power to Adem, it can
be only a conjugal power, not political ; the power
that every hufband hath to order the things of pri-
vate concernment in his family, as proprietor of
the goods and land there, and to have his will take

D place
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place before that of his wife in all things of theu
common concernment; but not a political power
of life and death over her, much lefs over any
body elfe.

§. 49. This T am fure: if our author will
have this text to be a grant, the original grant of
government, political government, he ought to have
proved it by fome better arguments than by barely
faying, that thy defire fball be unto thy bufband,
was a law whereby Ewve, and all that fhould come of
ber, were fubjected to the abfolute monarchical
power of Adans and his heirs.  Thy defire foall be to
thy bufband, 1s too doubtful an expreffion, of whofe
[ignification interpreters are not agreed, to build fo
confidently on, and in a matter of {uch moment,
and fo great and general concernment: but our
author, according to his way of. writing, having
once named the text, concludes prefently without
any more ado, that the meaning is as he would
have it. Let the words rule and fubjei be but
found in the text or margent, and it immediately
fignifies the duty of a fubject to his prince; the
relation 1s changed, and though God fays byfband,
Sir Robert will have it king;, Adam has prefently
abfolute monarchical power over Eve, and not only
over fve, but all that fhould come of ber, though
the {cripture fays not a word of it, nor our author
a word to prove it. But Adam muft for all that
be an abfolute monarch, and {o down to the end
of the chapter. And here I leave my reader to
confider, whether my bare {aying, without offer-
ing any reafons to evince it, that this text gave

2 not
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not Adam that abfolute monarchical power, our au-
thor fuppofes, be not fufficient to deftroy that
power, as his bare affertion is to eftablifh it, fince
the text mentions neither prince nor people, {peaks
nothing of sbfolute or monarchical power, but the
fubjetion of Eve to Adam, a wife to her hufband.
And he that would trace our author fo all through,
would make a fhort and fufficient anfwer to the
greateft part of the grounds he proceeds on, and
abundantly confute them by barely denying; it
being a fufficient anfwer to affertions without proof,
to deny them without giving a reafon. And there-
fore thould I have faid nothing but barely denied,
that by this text zhe fupreme power was fettled and
founded by God himfelf, in the fatherbood, limited t
smonarchy, and that to Adam’s perfon and beirs, . all
which our author notably concludes from thefe
words, as may be feen in the {ame page, Obferva-
tions, 244. 1t had been a {ufficient anfwer : fhould
I have defired any fober man only to have read the
text, and confidered to whom, and on what occa-
fion it was {poken, he would no doubt have won-
dered how our author found out monarchical abfo-
Jute power in1t, had he not had an exceeding good .
faculty to find it himfelf, where he could not thew
it others. And thus we have examined the two
places of {cripture, all that I remember our author
brings to prove Adam’s fovereignty, that fupremacy,
which he fays, ¢ was God’s ordinance fhould be unl;-
mited in Adam, and as large as all the afis of bis
will, Obfervations, 254. viz. Gen. 1. 28. and Gen.
1il. 16. one whereof fignifies only the fubjeétion of

E 2 the
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the inferior ranks of creatures to mankind, and
the other the {ubjection that is due from a wife to
her hufband, both far enough from that which
{ubjects owe the governors of political focieties.

CHAPTER VI |
Of Adam’s Title to Sovereignty by Fatherhood.

§. 50. There 1s one thing more, and then

I think I have given you all that our author brings
tor proof of Adam’s {fovereignty, and that 1s a fup-
pofition of a natural right of dominion over his
children, by being their father: and this title of
fatherbood he 1s {o pleafed with, that you will find
it brought in almoft in every page; particularly
he fays, ot only Adam, but the fucceeding patri-
archs had by right of fatherbood royal authority
over their children, p. 12. And 1n the fame page,
this [ubjestion of childven being the fountain of .all
regvl authority, &c. This being, as one would
think by his fo frequent mentioning it, the main
bafis of all his frame, we may well expeft clear
and evident reafon for it, fince he lays it down as
a pofition neceflary to his purpofe, that every man
" that is bori is fo far frein heing free, that by bis very
birth he becomes a fubjeit of him that begets him,
Obfervations, 156. {0 that Adam being the only
man created, and all ever fince being begotten,
no body has becn born free. If we afk how Adam
comes by this power over his children, he tells us
here 1t 1s by begetting them: and fo again, Obfer-
vations,
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vations, 223. this natural dominion of Adam, fays
he, may be proved out of Grotius bimfelf, who teach-
eth, that generatione jus acquirittr parentibus in
liberes, And indeed the act of begetting being
that which makes a man a father, his right of a
father over his children can naturally arife from
nothing elfe.

§. 51.  Grotius tells us not here how far this
jus in liberos, this power of parents over their chil-
dren extends ; but our author, always very clear in
the point, aflures us, it is fupreme power, and like
that of abfolute monarchs over their fiaves, abfo-
lute power of life and death. He that fhould
demand of him, how, or for what reafon it is,
that begetting a child gives the father fuch an ab-
{olute power over him, will find him an{wer no-
thing : we are to take his word for this, as well as
feveral other things ; and by that the laws of nature
and the conftitutions of government muft ftand or
fall. Had he been an abfolute monarch, this way
of talking might have fuited well enough ; pra
ratione voluntas might have been of force in his
mouth ; but in the way of proof or argument is -
very unbecoming, and will little advantage his
plea for abfolute monarchy. Sir Robert has too
much leffened a fubjeét’s authority to leaye himfelf
the hopes of eftablifhing any thing by his bare
faying it ; one {lave’s opinion without proof is not
of weight enough to difpofe of the liberty and
fortunes of all mankind, If all men are not, as
I think they are, naturally equal, I am fure all
flaves are; and then I may without prefumption

E 3 oppofle
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oppofe my fingle opinion to his; and be confident
that my faying, that begetting of children makes them
not flaves to their fathers, as certainly fets all man-
kind free, as his affirming the contrary makes them
all flaves, But that this pofition, which is the
foundation of all their doétrine, who would have
monarchy to be jure divino, may have all fair play,
let us hear what reafons others give for it, {ince
our author offers none.

§. 52. The arecument, I have heard others
make ufe of, to prove that fathers, by begetting
them, come by an abfolute power over their chil-
dren, 1s this; that fathers have a power over the
lives of their children, becanfe they give them life
and being, which Is the only proof it is capable
of : fince there can be no reafon, why naturally
one man fhould have any claim or pretence of
right over that in another, which was never his,
which he beftowed not, but was received from ‘the
bounty of another. 1. I anfwer, that every one
who gives another any thing, has not always there-
by a right to take it away again. But, 2. They
who fay the father gives life to his children, are
fo dazzled with the thoughts of monarchy, that
they do not, as they ought, remember God, who
18 the author and giver of life: it is in bim alone we
live, move, and have our being, How can he be
thought to give life to another, that knows not
wherein his own life confifts ¢ Philofophers are at
a lofs about it after their moft diligent enquiries;
and anatomifts, after their whole lwes and ftudies

fpent in diffections, and dl]lgent examining the
bodies
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bodies of men, confefs thelr ignorance in'the ftruc-
ture and ufe of many parts of man’s body, and in
that operation wherein Tife confifts in the whole,
And doth the rude plough-man, or the more igno-
rant voluptuary, frame or fafhion fuch an admira-
ble engine as this is, and then put life and fenfe
into it 7 Can any man f{ay, he formed the parts that
are neceffary to the life of his child? or can he -
fuppofe himfelf to give the life, and yet not know
what fubjet is fit to receive it, nor what actions
or organs are neceffary for its reception or pre-

{ervation ?
§. 53. To give life to that which has yet no

being, 1s to frame and make a living creature,
fathion the parts, and mould and {uit them to
their ufes, and having proportioned and fitted
them together, to put into them aliving {foul, He
that could do this, might indeed have fome pre-
tence to deftroy his own workmanfhip. But is
there any one fo bold, that dares thus far arrogate
to himfelf, the incomprehenfible works of the Al-
mighty ? Who alone did at firft, and continues
ftill to make a living foul, he alone can breathe in
the breath of life. If any one thinks himfelf an
artift at this, let him number up the parts of his
child’s body which he hath made, tell me their
ufes and operations, and when the living and ra-
tional foul began to inhabit this curious ftructure,
when fenfe began, and how this engtne, which he
has framed, thinks and reafons: if he made it, let
him, when it is out of order, mend it, at leaft
tell wherein the defets lie.  Shall be that made the
L4 eye
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eye not fee 2 fays the Plalmift, Pfalm xciv. 9. See
thefe mens vanities ; the {tructure of that one part
. # is'{ufficient to convince us of an all-wife contriver,
e and he has {o vifible a claim to us as his workman-
'-‘; 5 j‘}up, that:one of the ordinary appellations of God
©,.Aan fcrlpture is, God our Maker, and the Lord our
“Maker.: . And therefore though our author, for the
magmfymcr his fatherbood, be pleafed to fay, O&-
fervations, 159. That even the power which God
Bimfelf exercifeth over mankind is by right of father-
hood, yet this fatherhood is {uch an one as ucterly
~excludes all “pretence of title in earthly parents;
~ for he is fcmg, becaufe he is indeed maker of us
all, which no parents can pretend to be of their
children.

§. 54. But had men fkill and pawcr to make
their children, it is not fo flight a piece of work-
_manﬂup, that it can be 1macr1ned they could make’

- them WJthoutdeﬁamnﬂlt What father of a thou-
" fand, - whén he begeta a child, thinks farther than
the fatisfying his prefent appetite ? God in his infi-
nite wifdom has put {trong defires of copulation
into the conftirution of men, thereby to continue
the race of mankind, which he doth moft com-
monly without the intention, and often againft the
confent and will of the begetter. And indeed
thofe who defire and defign children, are but the
occafions of their being, and when they defign and
with to beget them, do little more towards their”
making, than Dencalion-and his wife in the fable

did towards the making of mankind, by throwing
P¢bbles over their heads,

5 § 554

¥



OF GOVERNMENT | 57

§. 5. But grant that the parents made their
children, gave them life and being, and that hence
there followed an abfolute power. This would
 give the father but a joint dominion with the mo-
ther over them: for nobody can deny but that the
woman hath an equal fhare, if not the greater, as
nourifhing the child a long time in her own body
out of her own fubftance: there 1t 1s fafhioned,
and from her it receives the materials and princi-
ples of its conftitution : and it 15 fo hard to ima-
gine the rational foul fhould prefently 1nhabit the
yet unformed embrio, as foon as the father has
done his part in the act of generation, that if it
muft be fuppofed to derive any thing from the
parents, it muft certainly owe moft to the mother.
But be that as 1t will, the mother cannot be denied
an equal fbare in begetting of the child, and fo
the abfolute authority of the father will not arife
from hence. Our author indeed is of another
mind ; for he fays, % know that God at the cre-
ation gave the fovereignty to the man over the woman,
as being the nobler and principal agent in generafion,
Obfervations, 172, I remember not this in my
Bible; and when the place is brought where God .
at the creation gave the foverelcrnty to man over

the woman, and that for this reafon, ‘becaufe he is >, :

the nobler and principal ggent in gemeration, it wﬂl
be time enough to confider, and anfwer it. ~But

it 15 NO new thing for our author to tell us his own
fancies for certain and divine truths, though there
pe often a great deal of dszcrencc between his and

divine
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divine revelations ; for God 1n {cripture fays, Jis
father and bis mother that begot bim.

§. 56. They who alledge the practice of man-
kind, for expofing or felling their children, as a
proof of their power over them, are with Sir
Robert happy arguers; and cannot but recommend
thetr opinion, by founding it on the moft thameful
ation,. and moft unnatural murder, human nature
1s capable of. The dens of lions and nurferies of
wolves know no fuch cruelty as this: thefe favage
inhabitants of the defart obey God and nature in
being tender and careful of their offspring : they
will hunt, watch, fight, and almoft ftarve for the
prefervation of their young ; never part with them
never forfake them, till they are able to fhift for
themfelves. And is it the privilege of man alone
to alt more contrary to nature than the wild and
moft untamed part of the creation? Doth God
forbid us under the fevereft penalty, that of death,
to take away the life of any man, a ftranger, and
upon provocation? and does he permit us to deftroy
thofe, he has given us the charge of ; and by the
diGates of nature and reafon, as well as his revealed
command, requires us to preferve? He has in all
the parts of the creation taken a peculiar care to
propagate and continue the feveral fpecies of crea-
tures, and make the individuals at fo ftrongly to
this end, that they fometimes negleft their own
private good for it, and feem to forget that general
rule, which nature teaches all things, of felf-pre-

fervation ; and the prefervation of their young, as
the
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the ftrongeft principle in them, over-rules the con-
fticution of their particular natures. Thus we e,
when their young ftand in need of 1t, the timorous
become valiant, the fierce and favage kind, and
the ravenous tendei and liberal.

§. 57. Butif the example of what hath been
done, be the rule of what ought to be, hiftory
would have furnifhed our author with inftances of
this abfolute fatherly power in its height and per-
feftion, and he might have thewed us in Pers,
people that begot chlldren on purpofe to fatten and
cat them. The ftory 1s {fo remarkable that I can-
not but fet it down in the author’s words. ¢ In
“ fome provinces, fays be, they were fo.liquorifh
« after man’s flefh, that they would not have the
« patience to ftay till the breath was out of the
« body, butwould fuck the blood as it ran from
“ the wounds of the dying man; they had pub-
¢« lic fhambles of man’s fleth, and their madnefs
“ herein was to that degree, that they {pared not
¢ their own children, which they had begot on
“ ftranpers taken In war: for they made their
« captives their miftrefies, and choicely nourithed
¢ the children they had by them, till about thir-
¢ teen years old they butchered and eat them;
¢« and they {erved the mothers after the fame
“ fafhion, when they grew paft child bearing, and
“ cafed to bring them any more roafters.” Gapr-
cilaflo de le Vega Hift. des Yncas de Peru, 1. 1. c. 12.

§. 58. Thus far can the bufy mind of man
carry him to a brutality below the level of beafts,
when he quits his reafon, which places him almoft

equal
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equal to angels. Nor can it be otherwife in a crea-
ture, whofe thoughts are more than the {ands, and
wider than the ocean, where fancy and paffion muft
needs run him into ftrange courfes, if reafon,
which i1s his only ftar and compafs, be not that he
fteers by. The imagination Is always reftlefs, and
fuggefts variety of thoughts, and the will, reafon
being laid afide, is ready for every extravagant
projet ; and in this ftate, he that goes fartheft out
of the way, is thought fitteft to lead, and is fure
of moft followers: and when fafthion hath once
eftablifhed what folly or craft began, cuftom makes
1t facred, and it will be thought impudence, or
madnefs, to contradi®t or queftien it. He that
will impartially {urvey the nations of the world,
will find fo much of their religions, governments
and manners, brought in and continued amongft
them by thefe means, that he will have but little
reverence for the practices which are in ufe ‘and
credit amongft men ; and will have reafon to think,
that the woods and forefts, where the irrational
untaught inhabitants keep night by following na-
ture, are fitter to give us rules, than cities and
palaces, where thofe that call themf{elves civil and
rational, go out of their way, by the authority of
example, If prq:;:edents are {ufficient to eftablith
a rule in this cale, our author might have found in
holy writ children: facrlﬁced by their parents, and
this amongft th?’pebple of . God themfelves : the
Plalmift telIs us, Pfal. cvi. 38." They fbed innocent
blaod, even the blood of théir ﬁm and of their daugh-
ters, whom they fczcrz,ﬁced ko the idols of Canaan,
Bug
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But God judged not of this by our author’s rule,
nor allowed of the authority of practice againft his
righteous law ; but as it follows there, zbe land was
polluted with blood 5 therefore was the wrath of the
Lord kindled againft bis people, infomuch that be ab-
borred his own inberitance. The killing of their
children, though it were fathionable, was charged
on them as innocent blood, and {o had in the account
of God the guilt of murder, as the offering them
to idols had the guilt of 1dolatry.

§. 59. Be it then, as Sir Robert fays, that
anciently it was ufual for men 0 fell and caffvate
their children, Obfervations, 155. Letit be, that
they expofed them; add to i, if you pleaﬁ:, for
this is ftill greater power, that they begat them
for their tables, to fatand eat them: if this proves
a right to do fo, we may, by the fame argument,
juftify adultery, inceft and fodomy, for there are
examples of thefe too, both ancient and modern ;
fins, which I {uppofe have their pr1nc1pal agorava-
tion from this, that they crofs the main intention of
nature, which willeth the increafe of mankind,
and the continuation of the {pecies in the higheft
perfection, and the diftin&ion of families, with
the fecurity of the marriage-bed, as neceffary there-
unto,

§. 60: In confirmation of this natural
authority of the father, our author brings a lame
proof from the pofitive command of God in ferip-
ture : his words are, To confirm the natural right of
regal power, we find in the Decalogue, that the law
which enjoins obedience to kings, is delivered in the

terms,
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terms, Honour thy father, p. 23. Whereas many
confefs, that government only in the abfiradl, is the
ordinance of God, they are not able to prove any fuch
ordinance in the [cripture, but omnly in the fatherly
power 5 and therefore we find the commandment, that
enjoins obedience to [uperiors, given in the termns,
Honour thy father s [o that not only the power and
rfgbt of governinent, but the form of the power govern-
ing, and the perfon baving the power, are all the ordi-
nances of God. The firfi father bad not only fi imply
power, but power monarchical, as be was father
immediaiely from God, Oblfervations, 254. To the
fame purpofe, the fame law 1s cited by our author
in feveral other places, and juft after the fame
fathion; that s, and mother, as apochryphal
words, are always left out; a great arsument of
our author’s ingenuity, and the goodnefs of his
caufe, which required in its defender zeal to ‘a
degree of warmth, able to warp the facred rule -
of the word of God, to make it comply with his
prefent occafion; a way of proceeding not unufual
to thofe, who embrace not truths, becaufc reafon
and revelation offer them, but efpoufe tenets and
parties for ends different from truth, and then
refolve at any rate to defend them ; and o do with
the words and fenfe of authors, they would fit to
their purpofe, juft as Procruftes did with his guedts,
lop or ftretch them, as may beft fit them to the
fize of their notions: and they always prove like
thofe fo {erved, deformed, lame, and wielefs.

§. 61. For had our author fet down this com-

mand without garbling, as God gave it, and
joined
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joined mother to father, every reader would have
{een, that it had made dire@tly againft him; and that -
it was fo far from eftablithing the monarchical
power of the father, that it fet up the mother-equal
with him, and enjoined nothing but what was due in
common, to both father and mother: for that is
the conftant tenor of the {cripture, Honour thy
father and thymother, Exod. xx. Hethat fmiteth bis
father or mother, fball furely be put to death, xxi. 15. -
He that curfeth bis father or mother, [ball furely be
put to death, ver. 17, Repeated Lew. xX. g, and by
our Saviour, Matth. xv. 4. Xe fhall fear every man
bis mother and bis father, Lev. xix. 3. If aimnan
bave a rebellious fon, which will not obey the voice of
bis father, or the voice of his mother ;5 then fball bis
father and bis mother lay hold on bim, and fay, This
our fon is ffubborn and rebellrous, hewill not obey our
voice, Deut. xx1. 18, 19, 20, 21. Curfed be be
ihat [etteth light by bis father or bis mother, xxviil
16. My fon, bear the inftruftions of thy father,
and forfake not the law of thy mother, are the words
of -Solomon, a king who was not ignorant of what
belonged to him as a father or a kmm ; and yet he
joins father and mother together, in all the inftruc-
tions he gives children quite through his book of
Proverbs.  Woeunto him, that fayeth unto his father,
What begetteft thou ? or to the woman, What baft
thou brought forth 2 Ifa. x1. ver. 10. In thee have
they fet light by father or mother, Ezek. xxviii. 2.
And it fball come to pafs, that when any fball yet
propbefy, then his father and bis mother that begat
him, fball [ay unto bim, Thou foalt not live; and bis

father
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father and bis mother that begat him, [ball thruft
bim through when be prophefieth, Zech, xiii, 3.
Here not the father only, but the father and
mother jointly, had power in this cafe of life and
death, Thus ran the law of the Old Teftament,
and in the New they are likewife joined, in the
obedience of their children, Eph. vi, 1. The
rule is, Children, obey your parents; and I do not
remember, that 1 any where read, Children, obey
your father, and no more: the {cripture joins
smother too in that homage, which is due from
children; and had there been any text,. where the
honour or obedience of children had been directed
to the father alone, 1t is not likely that our author,
who pretends to build all upon {cripture, would
have omitted 1t: nay, the {cripture makes the
authority of father and mother, 1n refpectof thofe
they have begot, fo equal, that in {ome places it’
negle@s even the priority of order, which is thought
due to the father, and the mother is put firft, ‘as
Lev. xix. 3. from which {o conftantly joining father
and mother together, as 1s found quite through
the {cripture, we may conclude that the honour
they have a title to from their children, is one
common right belonging fo equally to them both,
that neither can claim it wholly, neither can be
excluded.

§. 62. One would wongaer then how our au-
thor infers from the fifth commandment, that all
power was originally in the father; how he finds
monarchical power of government [ettled and fixed

by the commandment, Honour thy father and thy
mother.
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inother. If all the honour due by the command:
ment, be it what it will, be the only nght of the
father, becaufe he, as our author fays, has the
[fovereignty over the woman, as being the nobler dnd
principaler agent in generation, why did God after-
wards 2ll along join the mother with him, to fhare
in his.honour ? can the father, by this fovereignty
of his, difcharge the child from paying this ho-
nour to his mother ? Thé {cripture gave no fuch
licence to the Fews, and yet there were often
breaches wide enough betwixt huilband and wife,
even to divorce and feparation : and, I think, no-
body will fay a child may with-hold honour from
his mother, or, as the {cripture terms 1t, fe¢ light
by ber, though his father fhould command him' to
do fo; no more than the mother could dilpenfe
with him for negletting. to hoionr his father:
whereby it is plain, that this command of God.
oives the father no {overeignty, no {upremacy.
~§. 63. I agree with our author that the title
to this bomour is vefted in the parents by naturé,
and 1s a right which accrues to them by their
having begotten their children, and God by many .
pofitive declarations has confirmed it to them: I
alfo allow our author’s rule, that in grants and
gifts, that bave their original from God and naturé;
as the power of the father, (let me add and mother,
for whom God hath joined together, let no man
put afunder) mo inferior power of men can limit;
nor inake any law of prefcription aganft theni, Ob-
fervations, 158. So that the mother having, by
this law of God; 4 right to honoiir from her thils
Foo ditet
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dren, which is not fubjet to the will of her huf
band, we fee this abfolute monarchical power of the
father can neither be Sounded on 1t, nor confift with
it; and he has a power very far from moxarchi-
cal, very far from that ablolutenefs our author
contends for; when another has over his fubjects
the fame power he hath, and by the fame ttle :
and therefore he cannot forbear {aying himfelf that
he cannot fee how any man’s children can b free from
fubjeftion to their parents, p. 12, which, 1n com-
mon {peech, I think, figmfies mother as well as
father; or if parents here fignifies ondy father, it
is the firlt time I ever yet knew it to do {o, and

by fuch an ufe of words one may fay any thing.
§. 64. By our author’s doltrine, the father,
having abfolute jurifdiction over his children, hag
alfo the fame over their iffue; and the confequence
15 good, were it true, that the father had fuch a
power: and yet I afk our author whether, the
grandfather, by his foverelonty, could dlfcharcre
the grandchild from paying to his father the ho-
nour due to him by the fifth commandment, If
the grandfather hath, by #ight of fatherhecd, fole
fovereign power In him, and that obedience which
1s-due to the fupreme magiftrate, be commanded
in thefe words, Honour thy father, it is certain the
grandfather might difpenfe with the grandfon’s
honouring his father, which fince it is evident in
common f{enfe he cannot, it follows from, hence,
that Honour thy fatber and mother, cannot mean an
abfolute fubjection to a fovereign power, but fome-
thing elfe. The right therefore which parents.
have
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have by nature, and which is confirmed to them
by the fifth commandment, cannot be that politi-
cal dominion which our author would derive from
it: for that being in every civil fociety fupreme
fomewhere, can difcharge any fubje® from any
political obedience to any one of his fellow-fub-
je@s. But what law of the magiftrate can give a
child liberty, not to honour bis father and mother ?
It is an eternal law, annexed purely to the relation
of parents and children, and fo contains nothing
of the. magiftrate’s power in it, nor is {ubjetted
to 1t. |
§. 65. Our author fays, God hath given to a
father a right or liberty to alien his power over bis
children to any other, Obfervations, 155. I doubt
whether he can alien wholly the right of bonour
that is due from them : but be that as it will, this
I am {ure, he cannot alien, and retain the fame
power. If therefore the magiftrate’s fovereignty
be, as our author would have it, #othing but the
authority of a [upreme father, p. 23. it is unavoid-
able, that if the magiftrate hath all this paternal
right, as he muft have if fatherbood be the -foun-
tain of all authority ; then the fubjects, though
fathers, can have no power over their children,
no right to honour from them: for it cannot be
all in another’s hands, and a part remain with the -
parents, So that, according to our author’s own
doctrine, Honour thy father and mother cannot pof-
fibly be underftood of political fubjeétion apd obe-
dience fince the laws both in the Old and New
Teftament, that commanded children to bowour and
F 2 . by
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obey their parents, were givén to fuch, whofe fathers
were under civil government, and fellow-fubjeéts
with them 1n political focieties ; and to have bid
them bonour and obey. their parents, 1n our author’s
fenfe, had been to bid them be fubjeéts to thofe
who had no title to it ; the right to obedience from
{ubjelts, being all vefted in another; and inftead
of teaching obedience, this had been to foment
{edition, by fetting up powers that were not. If
therefore this command, Homour thy father and
smother, concern political dominion, it directly
overthrows our author’s monarchy ; fince it being
-to be paid by every child to his father, even in
fociety, every father muft neceffarily have political
domiaton, and there will be as many fovereigns as
there are fathers : befides that the mother too hath
her title, which deftroys the {overeignty of one
{upreme monarch. But if Honour thy father and
mother mean fomething diftinét from pohtical
power, as neceffarily it muft, it is befides our
author’s bufinefs, and ferves nothing to his pur-
pole.

§. 66. The law that enjoins obedience to kings
is delivered, {ays our author, 7u the terms, Honour
thy father, as if all power were originally in the
father, Obfervations, 254. and that law is alfo
delivered, fay I, in the terms, Honour thy mother,
as 1if all power were originally in the mother. I
appeal whether the argument be not as good on
one fide as the other, father and mother being

- joined all along in the Old and New Teftament
wherever honour or obedience is enjoined children.

Again
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Again our author tells us, Obfervations, 254. that

this command, Honour thy father, gives the right &
govern, and wmakes the form of government monar-
chical. To which I anfwer, that if by Honour thy
father be meant obedience to the political power
of the magiftrate, it concerns not any duty we
owe to our natural fathers, who are {ubjeéts; be-
caufe they, by our author’s do(trine, are divefted
of all that power, it being placed wholly 1n the
prince, and {o being equally fubjedts and {laves
with their children, can have no right, by thar
title, to any fuch honour or obedience, as contains
in it political fubjettion : if Honour thy father and
mother fignifies the duty we owe our natural
parents, as by our Saviour’s interpretation, Matth.
xv. 4. and all the other mentioned places, it is
plain it does, then it cannot concern political obe-
dience, but a duty that is owing to per{ons, who
have no title to {fovereignty, nor any political au-
thority as magiftrates over fubjelts. For the per-
{on of a private father, and a title to obedience,
due to the fupreme magiftrate, are things incon-
filtent ; and therefore this command, which muft
neceffarily comprehend the perfons of our natural
fathers, muft mean a duty we owe them diftinét
from our obedience to the magiftrate, and from
which the moft abfolute power of princes cannot
abfolve us. 'What this duty is, we fhall in its dye
place examine.

§. 67. And thus we have at laft got through
all, that in our author looks like an argument for
that abfolute ynlimited fovereignty defcribed, Set. 8.

F 2 which
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which he fuppofes in 4danz 5 fo that mankind ever
fince have been all born flaves, without any title to
freedom. Butif creation, which gave nothing but
a being, made not Adam prince of bis pofterity : if
Adam, Gen.1. 28, was not conftituted lord of man-
kind, nor had a private dominion given him exclu-
five of his children, but only a right and power
over the earth, and inferior creatures in common
with the children of men; if alfo Gen. i1, 16.
God gave not any political power to Adam over
his wife and children, but only {ubjefted Ewve to
Adam, as a punithment, or foretold the fubjection
of the weaker fex, n the ordering the common
concernments of their families, but gave not
thereby to Adam, as to the hufband, power of life
and death, which neceflanly belongs to the ma-
giftrate: if fathers by begetting their children
acguire no fuch power over them; and if the
command, Honour thy father cnd mother, give it
not, but only enjoins a duty owing to parents
equally, whether fubjects or not, and to the mozber
as well as the father ; 1f all this be {o, as I think,
by what has been {atd, is very evident ; then man
has a natural freedem, notwithftanding all our au-
thor confidently fays to the contrary ; fince all that
fhare in the {ame common nature, faculties and
powers, are in nature equal, and ought to partake
jn the fame common rights and privileges, till the
manifelt appointment of God, who is Lord over
all, bleffed for ever, can be produced to fhew any
particular perfon’s fupremacy; or a man’s own
confent fubjedts him to a fuperiour. This 15 fo

5 plain,
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plain, that our author confefes, that Sir Fobs
Hayward, Blackwood and Barclay, the great vindi-
cators of the right of kings, could not deny it, but
admit with wne confent the natural liberty and equa-
lity of mankind, for a truth unqueftionable. -And
our author hath been fo far from producing any
thing, that may make good his great pofition zbat
Adam was abfolute monarch, and {o men are no}
naturally free, that even his own proofs make
againft hims fo that to ufe his own way of. argu-
ing, the firft ervoneots. principle failing, the whole
fabric of this waft engine of ablolute power aud
tyranny drops down of itfelf, and there needs no
more to be faid in anfwer to all that ke builds upon
* fo falfe and frail a foundation,

~ §. 68. But to fave others the pains, were
there any need, he is not {paring himfelf to fhew,
by his own contradiltions, the weaknefs of his
own doftrine. Adaw’s ablolute and {ole dominion
is that, which he is every where full of, and all
along builds on, and yet he tells us, p. 12. that as
Adam was lord of bis children, fo bis children under
bim bad a command and power over their own child-
ren. ‘The unlimited and undivided fovereignty of
Adaos’s fatherbood, by our author’s computation,
ftood bur a little while, only during the firft gene-
ration, but as foon as he had grapdchildren, Sir
Robert could give but a very ill account of it.
Adam, as fatber of bis children, {aith he, bath an
abfolute, unlimited royal power over them, and by
virtue thereof over thofe that they begot, and fo to all
generations y, and yet bis children, viz. (ain and Seth,
¥4 have
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have a paternal power over their children at the fame
time; fo that they are at the fame time abfolute
lords, and yet vaffals and flaves ; Adem has all the
authority, as grandfather of the people, and they
have a part of it as fathers of a part of them:
he 1s abfolute over them and their pofterity, by
having begotten them, and yet they are abfolute
over their own children by the fame title. No,
fays our author, Adaw’s children under bim had
power over their own children, but fll with fubor-
dination to the firft parent. A good diftintion that
founds well, and it 1s pity it ﬁgmnes nothing, nor
can be reconciled with our author’s words |
readily grant, that {uppoling Adaw’s abfolute power
over his pofterity, any of his children might have
from him a delegated, and {o a fubordinate power
over a part, or all the reft: but that cannot be the
power our author {peaks of here; it is not a power
by grant and commiffion, but the natural paternal
power he fuppofes a father to have over his child-
ren. For 1. he fays, As Adam was lord of his
children, fo bis children under him bad a power over
their own children : they were then lords over their
their own children after the fame manner, and by
the fame title, that Adaim was, 1. e. by right of
generation, by right of f.,zt]ae/baod 2. It is plain
he means the natural power of fathers, becaufe he
limits 1t to be only over their own children ; a dele-
gated power hasno fuch limitation, as only over their
own children, it might be over others, as well as
their own children. 3 If 1t were a delegated
power, it muft appear 1n fcrlpture but there 1s no

ground
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ground in fcripture to affirm, that Adew’s children
had any other power over theirs, than what they
naturally had as fathers.

§. 69. But that he means here paternal pow-
er, and no other, is paft doubt, from the inference
he makes in thefe words immediately following,
I fee not then how the childrenof Adam, or of _a;g_y
man elfe, can be free from fubjeliion to ther parents.
Whereby it appears that the power on one fide, and
the fubjeition on the other, our author here {peaks
of, is that natural power and fubjeftion between
parents and children : for that which every man’s
children owed, could be no other; and that our
author always affirms to be abfolute and unlimited.
This natural power of parents over their children,
Adam had over his pofterity, fays our author; and
this power of parents over their children, his chil-
dren had over theirs in his life-time, fays our
author alfo; fo that Adam, by a natural right of
father, had an abfolute unlimited power over all
his pofterity, and at the fame time his children had
by the fame right abfolute unlimited power ovyer
theirs. Here then are two abfolute unlimited
powers exifting together, which I would have any
body reconcile one to another, or to common
fenfe. For the fzlvo he has put in of fubording-
tion, makes 1tmore abfurd : To have one abfolute,
unlimited, nay unlimitable power in fubordination
to another, 1s fo manifeft a contradition, that
nothing can be more. Adam is abfolute prince
with the unlimited authority of fatherbood over all

].w poflerity 5 all his pofterity are then abfolutely
his
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his fubje@s ; and, as our author fays, his flaves,
children, and grandchildren, are equally 1n this
ftate of fubjection and flavery ; and yet, fays our
author, the children of Adam bave paternal, 1. e.
abfolute unlimited power ¢ver their own children :
which 1n plamn Englifh 1s, they are flaves and ablo-
Jute princes at the fame time, and in the {ame
government; and one part of the fubjects have an
ablolute unlimited power over the other by the
natural right of parentage.

§. 70. If any one will fuppofe, in favour of
our author, that he here meant, that parents, who
are in {ubjection themfelves to the abfolute autho-
rity of their father, have yet fome power over their
children; I confefs he is fomething nearer the
truth : but he will not at all hereby help our au-
thor : for he no where fpeaking of the paternal
power, but as an abfolute unlimited authority,
cannot be fuppofed to underftand any thing elfe
here, unlefs he himfelf had limited it, and fhewed
how far it reached. And that he means here
paternal authority in that large extent, is plain
from the immediately following words ; This fub-
jection of children being, fays he, the foundation of
all regal authority, p. 12. the fubjeftion then that
in the former hine, he fays, every man is in to bis
parents, and confequently what Adam’s grand-
children were 1n to their parents, was that which
was the fountain of all regal authority, i. e. ac-
cording to our author, abfolute unlimitable autho-
rity. Andthus Adgnr’s children had regal authority

over therr children, whilft they themfelves were
fubjelts
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fubjes to their father, and fellow-fubjects with
their children. But let him mean as he pleafes, it
is plain-he allows Adaws’s children to have paternal
power, p. 12. as alfo all other fathers to have
patcrnal power over their children, Oblervations,
156. From whence one of thefe two things will
neceffarily follow, that either Adam’s children,
even in his life-time, had, and {o all fathers have,
as he phrafes it, p. 12. byright of fatherbood, royal
authority over ‘their children, or elle, that Adam,
by right of fatherbood, had not royal anthority.
For it cannot be but that paternal power does, or
does not, give royal authority to them that have it
if it does not, then Adam could not be {overeign
by this title, nor any body elfe ; and then there is
an end of all our author’s politics at once: if it
does give royal authority, then every one that has
paternal power has 7oyal authorityy and then, by
our author’s patriarchal government, there will be
as many kings as there are fathers.

§. 71. And thus what a monarchy he hath
fet up, let him and his difciples confider. = Princes
certainly will have great reafon to thank him for
thefe new politics, which {fet up as many abfolute
kings in every country as there are fathers of chil-
dren. And yetwho can blame our author for it,
1t lying unavoidably in the way of one difcourfing
. upon our author’s principles ? For having placed
an abfolute power in fathers by right of begetting,
he could not eafily refolve how much of this power
belonged to a fon over the children he had begos-
ten; and {o 1t fell out to be a hard matter to give

all
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all the power, as he does, to Adam, and yet allow
it part in his Iife-time to his children, when they
were parents, and which he knew not well how to
deny them. This makes him fo doubtful in his
expreflions, and fo uncertain where to place this
abfolute natural power, which he calls farberhood.

Sometimes Adam alone has it all, as - 13. Obfer-

Vations, 244, 245. & Pref.
Sometimes parents have it, which word fcarce

fignifies the father alone, p. 12, 10,
“Sometimes children during their fathers life-

time, as p. 12.

Sometimes fathers of families, as p. 48, and %9.

Sometimes fathers indefinitely, Obfervations, 155,

Sometimes the beir to Adam, Obfervations, 253.

Sometimes the pofterity of Adam, 244, 246.

Sometimes prime fathers, all fons or grandchildren
6f Noah, Obfervations, 244.

Sometimes the eldeft parents, p. 12.

Sometimes all kings, p. 109.

Sometimes all that have {upreme power, Cbfer-
Pations, 245

Sometimes beirs to thofe firft progenitors, who
wwere at firft the natural parents of the whole people,
p- 19.

Sometimes an elective king, p. 23.

Sometimes thofe, whether a few or a multitude,
that govern the commonwealth, p. 23.

Sometimes he that can catch it, an #furper, p.23.
Obfervations, 153.

§. 72. Thus this #ew nothing, thatis to carry

with it all power, authority, and government
thts
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this fatherhood, which is to defign the perfon, and
eftablifh the throne of monarchs, whom the people
are to obey, may, according to Sir Robert, come
into any hands, any how, and fo by his politics
give to democracy royal authority, and make an
ufurper a lawful prince. And if it will do all
thefe fine feats, much good do our author and al}
his followers with' their omnipotent fatherhood,
which can ferve for nothing but to unfettle and
deftroy all the lawful governments in the world,
and to eftablifh in their room diforder, tyranny,
and ufurpation,

CHAPTER VII

Of Fatherbood and Property confidered together as |
Fountains of Sovereignty,

§. 73. In the foregoing chapters we have
feen what Adaw’s monarchy was, in our author’s
opinion, and upon what titles he founded it, . The.
foundations which he lays the chief firefs on, as
thofe from which he thinks he may derive mo-
narchical power to future princes, are two, viz,
Fatherbood and property : and therefore the way he
propoles to remove the abfurdities and inconveni-
encies of toe dofirine of natural freedom, 1s, to main-
tain the natyral and private dominion of Adam,
Obfervations, 222. Conformable hereunto, he
tells us, the grounds and principles of government
neceflarily depend upon the original of property, Ob.
fervations, 108. The fubjetiion of children-to their

parents
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parents is the fountain of all regal authority, p. 12,
And all power on earth is either derived or ufurped
from the fatherly power, there being no other original
to be found of amy power whatfoever, Obfervations,
158. Iwill not ftand here to examine how it can
be faid without a contradiction, that the firft grounds
ana principles of government neceflarsly depend upon
the original of property, and yet, that there is o
other original of any power whatfoever, but that of
the father : 1t being hard to underftand how there
can be no other original but fatherbood, and yet
that the grounds and principles of government depend
upon the original of propertyy property and father-
bood being as far different as lord of a manor and
father of children. Nor do I fee how they will
either of them agree with what our author fays,
Obfervations, 244. of God’s {fentence againft Eve,
Gen. 1. 16. That it is the original grant of govers-
ament : {o that if that were the original, govern-
ment had not its original, by our author’s own
confeflion, either from property or fatherbood
and this text, which he brings as a proof of Adam’s
power over Ewe, neceflarily contradifts what he
fays of the fatherbood, that it is the fole fountain
of all power: for if Adam had any fuch regal
power over Eve, as our author contends for, it
muft be by {ome other title than that of begetting.
§. 74. But I leave him to reconcile thefe con-
traditions, as well as many others, which may
plentifully be found in him by any one, who will
but read him with a little attention; and fhall
come now to confider, how thefe two originals of
govern-
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government, Adain’s natural and private dominion,
will confit, and ferve to make out and eftablith
the titles of fucceeding monarchs, who, as our
author obliges them, muft all derive their power
from thefe fountains. Let us then {fuppole Adauns
made, &y God’s donation, lord and fole proprietot
of the whole earth, in as large and ample a man-
ner as Sir Robert could wifh 3 let us fuppofe him
al{o, Zy right of fatherbood, ablolute ruler over his
children with an unlimited {upremacy ; I afk then,
upon Adem’s death what becomes of both This
natural and private dominion 2 and 1 doubt not it
will be anfivered, that they defcended to his next
heir, as our author tells us 1n feveral places. But
this way, it is plain, cannot poffibly convey both
his »atural and private dominion to the fame perfon:
for thould we allow, that all the property, all the
eftate of the father, ought to defcend to the eldeft
fon, (which will need fome proof to eftablith it}
and fo he has by that title all the privare doninjon
of the father, yet the fathes natural dominion,
“the paternal power cannot defcend to him by in-
heritance ¢ for it being a right that accrues to a
man only by begetting, no man can have this
natural dominion over any one he does not
begei y unlefs it can be fuppofed, that a man can
have a right to any thing, without doing that
upon which that nght 1s folely founded : for if a
father by begetting, and no other title, has natural
dominion over his children, he that does not beget
them cannot have this #atural dominion over them s
and therefore be it true or falfe, that our author

fays,
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fays, Obfervations, 156. ‘That every man that 13
borny by bis very birth becomes fubject to him that
begets him, this neceffarily follows, viz. That a
man by his birth cannot become a fubjeét to his
brother, who did not beget him ; unlefs it can be
fuppofed that a man by the very fame title can
come to be under the natural and abfolute dominion
of two different men at once; or it be fenfe to
fay, that a man by birth i1s Under the natural
dominion of his father, only becaufe he begat him,
and a man by birth alfo is under the watural domi-
nion of his eldeft brother, though he did not be-
get him, | | .

§. 75. If then the private dominion of Adam,
7, e. his property in the creatures, defcended at his
death all entirely to his eldeft {fon, his heir; (for,
if it did not, there is prefently an end of all Sir
Robert’s monarchy) and his #atural deminion, thé
dominion a father has over his children by beget-
ting them, belonged immediately, upon Adaw’s
deceafe, equally to all his fons who had children,
by the fame title their father had it, the fovereignty
founded upon property, and the {overeignty found-
ed upon fatherbood, come to be divided; fince
Cain, as heir, had that or property alone; Seth,
afid the other fons, that of fatherbood equally with
him. This is the beft that can be made of our
author’s dotrine, and of the two titles of fove-
teignty he fets up in Adam: one of them will
either fignify nothing; or, if they both muft
ftand, they can ferve only to confound the rights
6f princes, and diforder government 1n his pofte-

Tity :
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sity : for by building upon two titles to domi-
nion, which cannot defcend together, and which
he allows may be feparated, (for he yields that
Adan’s children bad their diftinét territories by right
of private dominion, Oblervations, 210, p. 40.)
he makes it perpetually a doubt upon his princi-
ples where the fovereignty s, or to whom we owe
our obedience, fince fatherbood and property are
diftinét titles, and began prefently upon Adam’s
death to be in diftint perfons. And which then
was'to give way to the other? |

§. 76. Let us take the account of it, as he
himfelf gives it us. He tells us out of Grozius,
That Adam’s children by donation, qffignation, or
Joine kind of ceffion before be was dead, had their
diftinF territories by right of private dominion; Ab e
had bis flocks and paftures for them ¢ Cain pad
fields for corn, and the land of Nod, where be buzit
bim a city, Obfervations, 210. Here it 1s opvious
to demand, which of thefe two after Adam’s death
was fovereign ? Cain, {ays our author, p.19. By
what title ? s beir 5 for beirs to progenitors, who
were natural parents of their peaple, are not only
lords of their own children, but alfo of their bre-
thren, fays our author, p. 19. What was Cain
heir to ? Not the entire pofieflions, not all that
which Adam had private dominion in; for our
author allows that Abel, by a title derived from
his father, had bis diftingt territory- for pafture
by right of private dominion. What then Abe/ had
by private dominion, was exempt from Cain’s do-
minion : for. he could not have private dominion

G Over
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over that which was under the private dominion of
another; and therefore his fovereignty over his
brother is gone with this private dominion, and fo
there are prefently two fovereigns, and his 1magi-
nary title of fatherbood 1s out of doors, and Cain
is no prince over his brother: or elfe, if Cain
retain his fovereignty over Abel, notwithftanding
his private dominion, it will follow, that the jfirf
grounds and principles of government have nothing
to do with property, whatever our author fays to
the contrary, It is true, Abe/ did not outlive his
father Adanm: ; but that makes nothing to the argu-
ment, which will hold good againft Sir Rebert 1n
Abel’s iffue, or in Seth, or any of the poﬁenry of
Adawm, not defcended from Cain.

§. 77. The fame inconvenience he runs into
about the three fons of Noah, who, as he fays,
p. 13. bad the whole world divided among f} them by
their father. 1 alk then, in which of the three
thall we find the eftablifbment of regal power afier
Neab’s death? If in all three, as our author there
feems to fay ; then 1t will follow, that regal power
is founded 1n property of land, and follows private
dominton, and not n paternal power, or nalural
dominion 3 and fo there is an end of paternal power
as the fountain of regal authority, and the fo-
much-magnified fatherbood quite vanithes. If the
recal power defcended to Shem as eldeft, and heir
to his father, then Noab’s divifion of the world
by lot, to Kis fons or bis ten years [ailing about
the Mediterranean to appoint each fon his part,
which our author tells of, P- 15. was labour loft;

his
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his divifien of the world to them, was to1l, or to
no purpofe : for his grant to Cham and Faphet was
little worth, if Shem, notwithftanding this grant,
as foon as Nogh was dead, was to be lord over
them, Or, if this grant of private dominion to
them, over their affigned territories, were good,
here were fet up two diftinét forts of power, not
fubordinate ane to the other, with all thofe incon-
veniencies which he mufters up againft the power
of the peaple, Obfervations, 158, which I fhall fet
down in his own words, only changing property
for people. Al power on earth is either derived or
ufurped from the fatherly power, there being no other
original to be found of any power whatfoever: for
if there fhould be grauted two forts of power, with-
out any [ubordination of wone to the other, they wonld
be in perpetual firife whick fhould be [upreme, for
two fupremes cannot agree : if the fatherly power be
fupreme, then the power grounded on private domi-
nion muft be fubordinate, and depend on'it y and if
tbe power grounded on property e fupreme, then
the fatherly power muft fubmit to it, and cannot be
exercifed without the licence of the proprietors, which
smtft guite aeftroy the frame and courfe of nature.
This is his own arguing againft two diftin inde-
pendent powers, which I have fet down in his own
words, only putting power rifing from property,
for power of the people ; and when he has anfwered
what he himfelf hasurged here againft two diftinét
powers, we fhall be better able to {ee how, with
any tolerable fenfe, he can derive all regal autho-
1ty from the natural and private dominion of
(r 2 Adam,
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Adam, from fatherbood and property together,
which are diftinét titles, that do not always meet
in the fame perfon; and it is plain, by his own
confeflion, prefently feparated as foon both as
Adam’s and Noap’s death made way for fucceffion:
though our author frequently in his writings
jumbles them together, and omits not to make
ufe of either, where he thinks it will found beft to
his purpofe. But the abfurdities of this will
more fully appear in the next chapter where
we fhall examine the ways of conveyance of the
fovereignty of Adam, 10 pnnces that were to relgn
after him,

CHAPTER VIII

Of the Conveyance of Adany’s Sover eign Monarchi-
cal Power.

§. 78. Sir Robert, not having been ﬁcry
happy in any proof he brings for the fovereignty
of Adam, is not much more fortunate in convey-
ing 1t to future princes, who, if his politics be
true, muft all derive their titles from that firft
monarch. The ways he has affigned, as they lie
fcattered up and down jn his writings, I will fec
down in his own words : in his preface he tells us,
That Adam being monarch of the whole world, none

of bis pofterity bad any right to poffefs any thing,

but by bis grant or permiffion, or by fucceffion from
bim. Here he makes two ways of conveyance of

Pny thing Adam ftood poflefied of and thofe are
grants
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grants or fucceffion. Again he fays, Al kings either
are, or are to be reputed, the next beirs to thofe firft,
progeiitors, who were at firft the natural parents of
the whole people, p.19. There cannot be any mul-
titude of men whatfoever, but that in it, confidered
by itfelf; there is one man amongfh them, that in
nature bath a right to be the king of all the reft, as
being the next heir to Adam, Obfervations, 253,
Here in thefe places snberitance 1s the only way he
allows of conveying monarchical power to princes.
In other places he tells us, Obfervations, 155. All
power on earth is either derived or ufurped from the
fatherly power, Oblervations, 158. Al kings that
nOW are, or €ver were, are or were either fatbers of
their people, or beirs of fuch fathers, or ufurpers of
the right of fuch fathers, Oblervations, 253. And’
here he makes suberitance or ufurpation the only
ways whereby kings come by this original power :
but yet he tells us, This fatherly empire, as it was
of itfelf bereditary, [o it was alienable by patent,
and [eizable by an ufurper, Oblervations, 190. So
then here inheritance, grant, or ufurpation, will
conveyit. And laft of all, which is moft admi-
rable, he tells us, p. 100, Ir fills siot which way
kings come by their power, whether by eleffion
donation, fucceffion, or by any other meais; for it is
Jill the manner of the government by fupreme power,
that makes them properly kings, and not the means
of obtaining their crowns. Which I think is a full
anfwer to all his whole Bypothefis and difcourfe
about Adam’s royal authority, as the fountain
from which all princes are to derive thejrs: and

G 3  he



86 OF GOVERNMENT

he might have fpared the trouble of {pealng {o
much as he does, up and down, of heirs and in-
heritance, if to make one properly a king, needs
no more but governing by fupreme power, and it
matters not by what means be came by it.

§. 79. By this notable way, our author may
make Oliver as properly king, as any one elle he
could think of : and had he had the happinefs to
live under Maffanclio’s government, he could not
by this his own rule have forborn to have done
homage to him, with O king live for ever, fince
the manner of his government by fupreme power,
made him properly king, who was but the day
before properly a fitherman,  And if Don Quixote
had taught his {quire to govern with fupreme au-
thority, our author no doubt could have made
a moft loyal fubje®t in Sancho Pancha’s ifland;
and he muft needs have deferved fome preferment
in fuch governments, fince I think he 1s the firft
politician, who, pretending to {ettle government
upon its true bafis, and to eftablith the thrones of
lawful princes, ever told the world, That he was
properly a king, whofe manner of government was by
Jupreme power, by what means foever be obtained it
which in plain Englih 1s to fay, that regal and
fupreme power 1s properly and truly his, who can
by any means feize upon it; and if this be to be
properly a king, 1 wonder how he came to thmk of,
or where he will find, an zfurper. |

§. 80. This is fo ftrange a doftrine, that the
furprife of it hath made me pafs by, without their
due reflections, the contradittions he runs into, by

making



OF GOVERNMENT 8%

making f{ometimes inberitance alone, fometimes
only grant or inberitance, fometunes only inberi
tance or ufurpation, fometimes all thefe three, and
at laft eleftion, or any other means, added to them,
whereby Adaw’s royal authority, that is, his right
to {fupreme rule, could be conveyed down to future
kings and governors, {o as to give them a title to
the obedience and fubjetion of the people. But
thefe contradictions lie fo open, that the very read-
ing of our author’s own words will difcover them
to any ordinary underftanding; and though what

I have quoted out of him (with abundance more -
of the fame ftrain and coherence which might be

found in him) might well excufe me from any
farther trouble in this argument, yet having pro- .
pofed to mylelf, to examine the main parts of his
doétrine, I fhall a lictle more particularly confider
how inberitance, grant, afuirpation, or eleffion, can
any way make out government in the world upon
his principles ; or derive to-any one a right of
empire from this regal authority of Adam, had it
been never {o well proved, that he had been abfo-
lute monarch, and lord of the whole world.
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CHAPTER IX
Of Monarchy by Inberitance from Adam.

§. 81. Though it be never fo plain, that
there ought to be government in the world, nay,
fhould all men be of our author’s mind, that divine
appointment had ordained it to be mqnarcbim! :
yet, fince men cannot obey any thing, that cannot
command ; and 1deas of government 1n the fancy,
though never fo perfe&, though never {o right,
cannot give laws, nor prefcribe rules to the actions
of men; itwould be of no behoof for the fettling
of order, and eftablithing of government in its
exercife and wie amongft men, unlefs there were
a way alfo taught how to know the perfon, to
whom 1t belonged to have this power, and exer-
cife this dominion over others. It is in vain then
to talk of fubjection and obedience without telling
us whom we are to obey : for were I never fo fully
perfuaded that there ought to be magiftracy and
rule in the world ; yet [ am neverthelefs at hberty
ftill, tll it appears who is the perfon that hath
right to my obedience ; fince, if there be no marks
to know him by, and diftinguifh him that hath
right to rule from other men, it may be myfelf,
as well as any other.  And therefore, though fub-
miffion to government be every one’s duty, yet
fince that fignifies nothing but fubmitting to the
diretion and laws of fuch men as have authority
to command, it 1s not enough to make a man a

T fubjed,
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fubjed, to convince him that there 1s a regal
power in the world; but there muft be ways of
defigning, and knowing the perfon to whom this
regal power of right belongs: and 2 man can
never be obliged in conicience to fubmit to any
power, unlefs he can be fatistied who 1s the perfon
who has a right to exercife that power over him.
If this were not fo, there would be no diftin&tion
between pirates and lawful princes; he that has
force is without any more ado to be obeyed, and
crowns and {cepters would become the nheritance
only of violence and rapine. Men tco might as
often and as innocently change their governors, as
they do their phyficians, if the perfon cannot be
known who has a nght to dire¢t me, and whofe
prefcriptions I am bound to follow. To fettle
therefore men’s confciences, under an obligation
to obedience, it 1s neceflary that they know not
only, that there 1s a power {fomewhere in the
world, but the perfon who by right is vefted with
this power over them.

§- 82. How fuccefsful our author has been in
his attempts, to {et up a monarchical abfolute power
In Adam, the reader may judge by what has been
already 1aid 5 but were that abfolute monarchy as
clear as our author would defire it, as I prefume it
1s the contrary, yet it could be of no ufe to the
government of mankind now in the world, unlefs
he alfo make out thefe two things. *

Firft, That this power of Adam was not to end
with him, but was upon his deceafe conveyed intire
to fome other perfon, and fo on to pofterity.

Secondly,
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Secondly, Bhat the princes and rulers now on
earth are poffefled of this power of Adam, by a
richt way of conveyance derived to them.

§. 83. If the firlk of thefe fail, the power of
Adam, were 1t never fo great, never fo certain, will
fignify nothing to the prefent government and {o-
cieties in the world ; but we muft feek out fome
other original of power for the government of
politys than this of Adam, or elfe there will be
none at all in the world, If the latter fail, 1t will
deftroy the authority of the prefent governors, and
abfolve the people from fubjetion te them, fince
they, having no better a claim than others to that
power, which 1s alone the fountain of all autho-
rity, can have no title to rule over them.

§. 84. Our author, having fancied an abfo-
lute {fovereignty in Adais, mentions feveral ways
of 1ts conveyance to princes, that were to be his
fucceflors ; but that which he chiefly infifts on, is
that of iwberitance, which occurs fo often in his
feveral difcourfes ; and I having in the foregoing
chapter quoted feveral of thefe paffages, I fhall
not need here again to repeat them. This {ove-
reignty he erects, as has been faid, upon a double
foundation, viz. that of property, and that of
fatherbood. One was the right he was {fuppofed to
have n all creatures, a right to poffefs the earth
with the beafts, and other inferior ranks of things
n it, for his private ufe, exclufive of all other
men. The other was the nght he was fuppofed
to have, to rule and govern men, all the reft of
mankind,

§. 85.
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§. 85. In both thefe rights, there being fup-

pofed an exclufion of all other men, it muft be
upon fome reafon peculiar to Adan, that they muft
both be founded.

That of his property our author fuppofes to
arife from God’s immediate donation, Gen. 1. 28.
and that of fatherbood from the act of begetting
now in all inheritance, if the heir fucceed not to
the reafon upon which his father’s right was found-
ed, he cannot fucceed to the right which followeth
from it. For example, AZdam had a right of pro-
perty in the creatures upon the donation and grant
of God almighty, who was lord and proprietor of
them all : let this be fo as our author tells us, yet
upon his death his heir can have no title to them,
no fuch right of property in them, unlefs the fame
reafon, viz. God’s donation, vefted a right in the
beir too: for if Adam could have had no property
in, nor ufe of the creatures, without this pofitive
donation from God, and this donation were only
perfonally to Adam, his beir could have no right
by it; but upon his death it muft revert to God,
the lord and owner again; for pofitive grants give
no title farther than the exprefs words convey it,
and by which only it 15 held. And thus, as if
our author himfelf contends, that donation, Gen. 1.
28. were made only to Adam perfonally, his heir
could not fucceed to his property in the creatures ;
and if 1t were a donation to any but Adam, let it
be thewn, that-it was to his heir in our author’s

fenfe, 7. e. to one of his children, exclufive of all
the reft,

3 5. 86.
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§. 86. But not to follow our author too faf
out of the way, the plain of the cafe is this. God
having made man, and planted in him, as in all
other animals, a ftrong defire of felf-prefervation;
and furnifhed the world with things fit for food
and raument, and other neceffaries of life, {ub-
fervient to his defign, that man fhould live and
abide for fome time upon the face of the earth,
and not that {o curious and wonderful a piece of
workmanfhip, by his own negligence, or want of
neceffaries, fhould perifh again, prefently after a
few moments continuance; God, I fay, having
made man and the world thus, fpoke to him,
(that is) directed him by his fenfes and reafon, as
he did the inferior animals by their fenfe and in-
ftin&, which were ferviceable for his fubfiftence,
and given him as the means of his prefervation,
And therefore I doubt not, but before thefe words
were proncunced, Gen. 1. 28, 29. (if they muft
be underftood literally to have been {poken). and
without any fuch verbal donation, man had a right
to an ufe of the creatures, by the will and grant
of God: for the defire, ftrong defire of preferv-
ing his life and being, having been planted in him
as a principle of action by God himfelr, reafon,
which was the voice of God in bim, could not but
teach him and affure him, that purfuing that natu-
ral inclination he had to preferve his being, he
followed the will of his Maker, and therefore had
a right to make ufe of thole creatures, which by
his reafon or {enfes he could difcover would be
ferviceable thereunto. And thus man’s property

in
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in the creatures was founded upon the right he had
to make ufe of thofe things that were neceffary or
ufeful to his belng,

§. 87. This being the reafon and foundation
of Adaw’s property, gave the fame utle, on the
{fame ground, to all his children, not only after
his death, but in his life-time : fo that here was
no privilege of his beir above his other children,
which could exclude them from an equal right to
the ufe of the inferior creatures, for the comfort-
able prefervation of their beings, which is all the
DProperty man hath 1n them ; and {o Adam’s fove-
reignty built on property, or, as.our author calls
it, private dominion, comes to nothing. Every
man had a right to the creatures, by the fame title
Adam had, viz. by the right every one had to take
care of, and provide for their {ubfiftence: and
thus men had a right in common, Adam’s children
in common with him. But if any ‘one had began,
and made himfelf 3 property in any particular
thing, (which how he, or any one elfe, could do,
fhall be fhewn in another place) that thing, that
pofieflion, if he difpofed not otherwife of it by
lus pofitive grant, defcended naturally to his chil-
dren, and they had a rwht to fucceed to it, and
poffefs 1t.

§. 88.. It might reafonably be afked here,
“how come children by this right of poffefling, be-
fore any other, the pmpertles of their parents
upon their deceafe? for it being perfonally the
parents, when they die, without a&ually transferring
pheir rJght to another, why does it not return again to

the
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the common ftock of mankind ? It will perhaps .
be anfwered, that common confent hath difpofed
of it to their children. Common practice, we fee
indeed, does fo- difpofe of 1t; but we cannot fay,
that it is the common confent of mankind ; for
that hath never been afked, nor actually given;
and 1f common tacit confent hath eftablifhed it, it
would make but a pofitive, and not a natural
right of children to inherit the goods of their
parents : but where the practice 1s univerfal, it is
reafonable to think the caufe is natural. The
ground then I think to be this. The firft and
ftrongeft defire God planted in men, and wrought
into the very principles of their nature, being that
of felf-prefervation, that is the foundation of a
right to the creatures for the particular fupport and
ufe of each individual perfon himfelf. But, next
- to this, God planted in men a ftrong defire al{o of
propagating their kind, and continuing themfelves
in their pofterity; and this gives children a title
to fhare in the property of their parents, and a
right to inherit their poffeflions. Men are not
proprietors of what they have, meerly for them-
felves; their children have a title to part of it,
and have their kind of right joined with their
parents, in the pofleffion which comes to be wholly
‘theirs, when death, having put an end to their
parents ufe of 1t, hath taken them from their pof-
feflions ; and this we call inheritance : men being
by a like obligation bound to preferve what they
have begotten, as to preferve themfelves, their

iffue come to have a right in the goods they are
pol-



OF GOVERNMENT 05.

poffefied of. That children have fuch a righe, 1s
pl#in from the laws of God; and that men are
convinced that children have fuch a right, is evi-
dent from the law of the land ; both which laws
require parents to provide for their children.

§. 89. For children being by the courfe of
nature, born weak, and unable to provide for
themfelves, they have by the appointment of God
himfelf, who hath thus ordered the courfe of na-
ture, a right to be nourithed and maintained by
their parents ; nay, a right not only to a bare {ub-
fiftence, but to the conveniencies and comforts of
life, as far as the conditions of their parents can
afford it. Hence 1t comes, that when their parents
leave the world, and fo the care due to their chil-
dren ceafes, the effets of it are to extend as far
as poffibly they can, and the provifions they have
made in their Iife-time, are underftood to be in-
tended, as nature requires they fhould, for their
children, whom, after themielves, they are bound .
to provide for: though the dying parents, by
exprefs words, declare nothing about them, nature
appoints ‘the defcent of their property to their
children, who thus come to have a title, and natural
richt of inheritance to their fathers goods, which
the reft of mankind cannot pretend to.

§. 9o. Were it not for this right of being
nourithed and maintamned by their parents, which
God and nature has given to children, and obliged
parents to as a duty, it would be reafonable, that
the father fhould inherit the eftate of his fon, and

be preferred in the inheritance before his grand-
| child :
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child: for to the grandfather there is due a long
fcore of care and expences laid out upon the breed-
ing and education of his fon, which one would
think in juftice ought to be paid. But that having
been done in obedience to the {fame law, whereby
he received nourifhment and education from his
own parents; this fcore of education, received
from a man’s father, 1s paid by taking care, and
providing for his own children; is paid, I fay, as
much as is required of payment by alteration of
property, unlefs prefent neceflity of the parents
require a return of goods for their neceffary fup-
port and fubfiftence : for we are not now fpeaking
of that reverence, acknowlegment, refpe¢t and
honour, that is always due from children to their
parents; but of pofleflions and commodities of
life valuable by money. But though it be in-
cumbent on parents to bring up and provide for
their children, yet this debt to their children does
not quite cancel the fcore due to their parents;
but only is made by nature preferable to it: for
the debt a man owes his father, takes place, and
eives the father a right to inherit the {fon’s goods,
where, for want of iffie, the right of children
doth not exclude that title, And therefore a man
having a right to be maintamed by his children,
where he needs it; and to enjoy alfo the comforts
of life from them, when the neceflary provifion
due to them and their children will afford it ; if
his fon die without iffie, the father has a right in
nature to poflefs his goods, and inherit his eftate,

(whatever the municipal laws of fome countries
| may
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tnay abfurdly dire& otherwife;) and {fo agamn his
childrén and their iffue from him ; or, for want of
fuch, his father and his iffue. But where no {uch
are to be found, 7. e. no kindred, there we {ee the
poffeflions of a private man revert to the com-
munity, and fo in politic focieties come into the
hands of the public magiftrate; but in the ftate
of nature become again perfectly common, no-
body having a right to inherit them: nor can any
one have a property in them, otherwile than 1n
other things common by nature; of which I fhall
fpeak in 1ts due place.

§. 91. I have been the larger, in fhewing
upon what ground children have a right to fuc-
ceed to the poffeflion of their fathers properties,
not only becaufe by 1t, it will appear, thatif Adain
had a property (a titular, infignificant, ufelefs pro-
perty 3 for it could be no better, for he was bound
to nourlfh and maintain his children and pofterity
out of 1t) in the whole earth and its product, yet
all his children coming to have, by the law of
nature, and right of inheritance, a joint title, and
right of property in it after his death, it could
convey no right of fovereignty to any one of his
pofterity over the reft: fince every one having a
right of inheritance to his portion, they might-
enjoy their inheritance, or any part of it in com-
mon, or.fhare it, or fome parts of it, by divifion,
as 1t beft liked them. But no one could pretend
to the whole inheritance, or any fovereignty fup-
pofed to accompany it; fince a right of inheri-
tance gave every one of the reft, as well as any

H one,
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one, a title to fhare in the goods of his father,
Not only upon this account, Ifay, have I been fo
particular in examining the reafon of children’s
inheriting the property of their fathers, but alfo
becaufe 1t will give us farther light in the inheri-
tance of r#/e and power, which in countries where
their particular municipal laws give the whole
pofleffion of land entirely to the firft-born, and
defcent of power has gone fo to men by this cuf-
tom, {fome have beer apt to be decetved into an
opinion, that there was a natural or divine right of
primogeniture, to both ¢ffdze and pswsr ; and that
the inheritance of both 7#/e over men, and propersy
in things, {prang from the fame origimal, and were
to defeend by the fame rules.

§. 92. Property, whofe original is from the
right 2 man has to ufe any of the infertor creatures,
for the fubfiftence and comfort of his life, is for
the benefit and fole advantage of the proprietor,
{o that he may even deftroy the thing, that he has
property in by his ufe of it, where need requires:
but government being for the prefervation of every
man’s right and property, by preferving him from
the violence or injury of others, is for the good
of the governed : for the magiftrate’s fword being
for a terror io evil deers, and by that terror to in-
force men to obferve the pofitive laws of the fociety,
made conformable to the laws of nature, for the
public good, 7. e. the good of every. particular
member of that fociety, as far as by common rules
it can be provided for; the fivord is not given the
magiftrate for his own good alone.

§ 9%
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" §.93. Children therefore, as has been thewed,
by the dependance they have on their parents for
fubfiftence, have a right of inheritance to their
fathers property, as that which belongs to them
for their proper good and behoof, and therefore
are fitly termed goods, wherein the firft-born has
not a fole or peculiar right by any law of God and
nature, the younger children having an equal title
with him, founded on that right they all have to
maintenance, fupport, and comfort from their
parents, and on nothing elfe. But government
being for the benefit of the governed, and not the
fole advantage of the governors, (but only for
their’s with the reft, as they. make a part of that
politic body, each of whofe parts and members
are taken care of, and direCted in its peculiar
funcions for the good of the whole, by the laws
of fociety) cannot be inherited by the fame title,
that children have to the goods of their father.
The right a fon has to be maintained and pro-
vided with the neceffaries and conveniencies of
life out of his father’s ftock, gives him a right to
fucceed to his father’s property for his own good ;
but this can give him no right to fucceed alfo to
the rule, which his father had over other men,
All that a child has right to claim from his father
1s nourihment and education, and the things
nature furnifhes for- the {upport of life: but he
has no right to demand 74/e or dominion from him
he can fubfift and receive from him the portion of
good things, and advantages of education natu-
rally due to him, without empire and dominion.
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That (if his father hath any) was vefted in- him,
for the good and behoof of others: and therefore
the fon cannot claim or nherit 1t by a title, which
15 founded wholly cn his own private good and
advantage.

§. 94. We muft know how the firft ruler,
from whom any one claims, came by his autho-
rity, upon what ground any one has empire, what
his title 15 to it, before we can know who has a
right to fucceed him in it, and inherit it from him
if the agreement and confent of men firft gave a
{cepter into any one’s hand, or put a.crown on his
head, that alfo muft dirett its defcent and con-
veyance; for the fame authority, that made the
firft a lawful 7#/er, muflt make the fecond too, and
fo give right of fucceflion: in this cafe inheri-
tance, or primogeniture, can in itfelf have no
pretence to 1t, any farther than that confent, which
eftablithed the form of the government, hath fo
fettled the fucceffion. And thus we fee, the fuc-
ceffion of crowns, in feveral countries, places it
on different heads, and he comes by right of fuc-
ceffion to be a prince in one place, who would be
a fubjelt in another,

. §.95. If God, by his pofitive grant and re-
vealed declaration, firft gave rule and dominion to
any man, he that will claim by that title, muft
have the fame pofitive grant of God for his fuc-
ceflion : for if that has not direfted the courfe of
its defcent and conveyance down to others, nobody
can fucceed to this title of the firft ruler. Children
have no right of inheritance in this; and primo-
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aeriiture can lay no claim to it, unlefs God, the
'l.llthQI‘ of this con{htunon, hath fo ordamed 1t.
Thus we fee, the pretenfions of Saul’s family,
who received his crown from the immediate ap-
pointment of God, ended with his reign; and
David, by the fame title that Sax/ reigned, viz.
God’s appointment, fucceeded in his throne, to
the exclufion of Fonathan, and all pretenfions of.
paternal inheritance : and if Solomon had a right
to fucceed his father, it muft be by fome other
title, than that of primogeniture, A cadet, or
fifter’s fon, muft have the preference in fucceﬁion,‘
if he has the {fame title the firft lawful prince had :
and in dominion that had its foundation only in
the pofitive appointment of God himfelf, Benjamin,
the youngeft, muft have the inheritance of the
crown, if God fo dirett, as well as one of that
tribe had the furft poITefﬁon

§. 96. If paternal right, the act of begetting,
give 2 man rale and dowminion, inheritance or pri-
mogeniture can give no title : for he that cannot
fucceed to his father’s title, which was Jegetting,
cannot fucceed to that power over his brethren,
which his father had by paternal right over them.
But of this I fhall have occafion to fay more in
another place. This 1s plain in the mean time,
that any government, whether fuppofed to be at
firft founded in paternal right, confent of the peaple,
or the pofitive appointment of God himfelf, which
can fuperfede either of the other, and fo hegin 2
new goveinment upon a new foundation; I fay,
any government began upon either of thefe, can
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by right of fucceffion come to thofe only, who
have the title of him ‘they fucceed to: power
founded on coniraé? can defcend only to him, who
has right by that contract : power founded on e-
getting, he only can have - that begets; and power
founded on the pofitive grant or donation of God,
he only can have by right of fucceffion, to whom
that grant diretts it.

§. 97. From what I have faid, I think this is
clear, that a right to the ufe of the creatures,
being founded originally in the right a man has
to fubfift and enjoy the conveniencies of life; and
the natural right children have to inherit the goods
of their parents, being founded in the right they
have to the fame fubfiftence and commodities of
life, out of the ftock of their parents, who are
therefore taught by natural love and tendernefs to
provide for them, as a part of themfelves; , and all
this being only for the good of the proprietor, or
heir; it can be no reafon for children’s inheriting
of rule and dominion, which has another original
and a different end. Nor can primogeniture have
any pretence to a right of folely inheriting either
property or power, as we fhall, in its due place,
fee more fully. It is enough to have thewed here,
that Adam’s property, or private dominion, could
not convey any fovereignty or rule to his heir, who
not having a right to ipherit all his father’s poffef-
fions, could not thereby come to have apy fove-
relgnty over his brethren: and therefore, if any
fovereignty on account of his property had been
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velted in Adam, which in truth there was not, yet
it would have died with him.

§. 98. As Adan’s fovereignty, if, by virtue
of being proprietor of the world, he had any
authonty over men, could not have been inherited
by any of his children over the reft, becaufe they
had the fame title to.divide the inheritance, and
every one had a right to a portion of his father’s
poffeffions ; fo neither could Adam’s {overeignty
by right of fatherhood, if any fuch he had, defcend
to any one of his children: for it being, 1n outau--
thor’s account, a right acquired by degesting to
rule over thofe ke had begotten, it was not a power
poflible to be inherited, becaufc the right being
confequent to, and built on, an at perfeltly per-
{fonal, made that power {o too, and impofiible to
be inherited : for paternal power, being a natural
right rifing only frem the relation of father and
fon, 1s as impoffible to be tnherited as the relation
itfelf; and 2 man may pretend as.well to inherit
‘the conjugal power the hufband, whofe heir he
1s, had over his wife, as he can to inherit the
paternal power of a father over his children: for
the power of the hufband being founded on con-
tract, and the power of the father on degersing,
he may as well inherit the power obtained by the
conjugal contra, which was only perfonal, as he
may the power obtained by begetting, which could
reach no farther than the perfon of the begetter,
unlefs begetting can be a title to power in him
that does not beget,
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§. 99. Which makes it a reafonable queftion
to afk, whether Adam, dying before Eve, his heir,
(fuppofe Cain or Seth) fhould have by right of
inhertting Adaii’s fatherhood, {overeign power over

- Eve his mother : for Adant’s fatherbood heing no-
thing but a right he had to govern his children,
becaufe he begot them, he that inherits Adam’s
fatherbood, nherits nothing, even in our author’s
fenfe, but the night Adem had to govern his chil-
dren, becaufe he begot them : {o that the monarchy
of the heir would not have taken in Eve; orif it
did, it being nothing but the fatherbood of Adam
defcended by inheritance, the heir muft have right
to govern Fve, becaule Adam begot her; for father-
hood 1s nothing elfe.

§. 100. Perhaps 1t will be faid with our
author, that 2 man can alien his power over his
child ; and what may be transferred by compa®,
may be poffefled by inheritance. I anfwer, 2
father cannot alien the power he has over his
child: he may perhaps to fome degrees forfeit it,
but cannot transfer it; and if any other man ac-
quire it, it is not by the father’s grant, but by
fome att of his own. For example, a father,
naturally carelefs of his child, fells or gives him
to another man; and he again expofes him; a
third man finding him, breeds up, cherifhes, and
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