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o CERTAIN
| Chriftian Doctrines,
 Properly calld ‘
| Plplteriess
And to be Efteem’d Above

|REASON, &

) BEF ORE I make any Formal
' Returns to the Pofitions ad-
#" vanc’d by this Zealons ddvo-
§ cosefor RE ASO N, 1fhall endea-
§ vour to fix or ftate the feveral Mea-
d fures and Principles of Human K pow~
| ledge ; 1 mean, with refpett to the
{ *Objeits of it as it includes the Know-
ledge of Objeéls of Sence, of Corpo-
- B real
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Certain Chriftian Dollrines,
real aid Spiritual Subftances, of Fi-
nite and Infinite, and of Revealed
T'ruths.
~ And, firft, I can free}y gran |
(what has coft our Adverfa
Pages to prove,) wiz. [ “That no- |
“ thing in Nature can come to our |
¢« Knowledge, but by fome of thefe
¢ four Means, viz. the Experience of
« the Senfes, the Experience of the

ry {ome

 Mind, Humane and Divine Revels-§
“ tion, Sect.1.Cap. 3.7 ,

But yet I think it very abfurd, tof
advance onc Rule or Standard for §
every Part or Branch of Humane|

Kpowledge, and thereugon form Ar-}§
guments, and charge Contradictions |
and Abfurdities,without making the
leaft allowance or diftintion, with
vefpect to the nature of the Objelt, or

té’ll _methods of knowing ir. Here isf

. the Source of ‘all our Adverfary’sj

Miftakes and Mifcarriages, where-
by (as willanon more fully appear)

rather than improv’d its Nativeg
Luftre and Glory.

And, Firit, as for the Knowledge
of Objelts of Senfe ; 1t’s certain the \

. T 8 Hiien » 2oaanuREE

Properly call’d Myﬁeriés.

Mind of Man, the proper Seat as

~well as Principle of Humane Know-
| ledge, is here entertain’d by the Ob-
| jelts of the Material World ; fory
\ Nothing but Master in the ordinary

oourfe of Natural Kpowledge make an

| Impreffion npon the ontward Senfes, (o
a5 10 tranfmit, and fix an ldea inthe
| Mind, [uitable to the nature of the Ob-
il jec?.  And certainly here is the great
| original Stock of Flumans Kpowledge ;
il for the Senfes are not only the ftand<

ing Vehicles to all thoft Ideas, that

{ are lodg’d in the Mind,. (fince even
i Faith and: Revelation come by Hea-
I-ring)_but thefe very Ideas, if pofi-
 tive, and-formed ‘on Things and
| Subftances; are little elfe but the Re-
| femblances of material Senfations, or
| the Ideas of fome Objec of Senfe.

However, exalted and refined may
be the Ideas of ‘Angels and glorified

il Spirits, that have things prefented to
B the view of the Mind by an immies

e has caft a Cloud upon Reafon,§

diate Intuition, it’s manifeft we that
4

i are cloath’d with Senfes and Matter,
Il and thofe of a very coarfec allay, muft

have all our Ideas tinged with mate-
rial Adumbrations : Thef¢ are that
B2 Glafs




Certain Chriftidn Doctrines,

- we fee darkly, and that wonderful- |

ly incraffates and difguifes the Ima- §

ges of Things. It’s true, in Objeits |
of Senfe our Ideas muft be compa- §
ratively clear and exact, becaufe we |
are feated in the very heart or cen-
.ter of the material World, where §
its Obje&s perpetually crowd in up-

on our Senfés, and are continually i
prefented to our view and obferva- i

tion: But yet, in Objeéts of Senfe, |

which we daily fee and converfe f -

with, we can by no means pretend the Vehicle, but firft Elaboratory of

{ all Ideas ; 1 mean the outward Sen-

an adequatc Knowledge; for, we
cannot comprehend or-penetratein- ¢
to their proper Effences, or radical
Subftances ; no, we can go no fur-}
ther than Properties, Powers, or Fa- ||

cultics, that difcover themfelves i |
their Effelts, -firike the Senfes, and

leave an Impreffion, whence a di-§§
ftin& Idea is form’d. Again, Wef
cannot pretend to difcover the truef
Modcs of thefe Properties, Powers,
or Faculties, {o as to difcern where- §i
in the precife Nature of ’em con-
fifts ; for, at leaft, we can only re-j
femble it by fome Ideas that are|

form’d f§ .

i
1,
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Properly calld Myﬁe'ries.'

Glafs upon the Mind through whick form’d by the nobleft of Senfcs,

that of Seeing ; thus of Swmells, and

\Tafts, and the like : So that we fee
| ‘the higheft Philofophical Exercita-

tions, even in matters of Senfe, are
at laft wrap’d up in that we cdn
jutly call a Mystery. Its true,0b=

| jects of Senfe, tho’ form’d from Ef-

te@ts and Properties, create a very
certainand indifputable Knowledge,
becaufé confirm’d by daily.and con-
tinued Obfervation, and becaufe the -
proper Obje&s of that part, which
( as before concluded ) is not only

{es.. And' therefore, in Objeits of
Senfe, we muft vecerve and embrace
a'Thing as it prefents itfelf to the
view of our Senfes, [ince we are
affur’d, that G O D has appointed no
other way of communicating matters
of this nature to Mankind. Andto
receive an Object of Senfe contrary
to the Teftimony of all our Senfes,

il (tho’ upon the pretended Authori- -

ty of Revelarion) muft overturnall
the Meafures and Principles of Hu-
mane K nowledge, obliterate the No-

o B3 tices




Certain {.%fij}idn Doﬁirines,

tices and Diftin&ions of Truzh and §
Ervor, raze the prime Faculties and
Motrements of Reafon, and reduce §
Man, the Glory of the Creation, §
and GOD% Image and Reprefenta- ||
tive, infinitcly below the level of f The invifible things of Him from
For this reafon }| the Creation of the World, are
we may reject the Doitrine of Tran- |
Jibflantiation , noswithflanding the § the things that are made, even His*
' % Lternal Power and Godhead, Rom.

Brates that perifh,

highest Pretences to Miracle or- My~ |

Stery, fince it implies a Contradiction ||
of the Teflimony of all onr Senfes in |

matters of Senfe.

Properly call’d Myfteries,
Frame of our own Beings, aswell
as that of the Univerfe, will inftrutt
us, ‘That there muft be an Eternal,
All-wife, and All-powerful Mover,
agreeable to the Sacred Language:

clearly iten, being underftood by

i. 20. but as for the Exiftence of
other Beings, we call Spirits, or

| their Orders and Societies, we muft

But, Secondly, let us confider Hi- |

mane Kpowledge as engag’d about
the Objetts of the Spiritual World,
or Spiritual or Immaterial Beings ; §

for this muft very much alter the §

Scene of Kpowledges,and fix it upon |

new Meafures and Principles..
- And, u#, It’s indifputably evi-

dent, that our Knowledge of Spi- J

rits 1s of a mix’d nature, fince it [§
takes its rife partly from the Pow- J§

ers of Natural Reafon, and partly fr |
from Revelation,  'The Knowledge } and handle much morc from that

of God and our own Souls, may in

fome ‘meafure be traced from the
Powers of Narural Reafon. 'The

i
3
]

e
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| - Frame ;
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wholly receive it from Revelation.
Again ; As for the Nature and
Ideas of a Spirit, this muft certainly
reft on the Inftruflions of Reafon
and Rewelation ; and after the beft
that can be given, God knows, our
Attainments are very lame and im-
perfeét ; the excellency of our own
Faculties ‘and Operations tell s,
That we arc alted by a Principle
within, ‘that muft be highly diftinct
from Matter, or leaft, that we fee

Great G OD, whof¢c Workmanthip
is this very Resfon -that thus di-
Qates, ‘This very Argument foffi-

B 4 ciently

7 .
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8 Certdianriﬁian Doétrines, |

L

Jdeas of a Spirit is much more ab-f]

. than that of a Body, notwithftan-

ciently inftruéts us, We ought not |
to think that the Godhead is like §
unto Gold or Silver, or Stone gra- §
ven by Art and Man’ Device, §
Aéls xvil. 29, ' |
" But now, tho’ from good Argu. [
ments we may conclude, That a i
Spirit is a Being fomewhat diftin& j
from Master, yet onr most exalted§
.'Mm will be but a4 meer Negative, or
i Pofitive, a Refemblance of a refined -
Aerial kind of Master ; o that our [

ftrufe, imperfeét, and conje@ural

ding the utmoft. affiftances of Re-@§
welation. | '
And here I'm oblig’d to make

fome Returns to what this Iufalli- |
ble Reafoner, with the Authority of
a Great Man on his fide (as hel]
calls him), has deliver’d on the

Subjett ; 1t amounts to this: Welg
§1avq as clear an Idea of Spirits as§
Bodses, fince both are only to bef!

[$ e o . 5
known by their Properties,"and thej

Properties of a Spirit are as clear ag i
?;hofe of a Body, - Sce Sect, 3. Cap. 2. |
’N 16, 17, 19, But, with Submiffi- f

; £

Properly calld Myfteries.

on to the Infallible Chair, though
fome Properties which belong to
thofe Beings we call Spirits, are
clearly known and agreed upon,
yet they are not {0 many, nor yet
10 diftinguifhing as thofe.of Bodzes ;
for, befides the Properties of parti-
cular Bodies, that diftinguifh each
other, there are Properties certain-
ly known, that belong to a Body
as a Body, and diftinguifh it from
Spirit, and every Being that can
be imagined ; fuchare extenfion of
Parts, and a Faculty of. poflefling
a Plage in proportion to’em. Thefe
ate for the moft part Objelts of
Senfe, and Self-evident ; -bur we can-
not decipher or determine any pecu-
liar ‘Properties that belong to a Spiris
as a Spirit, apd diftinguifb it from
Body or Muster, and every thing clfe,
We may indeed conceive Spirics
as Finite Beings, by the refemblance
of Bodies, and- confequently make

! %em exift in a place, and poflefs
{fometimes one place, and {ometimes

another ; -but we can form no Idea
how they exift in places, as we do
of Bodies.  As for Thinking, Reafon-
e | g
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Lock’s
Human

" Underft.

- lib. 4.

cap. 3.

Certam Chriftian Dd’c,cz’,rilzef,
ing, and Willing, thefe feem to be

too remote, to be the diftinguifh g
- Ing Propeitics of a 'Spiritual Sub- §
stanse as {uch, being Faculties that §
feem to flow after its Radical or'k
Original ‘Properties are given, 1
am fure they cannot be 1o in the !
Opinion of my Author’s Great Man, [}
fince in one place he tells us, [ It’s [
impoflible without Revelation to ¥
difcover (whether Omnipotency has :
¢ from what has been deliver’d on

not given to fome Syftems of ‘mat-

ter fitly difpos’d) a Power to per- ,
cawve or think. - And again, 1fee [
{ nite Objefts: The prefent Enqui-
g, or | :

nnipotet . 5 Infinite Obje&s ; and here certain-
pleas’d, give to certain Syftems of f
created fenflefs Matter, put toge- f§
ther as he thinks fit, fome degrees |
of Senfe¢, Perception, and Thought.] }
Lock’s Human Under flanding, Lib. 4, |,

no Contradition in it, That the
firft Bternal Thinking, Bein
Omnipotent Spirit, fhould, if he

S

Cap. 3. N.6.  And thercfore I think |
It appears, there’s a vaft Difference [
between the Knowledge of Spirits |

and Bodies ; infomuch that we may
Jultly: pronounce, That
Leas can be formed

5 ' of Spirits
Spiritual Subflances i,

but what carry
the

no pofitive |

N, T

the vefemblances of Matter in ’em
other Ideas muft be form’d by com-
paring ’em with Matter, and pro-
nouncing what they are »ot, rather -
than what they are. ' ,

But, Thirdly, let us examin the
Meafures and Extent of Humane
Kpowledge, with refpet to the 0f--
jeét, as 1t 1s Pinite or Infinite. As
for the Knowledge of Finite Ob--
je&s, an Eftimate may be taken

the two preceeding Arguments, the
Subje& of which being chiefly Fi-

1y then is, after the Knowledge of

ly the Nature of the Being that
thinks and knows, will determine
the Cafe, I mean, demonftratc the
Imperfeition of Humane Kpowledge ;
for ir’s an Abfurdity in Lerms, ws
well as in the Nature of the Thing,
to imagine that a Finite Mind fbonld
gain a perfeit Comprehenfion of an In-
finite Being 3 infomuch, that it {eems
no Prefumption to affirm, That
G O D, by vertue of His Omnipo-
fence, after He hath inftated 'u's; llln

_Proper{y_cdll’d Myfteries. 11




. . ems V.
v2  CertainChriftian Do(lrines, §
the Beatifick Vifion, and difcover’d
things that Eye hath not [een, nor |
?:_:ar heard, nor Heart comceiv’d ; or
n a word, after we have feen Him |
as He 15, cannot poflefs us with an ||
.adeqpate TIdea of His Immenfe and §
Infinite Being : So that with refpect §
to the Godhead we muft affirm, i
That our Ideas are made up of
Negatives, and confequently with

Clemens Alex, aflirm, That we ra-
ther know God by concealing what f§
He 4s not, than what He i5 : # Or, at |
leaft, if we attempt any pofitive
Conceptions, we are foreed to fha- [}
dow ’em forth by fome Finite
Ideas which we have taken up, and
are already implanted in vs. ‘Thus }
the Divine Attribute of Wifdom we |
are forc’d to refemble by a Faculty |
of Difcerning and Comprehending, §
infinitely furpafling the ~Sphere of }
Humane Kpowledge. 'Thus the Im- §
menlfity of God, by a vaft fpace, or [§
an Idea that is without Bounds o !
Limits, or is not to be circumfcrib’d, &
A Thus [}

i

i N RS P YT s

¥adesty § & ég yvwellofee.
' Strom. Iibo 59

.
@

P rbperly calld My fteries.

Thus Eternity, by an endlefs Suc-

ceffion of Time. 'Thus we {ee, af
ter our niceft Conceptions, and al-
ter the moft accurate Charalters
and Defcriptions from Revelation it
felf, we are forced to call in Fi-
wite Objeits, and meafure the Blef~
fed Ateributes of our Creator by
Finite Idews ; an Undertaking {0 un-
worthy of him, that it {cems to be
a piece of petty Larceny, or rather
a lefler fort of - Idolatry, as ’tis a

kind of Reprefentation of the Invi- -

fible Gop, by things that are fcen,
by a kind of Gold, or Wood, or
Stone, graved in the fhallow Un-
derftandings of Impotent Men.
Here our Weakaefs, our Blindnefs,
plainly difcovers it {clf; . for tho’
Knowledge in Finite Objects may
appear bright and fhining, here it
muft fuffer.an Eclipfe, and lye con-
founded in depth of Myflery; and,
in a word, humbly make St. Pau/’s
Recognition: O zhe ‘deprh of the
Riches of the Wifdom, and Power, sxd

Immenfenef§ of God! how wnfearcha-

ble, &c.
Bu,
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14 Certain Chriftian Doltrines, | — Properlycalld Myfteries. 15

But, Fourshly, let us defcend to § God publifberh a reveal’d Truth in

the laft Stage of Humane Kpowledge, § fach Cbar'fsze;f; & /,,ﬁ;g t0 inform s
I mean that about matters of Re. || what he zm‘m\ds by it, Viz. 4 Savi-
welation. And, firft, iP’s certainthat {{ owr that is GOD-Maz, or the like, he
purc Matters of Revelation are || # not oblig’d (neither is it any way
things of which the Mind, b‘y its K regmﬁte ro the receprion of a reveql’d
own intrinfick Light, can form no fj Truth) to demonfirate the modus of
8 the Uniow of the two Natures : Firft,

deas ; and confequentl - |
Ideas ; and confequencly we canno Becaule the Subjeét of Revelation

pretend to know any thing more , 3

of them, than Gob in a reveald jj being Matters not attainable by

way is pleas’d to communicatc, Ir’s fj Reafon, and-Goo the Author of
them, as long as we have an Idea

true, He {eems to be obliged to § . 1a .
eommunicate Himfelf in fucha man. [j of the thing, or an Idéa O,f what
ner, that His Revelations, at leaft, J§ GOD propofes to be believ’d, the

may bear a refemblance to fome of § 7#0d#s of it is to be placed on the

thole Ideas we have already con- Infinite Power and.ch'acipy of God.
ceiv’d, or by the Power of Natu- fj Secondly, Becaufe a leading Defign
ral Reafon can attain to. 'Thus [j of Rcvelanqlmbelng to cftablith a
does He reveal a' Saviour thar js [§ Confidence in God’s Power and Ve.
Gop-Man, he’s oblig’d toafiribefuch §i ¥acity, in ordertoan abfolute Obe-
Chara&ters of Divinity to him, as are § dience and Worthip, He did not in-

i/ tend to malke us Philofophers, but

“agreeable to the reveal’d Charatters A )
of the Godhead, and thofé Ideas we f| reveald what was ufeful and necef-
can form of it; and in like manner F| 1&Y, and direts. us to adore, whep
as to his Humanity ; for otherwife f§ W¢ cannot comprehend. .
I'rom what has ‘been deliver’d

T cannot conceive how any reveald § = 1" . :
Truth can be imprinted on the §j W€ may form two or three Infe- |
+ Mind, without Special Infpiration, §f Yences; 1% With refpect to this laft
But then, on the other hand, whes § Argument, Whatever our Attain-
God ments
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16 Certain Chriftian Doctrines, Properly call’d Myfteries. 17
ments may be in Mgn:tcr‘s of Senfé § Modes peculiar to its Nat'llt'e; and
and Natural Reafon, it appears, that § the Ideas we conceive of the one,
pure Matters of Revelation lye at § may not reach or meafure the. o-
a-great diftance from us; and con- §

_ \ ther, This is even o clear, that
fequently Knowledge cannot pene-

b cven in'Properties that are common
trate much beyond the Surface; [ to feveral Objets; fuch as Spivits
‘ fince they are not only things in i and Bodies, when apply’d to their
their own nature profound and: in- i refpettive Objets, carry no manner
tricate, but all our DifCoveries reft | of Refemblance to each other.
~on the good Will and - Pleafure of § Thus it’s an infeparable Proper-
, GOD, that communicates em, And jif ty of a Spirir and Body to oécupy
~~ therefore, -if Revelation itfelf tells f{ a Place, and yet the manner of
us, we know but in part, or ima ;’i exifting in a Place is, no doubt,
perfettly, we may fafely affirm it; f§ vaftly different; infomuch, that ¥
and place all Difficulties on the Im- §{ cannot find how any Ideas of the
perfettions of Humane Knowledge, B Vb; of Bodies can conclude any.
or the Depths and Myfterioufnefs |§ thing againft that of Spirits, much
of Reveald Truths. 24y, It’s a |l les meafure or define it.' And, by
- motorious Abfurdity to arguc from f| a Parity -of Reafon, we may fay.
Ideas of Objetts of Senfe, or Ma- ff as much of the Unity of a Body,
terial Objelts againft Immaterial |§ and ‘the Unity of an Infinite Spi--
ones ; or Finite againft Infinite, |§ ric ; for the Unity of the Godhead
R much more againft Reveal’d ones. §l or the Divine Eﬂ}énce may be pre-
, - For it manifeftly appears, that the § ferv’d, and yet communicate it {elf
- Meafures of . Humane Knowledge I to Three Perfonal Subfiftences : and
-are to be taken from each refpe- |§ it muft be abfurd to deny this, be~
&ive Objet ; for, as every Obje@ fif caufé it will not comport with our
hath a diftin® Effence or Nature, {f common Ideas of the Unity of a
fo it hath diftin@ Properties and §. Body. 3dly, In Matters of Revela-
| Modes § - | C tion,
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yet majefterioufly obtrude contra-

o |
18 Certain Chriftian Doclrines, |
- tion, i’s a5 abfurd to Argue against
Rewveal’d Truths, when the thing re-§ di&rory Comments, as infallible De-
 weald is deferibd in fuch 4 manner, || monftrations of an unfathomable
» * that we may know what 5 intended by § Myftery.: o
o it, becaufe we cannot comprehend the | Tv’s vifible this whole Paragraph
' . Modus ‘of it ; fince this wouldl oblige § is fjjent upon the Clergy; for, who
s to reject [everal things, evern inf arc to account for Mens Iynorance
Objects ~of : Sence, that are hithertol§ or abfuyd Notions in Religion, but -
Ungueftionable. ~What T have hi-fl thofc whofe Bufinefs it is to in<
therto deliver’d, is by way of Prin-§ ftruct and remove ’em? Again ;
ciple ; and I fhall ftand by it asfg Who are to anfwer for Contradi-
fuch, in defiance of the utmoft At-§ Ctions, but the Clergy, that refolve
tempts of our affuming Reafoner ;| all into unfathomable Myftery, and
and having laid - this Foundation, I ‘3 yet by their peremptory Comments
promife my felf Succefs, in unravel-§ pretend to unravel all to a De-
ing his Arguments and Pofirions. . B monftration? 'This is a Strain of
And firft,to take him in the order i impregnatedegMalice, that runs thro’
we find him; before he gives youalll the whole Book; where the Cler-
State of the Queftion, he begins with § gy, by Infinuation, Confequence, or ] .
the mainBurden of his Song,and intro- |y downright Aflertions, are chargd '
duces you with fome Sarcaftical Re-f§ with Impofture, as if they had in-
fleGtions, upon the Managements, | duftrioufly combin’d to refolve all
and Maxims of Divines,about Reli- 8 Religion into Myflery, even to the
gion. Asif the generality of Cliri- § carrying on of fontradictions: For
~ ftians had no Notion of Religion,but [¥ in one place hf@¥makes it" an .d/yluis
Mpyflery; and Divines unanimoufly [§ or Shelter to their: Ignorance ; in
~owned their Ignorance about it, | another, an Artifice of Ufurpation,
(Whilst they gravely tell us, we must | to oblige the Laity to admit no-
adore what e cannot comprehend;]eoad § thing "as a Brauch of  their C’reed,i
L A - yet C 2 .l

M




.20

ments of others will ftand the T¢ft §

S ka0
-

Certain Chrijiian Duidlrines,
till it hath Dbeen ratilied irom thew §
Confeffor’s Chair.  Tn a word, he §
reprelents ‘em as Tntroducers of B
Deifin; he might have added,  §
Subuvertcrs of all Religion too, fince §
he makes ’em labour in nothing
but Abfurdities and Contradictions, i
And now you have the Charaéter i
or Temper of the Man, and fee

- where his poyfon’d Arrows are di- i
I fhall with Patience,, or ¥
rather Contempt, pafs by all Stri- j
&ures of this kind, and content my g

re&ed.

felf with the Confidence of wiping
off his Calumnies by confuting his f
Pofitions. T'o return then, -

As for the Commeats of fome}|

Divines, neither the Church, nor #
Body of the Clergy are to account |
for the Indifcretions which Heat or
Paflion has {urpriz’d fome. of them
into 5 but, 'm perfwaded, the Com- &

of Reafon and Argﬂm, to eftablifh §
thofe Truthswe caMM Y s TER 1ESS, |
better than thofe. of. his Faltion or
I,Perfwaﬁon, to fhake or. overturn f

em.

4

As for the- Maxim that inftrus ||

Praperly calld Myfteries.

us to Adore what we cannot C ompre-
hend, T think it’s extreamly proper
where we can prove a Myffery ; for
it God recommends an Article of
Faith that exceeds the Comprehen-
fion of a Finite Mind, we may reft
fatisfied with. an imperfect Idea,
(even tho’ it be no more than what
is needful to point out to us what
God ‘intends by it) and then fur-
render our Judgments to His Infi-
nite Veracity for the reft: A'confi-

~derable Inftance of Obedience (even

the Obedience of Faith) as well as
Adoration.

After this, he prefents us with
the Opinions of {ome particular Per-
fons, or, at leaft, the Fictions of his
own Brajn, concerning the Autho-
vity of Fathers, Conncels, and Sers
pture, and the Rules of interpret-
ing it : But 'm concern’d to affign
what Deference is to be paid to Fa-
thers or Cosncels, or what Rules to
be obferv’d in interpreting Seriptare,

till he thinks fit to charge our Coz-

[titution with Error in thefe marters.
This is foreign to the -Argument
we are now engag’d in. “"The next
- C3  thing

21
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a2 Certain Chriftian Doltrines, Properly calld Myfteries. 123 .
‘ thing he prefents us with,is, Two L (1D an imperfeit one) of the Nature -

them Divinely reveal’d 5 and, that

they are properly Myfteries [Lill, 1b,
N. 6.] That there are Doltrines '

in the New Teftament that may

be properly calld Myfteries fttll, T

do not qucltiony but I can evince
ir.l_ the Sequel of this Tra&, But I
cannot find where the Church of
England has declar’d herfelf, That
Reafon hath nothing to do with

fome Reveal’d Dottrines, but only

for, cevtainly, Faith it felf is a ratio-
nal Affent to a Divine Tyuth ; and
Reafon will nor only be concern’d to en=
‘guire and prove, whether God hath
deliverd ity but to form [ome ldea
g " (thd'

Opinions of namelefs Parties con- | of #is Truth;
cerning the Ufe of Reafon in Reli- §
~gion, and the Sence of Scripture; |§ P

and; at laft, makes all fides (that ] \ :
differ from his Notions) joyn in this what. But "after the utmoft Re-
Pofition, (for I can put no other § : e
glofs on his words, when he affirms) § {fon may inform us, thap there may
* That both from different Principles be a great deal 1n this H N
agree, [ That feveral Doctrines of ‘the i Doérine, with refpeét to the Na-
- New Teftament belong no further 1o |

- the Enguiries of Reafon, thanto prove |

at leaft, fuch an ldea
25 will convince 15 what it #s God pro-

ofes to our Belief. ,
Elfe we affent to we know not

fearches' of Reafon, our very Rea-
Truth or

cure or Modes of the thing, which
She can by no means cqmprehend,
and confequently may ftill be juftly
accounted a Myjtery. .

" And now we come to hisownPo- .

fitions: [ On the contrary we hold; —
That nothing reveal dy whether as to
its manner or exiftence, 5 wore eXx-
empted from its Difquifitions, than the
ordinary Phanomena of Nature ; and
shat there is nothing in the Gofpel con-
trary to Reafon, nor above it, and thas

to prove them “divinely reveald; W 70 Chriftian Doltrine can be properly

ealled s My stTeRY. Thishe pro-

pofes as the State of the Queftion,

agreeable to the Title of s Book,

and confequently all that follows 15

only a confirmation or making gooo
4 a

N. 7.




24 CertainChriftian Dollrines, §
of this Pofition. I muft confefs, I
fhould be {o:fair to him, as to wait §

his Arguments ; but becaufe nothin

find them: .

And, Firi#, this great Reafoner
feems to play the Sophifter, and ex- | i T W |
il their Manner and Exiftence, may be
smanner: He tells us, That no Re- [
veal’d Truth is exempted from the §
Andtruly, §
if he intends no more, than that the
fublimeft Reveal’d Truths may be §
examin’d by Reafony as faras theis || :
@ ture are often Obje&s of Sence, and

prefs himfelfin a very ambiguous

Difquifitions of Reafon.

-able to comprehend them, we fhall

cntirely joyn with him; for Reve- §
cfdrefé to the ¥ ; are i
| frame fpiritual and infinite, and con-

lation is thus far an A
Reafon of Mankind, and fhe may

lawfully endeavour to.difcover and
conceive as much of their manner f
and exiftence as poffible ; - Provided
Jhe does not reject what fbe cannot com- §
prebend, and that too upon this very B
drgument, Becanfe fbe cannot compre- §
hend the whole Manner and Exiftence §-

of them. ' ,
- Thus far Reafon may be concern’d,
Fe : e

fhall ftick upon the Reader, I fhall
make fomething of a return to fuch §

Decretory Affertions, in the order we

N are pot only incomprehenfible in

A M N San RASR AL

Properly calld Myfteries.

and yet Reveal’d Truths may be juft-
ly faid to be above Reafon, and my-
{ferious, and confequently his _Poﬁt,x—
ons do by no means anfwer his De-
fign; which is to prove, That No-
thing is myfterious, or above Rea-
{on S

i%ut if heintends, that Matters of

Revelation, both with refpe& to

fcann’d and comprehended by Rea-
fon, as ealily as the Phanomena of

Nature ; this we utterly deny, and

with very good reafon too : 15#, Be-
caufe there’s no connexion in the
Confequence, the Phanomena of Na-

of a finite nature : But there are re-
veal’d matters that are in their very

fequently not to be comprehended
by a finite Mind or Realon, wmuch
leff with that eafe and arnefl thas
Objests of Semce are convey'd to the
Mind. - Again, Matters of Senceare
knowable and ‘comprehen(ible by
the Powers of Natural Reafon ; but
there are Matters of Rewelation that

their

/
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o6 Certain Chriftian Doltrines,

- their own nature, but knowable no
further than God is pleas’d to com-
municate or impart tous. ‘This is
clear from what has been alrcady
laid down and concluded, and there-
tore this can be no Confequence'; the

. Phwnomena of Naturearecafily com-
‘prehenfible, therefore all matters of
Revelation arefo. 'This is {0 abfurd,
that I do not ‘queftion but I fhall
make it appear in the Sequel of this
Difcourfe, “'That there are fome

¢“ Matters of Revelation, which if

“{can’d by Ideas of Objetts of
“Sence, carry the appearance of
“ Contraditions ; and yet this can
“ be no Argament againft the Truth

T "“'"'“,’-wv-wnx--w‘:.m[_ idaad

Properlycalld Myfteries. . 27
or their Exiftence, are- above the
Comprehenfion of Reafon: If {0,

‘what hath been deliver’d upon Mat-

ters of Rewvelation, will oblige us to
conclude, againft our Adverfary,
« That they cannot be fully compre-

« hended in their Nature or Exi-

« ftence, much lefs in the Moduns of
«jt; and confequently, that they
“arein the higheft fence myfterions,
% and above Reafon. »

But to proceed, in the next place
he entertains you, purfuant to the
Notions of his great Man, with a
large account what Reafon s, and
what fhe is not ; the Means of In-
formation, and Ground-Perfwafion :

O s S e T

“of "em, orthatwe are miftakenin
“ the purport of the Holy Ghoft, (as
“ the Socinians would haveit) when
““ what we contend for is repreferit-
“ed in the cleareft Charalers and

And I muft freely own; that Tcan for
the moft part agree with him, and
his great Man ; at leaft it is not re-
quifite to enter’ upon a nice Exami-

« Defci'ipti&ns. And yet, this is the §

top of our Adverfary’s Reafonings.

But, 24ly, as for Reveal’d Matters §
being myfterions, or above Reafon, it’s §
already concluded, That the radical §
Effence of Objeéts of Sence,and much [}
more the Modes of their Properties, B

or |

R

nation ‘of every Paragraph, becaufe
I find he makes no particular Appli-
cation of what he has {o claborately
delivered in feveral Chapters, to
prove his main Defign. Hettellsus,
Chap. 4.Seét.tr. [That the Gronadof
Perfwafion is Evidence, and Evidence
be defines, an exalt Conformity oj;dour
| \ s




28 Certain C briﬁian Doﬁv*i;zes,
Ldeas, or Thodghts, with their Odjee,

Incomprehenfible Beings, muft car-
ry a Refemblance, or Conformity to

Incomprehenfible Being ; and yet it
-does not follow, but our Ideas are
imperfet, and that there isa great

this were not o,

Reafon in Revelation.

ture of the Object, ‘or Means of Infor-

Finite, of an Infinite Spirit as an Ob-
Jeit of Sence : That yeveal’d Obietts
agcurr by -the Jame way as Objeits of

Sence

or Things we thiunk apon.]  The Le.
{cription, I think, 15 well enougl ; §
bug all this concludes nothing to |
prove what he contends for, wviz, §
‘That nothing is above Reafon; for f
the imperfe€t Ideas of Infinite and fi

the Object, or the Charaétérs of an i

deal in the Obje®, of which we can-
not form any cléar Idea. Indeed, if j§
t he might juftly &
infer, That there’s nothing above ff - that there’s nothing in Religion, or
In a word, § '
"+ fince he hath fo induftrioufly ftated §
o the Nature of Reafon and Humane §

Knowledge, he {hould have proved, §

That there are no degrees of Evidence,

or Knowledge, with refpect. to the N, B

marion: That we have as clear a1 B
compleat an ldea of Infinite Beings s |

Pioperly calld Myferies.
Seince do 5 ory That the Extent of res
wveal’d K nowledae, -does not depend on
the Good Will and Pleafure of God, in
commpunicating what he pleafeth on cve-
7y Oéjeé’z‘. "1'his would have clear’d
oft all Difpute, and proved what he
thinks he’s able to evince, vz, That
the Evidence of all the 1deas of the
Operationsof the Mind, isas infalli-
ble as our own Being, Cap. 4. N. 14.
‘T'hat what is reveal’d in Religion,
may be as eafily comprehended, and
found as confiftent with our common

‘Notions,as what we know of Wood

or Stone, of Air, Water, or the like,
Sect. 3. Cap. 2. N, 12.]Or,1na word,

Revelation myfterious, or above
Reafon. The two latter of thefe
Parodoxes will receive fuch Replies
as are proper in the Sequel of this
Difcourfe ; but I cannot pafs the firft
without a few Remarks: And, to
put themoft favourable Conftruétion
on an Ambiguous Affertion, I pre-
{ume, he affirms, T'hat the Evidence

of our 1deas which we form of the feve-

ral Aits or Operations of the Mind,
(viz, Thinking, Contcmplating,K poi-

.
Z/,6
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30 Certam Chriftian Dollyines,
' ing or Comprehending ) areas infallible |
This is a §
Maxim advanc’d to prove, That we {
are to have the fame Evidence in all §
{peculative Ideas, and confequently §
mnall Ideas of pure Matters of Reve- E
lation ; for this is his Application of §
itz [Let us now but frictly reguive this |

a5 that of our Beings.

that of Thinking, And,

Firft, If he intends no more than il

ly joyn with him : But, can this be

an Argument, that all our Ideas of E
Speculative Objects, particularly of §
- all Matters of Revelation, (that are f§f t , :
f jets arcimprinted on an Immaterial
§ Soul? Therefore we'may conclude, -

ing?  Again, If he contends for an g that the Ideas we can form. of the
Idea of the Narure of Thinking, that §

CCaln .‘

form’d by Thinking) reft upon an
Bvidence as clear as that of our Be-

Properly call’d M ylteri es.

carriesan Evidence in it, as clear and

infallible as that of our Besng ; 1fay,
we cannot form an ‘Idea of the Na-
ture of Thonght, butby retreating to
fome particular Inftance or Objeét of
Thought,and refleing how the Mizd
exercifes itfelf upon it; and before

‘we can form a perfect Idea of the

Evidence in all the Agreements and § Nature of Thoaght, we muft compre-
Difagreements of our ldeas in Things
meerly (peculative, &c, 1b.]°'To thew B
the Weaknefs or Inconclufivenefs of §
his Arguments, and the Falfenefs of §
his Pofitions, I {hall inftance in the &
general ALt or Operation of the Mind, [ :
§ orrather the application of the Mind
to the Qbjett, which may juftly be
that we have an Evidence (that we W called Attention. 'Thus far the Tdea
thinkywhen we alually rhink, orthat § of Thinking is clear and evident : But
we have a Faculty to #hink) as infal- § then, if we enquire into the ‘manner
 lible as that of our Being, T will cafi- [ 4 ,
| nicated or apply’d to the Mind, chis

hend or difcern the manuer of the
performance, and this will carry us
mto a great many Difficulties and

Conjectures, We may indeed con-

clude, that Thoughs requires the ap-
plication of the Obje&t to the Mind,

how this or that Obje&t is commu-

feems to be inconceivable, even in
Objetts of Sence; for, whocan pre-

| tend to defcribe how Material Ob-

Nature of Thinking, and confequently

of

31



32 Certain Chriftian Doclrines, §  Properly call'd Myf’céri'es.‘ 33

' of the Operations of the Mind, do § lowing Paragraphs, when. ‘he pros '
not carry an Evidence in’em as in- f§ nounces fome things dubious and ob~ |

fallible as that of our Being, - @ fcure, and allows falfe Ideas may be

But further ; Admit we, that we | contratted by Precipitancy - or Inat-
could defcribe the precife Modzs of § tention, by Affettionand Irepoflef=
the Nature of T, hinking, and confc- fion, V. 18.
quently had anIdea that carries as
much Evidence in it as that of our & £ : Wil
Exiftence, it’s abfurd to conclude, §§ he introduces us with a Defcription

that the Mind can form Ideasof the ff of what is contrary to Reafon, [viz.
higheft Speculations equally evident § W/Jﬂt‘ﬁ_,e'z)ldeizt(y repugnant to clear
and infallible, "The Confequence, in [ and fl‘ﬂ‘m‘ff Mﬂ’{!'f, 0r L0 o8F COmmOon,
plain terms, is no other than this, £ Notzom., 5 comtiary to Reafon.] Now
Becaufe the Evidence of the Ideas of § truly this I think 1s a very lame, .im-
one particular Objed is 'infallible, § pertet, or at leaft fallaaous.Defcmp-
therefore the Evidence of the Ideas§ ,il?nz}ml‘?fs 1t bedbf{ll%?qz{i‘ with {ome

y et 1 ‘tain- & Limurations aitd ReftriCtions. .
of every Obieltis 0. And certain- § As firft, It canonly hold in Oba

ly this is a Pofition that muft pro !
n}(’)unce all our ‘Ideas equally cll)ear { jects of the fame Species, or Nature 3

and perfett, and the Means of In- § Z:W" we can only argue from Objects of
formation in’falliblc, and confequent- [ Sewce, againit Objeits of Sence, from

, ly there canbe no Obje@s fal y re- Finite 4!5“’”{? finite, “f?dvﬁ o M:;f"
/ * prefented to the Mind, nor no Ideas | *¢s ¢of Revelation againit pretended
- falfe or imperfe@. - This is Myftery B Mazters of Repelafzm: For zts' the
with a witnefs, or rather Pofirions | &7ee¢es? vAévjulrdzr] in Nﬂlﬂi{'t:’, 20 Cons
that in his own Language are, [The [ clude any- thing ag1inst ’a;y:rziag;/e.d
- Primary and Uniterical Origin of all B Truch, or _D“h ne, ”’b”_fe OIJ"C; 18

his Errors, Ib.] But, I think, he fufz § 747l Spiritualy and abfolutely ”ﬁ//
ficiently confutes himfClf in the fol- | #/*¢5 becanfe it doth I;wt accord w;f”

lowing §

- And now for the Second, where i 1L




34 Certain Chriftian Doctrines, Properly call’d My fteries, 5
our Ldeas in Objolts of Semce; P fure B fublimeft Matters of Revelation.
the Holy Ghost inflratts us bettir, in

e o  #2 B But whatisthis but to preftitute the

. 0bliging ws to compare Spiritual Things & Glory and Majefty of the Invifible
with Spiritual, A fufficient Inhibi § o4 fncomprehenfible Godhead, by
tion truly againft dilcarding reveal'd § ¢ vileft Reprefentations ? What is
Truths by any other Ideas, thenf jtpyta making him like Gold,Wood
what are formed from antecedentfy or Sone, or Things graven by Man’s
Notices of Revelation. ;ine . . E Art. Certain Tam, fuch Maxims
Thus for our Saviour’s Divinity, B 55 thefe are the higheft Contradi¢ti-
before we yield an Affent to it, it'sfl ons to Reafon; for if they might
requifite the Characters and Proper-@f take place, it muft fhake the Foun-

ties of the Godhead, which are in I1 dation of all Revelation. eve
the Books of Revelation afcrib’d to ¢ ; even thofe

. _ lively Chara&ters which the Word
the Father, with refpett to the God- 1| of God hath given of the Godhead ;

head, fhou’d be afcrib’d to the Son,g If they muit be foann’d, or meafired

4
But then WhCH thlS 1S d0nc, lt’S ab- b;o;ﬂmo” No;jo;g‘_f’ or ldeas that 7=
Jult from Objects of Sence.

furd to rejett this great Truth, asfy
contrary to Reafon, upon the force‘g_ Secondly, Before we pronounce any
of an unreafonable Confequencely shing contrary to Reaforn, we must be
formed by comparing the incompre-Ji Jure that we have a clear and perfect

lslcnﬁble Godhead with Objelts ofit Comprehenfion of the Thing ; for tho?
ence.

Thus the Son cannot be God, be-|

| our Ideas that are feemingly repug-
| , .| nant to it, be never {0 clear, how
caufe it muft deftroy the Unity of thefd fhall we judge of the Repugnancy;
GOdhead; for-the UmtyoftheGod- ¥ as long as we cannot pretcnd to ;

head muft be deftroy’d: Why ? Be-fl perfect Idea on both fides? This’m
caufe fuch Unity and Plurality canfil fureis a very reafonable Injun&tion
never be admitted 1 Objets off between Objets of Sence, and Mat-
Sence, and confequently not in thel ters of Revelation ; fo that if God

fub- D2 hathy




36 ~ CertainC briftian Doé‘Zh'nes,

hath delivered any revealed '1'ruth,

i’s abfurd to rejet it, becaufe this §

imperfe€t Idea will not comport §
with certain clear Ideas in Objeéts of g
¢ Here if any Difficulties, Ab- i
“furdities,or Contradictions arife,Reas §
$ forwill divect us to place *em upon the §
“Weaknef§ of our Underflandings, or
“onr imperfect way of comprohending *&
¢ fuch unfarhomable Objects ; and with ¥

Sence.

- €8¢, Paul, engage us to cry ont, Who i

¢ [ufficient for thefe things ? And now §
if my Adverfary will add thefe Li-{

mitations to his Definition (as I’m

perfwaded he’ll be forced to do) I

do not queftion, but T can wipe off |

all.the Abfurdities produced in the [
following Chapter, at leaft by thew-

ing their Impertinence to the Café j§
beforeus.. And on this-aecount, I fi
pafs by ’em,as well as becaufe there’s f
fothing in’em;that affe@s any thing |/
o . al- }i

Bt

Properly calld Myfteries..

, : | already .delivered, but either con-
and by comparing it with the Ideas |;
and Charalters of other reveal’d §
Truths, we muft conclude, he in- }
tended fuch a particular thing, and g
at the fame time difcern the Incom- §
prehenfiblenefs of it ; infomuch that §
we cannot form an adequate Idea ; i

firms, or may be Fairly‘fblved by it,

T therefore proceed o his Argument,
Seet2,Cap, 1.V 4o .

The firft thing I fhall infift upon
15, [1hat if eny Doltrine of the New
Teftament be contrary 1o Reafon, we
have wo manner of Idea of it : Ta

fay for inflance, that a Ball is White

and Black at.once] Here he {uffici-
ently difcovers himfclf'; he tells us

hefore, That whatever is repugnant

to common Notions, is contrary 'to

Reafon ; and whathis common Ner

tionsare, the Inftance before us, fiif-
ficiently - informs ; that:is, in plain
Enalifh, whatever does not comport
with the moft trite Ideas of Qbje&s
of Sence is contrary to. Reafon ; and
therefore. ghe moit fublime revealed
Truths (whofc Objelts are Spirits,
and Infinite Spirits, and confequents
ly the Ideas we can pretend to, muft
be highly imperfect) becaule we
cannot adjuft them . with the moft
common Ideas of Sence, are contra-
ry to Reafon. = But the Abfurdity of
this Affertion, I hope, I have {ufficis
gntly exploded. - o

D 3 Blita
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But, to deliver my own Sentiments ;
of matters of this nature once for al, f|
I do believe there’s an eternal and b

univerfal Harmony in Reafon, a;

well as things both created and un. £
created. The Reafon of Mankind |/

Is certainly an immediate Tranfeript
of Infinite Reafon, and all the Coun- |

. cels, Decrees, and Declarations of
‘Heaven are the Dicates of Infinite |
Reafon, and the Reafon of Mankind ,

“ judge it to be contrary to Reafon.
. Yable Rules or Meafures of Infinité |
Reafon ; and therefore there can be
no Ideas of Infinite Truths or Ob. |

muft be eftablifh’d upon the unalte

jefts (provided they are complea
and perfect, fuch as’ Gop can cop-
ceive of Himfelf ) which really con.
tradi€t the Rules and Meafures of
Humane Reafon, if The were enabl’d
to comprehend ’em as clearly as her

a2 er’ ! [ s:. ,

But yet, Ithink, T have made it
appear, that after all the Refearches
of Reafon, there are reveal’d Objeéts
of which we can form but very im.
perfect Ideas, both with refpe&t to
their Nature, Exiftence, and Modu:,
and yet we may form fuch an Idea as

A

-

Pioperly call’d Myfteries.
inftru@s us what Gop intends we
fhould believe.

From hence we may conclude,
«'Thatas their nature is peculiarly di-
“ftinguifht from all other Beings,{0is
« the Modws of their Exiltence: So
that it’s highly abfurd to deny our
Affent to the Truth of it, becaufe
we can form no Tdea that will com-

ort with thofe we have form’d on
(bjects of Sence,and confequently ad-

“This is a ContradiCtion to the
“Eternal Laws of right Reajo,jz,
“which, in Cafes of this nature, di-
“retus to fix the Abfurdity or Con-
“trariety on the Imperfeftions of
“our Underftanding, or the Falfe-
“nefsof the Rule, in judging Maz-
“ers of Revelation by Objedts of
“Sence. .

Ina word, from what hath been
faid, we may, in exprefs terms, af-

firm, 'That we can form imperfect .

Ideas ‘of Matters of Revelation, {0
far as to know what Gob propofes
to our Belief: And yet, when we
_proceed to examine the Modus of
their Exiftenge, we cannot reconcile
- D4 it
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1t with the Ideas of Objects of Sence’; |
and, for all this, we muft not pro. |
nounce any thing of this nature con. ;
trary to Reafoz ; or eft¢em thofe im.

perfelt Ideas, no Ideasat all,

~Give me’ leave to illuftrate this

matter in an Inftance which the So:

¢inian Chufes toadvance his own Hy. &
pothefis, by exploding ‘it ; T mear;,

the Divinity of onr Saviour: We
affirm him to be poflefs’d with the
Fulnefs of the Godhead, becaufe his
Divipity is defcrib’d in Chara&ers
thatare peculiar to the Godhead, and
fuch as correfpond with thofe Ideas
of the‘Godhead as are form’d by the
Affiftance of Revelation, He rejes

his Divinity, becaufe he proceeds
turther, and examins the Modus of g}
its Exiftence, with refpeét to the U- |3
nity of the Godhead, and its Union [
with Humane Nature; and there-fi
vpon forms a Modws by {ome com- f
mon ldeas or ‘Notions, and then f
compares it with other Ideas of the §
fame rank -and quality, and reje@s §
thofe Ideas -which Seripture has gi- |
venus of his Divinity, by pronoun- f
cing ﬁlch'a' Revelation abfurd and |

€oll=

Properly call’d Myferies.

contrary to Reafon, becaufe the
Modus of its Exiftence with the Uni-
ty of the Godhead and Humanity,
(a thing form’d and hammer’d out
of his own fhallow Underftanding,)
does not comport with common I-
deas of Objeits of Semce. Here, 1
think, is a Complication of Abfur-
dities, or things that run counter to
the cternal Meafures of right Rear
fon ; the Godhead of our Blefled Sa-
viour is rejefted and deny’d, as con-
trary to Reafon, not becaufe we
want Revelation for it, fince we may
read it in the cleareft Charaters;

but we muft expound thefe away,

15¢, Becaufe we cannot Comp_rehqnd
the Modss of its Bxiftence (a thing
that often exceeds our Comprehen-

fion) even in Philoiophical Difquifi-

tions, 24y, Becaufl: we cannot form

‘o Modws that comports with com-
mon Ideas ov Notions in Objects of
Sence. ¢ But, it Confequences of this

“nature are {ufler’d to take place,

““againft fuch legible Chara&ters of
% Duvinity, it muft overturn thole
‘“Tdeas ofa Gop, which Revelation
% and Natural Reafon hath-furnifh’d

“us
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ons, as he docs in the clofe of his Pa~ !
ragraph, or, at leaft, with fome Im.
provement added to’em; for I can
freely fubfctibe: [ That we cannor
otherwife difcern His Revelations, but
by their conformity with our Natural
Notices of Him,] G OD hemeans;
or, at leaft, thofé Improvements we
receive of Him from Revelation,
And in this fence our Saviour’s Divi-
nity is not contrary to common No-
tions ; for we canform an Ideaof it
agreeable to thofe Chara&ters which
Revelationand Natural Reafon gives
us of the Godhead ; but, then the
Difficulty lies in comprehending the
Union and Exiftence of the two Na- .
‘tures together, which we call the
Modus of the thing ; and this, we
fay, is not t6 be meafur’d by com-
mon Notices, - for, to a Finite Mind,
it’s Incomprehenfible: ¢ But then it ,
“is not a Doltrine of Chriftianity,
“that we fhould -comprehend it;
“ much lefs is it a Do&trine of Reafon
“or Chriftianity that we fhould ex-
“clude or cafhier the cleareft Cha-
“yalters of our Saviour’s Divinity or
£ Incarnation from being a-Do&f‘inef _
™ , | o
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“us with, fince the CharaQers of |
“both are equally clear and un. |
“ deniable. ,;
I have dwelt too long on this Ar. |
gument, but not without Defign, be. |
caufe I would not be oblig’d to make j§
a formal Return to every little Paf
{age that runs again(t vs, or difpels
every Speck of a Cloud that’s rais’d |
upon Sophiftry or Falfe Arguing ;&
Lam fure I have offer’d enough to g8
take off the Force of what he hath
fuggefted in the following Paragrapl,

N. 5. for, he’s a compleat Conjurer,|

raifes his own Devil, and then lays it,
frames an Objection, and gives hisk

- own Anfwerto ity it’sthis: [ If anf

i will think to evade the Difficulty, b}
[aying, That the Ideas of certain Do-{}
Clrines may be contrary indeed to com.}

mon Notions, yes confiftent with *em}
Jelves, —— be’s but juft where he w.as.]f;
Now,.I have already -deliver’d thef]
Meafures of forming reveal’d ldes, 5

not by comparing’em with Object

of Sence, but Spirituab Things with;
Spiritnal: T will admit, indeed, it}
may be done by common Notions ; q

if he’ll reftrain his common Noti- ||
ons,




It e fa b

44  Certain Chriftian Doflrines, | Pioperlycalld Myfteries. 45
% of Chriftianity, becaufe we cannot [§ it has a manner of Exiftence with

“ comprehend the manner of the U- | Humanity {o peculiar to itfelf, that
- % nion of the two Natures, nor form f we muft not pretend to comprehend

it, as itisdone inone of our Creeds

As the reafonable Soul and Flefh i
One Man, {0 Gon and Man is Oz
ChrisT ; but we do not advance
Similitude into a compleat Idea, o
an. Article of Faith. - '

But, to offer a word or two more, @

if this method of' Arguing may b
admitted, I cannot conceive. but. i
muft explode the Belief of the Sou]

of its Union, or concejve an Idea o

courfes with the Body. -

“any clear Idea of it, at leaft, fuch § it, by comparing it with Objeéts of
“as will comport with common No- [l Sence ; and yet we can freely own,

“tions, It’s true, we may refemble

that there’s neither Neceffity nor
Poffibility of its being comprehend-
ed by us, or of determining what is
the precife Modus of it. '
‘And thus much of his Notion of
Self-confiftence. And as for his Sar-

| caftical prophane way of Arguing,
| when he tells us, That Four neay be cal-
& led Five in Heaven ; he might know,

¢ That Numbers are only empty Deno-
Cminations, and no Arguments to be

or any Principle diftin@ from Mat.[j| ‘form’d from’em, but as apply’d to

ter, becaufe we cannot fix the Mod s §

“Things ; and then, if we confider
¢ Heavenly Objects with refpett to

the manner of its inceflant Inter-f ¢the manner of their Exiftence, a
{ “Unity and a Trinity may be con-
"T'ocon | ¢fiftent, for any thing he knows to
what is faid, I think here’s enough [§
to defeat our Adverfary’s Triumphs,
even over his own, Qbjetion ; for, i§ , |
we. may fafely affirm, That as the § fuch unfathomable ‘Truths, by mea~
Nature of the Godhead is diftin- [
guifh’d, by Propetties peculiar to it §
fclf, {o we may juftly conclude, that |
ity

“the contrary. And thisis fufficient
to prevent any modeft Man from
pronouncing Contradictions . upon

furing their Modus by Common No-
tions, things that exceed our Coms-

prehienfion as much as they are: be-
fides
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§ turn the Scale.

fides the Bufinefs of our Curiofity or

Faith, Here we imay difcern the § ¢ 4
Originof hisill Reafonings ¢o be'wam | -étion, (for it {hould pafs under this
of diftinguifbing Things, T mean the E
Being ot a Thinyg, and the Mansner of §
its Exiffence, with refpedt to itfclf, or B :
Fflences with refp >0 | “parts of it, or both Objelts, and

as’tis united to fomething clfe.

From hence I pafs to V. 9. for no- &
thing intervenes that direétly con- [
cerns the prefent Controverfie, or, at [
leaft, has not had a Reply toit. And §

here I cannot joyn with him, when

he aftirms, That « feeming Contradi-
ction,(even in Matters of Revelation) §
w0 us as wnch as a yeal one ; for, 1§
think, the Difference is palpable inall |§
cafes, but efpecially in Contradiéti-
ons upon the Natare of Things ; for
“We call that a feeming Contradicts- B
¢ on, when there’s a Repugnancy dif- |
¢ covers itfelf, but we have not a clear &
¢ and perfet Convition of it : And, §
I{uppofe, this muft arife for want §
of a. clear-and perfe® Idea of each [§
Term, or rather Obje&, of the Con- [§

tradiGtion; and, till this is' gain’d,
Reafon muft fufpend, and neither
determine that fhe is in the right or
wrong, till frefh Evidence offers to
. tumn

* Properly calld Myfteries.
But now, a real Con-
tradiction, or rathera clear Contradi-

Name with refpect to our knowledg
ofit) is, “ When we have a clear
“and - unqueftionable Idea of bo:h

“thence conceive an irreconcilable
“Repugnancy. But now, in mat-
ters of pure Revelation, whofe Na-

{ ture is {piritual and infinite, I can-
d not fee how Reafon can dire& us to

pronounce or determine real or clear

8 Contraditions between them and

Common Notions, becaufe we can-
not pretend to an adequate or. clear
Idea 5 T mean, that which is compa-
ratively 10, with refpect to thofe of
Objeéts of Semce, and conlequently
cannot decree what real Repugnancy
lies between them : And therefore,
if feeming Contradiétions or Difficul-

ties arife,by comparing reveal’d1raths

with common Ideas or Notions, Rea-
fon cannot (as this Author would
have it) pronounce a real Contradi-
étion, and fufpeét there can be no re-
veal’d Tyuth, efpecially when there
ate the cleareft Charaters of the

thing

47




48

~“ons on our Inabilities in compre-.

here I cannot be reconcil’d to the'l
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thing correfponding with Ideas of the
fame nature. “ Here Reafon mutft
“ oblige us to place the Contradilti«

I b 4 .
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“ hending Matters of this naturcand’
“yieldan Aflent upon the Authority
“of Infinite Power and Veracity g
For when Revelation has fet forth i
the thing in the cleaveft Charaters;
and the very fame in which the funs |8
damental Article of all Revelation isjl
reprefented to us, I mean thatof the
Godhead, if feeming Contradittions:
muft be {uffer’d to difcard it, i’s im-
poflible we can yield any Affent to
the Being of a GOD ; for, where the!
Charaflers are as clear for onc as the |
other, and both reft on the Tame Au- J§
thority, that of Rewelations to difpute.
the one, muft cal in queftion the.
other. 3y

Proceed we, in the next place, to:
confider what is deliver’d on the Aw!
thority of Revelation, he meansthaty
which 1s Divine, Cap. 2. N, 11. And!

Diftin&ion he gives us: [Rewvelation
is 108 & neceffivaring Motive of Affent;

i
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but a Mean of Information:] Now,
Jeruly I can fee no Abfurdicy in fay-
Bing, That the fame thing may be a
ean of Information, anda Motive
Bof an Affent too, for an Information
carries an Affent along with it pro-
: @portionable to the Credit or Autho-

Wiion is certainly a Mean of Informa-
tion, fince it prefents us with new
Objeéts, which Nataral Reafon could
@never difcover ; But, befides this, it
Wis an Information that proceeds from
Winfinite Veraciry, attended with Infi-
nite Power, Wifdom, and Goodnef :
fiHerein it’s diftinguifl’d from Hu-

Wonce we are affur’d ([0 ws toyield a firms
W Afent) that [uck a particalar Article is
clreveal’d, it becomes the moft neseffita-
Rting Motive of Alfent ; Imean, to the

ted, here’s Infinite Veracity, Wifdons,
Power and Goodne[s againft, our I«
Nperfest Conceptions, and the {eeming
f Difficulties founded in’em. When
once we aflent or yield it to be.Di-
fvine Revelation, 1 think, we may
[ Gafely affirm, againft this Reaforer,

rity of the Informer. Now Revels-

Aman Revelation ; Awd thereforewhen

¥T'ruth of it ; becaufe, this being (jgran-w
l' \

K [We.
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[ We may believe purely npon bis Word,
without Evidence, (at leafl fuch as he
requires) in the things emfelves]. Here
the Authority of him that [peaks, not my
Conceprion of the thing,or whas he [ays,
#s the Groand of my Per[wafior].
But, to proceed, as for what thi
Reafoner fays of Gop’s Omnipotence
and Contraditions, V, ¥3. nooneis
fo filly to imagine, that real Contra,
diftions are an Objelt of Omnipo.
tence ; but there may be Contradi
&ions which we apprehend as real,
that in truth are but {feeming ones,
and particularly when we cannot ful
Iy comprehend the nature of both the
Terms or Objets; and it’s already

concluded, that in matters of Revel§
lation Resfor will often dive@ us tff

fulpe@ our Judgments, and cfteem
’em as fuch : And then, Uhope, there’
“ no Abfurdity in Pronouncing,feem.
“ ing Contradictions and Impoffibi
“lities, a proper Subjelt of God’
“ Omnipotence : Thus far our Savi

“our will bear us out, for al thing}

 are poffible with God, Matt, xix. 26,
But, to purfue him a little further,
he tells us, V. 16. fpeaking of Gon’s

Re

n o ai . .
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Revelations, [ His Words muff be ine -

3 relligible, and the Marter polfible. And.

as for unintelligible Relations, we can
no.more belicve them from the Revela-

 tion of G O D, than from thas of Man,
for the conceiv’d Ideas of Things are

the only Subjects of belirving, andthere-

fore all Masters reveal'd by G O D or

Man, muft be equally intellioible and

polfible : We are thew to expect the (ame

aegree of Perpicuity ( he means, with
refpect to the knowledge of the Ob-

jekt) from G O D s from Man, the’
more of Certitude from the firft thax
the lat : he means with refpe to
the Veracity of the Publifher. ]

Anfw. What has alveady been de-

liver’d upon Matters of Revelation
Lhope, will fatisfic ’
Man, how far a reveal’d Truch is re-
guir’d to be intelligible. It’s conclu-

any reafonable

ed, GOD hasdifcover'd fo much of

J the Nature of reveal’d Trurhs as i
ufeful or neceffary ; and confequent-
ly, He has,at leaff, difcover’d fo much
asis fufficient to inform us,upon Prin-
tiples of Revelation, what He propo-
d {es to our Belief, but He did not in-
tend to make us Philofophers, fo as
, : E

2 Xy}




CertainChriftian Dotrines,

to enable us to comprehend the Mo.
dus of reveal’d Truths, or form an
Idea of the Manner of Exiftence,in
order to believe the Truth of ’em,
This we cannot pretend even in Phy-
fical Difquifitions; nay, I think, it’s
juftly concluded, that in Matters of
" Revelation, whichare for the moft
part Spiritual and Infinite, we are not

to difpute the Poflibility of their Exi.

ftence, by meafusing "em by Objects
orf Sence 3 for, inreality, this is the

ame with comprehending the Modu
of their Exiftence, ¢ fince we cannot
«abfolutely declare againft the Poffi
« bility of their Exiftence, without a
« Faculty of comprehending and de.
« termining the Modus of it, and paf
“fing an Eftimate upon it as abfurd
“and impoflible: And therefore we
“ fay, That Matters of Revelation are
¢ ¢o be underftood {0 far as to con-
« ceive what GOD propofes to ow
« Belicf, but not to comprehend the
« Modwus of their Exiftence ; fuch Ides
“are not the neceflfary Subjects o
- & Faith. . S -
. Again, InHumane Revelation the

Objetk is Matters of Fact, and thingf}

wé

: Prqperl)/ call ’d My ﬁ-eu es.. |

we attain to by the Teftimony of our
Senfes, and confequently arc things
that lye within the proper Verge of
Humane Underftanding. -

~ Again, They are Difcoveries made
by Perfons upon the fame level with
ourfelves, and, confequently, fuch as

~re not only liable to be miftaken,
" but may fometimes induftriouily lead
others into Miftakes. And both thefe

are Arguments that willengage usto

“demand an abfolute Comprehenfion

of the Nature of the Thing, and all
its Circumftances ; {o that before we

‘can come to 2 final Determination,or

yield an Affent to the Truth of any

fuch Relation, “ We muft compre-

¢« hend the Nature of it {0-exattly,
« a5 to be able to judge, not only of

“the Poffibility, but Probability of

«it. And,I hope, no one can havethe

Face to demand all thisEvidence from
GOD. Therefore we may conclude,
“4aainft our Majelterial Reafoner,
“That the fame degree of Perfpicuity
s not requir’d from GOD, as from

- Man,:

n a word, it we cannot form
a perfek Idea of reveald Truths,
mueh lefs of the Modus of their Exis
: o . E 3 ﬂencc&
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ftence, we cannot judge of the Poffi.
‘bility of ’em: If indeed we were |
able to form an Idca of the Modus of
their Exiftence, that will comport §
with common Notions, tho’ this be § «3em incomprehenfible in their own
not the true MOdﬂb, we may ﬁlf(‘ly B« natul'c,v and rely upon God’s Vera-
pronounce them poflible; “ but we § “city, Power, Wifdom, and Good-
“cannot pretend £o reject the Poffi: B «efs rather than reje&t the whole,
= bility of ’em, unlefs we could judge ll « ecaufe we know but in part. Nay
“of the real Modus, and fhew, that | further, in the cafe of Miracles, we
“1t’s abfurd and impoflible : There- | grant, that Reafon may judge of the
fore we may conclude, thatall Mat- § reality of ’em, becauf¢ they arc Ob-
ters reveal’d by GOD o Man, are jets of Sence,and are to be examin’d
not requir’d to be equally intelligible § by the Teftimony of the Senfcs, by
and poffible, -~ " T T @A T op Objells of Sence, and the
" But, to proceed, as for thofe In. Exercitations of Reafon upon ’em,
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 tion, when we know as much- of

“ the thing as {atisfies us, what it is

“ G O D propofes to our belief, and -
“yet find fome things contain’d in

ftances of Scripture, that follow iy

Reliigioq; they only prove, That
Reafon is a concurring Inftrument in
embracing all religious Truths, not

;)3' teaching us to comprehend the
a

Affent, where we cannot fully com-
prehe_nd_upon'ra.,t’lonal Motives and
- Convittions: “ And we think we

% Convittions in Matters of Revela-:
e [ftion,

ture of ’em, but to engage our

“a& upon rational Motives and  §

oy phe ) # and becaufe Miracles are the uncon-
this or the next Chapter, to prove § yroulable Demonftrations of the Spi-
Chriftianity a rational intelligible §

rit, or Means of Conviction, for pro-

| ving the Divine Original of Revcla-

tion ; * And we can freely grant, that
“ Reafor muft alt by common'No-
& tions, to prove Revelation to betru-
“ly Divine : But when this is done,
there’s no Confequence that Reafon
muft )l meafure reveal’d Truchs by
common Notions, and reject *emif
fhe cannot fully comprehend ’em, “or
if fhe cannot make ’em comport with

common Notions ; which is the thing
‘ " Eg4 our
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our Adverfary labofirs to prove. -

" The remaining Inftances, which |
only declare the Perfpicuity of the |

» Moral Law or Chriftian Precepts, an

Seit. 111

Ingenious Reader will prefently di-

fcern how foreign and impertinent §

they are to his Defign.

At the fame rate he trifles, whenf

he raifes an Obje&ion from the Cor-

ruption of Humane Reafon ; asif, by §
making his own Anfwers and Obje. §

&ions, he had vanquifh’d all our Ar.
guments, gain’d the Field, and migl

triumphantly maintain, That there's |

wothing in the Chriftian Religion my.

Seevions, or above Reafon ; for, I doff
not anywhere find the Ch.of Exgland f
fixes the Controverfic on this Bottom, §
and thercfore this is Reply enough §

to two of his Chapters, viz. 3, 4.

And now we come to the Third

Beltion, where we are introduc’d §

withan Account of what’s my/feriou

and above Reafon. 1 fhall for the moft
part take his own Accounts of it, and §

therefore fhall not much difpute any
thing in the firft Chapt. only I cannot
forbear to remark, how lame or im-

perfet, or, at leaft, induftrioufly
A ’ (;qUi"? ]

v
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equivocal, all his Defcriptions are
He gives us two Significations of a
Mjyftery, the ficft T fhall not examins
his fecond is, (I fuppofe he {peaks
hisown Opinion, lfc he fhould have
declar’d the contrary) [ It 4s madeto
fignifie a thing of its own nature incon-
cesvable, and not to be judg’d of by our
ordinary Faculties and ldeas, the it
be never fo much reveal’d, ] Indeed,
I think the firft-part of this Defcri-
ption is a Myftery'; tho’, I fuppofe,
he means, in the natureof the thing,
or by reafon of its Immenfity, it’s in-

.conceivable to us, or with refpeét to

Humane Comprehenfion ; but then,
who knows how far he intends to
carry this, I mean, reprefenta My»
ftery inconceivable? If he intends it {0
as that we can form no manner of ldea
of it,thenhe impofes a manifeft Abfur-
dity upon theWorld ; for no one ever

".calledthat a MysTERY that we could
~have no Notion of ; for, fuch a thing
‘may be as well Nothing, as Myftery, for
any thing we can tell.  And therefore

Myflery, at leaft, Tuppofes an Imper-
fect or Inadequate Ldea, . (as appears
from all thofe Inf{ances I have hither-
roms © A
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to praduc’d) otherwife we could not

know what God propofés to. our Be- §

lief. -But then, it we enquire further
into the thing, and endeavour to un-

ravel the Modus of its Exiftence, we
can cither form no diftin@ Idea, or,

at leaft, none that will comport with § )¢ What | ,
Y clear and diftinét ldea of the Nature

common Notions. And thus far wé
affirm, ‘That Myjleries are not to be
judg’d of by our ordinary Facalties

& Idear, tho’ never fo clearly re. |
.and laeas, tho' never fo clearly re- § le({lge of Humane Bodies, GOD has
{uf

veal’d. V. 1..

I proceed to Chap. 2. where, after |

having promis’d a wonderful Perfpi-

cuity in the Cafe before him, he af- §

firms, [ Thar ;zatbi;zf can be [aidto be

a.Myftery, becanfe we have not an ade- §
quare Idea of it, or a diftinét View of |

all its Properties at once ; for then cve-
7y thing wonld be a Myftery. ] Now
truly Pm much of his Mind, for I’m

perfwaded that no Finite Underftan-

ding can conceive all the feveral Pro-
perties of any one Being, at once in a
diftin& view : -This is the Peculiar

of an All-wife GOD ; and if an ade-

quate Idea muft imply a diftin& view

of every Property at once,and My- [ .
ftery oppofed to it, every thing rm;)f’t | fible, we may juftly affirm,
V,,, ol . / )e : i . . o .

Properly call’d Myfteries.
be a Myflery to every intelligent Be-
ing but GOD: So that here’s a No-
tior rais’d, that proves nothing, and
noone requires it. . We will there-
fore_pafs this as an Unphilofophical

‘Blunder, and defcribe an adequate

Idea to be what he aims at, viz. 4
and Properties of an Object. "This (he
contends) cannot be fairly oppofed o
My~ sTER Y, becaule, in the Know-

ciently anfwer’d the Ends and

| Defigns of it, by enabling us to com-

prehend the principal Properties of
Bodies, and the Ulfes of ’em: And
therefore what remains cannot be
MysTErY, V. 19,20. This is truly

| aReafon which is more cogent on
| the other hand, as well in Philofophi-
| cal as Reveal’d Difquifitions : GOD

has difcover’d, or enabld us to'com-

prehend, as much as is ufeful or ne-

ceflary in both thefe Cafes ; but, af-
ter all, we can. pretend no further

| than {fome principal Properties : And

fince Reafor tells us, there’s a great
deal undifcover’d and incomprehen-
That
there
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there are Myfleries in Natare, as well

as Rewelation 3 {o that we are behol-
den to him for his Argament, tho® he

had no Friendly Defigninit. Indced, §
if he would be content to carry us no
further than the force of his, Argu- §
ment naturally tends, we fhould pre- §
fently joyn in an amicable Accom- B
modation, which is in other termsno §
more than this : “ There can be no §
“ Myfteryin Revelation, (he might §
% have added, nor in revam natura) |

“ I mean, in this Notion of it; be-

4 caufe we know as much as our Fi- §
¢ nite Underftandings arc capable of, §
“ or as muchas is neceflary or ufeful, §
If this may be admitted, 1t’s a fub. E
ftantial Reafon to conclude againft |

the Poflibility of a Myftery.

But we may fay there arc Myfle- B
ries, not becaufe we know not as §
much as is neceflary and ufeful, but §
becanfe after we know the principal Pro- §
perttes of Things, or as much as is ne- §
ceffary or ufeful, we can. difcern a great §
deal which we cannot comprehend. And §
this, holds good not only in Matters §
of Revelation, but Natare too. Our B
Adverfary confefles as much ;.for tha' |
o : we |

Properly call’d Myfteries.

| we have a competent Idea of the
| Properties of Bodses, that is, as far as

they are ufeful to us, yet weare not
able to comprehend the Modus of
their Operations, nor indeed the true
Caufes of a great many obvious Ef-
fetts. |

Again, Inreveal’dTruths we can.

form, at leaft, an imperfect Idea of
what GOD propofés to our belief.
Thus we form an Idea of our Savi-

oar’s Divinity, from thofe Charalters

which Revelation and Natural Rea-
Jon gives us of the Godbead. We be-
licve him to be poflefs’d with the ful-
nefs of the Godbead, becaufe the fame
Chara&ers are afcrib’d to him that
are afcrib’d to the Father in refpect
of the Godhead ; but we cannot form
an Tdea of the Manner of the Union
of this Divinity with Humane Nature,
nor its Confiftence with the Uity of
the Godbead, atleaft {0as to makeit

"compott withcommon Notions: So
‘that in refpe& of the Modws of

things, whether as to their Exiftence
or Operations,evenin thofe of Vataral
Bodies, as well as Marters of Revela-
tion, there are Myfferies in széun;{
an
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(and that properly) as well as i Re.
velation. : ‘

Our Adverfary indeed would call

this an Inadequate Knowledge, but no.

thing Myfterious or above Reafoq ;
but I hope to proveit a Myftery even
in the received fence of the Word, as
wellas the reafonof the Thing, and

that too on his: own Comseffioms and

Principles. And, -

157, It certain his Evafions cons
cerning Inadeguate Ideas will do hing
no fervice, to take off the Denomina-
tions of Myflery, or above Reafon; for

we affirm, That Thingsare Myfte-

#éousy and above Reafon, becaufe we
can form but very imperfeét and in.
adequate Ideas of ’em, “T¢'s cers
“tanly abfurd to imagine that any
“thing can be myflerions, ar above
“ Reafon, which we are abje fully to

“comprehend ; and it’s cqually ab- .

“furd to fay, that things are myflers-
“ons, when we can form no Idea at
“all, fince we can promonnce nothing
“when we know nothing : But, to
“ confefs, that of moft things we can
“form but imperfet and inadequate
“ldeas, is to provea thing to be my-

’ « ferions ;

 Properly calPd M ylteries,

 flerdons; for, if we know and ac.
“ knowledge,that our moft improv’d
“Jdecas are inadequate, we muft con-
“clude there’s fomething behind, ei-
“ ther as tothe Modus or Ratisnale of
“ Things,which Reafon cannot com-
“prehend. And I know no better

~denomination, than to fay, That
 Things are in this refpeCt myfterions,

or above Reafon. | .

To make up the {tri& Notion of
Myftery, we are not to confider the
Neceflity or Ufefulnefs of what we
cannot comprehend ;5 but the grand
Queftion is, Whether there are wot
Modes and Propersies of Things, thas

“byreafon of the Imperfeition of Human

Underftanding, or the Immenfity or In-
tricacy of the Things *emfelves, cannos
be comprebended by us ? < For it is the
“Abftrufenefs or Inacceflibility of
*Things that make the Myferics,
‘not the Neceffity or Ufefulnefs of
‘what is incomprehenfible. And
therefore if there be Things in this
material World which we cannot
comprehend, we may truly affirm,

- That there’s a Myftery in Nature, or

that Natural Canfes or Effects are thus
o : : far

36 o
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64  Certain Chriftian Doctrines, R
far above Reafon, or myfterions ; mucl | ;
more may we aflirm it of Matters of | ;

Revelation : And therefore, to ufethe |,

Inftance of a vain infulting Adverfa: | |
"y, Tho'we live upon Warer, and fo | .

and handle it daily, there may and it |,

Jomething in it myfterious, and above |

Reafon, tnafmich as we cannot formi@ A

anldea of everything that traly belongs |

ro#t. Andyet no wife Man will be
tempted to make fucha practical In.
ference s this Reafoner hath fug- @ |

gefted, thatis, refolve never to ens i
| quire into its Nature, nor imploy it
#See Sett. in his Houfe or Grounds *,  But, in
3. V. 10. Matters of Revelation,we know how
inadequate our Ideas are, ¢ as much
“as Finite difters from Infinite, Negan |
¢ tive from ‘Poéitifve, and Sence from
¢ Spirit : Mult they not then con-
“tain things sbove Reafor, becaufe
“ they are only thus inadequate ?

But further, As for the original |f |
Import of the word MysTery, Iam |
not concern’d to trace it in the pris
mitive Ufes of it, it’s fufficient if by
Cuftom it hath obtain’d another I
port ( it may be) every jot as proper
as the former. Our Author owns,
| | | that
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~ Properly calld Myfteries. 65
Wttt it approved Clafficks it’s corm-
monly taken for obfcure and: intri«
Pcate Matters,. fuch as cannot well be
Wcomprehended or feeninto *,  And * See
* Jthis, Ithink, is equally proper with s- Sect. 34
[ that other defcrib’d by him, which
implies fomething beyond a Veil, not
difcernable till that is remov’d : And
m this' fence the Types under the
Mofaick Law he accounts Myferies ;
for thofe which thro’ the Imperfelti-_
" ons or Weaknefs of Reafon,- or the
| Inimenfity, Diftance, or Intricacy of
. .t'he:Obi_eE{, ‘may be as little difcern’d:
as'thofé that have a Veil over em ;
and then they feem to be equally -
ferions,and above Reafor. Ina word,
Myftery 1s fomething fhut up from our:
View or Cognizance, and it is not -
material whether thije done by a
Veil or.other Impediments ot Obe
firuétions ;-and confequently My/fery
and an Inadequate ldea may be very
confiftent ; I do not mean,that whic?:
andes from affeted Ignorance, but -
the Intricacy of the Objeét, and the
"] Weaknefs of Humane Reafon under

15 higheft Improvements,

F ,But

1
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't caufe we know them inadequately,
But, to goa little further with him,
I remember, in the State of his Que-
| ftion, as well as in other places, he
ives us to underftand, ‘That #/ Re-
veal’d Matters may be judg’d of even by
sommon Notions, both as to their Man-
wer and Exiflence, as eafily as the or-
dinary Pheenomena of Nature 5 and
therefore concludes, That there’s no-.
thing in the Gofpel consrayy.ro Reafon,
or above st ; and, ‘That no Chriftian
Doétrine can ke properly call’d 2 M-
sTERY. This is the State of the Que-
ftion ; and what he afferts muft be a
Criterion, in judging what is #y/feri-
ous ot above Reafor : So that we may
henceconclude, and that upon his owz
Principles too, T hat that Thinz whofe
Manner or Exiftence cannot be con-
ceiv’d, even with as much eafe.and
clearncls as the ordinary Phwnomena
of Nature, isa Myflery, and sbove
Reafon. Certainly hereis a fair Con-
ceflion, and fuch as will make things
myfterions, becaufe we can but form . |
inadequate Ideas ; for, asthis Author o
confeflés, we can form Ideas of the "
Beings of Things,and know as much.
. Ko Coas

66 - Certawn Chriflian Dollrines, |
But, to clear up his Undcrftanding f

in this matter, by a few Arguments §

drawn from his own Pofitions, the
Riches of his own inexhaufted Brain,

he tells us, Cap.3. N.27. That certain §
Gofpel-Doctrines are call’d Myfteries, §

with vefpect to the Jews, [not,that the

knew nothing ‘of “em, but' they were §

npt clearly and fully reveal’d till th B

New Teftament -times, being veil’d be. |

fore by variows Typical Reprefentasi-

' oms,&c.] . Well, you fee he allows
Mofaick Types to be Myflerses, and |

gives the reafon, Becaule they faw §
’em+throa Veil ; or,.in St. Pau/’s Lan- §

guage, with refpet to further Difco.

veries, thro a Glafidarkly : And what |§

1s this, but thatthey knew them in [§

- part, or by inadequate Ideas? I'mlj

fure our "Kngwledge. is as much [§
cramp’d in fevetal of thofe Inftances |§
produc’d by our Authog, from the In- |

tricacy and Immenfity of the Things E
’emielves, as thofe Gofpel-truths fime

up from the Fews by the Mofaick Veil §

of "T'ypes and Figures: ¢ And confc-

_g ¢ quently, why is not the one as much B
L “a Myffery to us, as the other to the |
; ¢ fews, and for this very reafon, be-
o ‘caufc f
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. asisufeful from their Propertiesand § World embrace his Contradictions for
- Effe&ts, whilft we are ignorant of the N e undonbted Decrees of Reafon:[This
manner of their Exiftence or Produ- § isin his own language, trifling with a.
o - &ion: Sec V.8, 11, —— (theoneof  wirneff, or pitiful fbifting or fooling,
Plants, and the other of Rain). Hete B o what nor, and fuch s difcovers a
he manifeftly fixes our inadequate I | mighty Searcity of good Arguments,
deas upon the Modus of Things,with  N.13.] But he hath not done with
refpect to their Operations and Exi- B us yet, and theréfore concludes with
ftence; thatis, our Ideasare inade- { an obliging Propofal, [ If they will ftill
- quate, becaufe we cannot decipher §' be fooling, and call thefe things My-
whereintheir Modus confifts, tho’ we [ fteries, I'm willing to admit as many as
know their principal Propertics by B rhey pleafe in Religionif they will allow
their Effe@s and Ufes. . B me ltkewife to make mine. as intelligible
And now we may call in his own [ 1 orhers as thefe are to'me, Ib.]
Principlesto conclude againft him, § I hope T have made good the firft
‘and affirm, ‘That inadequate Ideas [ pact, That there are trae and proper.
muft neceflarily imply a Myflery, for § Myfteries, even in the Schools of Na-
inadequate Ideas imply our Igno- l #re. And, if fo, it’s manifeft, not-
rance as to the Modus of Things, and § withftanding his vain Triumphs, we
that thing whofée Modzs cannot be | have an Argument 2 majori, That
comprehended, according to hisown  there are Myferies in Revelation : 1
Principles, is myfterioms, and above | fay, it’s 2 majori to every one but
Reafon. Here, I think, he pretends E him, that has the Face to affert, That
t0 Out-do the moft improv’d Arts of B an infinite incamprehenfible Spirit is an
Priefteraft, whilft he declares for no- § Object equally intelligible wirh Objeits
thing but Reafow, and banifhes Myfe- § o Sence, or with Wood or Stone.  As
© ryoutof the World, and yet impofes f| for the laft part of his Propofals, I
things that furpafs the higheft Myffe- '§ believe every one will confent, ¢ That
7y5 fince he labours to make the | fhe fhall make all thofc reveal’d
World § : ' F 3 ’ _‘T”’.‘f/’-f,
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“Truths we call Myfferies, as intell;,
“gible as he’ able, provided hell:

¢ promife not to rejett *em, becaufe
¢ he fails in his Undertaking ; or,ina
¢ word,becauf¢ he cannot make them

£ tions, : ,

fhould think me rude, or that T neg.
le& him too much, I thall make fome
fhort Returns to a few Paffages that
are yet behind. And, =
- 14, Heinftrults us what it is to

Fomfrchend a Thing, viz. [ Whes |§ o0 \
| thing tous; I'mean, as if we were.

Ufes, are known to ws 3 for to compre. [ 0blig’d to comprehend or define the

bend, in all correct Authors, is not ing

75 chief Properties, and their [everd

- €lfe baut to know ;5 and us of what is not

kuowable we can have no Jdea, fo is it |§
nothing to ws, Ifhall, for once, ad- §
mut, that in the common Notion of §

Humane Perception or Compreher.

Afion, we think we know or com pre- |

hend g Thing fufficiently, when its f
chigf* Properties, and their feveral |
Ufes, are known to us ; but may we §

fiok 8¢ the fame time difcern, ‘that |

O ther |

 Properly call’d Myfteries,
there are others we cannot conceive,.

and that the Modus or precife Nature *
of thofe we know are inconceivable:

¥ And fo we may, without Offence, or
| in a firit and proper way of Speech,

¢ compare with commgon Ideas or No. [ affirm, That there’s a great deal my-

erious in the thing, and sbove Rea-

And now, T hope, I have faid § /oz; and yet we donot pronounceit_

enough to invalidate all the -Argu. |

ments of this Chapter. But left I E ) .
- B cernsus; but becaufe there’s fome-

| Wove Reafon, (as he luggelts, #6.) be-

caufe we know no more than con-

thing inconceivable, tho’ to conceive

it does not fo diretly concern us.

But, 24ly, as for that which is my-

| flerions even in Matters of Revelati-

on, we do not pretend that it is any

precife Modus of the thing 5 This is to
be a Myftery and no Myftery. However,
fince we difcern in certdin reveal’d
Truths fomething which we capnot
comprehend, we may believe thofe

“reveal’d Traths tobe {ofar wyffersons,
¢ and they fofar concetn us, asto pay

¢ the Obedience of Faith to’em, and
¢ not rejefk the Whole, becaufe we
¢canpot comprehend Every-thing
¢ that betShgs to’em. This ought

| R -t
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, to be an Eternal Rule to ouc Author
in matters of Revelation, becaufe ig’s
founded upon his own Words and
Principles; We believe the Divinity

confequently, in the Sence of this
Author, wemay be faid to compre.
hend or know

- Modus of its Exiftence, or otherwift,
that is my/ferions, (not knowable, o

own Rule dire€ts him, that this is no.
thing to him, and confequently is btzt,
1o means to be an Argument again
this Divine Truth: Pm fure, 1f tis
not ridiculous not ‘to fuperfede our
Djf%iﬁtions in matters that do not
directly concern us, (another Afferti.
on of his, 7b.) 7’5 undoubtedly ridicy-
cous to make Difquificions in fuch C afes,
and rpake them an Argument for reject-
2022 the clearest reveal’d Tryrhy ; which
 is the conftant Pra@ice of the Modsry
Reafoners or Difpagers of this World,

the Svcintans,

72f Certain Chriftian Do{-frines, N

of our Saviour, becaufe we have nor
only its Ufes fet forch, but we have

it reprefénted in the principal Proper- §
ties of the Godhead, even fuch as are
afcribd to Goop the Father ; and-

- of which we can have no Idea) his

Properly call’d Myfteries.

‘But, to proceed, the next thing re.

markable is, a compendious Rule to

acquire Ufeful Knowledge, N. 11,
yiz. Not to tronble ourfelves nor others
withwhat 4 Ulele[s were it knowan, or

‘what g5 impoffible to be known at all,

Whereas 1n the Paragraph imme-

 diately precceding,he feemsto charge

w with faying, That Things are
| tbové Reafon, becanfe we know uo more
b than concerns s, or is ufefal. Angyet
this Divine Truth, |§
Therefore if any thing arifes as to the §

allowirig this Notion, he tells us, t at
it i ridiculons to [uperfede onr Difqui-

| [itions abour it upon that Score 5 that
| is, according to his own Notion, tho?
& we know as much of it as concerns
j us,0ris ufeful. A blefs’d Law-giver
| truly, to inftitute ContradiCtions al-

moft with the fame Breath ; for, I

| think, he cannot avoid the Charge,
| without flying to that which is as

abominable in- his very Thoughts as
j this reproachful to his Reafon; I
| mean, by

Pleading he intended a
wﬂev. .

| "And now, having “given you
| enough of the DoGrinal part, he car~
| tiesus to Application; but truly, I |
| hope I have difabled-him fo vifibly -
MMy

in
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74 - Certam Chriftian Dotlrines,
in the former, as {uperfedes the Ne- ful ; and, in matters of pure Revela-

ceflity of a formal Reply to the lat. | tion, no more than will give us an , -
ter. I fhall only recite the'Application | 1dea of the Thing, or what it is

he has made,and rather refer thanan: § Gop propofes to our Belief; and

fwer ; (152, That no Chriftian Doctrin, | thercfore make this an Argument,

no move than any ordinary piece of Na- f that there are "Things that belong to

ture, canbeveputed a Myftery, becaufe B it,of which'we cannot form a diftin&

we have not an adequate or compleat les f Tdea, and, confequently, from hence

2 of whatever belongs toir.] As for what B give it the Denomination of being

. may be attributed to inadequate o B 8

Ideay, I have faid enough in this @ Now,as for the myfferious part of
Chapter ; and tho’ we may not fay,

any reveal’d Truth, weaffirm, That
¢ That the want of an adequate Idea B it exceeds our Comprehenfion, other~
“ is the formalis ratio that conftitutes

at con | ‘wife the Myffery muft ceafe’: But, as
‘a Myft ery, yet our Iﬂal?lhtics mncom: § it exceeds our Comprehenfion, {0 we
¢ prehending “fome things that are § fay, it is not neceffary to be compre-
* really lodg’d in it,or really belongto § hended ; much lefs do we allow, that
¢ it, males it a Myflery ; andas isal @ jtmay be comprehended by common
ready prov’d with as good reafon as

’ ! a8 Ideas or Notions, or {cann’d by thefe
thofe thmigs he counts myfterious, vis,

- iz Ideas : Soas that, in cafe it doth not
Intelligible Truths beyond the Veil, correfpond with ’em, we cannot call

.. 2dly, [What is reveal’d in Religi- B in queftion the Truth of what is re-
Pony as it s most ufeful and mﬂe/fﬂg,ﬁ’ veal’d and comprehended.

. 3t must and may be as eafily comprencr- @ - No, here, in cafe Curiofity tempts
ded, and found as confiftent with o § usto dive into the myflerious part of
commpn Notions, as what- we know 0f : émy reveal’d Truth, and u'pon_ the

‘ Waod or Stone, or the like] We cer B clofeft Refearches, we find ourfelves .
tainly agree, That Goo hathonly re: B unable to comprehend s ¢ Weareto
veaPd as much as is neceffar yorufe:§ fadhere to the Subftance of the

- | CoRlGp o “Truth,




Certain Chriftian Dolfrines,
¢ Truth, where we cannot compre.
¢ hend the Modns of it ; or, in other
¢ Terms, adore, where we cannot
¢ comprehend.  But as to our com,
prehending by common Notions, o,
as eafily as we can comprehend,
Wood, or Stoge, or the like, I ob
ferve, . ¥ o

tt, This Gentleman makes all
- Objetts of Humane Knowledge e
qually comprehenfible. And, =~
2dly, That we may take our Mea.
fures {or comprehending any oue, by
thofe Idea’s we have formed of o
- thers; but' I have elfewhere fuffi.
~ciently difcovered the Falfencfs of
both thefe Aflertions ; and there]
fhall not enlarge, but reft upon the
Conclufivenefs of. what hath becn
offered. - . .

‘ 3dly, When we do as familiarly ex.
platn fuech Doctrines as what is knowy
of Natural Things (which 1 pretend m

¥ See N.can) we may then be as * properly [aid

12:56lt3. to comprehend the ome as the othen,
* Thisisa very bold Undertaking, and

‘not to be belicved till he gives us

b good Reafon, and nothing: Iefs than
' ‘Matter of Fa} for Iemonftration,
S efper

ol
vt

, )

'Pr’operly ch’d Myﬁ/er'ies. 77‘ a

‘,e"f'pecially if he intends that part of |

thofe Dottrines we juftly call myffe-

riows,  But then, in ufing this Fami-
liarity, ¢ We muft-engage him not
‘to explain away the Subftance of
“any Doltrine, nor toreje& the Do~ -
‘Ctrine, if he fails in his Explication.
And now we come to attack him in
his Strong-hald , that is, his Appeal
to the Voice of $eripture.: * And « See Cap
trulg Scripture is ¥n unqueftionable 3. Seet. 3.
Tribunal for the Decifion of all Con-
troverfies in Matters of ' Revelation ;-
and as to their prefent Controverfics, -
as far as Scripture can determine,
every one may defire to put the Cafe
on this Iflve, and Appeal to this Tri-
bunal (aswellashe) provided heis
fatisfied Scripture is on hisfide ; and
he may with greater fatisfaltion be
reputed  Orthodox with this on his -
fide, than to pafs for Orthodox with
the whole World, and have it againft
him. But then in café he either mi-
ftakes the Sence of Scripture, or has
recourfe to it, to make it come,up to
the State of his Cafe, and prove
more than what can be inferr’d from
it 5 it’s very bold ro fay, that Scyi-

. pture
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pture has engaged hir in this Error,
if it be one: Here I’m fure Scripture,
will be no Protettion to him, again
a juft Charge of Error, becaule he
makesan Appeal to her, and retreaty
under her Wing for Shelter ; whey
in reality he charges his own falf
Reafonings, or the Arguments of
{ome particular Pafltons, not to fay
unjuft Propofitiong on Scripture, as
if all were the undfing Counfels ang
Ditates of Divine Trath. Andtruly
this Reafoner does little lefs, when
he attempts to prave, that there ar
no Myfleries inChriftianity, becaufy
he endeavours 'to fhew, that .the
word Myftery in. the New Tefhu
ment, is no where applied to th
Thing wecontend for, viz. a Thiy
that with relpe to. Hmmane Reafon,
contains fomething in it altogether
incomprehenfible : For is it not abfid
to argue againft a Thing from tle
fignification of & Word,which might
never have been ufed in Scripture,
- and yet the Thing found there ? and

tho’ it is ufed, yet our Author, pur
fuant to the Mind of Scriptare, fixes
Three feveral Sigmifications on ité

. an
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and confequently it.can be no Argu=
-ment that it hath not a Fourth ; be-
«caufe it does not- appear in Scripture ;

unlefs he could prove that the Holy

Ghost thought it neceffary to reveal

all the Notions or Acceptations of the ‘
word Myftery ; thecefore if this Ad- -
vocate for Reafon allows the whole

Cafe, as he pretends, to be put upon

this Iflue, it will prefently be given

againft. him, for want of a geod o

nféquence. So that in trut%, if ]

the Controverfic is to be determined 1
by Scripture, (as no doubt it ought)

irmuft unavordably turn upon this
ifue, ¢ Whether there are not ‘I'ruths
‘fet forth in Scripture, in which, if
‘we enquire into the Nature of ’em,
‘a great deal is contain’d in ’em,
‘whichwe cannot comprehend, and |, -
‘confequently are. myfferions , and
‘4bove Reafon ; whether Scripture
“deliver "em undeggthef¢ Denomina- - |
‘tions ‘or no, . *
-This may be true, tho’the Word ?
Myftery were no where to be found i
In Scripture, or tho’ Scripture had: o i
not {o much as hinted , that there
Were. any thing mjfferions or incom-

pre=




- Properly cal’d Myfteries, 81
Word MysTERY is ufed in the
feveral Sences he hath put uponiit, -

. I. For the Gofpel ingeneral.

II. For fome unfolded Seccrets,
And, = L :
~ TII. For things veil’d by Parables:
but thisis by no means an Argument
that there is no other fignification to.
be found in Scripture : for I am per-
fwaded, I can prove the contrary,
with as much Authority and Force
of Reafon as he can produce againft
it ; I mean, that it’s fometimes ufed
to exprefs the Incomprehenfiblenefs
‘of certain Truths,tho’ reveal’d. And,
- 1. That Myffery muft imply {fome-
thing that is in the Nature of it to us
incomprehienfible, St. Pax/ {cems to
have aflured us, Buf we [peak the Wif-.
dom of God. ¢n a Myflery, even the hid-
den Wifdowms of God,, 1 Cor. 2. 7. All
fides agree, that the Apoftle points
at the Fundamental .Articles of the
Chriftian Faith, and particularly the
Redemption pf the World by Jefus
Chrift, and more primarily the moft
abftrufe part of it, his Incarnation.
2. Iesvifible the Apoftle {peaks

of it, as « Myftery, even when he re-
' G veals

80 . Certain Chriftian Dollrines,
prehenfible.  If this can be proved,
our ‘Adverfary muft acknowledge,
that there are Myfteries in Chriftia-
nity ftill. - The Inftances of our Sa-'
viour’s Incarnation already produ-
ced , move upon this Suppofition ;
and I fhall be ready to prove it
‘whenever he fhall tﬁink fit to im-
pugn the Truth of it. But befides

- this, T{hall in fome meafure conde-
fcend to hisown Method, and tho’ I
fhall not Examine every Paflage of
Scripture, to fee whether he has
rightly ftated the Signification of the
Word, yetI donot queftion, but we
may offer as ftrong. Arguments to ap-
ply it {ometimes to the Sence we con-
tend for, as he hath done for another;
and befides this, I hope to produce
fome Paflages of Scripture, that af:
fure us there are ftill thofé thirgs in
Chriftianity, we properly call Myfe-

- #ées ; and if'this baperformed, I hope
it may without AffeCation be faid,
that his Appeal to the Tribunal of
Scripture is defeated.

And, 15%, becaufeI do not defign
Oppofition, or Difputes, for Oppofi-
tion’s fake ; I fhall own that the
‘ | Word
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veals it 5 for he reveals the Wifflom

of God 1n 4 Myftery. Henow fpeaks
to the Perfedt, -that had own’d the
Gofpel, and the Divine Authority of
his Preaching, as appears from the
preceding Verfe ; and it’s their pecu.
liar to havethe Meat of the Word,
or' the Myfteries of the Kingdom of
GOD, communicated to”em'; and
therefore, tho’ this Wifdom of GOD
be a Myflerj, and confequently he
delivers 1t as fuch, yet the Perfeét be.
lieve , when they cannot compre-

hend, becaufe it is the Wifdom of |

G OD: I am fire this Notion is a-
grecable to the Judgment of Clemens
Alexandrinns y tor he ules the ver

Word of the Apoftle, and calls it
Ty & pusiehs Aaasiidvin ool f:;;"tb')'c/&fogv 0 (dg
7'0et 5. nay, -he makes thivang Argu-
ment, why the Fundamental Truths
of the Gofpel {hould only"bé com-
municated to the Pure aind Perfedt,
s ua'leoy Gy iy & puswetr, &C. A _ﬁlpi‘/l,
Strom. Lib. 1. And therefore fince
the Apoltle reveals it in a Mjfery, it
muil be [0, becanfe 1t contains [omes
thing in it that i tncomprebenfible.
Hence we may jultly Vindicate our

Englifh

aibate ire

Properly calld Myfteries.
Englifh Tranflation, which does not
joyn, Ty amoRsKpUMLYIY T & uvsnely, as
our Adverfary would have it ; but
makes it a Repetition, or Enlarge-
ment upon the Divine Wifdom, viz,
even the Hidden Wifdom. It’strue,
our Adverfary endeavours to evade
this Expofition, becaufe we are told
in the xoth Verfe, Buz God hath re-
vealed them to us by his Spiri¢ : But

d the Words manifeftly referr to thofe

Things, which, in the preceding
Verfe, God is faid to have prepared
for them that love him, which are
chiefly the Benefits of our Redems-
ption, and the Confequent of this
fundamental Revelation ; or at leaft,
if it muft be this fundamental In-
ftance of Divine Wifdom,' it is only
reveal’d fo as to let us know, what
God intends by it, and afluresus of
the Truth of it, but not to compre-
hend the whole Nature of it ; or in
a word, it is {oreveal’d, as any o-
ther thing is reveald in a Myfery;
that is, when fomething remains in
it, that is not to be comprehended ;
fo that, in Truth, here’s Myffery in
two Sences :

G 2 1ty




e e

Lo e T IR e R e

g Certain Chriftian Doélrines,

propgrgy calld Myfteries. 85

ift, With refpet to the Incom-
prehenfiblenefs of the Thing. And,

2dly, With refpect to the Thing
before it was communicated to us.

And thus far not only the Natural
Conftruttion of the Words, but the
Authority of a Learned Expolitor
carries usy ¥7d. Theophilact. inlocum,
Musiiewor #arély 76 naa' & Xeasov #iguypd, e 33
Xy wilguy pd Esivy dAAG iy pusileddy sy, K0 6
YAyperot iideony dud aeiy pvéu, 1 #dSS dane
BaitmovTas, dAro voSuey. -

But Secondly, Ifhallinfift on that
noble Paflage of St. Pax! to Timothy,

Ep.1.Cap.3. Ver.10. ¢ And without |

¢ Controverfie, great is the Myftery
¢ of Godlinefs ; God was manifefted

¢ in the Flefh, juftified in the Spirit, |

¢ feenof Angels, preached unto the
¢ Gentiles, believed on in the World,
¢ received up into Glory.  It’s obfer-

vable, our Adverfary expounds as |

accurately, as he rcafons ; for he
produces this for his cighth Paflage,

‘where Myftery is put for the Gofpel |

in general, whereasit’s manifeft the
Words cannot, without the greateft
Violence, be applyed to any thing
. buta Divine Perfon, reprefented an-

Co der

der certain Divine Charatfers, and in-
deed tonone but our Saviour, the
Corner-Stone of the Gofpel, but not

“the Gofpel; for truly the Apoftle

feems, in this place, to have given
a defcription of his whole Media-
tion. TIam fure the Current of the

- Fathers, as well as of after Com-

mentators, apply itto none but our
Saviour. But now fince our Saviour’s
Incarnation is this Myfiery of God-
linefs, it’s evident the Apoftle docs
not {peak of what it was before it was
revealdput what it is after 1t is preach-
ed and believed on in the World, and
therefore he calls it a. Myfiery, not
becaufe it was {0 before it was ree
veal’d, but becaufe it ftill remains [0
and thereupon he endeavours to re-
prefent jras fuch, by inlarging upon
the Nature and Incomprehenfible-
nefs of it; God was manifeft in
Flefh, the Foundation of this M-
[tery, the following Charaters be-
ing only their Appendages that take
their rifeand concenter .1 ic.  This
isan Expofition that difcovers itfelf
{oclearly, that we find our Adver-
fary induftrioufly huddling up this

o G3 Pafs
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Paflage, as it were, in a Myftery,
without giving any tolerable account
of it ; andat laft is forced to confef;,
That the gracious Manifeftation of
Chrift and his Gofpel, is to us won..
derfully ftupendous and furprizing,
N. 30." Sothat we plainly read M-
ffery in the very Sence we contend
for : Tam fure we have the Opinion
of fome Ancient Church-Writers to
ratificit, Of this Opinion we find
Athanafins in his Tract againft Pau-
Ins Samofutenns de Tncarnatione Verbi,
where he gives his Judgment, ¢ Ca-
thedya, as Archbifhop of Alexandria
for firft he lays open the Attempts of
this Heretick, in endeavouring to
Subvert the Do&rine of our Sa-
viour’s Incarnation, and ftiles it,
Méja pustewy (10 whya pushewy dyagpemen ;)
and to prove it fuch, cites this very
place of .our Apoftle. Secondly, He
reprefents the dapger in attempting
to unfold fuch profound Difficulties,
that are only with fafety tous be-
lieved, and ina word, enjoyns us to
adhere to the Apoftolick Faith, with-
out admitting new L erans or Notious,
T M@%Ge’iﬂyv misw quadzew, nrgtmdor Ji
w5 Befhnes wapopovias, and above all,

CgoBaSu

in Locum.

Properly calld Myfterics.
pléidos my meal 7% reAmbTs pusscls Cima
to dread the Difquifition of fuch a
Myftery, But befides the Opinion
of this great Man, we have the
Comment of Ifiodore the Pelufiote,
and Theophilact, fixing the Myflery
of Godlinef in the Iecomprehenfiblenefs
of it, Thus the former,Lib.2.Ep.192.

e X N
b9 dbYpospeyoy wuy Tl AONYy AAG w5 wderi L ziie

My WIS D ERAVAG AOYE iy vE radeshicey,
and -purfuant to this, expoftulates,
Who can comprehend the Miracle
of his Conception, tranfalted with-
out Coition, or imagine how the

‘Divine Nature can be circam{crib’d,

that is Immenfe, and not to be
circumicrib’d ? And Theophilait
proceeds in the fame Serain thus,
YAANG'S 75 70 pev £ § © 605 Somgradn nlyles Yooy,
™ &K 7wy Lwonénovalos D I pusiesss sy,
‘ And now this 15 {fome-
thing more certainly than calling it
a Myftery, with refpect tothe Ages
preceding the Golpel ; for T think
this Paflage in itfclf admits of the
Expofition before us more naturally,
than that our Adverfary contends
for; befides we have the Authority
of the Tearned in paft Ages. And

G 4 fincg
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fince I have made it appear he hag
no advantage over us in his whole
Hypothefis, 1 know not why we

may not in his own Language pro..

nounce againft him, that Myfery in
the New. Teftament, is fometimes
put for a thing inconceivable in itfelf,
and not to be judg’d of by our ordi.
nary Notions, however reveald,
This likewife calls to mind the Tri-
umphs of our Adverfary upon a Paf-
fage, which as we allow, ftiles the
Gofpel a Myftery, under this Noti
on; it’s. Rom. 16. 25. — But s now
made manifest, whereupon - he Ex-
“poftulates, In what fence could this
Sccret be made manifeft, if it re.
main’d ftill Incomprehenfible ? 4
mighty Favour indeed, to blefs the
World with a parcel of Unintelligi-
ble Notions.
the former fence, I mean a Myfler),
with refpet to the Ages preceding
the Gofpel, but can fee no foundati-
on for Abfurdities, nomore than for
iis vain Triumphs, if we take it in
the Sence he pretends to explode;
for this Reafoner, had he not been
roo much ufed to confound things to.
| - gether,

T confefs, Tincline to-

SR

gether, might have learn’d, thatthe
higheft Myftery is not wholly unin-
telligible; and it may be properly
faid, to be manitefted in as much as

-God has commpunicated by the Apo-
ftle’s preaching what’s ufeful and ne-

ceffary, and as muchas will inform
us what God propoles to our Belief :

£ Again it’s manifefted, and that tqo

‘to our unfpeakable Comfort, fince
¢ the vaft Defigns of Divine Love,
¢and the unexpreflible Benefits to
¢us-ward in it, are abundantly laid
¢open; and I think thefe are Fa-

f yours or Bleflings too rich to be ex«

¢ pofed in Ridicule or Burlefque.
But further, If the ufe of the

‘Word inScripture will not prove the

thing we contend for, there are fuf-
ficient hints in Scripture to prove it ;
I {hall firlt infilt on St.Paul’s Ac-

~ counting the preaching of Chrift un-

tothe Greeks foalifbmefS s but unto them
which are called, the Power of God and

the Wifdom of God, 1 Cor. 1. 2 3

24.. _
Now this place is generally inter<
preted of the Incarnation of Chrift,

or the Union of the two Natures in-

to

Properly calld Myfteries. 89
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to one Divine Perfon: And thof
that embrace and believe it, muft
refolve it into the Infinite Power an(
Wifdom of God, not as a commoy,
but fpecial A&, and confequently g
thing incomprehenfible as they are;
and on this account, it’s to the Greeks,
the great Mafters of Reafon, Foo.
lifthnefs; becaufe, as it is reprefented
to Us, it contains in it, Things that
can never be reconciled with com-
mon Notions, or Ideas. What com.
mon Ideas can fatisfic us, that the
Son of God fhould fpeak by a Man,
oras the Sacred Canon hath it, in the
form of & Man; that God fhould
have a Son, and that he thould fif.
fer as the Son of God ? What com-
mon Ideas can reprefent to us, that
Chrift could have a Being before the
Worlds, as God; that he fhould be
borna Man, and exift as {uch, and
yet not as a Man,begotten of a Man?
Thefc things, the ‘moft improved
Notices of Natural Reafon cannot
confirm, or warrant, no not our Ad-
verfary with all his Reafon, If any
thing, it’s the Arian, or Sociziay
Hypothefis (tho’ advanced contrary

o

Properly cal’d Myfteries.
to the Current of Scripture) that

may pretend moft to be a Rationale -
inthis matter. And yet our Adver-

fary feems to explode this as much as

that of the T7initarians, becaufe they
are forced to allow Divine Worfhip
to be paid him, [Cap. 1. Seét. 2. N.2.
Lam miftaken if either they, or the A«
rians can mmke their Notions of a dig-
vifiedy and Creature-God, capable of .
Divine Worfbip, appear more reafona-
be, than the Extravagancies of other
Seéts, touching the Article of the Tri-
nity.] But to return, I¢'s manifeft
here we learn how the Do&trines of
Chriftianity came to be branded
with the Imputation of Foolifhnefs,
viz. Becanfe they will not comport with
common Notices, or the received Prin-
ciples of Natural Philofophy . for 1
have evinced it, upon the Objecti-
on of Trypho agamnft Fuftin, and
St. Glemens’s Comment on the place,
T3 93 Ayt o8 wpoy mlp ety ©sdy By wed dii-
yey Fzor P ety i iy punliivas, dyvlwmy y-
végxe&ov, Napéives & irt i dibpar® ¥E c?l"\-
‘epcém,é wsvor mipgdoEor o por Evears dand %)

(ep Di{t/. cum Trjplzo, p. 269
| And
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Lib. 1. Stromat.,
d¥¢ wysvran of Joncolovgn N e evlpdary Gy
Qi Aanelyy 007 76 Exenw T Ocly, ) JE ) ey
Givas iy, Here we fee this great
Man does not charge the Greeks with
falfe Principles of Philofophy, as the
Ground of their Error, for he re.
prefents the Thing as much inconfif.
ent with fuch principles asthey could,
and makes thiis the Foundation of
their unjuft Charge, I mean in pro.
nouncing the Dottrines of Chriftia.
nity Foolifhnefs ; and indeed he call
’cm Mueaiongor, but it can be on no o
ther account, than becaufe they
would admit of nothing but Naturd
Reafon, and Philofophy, and there.
upon would tiy all revealed Truths
by common Notions, or Principlesof
Philofophy, and reje&t em as abfird
and foolifh, becaufe they could not
make thefe deep Things of God to
comport with common Ideas of Ob-
Jects of Sence. Indeed Celfus ob-
je€ts much the fame things againft
Origen ; for upon every turn, heen-
deavours to ridicule the Divinity of
opr Saviour, by reprefenting it incon
fiftent

And St. Clement, in locum, thus,
“Lanpor d% pwelay uylse

Pro/aerly calld Myf’rel;ies.' |

fitent with the Principles of Natural

Reaforn : And now give me leave to

make one fingle Remark, fince it
occurs {o naturally : Are not thefe
the very Principles which our Advo-

cate for Reafoz moves upon ? So that
an unprejudiced Perfon might fu-
fpelt that I'm dealing with a Celfss,
ora Trypho ; orthat they were rifen
fom the Dead. But to conclude
this Argument, it’s manifeft St. Cle-
mens muft believe, That the Funda-
mental Do&rine of the Chriftian Re-
ligion, f1ill contains in it {omething
that cannot be comprehiended by
Natural Reafon, that cannot be rc-
conciled to common Ideas, or Prin-
cples of Natural Philofophy, and
confequently {omething that’s My-

flerions and above Reafon : And there-

fore if this Reverend Father is not
miftaken in the purport of the Holy
Ghost (as we have vood Reafon to
conclude, he is not) the New Teffa-
mewt does contain the Thing (if not
the Word) we contend for, I mean,
propofes to out Beliet, "Things that
are Incomprehenfible, or above the

Comprehenfion of Human Reafon.
o The
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[if this Glafs be a Veil which God
afts before our Eyes, like that upon
the JFews, in as much as he does not
impart in this Life a clear Difcovery
of certain Gofpel~Truths, then, ac-
drding to the Mind of our Author,
thefe are Rill Myfteries in the Gofpel, '
in the: higheft Sence ; but truly St.- :
Clemens fixes it upon the Imperfelti-
as of Hurnane Knowledge, fince he
eprefents the Mind in this Earthly
Tabernacle, as viewing 'Things
through Sences after a' grofs corpo-
tal manner, whereas in another
World our Knowledge will be high-
yenlarged, for then it will be Face
t Face; or, as he exprefles it,
el pedyans Suclvas mis dupoupuis, ¥ dowpdris
s devofaes soads: That is, By a pure
uid naked Application of the Mind,
or Intuition. |

Again, it’s manifeft the Obje& of
this Imperfe@Knowledge, s the deep
things of Gon, or, in plain terms, the
hindamental Revelations of the Go-

94  Certain Chriftian Doctrines,
" The laft Argumert I fhall pro-
duce, is two or three Paflages of
Scripture, which (becaufe they bear
an Affinity to ofie another) I fhall
examine and conclude them' under
one Argument. , .

I begin with St. Pasl’s account of
Humane Knowledge, €ven under
“thus laft State of Revelation ; for he
includes himfelf, and the whole Col-
lege of Apoftles, who undoubtedly
enjoyed the ;Sl’pecial Affifeance of the
Spirit of God ; nay, St. Paul had

. been canghr ap into the Third Heaven,
where he was almoft overwhelm'd
with abundance of Revelations, 2 Cor.
12. And yet he tells us, We know but
in part, and we Prophefie in part,
1 Cor. Cap. 13. ver.9. andthe Rea-
fon afligned is, We fee throngh a Glaf
darkly, ver. 12. {0 that the Imped:
ment feems to lie upon the Mind, ot
the Immenfenefs of the Objedt, not
in God that denies us a competent
Revelation ; for thisisthe laft Reves
lation of himfelf; and therefore this |pet 5 for, the Apoftle muft at leaft
Glafs argues an Tmperfe&tion, or In- jomprehend,if not principally intend

‘ ability i comprehending fome of fthem, when he tells us, A#d we Pro-

B thofe "T'ruths that arc revealed ; but Jbefie bt in part ;. that is, thofe Truths

" ‘ we




96  Certain Chrifian Doélrines, Properly calld Myfieries. o7
we publifh to the World are only re. [jeak ity elfe it proves nothing in this
veald in pare, fince we canonly pre- 85,1 1 Cor. ii. 7. And laftl
tend to know or comprehiend them ¥ y0/ii, ey, 23. To the Acknow.
in part, And truly St. Clement af: ledgment of the Myfery of God in
ferts as much of St. Pax/ himfelf, not Christ, [as you have it in the Ansient
withftanding his abundance of Re. | Readings] in whom are hiddenall
velations, for thus, on his words § e Treafiwres of Wifdlom, or Know-

2 Cor.xii.4. (where, nodoubt, he re. kdge. This is a very remarkable
ceiv’d the chiefeft Inftrutions of his Pafage, and therefore I muft beg
Apoftolick Office) He was caught up § juye to enlarge upon it. ‘ -
into Paradifey and heard unfpeakable B~ Aq for the Sence of St. Clement,
words, which it s not Lawful for Manto B ips vifible he looks upon it to be a
utter 5 he obferves, that there Was B Myftery, tho’ reveal’d and acknow-
no Law nor Precept given that obls ldg’d, and to be a Myfery becaule it
ged him to ftifle any of thofe Chri- B yneains fomething i it which is
ftian Truths Gop had committed to B '4:7o, dofiyTov, OF émsguator,: for  other-
him ; {o that in faying, it 4 not lav- R wife it can be no Argument to prove
ful, he intended to reprefent the In- Bwhat he had juft before afferted.
eﬂ"abxl_my of the Divine Nature, of Indeed, our Adverfary thinks he has
the things of GO ; 15 *assfler 7 o4 §évaded the Force of this Expofition,
dyiasbusy @, or, dwdpn & dyig debeyTo 1) @by telling us, (without any tolerable’ .
7t ©dw wwder, And, to confirm this @ Proof ) That the Words are to be un-
Notion, he cites three Pallages that B krffood of the Gofpel of CrrbT ; but:
reprefent the Incomprehenfiblenefs: | if it be the Gofpel of CurisT, it may
of the Divine Nature, Rom. xi. 33, § be ftiled a MysTery, in refpelt of
Oh ! the depth of the Rivhes both of t/gf its Fundamental Truths,inafmuchas
Wifdom and K nowledge of God ! And § they contain in ’em fomething that’s
‘again, Bar we (pesk the Wifdom of God | hidden or myfterious ; for thus much
in a Myftery: [That is, even whenwe § the following Verfe a%parcntly hints,

[peak o

.
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. & ¢, [ e inwhich, if this Expofi«
tion obeains] are hidden irnouon : It%s
manifeft the Apoftle {peaks of it as
reveal’d, nay, asitis when acknow-
ledg’d and embiac’d, and yet there is
{omething hiddes or myferions. ‘T hus
we may conclude, againft our Reafo-
ner, that Myffery may be put for the
Gofpel, and yet call’d {o, becaufe it
contains certain Truths, whofe Na.
ture cannot be fully comprehended,
or certain. Truths, that contain fome-
thing in ’em that to us is incompre-
lienfible. But yet, for all his maje.
fterial decifive way of expounding
Scripture, I think the words more
naturally point at the Myffery of our
Redemption, in the Incarnation of
the Son of GOD; efpecially if weadd

hercto the ancient Reading ufed by.
thefe Fathers, St. 4uftinand St, Am-

brofe, to the Acknowledgment of the
Myftery §not Knowledge of Myfeery,
as this vain Difputer of this World

- would haveit] of Gop in Christ,
for, v5#, & ¢, which immediately
follows, muft more naturally be ap-
ply’d to Chrift, not to Myftery, agrece
able to our Tranflation, I whom all

| | vhe

Properly cali’d Myfteries.
the Treafures, &c, 'This is agrecable
to the Sentiments of Origer, & & éav
=870t 0} Seauvegd v yeicd G, 10 Hierom.

{ Hom. 8. pag. 99.  2dly, If the Gofpel

of Chrift, and not Chrift himfelf, was
intended, it would be improper to
fay, that the Treafures of Wifdomt
are hid in it, beinga reveal’d Infti-
tution { Therefore we may juftly
conclude, purfuant to the Mind of
8t. Clement, 'That the Incarnation of
our Redeemer (the Foundation of
qur Redemptionand Fountain whence
all the Treafures of Wifdom and
Knowledge derive) is the Myffery of
Gop in €hriff,whichis to be acknow-
ledg’d, not unravel’d or fully coms
prehended ; for, fince it is exprefly -
propos’d as a Myffery, and remains
onc when embrac’d or acknow-
ledg’d, it muft be {o, becaufe it car<

ries 1n it {omething that is hidden or

incomprehenfible. S
Indeed Origen manifeftly joyns i
this Notion ; for, in his Comment
on Mz, iii, 44, he makes the Field
to be the Holy Scriptaves, that fet
forth all the Means of Salvation with,
the greateft clearnefs; but the Trea
' H 2 fure
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Jure to'be Carist, becaufe in Him

all the Depths of Wifdom arc hid,
in Him, in a Myftery, citing this very

Paflage of St: Paul, by way of Proof,

T amonsnpuppiira 1) moneluse TS paveesis
(diflertis werbis) - yotparn s oopias & pusiely
amokenguysirns vy 19 Xets 6o

And now give me leave to make
-an Appeal, as he does, [ toall Equi-
- table Perfons, V. 35.] Whether, by
as good Reafon and Authority, it
does not appear, 'That not only the

Sence of the Word, but the Things
we contend for, are recorded in Scri-

pture, as.any he has produc’d to the
contrary ? So'that, in truth, we arc
ready to [render up ourfelves] to the
Voice of Scripture, as well as fubmit
the Merits of the Caufe to it, without

being influenc’d and carried away by

fuch weak Pra&ifings ashe has fet
forth, in a Dialogue that would me-
ric {ome Stripes, if perform’d by a
School-boy, rather than Applauf¢, as
’tis the Produt of a pretending Ma-

Jter of Reafon. See Sect. 36.
And now I have done with his
Scripture-authorities, but cannot pafs
'by one Remark of his, which I tind
to

' , ' :

Properly calld Myfteries. 101

vto be the &hief Improvement that
sraces his Second Edition: [ Nor i it
unidleferving ony payticular Notice, t.bzzt
Myflery is here made the diftingui) b-
ing Mark of the Falfe and Antichriffi-
an Charch 5 (See Rewv. xvil. 5.) And
10 donbt but as far as any Church allows
of Myfterics, fo far it is Antichriftian,
and may, with a great deal of Fuftice,
tho® little Honounr ., clatim K indred with
the Scarlet Whore!| Here is a very
bold Stricture, and yet a Man with
half an Eye may difcern, that his
‘Obfervation is as irrational and ridi-
culous as his Inference ; for Myftery,
in this place, I fuppofe, would pot
have paf’d for a diftinguifhing
Mark, had not her Dofrines and
Pra&ices merited the other part of
the Title, viz. The Mother of Har-
lots, and Abomination of the Earth
had fhe not held 2 golden Cup in her
Hapd, full of Abominations and Filthi-
nefs of her Formication, Ver. 4. and
been drunken with the Blood of the
Suints, and with the Blood of the Mar-

tyrs of Jefus. Bur asfor his Inference,

- Thad ‘he confulted St. Pauf’s Second
Epiftle to the Theffalonians a little

. 3 bet-
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better, he might have lgarnd, that

there’s a Myftery of Iniquity as well

as Godline/[s ; but perhaps he was ug,

- willing to be difappointed of a mali. !

cious, tho’ illogical, Suggeftion; he
might there have ihform’d himfelf
That it was always the Devil’s Buf;.
nefs to imitate the Trae Religion |

mighey Signs and lying Wonders, if

it were poffible, to deccive the very
Ele& ; nay, that dntichrift fitrech in
the Temple of Gop, fhewing himfelf
that he is Gop, and confequently he
muft pretend to Myftery with a wit.

nefs : So that, upon the whole, ‘this §

‘Gentleman may as well affign the

Devil’s Miracles for a diftinguifhing

Mark of Antichrift, and prove the |

true Religion to be nearly related to
Antichri[%, the Scarlet Whore, and

' the Devil, becaufe fhe-proceeds up-,
-on the Authority of Miracles: Nay,

rather we ‘may upon his Ar

i e y up rgument
guifhing Mark of the true Religion ;
And fince Antichrist and the Dewil

pretend to Miracles, the Religion
they pretend to muft be true too.

Whereas we know rhefeto be Divine
| and

: P;'olbef{y calld Myfteries.

iracles are a diftin- -

and Authoritative, #hofe Diabolical
and Ufurped, {0 we pronounce #his

the Myftery of Iniquity, that the My-

Jeery of Godlinefs. .

© The next thing that offers itfelf] is,
the Suflrage of the Primitive Church,
It’s true, there are a great many
things intervene, whercein he labours
more to give us a Specimen of his

‘Wit, than Reafon: But truly, I

S . ol

163 "

think, they are both of'a piece, for I

can difcover nothing that deferves a
fingle RefleGtion, much lefs a formal
Reply. T proceed thercfore to the
Suffrage of the Fathers, to whom he
makes an Appeal. He tells us in-
deed, [ It #s not ont of any deference to
their Jadgments, N. 40.] and there-
fore we muft conclude he fubmitsto
it, ‘becanfe he’s perfwaded they pe.
remptorily declare for his Opinion 'y
but I hope to prove the contrary
For tho’ he confelles he has beftow’d
a great deal of Pains upon’em, yet
this is fo far from difcouraging us
from entering the' Lift, that I hope
‘to makeic appear, thathisPainsare
either an Effe& of his Ignorance in
thefe Authors, or of his Difhonefty

| . - Hy in
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in fupprefling their Opinions, And.
firft, all that he.proves out of the Fa’
thers is, That they have aflerted
- other Notions of Myffery than what

- we contend for; whereas he himfelf.

afligns four or five different Notions:

. and if Claflick Authors were conful-’
- ted, we could produce fome more :
and therefore he might as well re.
je€t one of his own Notions, becauf
the Fathers have not merition’d if,
But-T find this Author, upon every

turn, fhamefully betrays hus Reafon,

for he l.mows not what s incumbent
upon him to prove, and therefore we
need not wonder if he proves not his
main Delign : ’m fure he’s now to
prove a Negative, (or that whichi a-
mounts toit) if he proves any thing,
%%, ‘That the Fathers, e cites, no
where apply the word MysTErY  to

things beyond Humane'€omprehen- -

fion; or, that thofe Notions 6f the
word Myftery, which he finds record-

ed, are deliver’d exclufively of all o- |

" thers ; for, if hehas neither cited all
their Notions or Acceptations of ‘the
word, nor prov’d, that they -are ex-
clufive of all others, he proves mo-

‘ ' thing

. Properlycalld Myfteries. 105
thing againft the acceptation of the
word we now contend for ; and if {0,

the moft
fentl{ pronounce, That he muft give
up th

tl?is Iffue, I mean the Authority of
~Fathers. -But becaufe Twill take no
advantage of his weaknefs, I will'go
along with him in hisown Inftances,
And,
. 15t, What he cites from Clemens
Alexand. concludes nothing ; for,. I
know no Chriftian that denys the
Chriftian Religion to be [ az Ilumi-
nation, becanfe it bronght hidden things
to light, and that with refpect to the
Mofaick Veil.] Butthisonly proves
one of his own Notions, that is in-
deed allow’d by us. © But to be fhort
with him ; ‘Whereas he has the Face
to tell us, That feveral of thofe Texts
of Scripture alledg?d by him, are by this
Futher exponnded on his fide, and con-
| Jequently against our Notion : 1 {hall
“appeal to what has been already ci-

. ket " 138

curfory Reader will pre-

e Caufg, in cafe he fixesiton .
%

ted from him, to prove the guite con-
trary . IndeedI could a

of the Ticonceivablenefs of ccrtaLn
3 . ‘ ) v O - .

dagreat + Gee p,
deal more to difcover his Judgment 46, 48.
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Objetts of Faith, or Matters of Re-
velation; aund, becaufe I’m engag’ds
1 fhall producea few Inftances : And,

- irft, where he fliles Chriftianity an

- umination, he {peaks of the Fuilnefs
- of Chrift, as a Myffery reveald in.
. deed, but the Nature of it known to
a very few ; and he proves it from

« the Tncomprehenfible: Nature of

Go b, Strom. lib, 5. 0 & o upi,
0wy vodpa, iy adouy biyoray ¥ dy more 0
o maeaddlely, dppilC By Mpduer Lt and
yet more fully on. Mofes’s words,
Exod. 33. ver. x8. Shew me thy Glory;
M) %) IY oy wpds dvlpszmv, pndé fifdy ¢
Ocdy, dAr ) oy T g’ i Jupdper yrasiy
2.D. 365, Strom. lib,
the Effeéts of his Power. A sain, on
St. Paul’s words, 1 Cor.s. C?rift ouy
Paflover is [acrificed for ws; Strom,
4b. 5. he obferves, “amey o5 *Aguti
us (d¢ @8 Urde sudy dpaliny©- Here
1’ evident he argues from tlie Ins
comprehenfiblenefs of the Divine
Nature, and confequently muft fix
"the Myftery on this Bottom, as well
as the want of Revelation, Indecd,
wemay julkly argue & sajors, from
the Sence of this Father, if the Na-
ture

"Phat is, by

N Propetly call'd Myfteries.
ture of the Godhead be,in the Opini.

-on'of this great Man, o highly in-

‘comprehenfible, how . much more
muft the Fundamental Article of the
Chriftian Religion be {0, that con-
fifts of the Union of the Divine with
Human Nature, and confequently, in

a proper {ence,my/ferions. See N.42.

Thus much for St. Clersent 5 the
next Authority is Fufin Martyr,
which concludes nothing to his pur-
pofe ; For, Firft, he only ufes the
Word ina loof¢ Sence, and not ex-
clufive of any other fignification ; and
if this may be an Argument againft
that Sence which this Reafoner de-
claims againft, it will be o againft
others, which he has exprefly af:
figned. 'This may ferve for a fuffi-
cient Return to the next Paragraph,
where Tertullian ftiles all Reljzions
Rites, or Aéts of Worfbip, Myfteries ;
which among the Heathens were ge.
nerally kept %c‘
an allowed Sence of the Word, it
can be no Argument, but that 14j-
Jery, even in Tertullion’s time, was
apply’d to Things in“emfclves ab-
frucc or incomprehenfible.  Of the

o7

cret : yet, tho’thisbe

\ famg
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fame ftamp are his Arguments fiom

Origen, which prove no more thag
what all fides own, viz. that Myfte.

is put for Symbols,
Sernfe‘or [acred Matter. N, 44.
Certainly ;' had this Gentlemay
confulted any other Pieces of this
Learned Father, he might have ip.

form’d himfelf, that he ufes Myftery |

even in Divine Marters, for Things

1 . Properly calld Myfteries.

flended, as well as performed, by
1Go Dy Bt d% tppalye 7] ) mislsear gpae
& vinve wusiierts 3 dm TN 0yl Nk ey 6By
¥y, in a vulgar, or more loofe Sence, §
Types, or any ab. |

W6 wove Suyaryy B iy 6 vy splu G- e&ciruliflo,

Pag.382. 1Vol. -

i But now in the clofe of this Para-
gaph, he thitiks he fufficiently ex-

plodes our Notion of Myftery, when

Qic tells us Origen [ was for from

that are to us incomprehenfible, |

Thus,in the forecited Paflage, {peak-

ing of the Thing as it now 1, he ex- §
prefres lllm[‘elf; :AWDM’;KPU‘U.M?’V% VG};}MTI«( 7;7; ; (,ve;:y zyell_d%‘yasad Heﬂrer. :l 'I‘Ilis

’ kd [N ~ 8
Poles & pusipio amoksrgupidvns & T sprshs |

LUz Supra. See pag.:6.]
Again, on the Words of our Savi-
our, Mat. xix, 24,

mel pals theo’ an Eye of 4 Needle

and yet no one but God or Chrift, |
or he to whom he fhall reveal it, is §

thinking any Doctrine of our Religion
s Myltery, in the prefent Sence of the
Word, that he exprefly affirms them to
yree all with common Notions, and to
wmmend themfelves to the Affent of

truly looks very plaufible ; but I'm

g reriwaded, Origer, in making good

, 26. he obfcrves, §
- 'That G OD was able to make a Ca. §

able to comprehend it, mis iy 1 i |
T 779/}70!{1 0 320¢ doyare, dvids dy addy, % §

-

0 xpisds iy 1y @8y ammandodn § 4G Jun.
Afterwards he challenges any Man
to INluftrate or Explain fuch Myfte-

rées ; being Things only compre- |
, hended |

i this A[fertion,, will run counter to the

Notions of this Indefatigable Reafo-
wer ¢
who the Holy Father was engaged
wich, ‘a Learned Heathen, who had
formed an Objettion, That the Chri-

ftians were to believe Things, tho’

in themfelves never fo abfurd or ridi-

Y culous ; and therefore it was his bu-

finefs to take off the Objection, by

fhaﬂowing forth the Realonable-

He begins

nef3 of every Dolrine : i
. with

109

For Furft, It’s well known,
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with the Do&rines of Natural Re-

our Love towards him ; but whey
he comes to the Mytery of our Saviz
onr’s Incarmation, he makes a fland,
and repeats Celfus’s Objetion, Viz,
in ek Ivned oluar G W Jedy vopi Cousy, %

remarkable ; for it evinces the Divie
nity and Incarnation of our blefled
Saviour, as a ftanding Do&rine of
. the Chriftian Church, to the Eter-
nal Confufion of all Socizian Pretens
ces to Antiquity. Let our Aecafers

the Sence of the Chriftian Church)
do not only think, but are fully per-

GOD ; nay, he is the Subﬁanti-ag‘
Word, Wildom, and Truth’; and
as for his Mortal Body, and Human

toit; in as much as a moft exal

nity, it obtains a kind of Diviniﬁy ;
fo that we may fill treat our Blefled
Saviour, GOD and Man, (as GOD)
with the higheft A&s of Divine

Worthip.

ligion, the Being of a God, and

Tdrione Sodv husuey. - "Fhe Anfwer is

know, that we’ (as it were {peaking.

fwaded, that he is Originally, orin
the Beginning GOD, and the Son of

Soul,we attribute the greateft Things

and compleat Union with his Divi

Properly call’d Myfteries.
Worthip. His words arc thefe :

. - ~ S [y
‘[aw:zf o eyramsiles o Sy udy voptCogecy 1) e

reiouele dexnley T ©cdy, Yy Ok, 70§
wréhoy G i34 edmoavgia, 1y 1} ATouriBers, 73 M
brdy s otoues {L} My Lvllewnivyy ‘&x durdd
Aol 7§ weds éxvow pdvov xowanig, e épdact
) dvaxpdacs, 7d phyicn oty wessennpivar, 0
tis Suetvs Sedmfl Q- wenomawnnian, s ©.3y e
frCinéyeue .

You {ee the great Defign of the
Apologift is to reprefent how fuck
Honour and Dignity is derived upon
the Humanity of our Saviour, and
wnfequently” the Reafonablenefi of
paying Divine Worlhip to him even -
i Gop-Man, or Gop Incarnate; and -
purfuant to this, to juftifie thofe Hos
nours that accrew to the Body of our
Saviour, he appeals to the Natural
Tranfiutations of Matter, wherebyr
Bodies are often highly refin’d and
improv’d, and then ingenioufly con-
dudes, Why fbould not the Infinite
Power of GO D therefore be able to
thange the Morsal Body of Yefus ¢
o adfiewor 3 Sy woriTHTIL
- Thus we fee how, out of Igno-
rance, or a worfe Principle, the Di-
fputer of this World (for the Title
belongsto him, tho’ not fo deferved-

ly
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ly as thole on whom St, Pax! beftows
1t) has Mifreprefented the Sence of
this great Man,, whofe main Defign’
was, to fhew the Reafonablenefs of

paying Divine Worfhipto the Blefled

* Jelus; and this he fufficlently per-
form’d, by aflerting his Divinity, but

he did not attempt to demonftrate
the Modus of the Union of the two

Natures by common Notions. He

has indeed exprefly afferted our Sa-
viour’s Divinity, as well as Humani:
ty,in the higheft Notion of it ; and

1 defic this profound Reafoner to

{tate the Union of both Natures by

common Ideas or Notions, much lef§

to give us as familiar an Idea of it as

we have of Wood or Stone. Tilllie
has done this, he trifles, and we fhall
ftill believe that our Saviour’s Incar.
nation is thus far a Myffery. Thus we
have turn’d thofe very Fathérs he

moft relies on againft him ; and tho’
he has the Confidence to fix a pe-
remptory Challenge upon the Wri-
tings of the three firft Centuries, I
could produce as much more, had I
not a regard to my own T'inie, and
that of the Reader’s, which ought

to

."' Pr"operly calld Myfteries.

to be a fufficient Confideration with

IIg

every Man, to prevent him fromep-

gaging in Imperiinences, or dwelling
too long where Neceffity does not re-
quire it : T {hall thevefore only beg
Leaveto add the Judgment of Ire-
pents, ——~ Si autem omuninm que in
Scriptaris requirantur abfoluriones now
pffamns invenive, —credere antem
bec talia debemus Deo,
it 5 rectiffime [iientes, quia Scriprare
quidem perfecta [unt, quippe & werbo
Dei & Spiritn ejus ditte : Nos autem
[ecandums Zu‘od minoves [umns & novif
fimi & verbo Dei & Spiritu ejus, [cien-
b4 myfberioram ejus indigemus ; & non
mirume est, fi in [biritnalibus ceoleffibus,
& in his gue habent Revelars hoc patis

"ty 1os, quandoquidem eoram que an-

te pedes [wnt ~— que & conteruntur X
nobis, & wvidentur & [ynt nobifcum,
multa fugerant noftram [cientiam, &
Deo hac spfa- committimus; — Si ergo
O in rebus creatura, quadam quidems
eornm adjacent Deo, quedam antem &
In noftram venernnt [cientiam, quid
mali eit, fi & eorum qua in Scripturit
requirantur, univerfis Scripturis Spiri-
tualibus exiftentibus, quedam quidens

L abs

qui & nos fes
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and confequently 4s founded in infi-

nite Wifdom and Veracity.

34y, Our Unskilfulnefs, not to fay
Inabilities, in comprehending Ob-~

jects of Sence; or Phyfical Matters, is

made an Argument, that there are
Myfterses in Matters of  Revelation,

I have hitherto confit’d my felf to
liis Rule, 4. e the Fathers of the
Three Firft Centuries; but truly I
can’ {€e no juft reafon why the Fa~ -
thers of after-Ages may not be ada
mitted into the prefent Controverfie
it leaft as Witneffes , if not Judges.
Pm fure there can nothing abftrack,
bue_his groundlefs Ficion of agenea
ral Combindtion, to refolve all Rels=
géon into Myftery ! For,as for the re-
xived Ufe or Signification of the
Word, certainly after-Ages may be
iscompetent Judges as thofe of the
Firlt Century ¢ And, as for the Con-
Jrovetfieitfelf, Whether there’s.any
Dotrine in Chriftianity myferions
certainly that Age ought to be ap~
peald to, that had a more fpecialoc-
tafion to bring the Controverfic up-
on-the Stage, and this the Arrian
Age, and thole that follow’d it ; for;

3 e
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abfolvamus fecunduin gratiam De; ;
quedam autem commendemus Deo, ¢
70n folum in hoc [eculo, [ed in futuro,
ut femper quidem Deus doceat, homo au
tem [emper difcat, gtm [unt a Deo?
[ Here, by way of Confirmation, hg\
cites St. Panl, ¥ Cor. xiil. v.13.] Sem-
per enim fides que est ad magiftry

: noftyant permaner firma, affeverans no-
K bis, quoniam [olus vere Deus, [and afe
terwards concludes] f fecundum hane
modum quem diximus, quedam quidem
quaftionum Deo commiferimus, & fi.
dem noftyam fervabimus,ey omnis Seri-
ptura ideo wobis data, confonans nobis
Znvenietny. Lib. 2. Adv. Har, cap,
47. Ed. Eraf. I have cited this at
large, becaufe I find every thing
agreeable to the Hypothefis F have.
hithertoadvancd. As,
- 1i#, Myffery is indifputably ap:
ply’d to reveald Traths, beyond. the
reach of Humane Comprehenfion.
2dly, Such reveal’d Truths appa-
rently deliver’d in Scripture, -are not.
to bie rejelted; becaule we cannot re-
folve the Difficulties that feem to
accompany tlie Belief of ’em, but to
embrace ’em as the Weord of G o D(i
- ang
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in this Age it’s well kriown,thofé Do.

rines we contend, are myferions,

were more nicely controverted, [

fhall therefore add to thofe Paffages
already cited, a few more, which §
prove the Ufe of the word to beap.
ply’d to things incomprehenfible; §
and that there are DoCtrines in Chri-
ftianity pronounc’d Myfterses, and

that too for the Incomprehenfiblencfs

“of’em.  The firft I thall inftancein
is Diony[. Aresp. where in one place
he defcribes our Saviour’s. Incarnati--

on, Oeapyrndy 7 dobiylu bomaasias pushenr,
Cap. 4. de Celeft. Hicrarch. Inano-
ther placc, &and iy T miong feonopas Suge-

vesllovs 1 ual’ npds “Ingd Beomacsia, 1y Appms |

TTe A6y w1y dYvas@ ve mum, 8w
78 ggerlee iy wgeofurd Ty dyytawr, Py
Uiy dyvdemds bawliiven pusinds mupeinioausy,

Sect. 9. Cap. 2. de Divinis Nomin,

The fecond Inftance is from a Traé |
entitld, Expofitio Fidei, rejelted
indeed as a Piece of Fuftin Maryyr ; §

yet from Leontin’s,and other conclu-
ding Arguments, juftly eftcem’d to
be the Produét of the Arrian Age:
He ftiles the Unity and Trinity,
"andpaiflor, and confefles it cannot be

' un-

Y

| Properbf calld Myﬁériés.

unfolded by WOI‘dS, YAGs1 7E wAlyy oupe
wwd fumdvrs, and upon the InCarnation
of Chrift, & é9d vadvrs i mumpiion, vo7s
75, pusicts xewstar®r dpaxegleo 8 Qabua, Gt
P v ﬁﬁﬂy,ifﬁ ;{z‘ﬁ;\h\hv Kllsus quaeas :
‘And in fuch deep Refearch, at Iaft,
concludes with this Rule : wespzeeni;

(ilspdvars erobpaw adary v wisws

.~ And now we may, conclude this -

Chapter much in the fame {train that
he does AV, 45. I do. ot find But
Et/fe Fathers of the three firit Centaries

ave exaitly the (ame Notions of My~
ftery, as well as thofe that follow them,]
and for an Allay to his Jealoufics, 1

| think they are pretty confiffent as

well as unanjmous ; but then tlis

¥ Confiftency and Unanimity happens

to be againft a trifling Reafoner, and
therefore' I muft take tlie Reverf¢ to
his concluding Period, [ and juftly
hope, by this time, the Casfe of Incom-

| ﬁ'ehenﬁ‘é/e and. Inconceivablé, or NMy-

fteries in. Religion, will be more zea-
boufly maintaiw’d by all ¢hat fincerely re-
[pect Bathers, Scripture, o Reafon.].

- I come now-to the Hourth Chapt.
Selt. 3, whichisan Anfwer to fome
&criptux'chbjc&ionri, and particula lrn
.A ' 3. y

11y
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ly from the Nature of Faith. I nowt
find this Difcourfe fwells upon mo
beyond Expettations; and therefore,
as for the Scriptu1'¢4paﬂa&;s cited by
him, tho’ there is more in ’em thap
hic has fuggefted, yet I fhall pafs’em
'effbecial]y becaufe I think the Merit
of the Caufe does by no means tury
upon’em : T Thall therefore take up

his  Friend’s Arguments concerning |

the Nature of Faith, and’ try if he
may not be compel’d by dint’ of Ar-
- gument, fince he would not embrace
" the-Advice of his Friend, V., 51.
_ And firft; As for what he has de-
livered, V. 52, 53. 1 find nothing
but what has already received an
AnfWer, Pparticalarly ‘what 45 cited,
Pett.2, c.2, & 7.] or at leaft,but what
amounts to no more than will be

concluded b}’ what P’m going to | _ '
1 8 know as much as inftruéts us what

offer; and therefore he may take
it for a full, or competent Anfwer,
viz. Reaforn is a neceflary 'Hand-
- maid, ‘or Inftfument of Faith ; in-

fomuch, that we muft believe upon
Rational Motives and Convittions ;
And thus far, I know no Son of the
(:hurch of Exgland, that will diffent

RN 2. v ‘ ‘frOHQ

D
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fromhim, As for what is delivered,
N.s4, [That Faith confifts of two
partsy Kpowledge and Affent.] Tthink
noone will be {o abfurd to denyit;
for ’'m perfwaded there can be no
Aflent without Knowledge : There-
fore, in a word, had I known his

 Defign, I thould have excufed the Ja~, .

bour of citing 10 many Texts to
prove it, and in a few words grant,
That in thofe things we call the pure

# Credenda of Religion, we are at least

to know fo much, as will ‘enable us to

d form an Imperfeit ldea of what it is

God propofes to our Belief'; but it does
wot 1mply fuch a K nowledge, as enables
to unravel and comprehend, the whole
Nature of the Object, or the wvery
Modes of its Exiffence, ar Properties;
or much lgfs, give 2 Rationale of every
thing that belangs ta it, No, if we

it is God propofes to our Belief, we
fubmit all the Difficulties that may

| arifc from the Belief of i, to God’s

Power and Wifdom, and yield an
Affent (notwithftanding {fome feem-
ing Abfurdities) upon the Infinitg
Yeracity of God. Thisdiftinguifheth

: Ig Faith
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Faith from a bare rational Affent, in

common Matters ; and all this is
confiftent with what he has deliver.

ed, V. 55, 56. and therefore 1 fhal]
‘not ingage in a particular Examina,
tion of what is there offered, ‘Tq
proceed thenin order to a clear De,
monitration of this Notion of Faith,
I {hall not confider the Cafe of 4.
braham’s Faith (being the next thing
that offers it £1f) but fhall inffance
in the Belief of the Creation ; Thro’
Faith we underftand, that the
Worlds were framed by the Ward
of God; fo that Things which are
~ feen, were made of ‘Things which
0 not appear, Heb, Xi., 3. Here
I think isa vaft difference between
God’s creative Power, in raifing the
World outof nothing, and reftoring
a dead Perfon to Life again, before

the corruptible part was any wife

diffolved. Irdeed I cannot copceive

. how we can'form an Idea of the pof-

fibility of fixch a Produftion; that

God thould' raifé o vaft a ftock of

Matter, even all created Nature, and
very thing that we can form any to-
ferable Idcas of, and yer withoit a-

w

Properly call’d Myfteries.
ny Materials to work upon, can ne-
ver be comprehended.  The Plaso.
nist {uppofed a Soul to the World,
and the drifforelign a firft Moyer,but
could never give any tolerable
account of the Rife.of Mundane
Matter, without making it eternal,
Infhort, they always taught, That
an Apent necé[Tarilfy’ fuppofes a Pagi-
ent really diftinét from ‘the Patient,
efpecially in external AGtions ; And
we know in Numbers it’s univerfal
ly true, Ex nikilo nibilest, And we
can conceive no otherwif¢ jn Nature,
at leaft the Reafoner cannot on his
Principles pretend to it ; for he tells

s, we can form no manner of Idey .

of nothing ; and thercfore how it ig

121

poffible to form an Idca of the Cre-

ation by common Ideas, when all
our Ideas take their rife from Crear
ted Beings, even that of the Infinita
and Eternal Being, are refembled by

- Objects of his own prodution. It’s
true, We fay this is an effect of Infi
.hite Power, but, we have no notion

of the Thing, unlefs we apply Infi-

- pite Power to that which is the Sub.

fe¢t of it, which is nothing into e
o very
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¢ this fuppofes, that we have formed
‘at leaf{) ‘an imperfe@ Idea of their
'¢“Nature ; but for the Quomodo fint,
¢ that is, for the Manner of their Be-
‘ing, or Exiftence, that may be an
“att of Knowledge, or Science, but
‘not of Faith; fo that if {éemin
‘Contradi&tions or Abfurdities arife
onthis account, and confequently
fare thus far juftly Incomprehenfi-
‘ble, Faith throws us upon the Infi+
‘nite Veracity of God. All this T
fhall endeavour to confirm’ by the
Authorities of the Primitive Church.
And, |

First, 'The Paflage already cited
from Irenens manifeftly inftrults us,
That there are Difliculties and My~
STERIES in Revealed Truths, which
Humane Reafon cannotcomprehend,
and obliges us to commit all fuch
Matters to GOD, becaufe they were
delivered by his Word and Spirit ;
and what is this, butto embrace and
believe upon his Infinite Veracity ?
And at laft concludes, That if we
obferve the- Method, Fidews noftram
[fervabimus, & omnis Scripturad Deo
pobis daté, confonans nobis ii;’vé’ili;t)z(}f E
L - ! ocs
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- very thing ; and whenall is done,we
form anldea of this Infinite Power,

purely by the Eﬂ‘eg;s of it in Finite
Beings : So that updh the whole, jr’s
evident, the Belief of the Creation,
(that Implys *a Produ&tion of alf
things out of nothing) is au Obje&t
that exceeds Humanc- Compreheni-
~on; and confequently we may con-
clude, that. Faith (which yicpc,is an
Affent to the Doétrine of the Creati-
on) often implys an Aflent to 2
hing that contains {omething in it,
that is Incomprehenfible. And in,
deegl_, that Objeéts of Faith contain
Things that exceed Humane Com- -
prehenfion, is a Truth {o indifputa-
ble, that Faith in the Judgment of
the Primitive Church-Writers, was'
on this account diftinguifhed from -

Knowledge or Science,” ¢ I¢’strue: .
“In‘all Objes of Faith, we are tq
¢ know o much of *em, as to direc
¢us what it is God propofes to our
¢ Belief, * And Secondly, We are to
< believe, Thatif is God-that propo- *
“fes. ‘em.  Thirdly, In all AGs of
Faith we. are to yicld an Affent tc
¢ the Truth,or Beinig of Things an3
- Sthis
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- Daes not this imply, that there are
things contained in Matters of Faith,
thatare Incomprehenfible ? Yea, ra,
- ther that all feeming Difficulties, op
Abfurdities thatarif¢ from >em,when
fcan’d by common Notions, or I-
deas, are to be committed to God as

the beft Expedient to preferve a right |

Fairh, {ec Pag.64. But,
Secoundly, Clemens Alexand, {tems

to ftate the Notion of Fuith more

clearly, in oppofition to Scicnce:

And firft he fixes the Foundation of

Faith in the Word of GOD, or the
Holy Scriptures, and reprefents it as
an Irrefragible Foundation, that car-
vies the higheft Demonttration in it;
and that weare to enquire no further
than Ipfe dixiz, upon which he ad-
vances this Maxim, *anifia 55 & A6,
o Y dmcifons, m Abpwvm, Jodence T Ol
And to let us fee how far he extends
it, he inftances in the fore-cited Paf:
fage to the Heb, Cap. xii. v.12. and
thence proceeds to flate the Diffe-
rence between Seience and Faith,thus,
048 38 Ghnsin Vs drmodeanmuyd misrs S8 yebess
£ dvamdivny,  Vid, Stro. Lib, 2,
#:362, 3,4. and in his 5th Book he’s

| - more
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more full, ¢ 4'soA® mipgnard iy wisis

W & avgia, LyBod oy, dAn v Npdpes @z

Ty plvity dviv 7 wmodiEear, N aiis 1i's wiseas

’ . . &
wlew dwaudyy.  Here we fee, Faith is
refolved into the Infinite Power and

Veracity of GO D ; infomuch, that

we are obliged to believe; as foon as
we know it to be the Word of GOD,
or as {oon as we know GOD propo-
fes any thing to our Belicf: Here we
find Science and Faith oppofed, the
one requiring Demonftration or Ar-
guments, drawn from the Nature of
theThing ; the other,not o : There- \
fore we muft conclude, That if Gop
propofes any thing to our Belicf, that
contains Matters incomprehen(ible,
or not reconcileable with common
Notions; Faith, in she Qpinion of thig

Father,will command an dffex; info-

much,that his Infinit¢ Power and Ve-
racity muft over-ballance all feeming:
Abfurdities and Contradi€ions.

But to conclude this Argument, I
fhall produce the Judgment of St,
Chryfoftom : ‘Thus he affigns the
Reafon, why the Natural Man can-
not receive the Things that be of
GOD, 1 Cor. ii. . 14, viz. Fot the

‘ Tri-
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Immenfity of the Things’emfelves,fa | Hom. 23. in Térs Joban. where, up-
exceeding the Comprehenfion of the f§ on Nichodemus’s Words, How car
moft Improved Reafon ; and forthe | Man be born when he is old? v. 4e
want of Faith, réna i daws dim || he obferves, = 8 [mis fin} 7 ¢ opsdes
Aepsueyay 1y Abpous dild nelaralév Bx Lis, vy [ mswéijer Egly srmppnor 7 o8 am 9is i
Calyet 38 ]y 78 I G minal 3% meet]o- | Upon which he enlarges, and tells
7is iariess duvolas viv &ufihes, Flom., 7, @ vs, It is the Queftion of Hereticks
And upon the Article of the Crea- § upon the Incarnation: of our Bleffed
tiod, Heb.xiv.3.he tellsus,The Mind {§ Saviour, (demanding, s icugrdtn mss
that is prepared for the Reception § wifn) that by the weaknefs of com-
of Faith, muft be mla vmpCuninc  MmOR Notions, or Reafonings, de:
s il xy L1 bveiay 7 AYTUDY Ty dylpss fir oy his Immenfe Nature, Yy F -

wyay mgseyouiyns 5 {he muft be elevated [ rov ropousy debiveig, v dervigm inemy drive
above Sence, and all fenfible Objects; [ férafeciiars and at laft concludes,

1 and pafs over the Weaknefs of Hu: JJ That fich PraQices, or ueftions,

mane Reafonings ; and afterwards; J 7' wiseas umatias v 30%. And on the

 Whereas, fays he, Faith is vilified ac J Second Part of the Queftion, about

a Thing that is void of Demonftra- [ entring the Womb a Second time,

tion, dvamsdeny mp&yua s Or rather, a [ he obferves, When a Man proceeds

“Thing full of Folly, i amtzns winaw s J§ upon common Notions, or Reafon-

theApoftle thews us inthis omelnffancs, Jings in Spiritual Matters, and does

imme wéyssu N misas 4y § D roysudy ualp.  J ROE Teoeive the Ditates of Faith

S8jae s for the very Article, ﬁys he; Qo wd Nygmu 7dv s wicews avwnaldfeon-

is not eftablithed by Reafon, buc JHe talks like a Drunken or Mad<

rather the contrary, ¢ usr 5 a s iy man, uttering the moft abfurd and

S AN e TorTop, EAAG rwvdleoy. Hom, 22, l‘idiCUIOUS things.'f

tn Epift. Heb, - And now, certainly, we may cox-

Again we find him defcribing fclude, what St. Chryfoftons’s Notion

Faith under the very fame Notion, Jof Faith was, without drawing In-

) Hom, S ferences
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~ ferences ; and that it every way a.
grees with that of Clemens Alpxay.
drinws: 1t’s therefore manifeft, Faith
15 diftinguifhed from Knowledge, or
Science; not only as the Objeéts of it
arc Matters of Revelation, but as §

“they contain Things that are incom- |
prehenfible ; and yet it yieldsan AL
{ent upon the Infinite Veracity of the
Word of GOD ; Pm fure this Grea; §
Man has dropt fuch unlucky Words |
againft our ddverfary’s Principles, or |§
his Methods of Examining Divine |
Truths, asifhe were rifen from the §
Dead, and were preparing to accufé |
him of Herefie, or {fome {ly Maxims
that look that way. T fhould there-
fore advife him to weigh the Opini- |
on of {o Great a Perfon, before he
advances too far : and yet, whenl
confider what fevere Cenfires he has

~ pait upon the Writers of thissAge, I
defpair of Succefs in giving Advicein |
this kind ; for T cannot think hell §
ever be perfwaded to take his Mea-
fures of Faith, from an Age, orany |
Writer in it; when he makes ’em, as |
it were, to have entred into a League
to -turn all Religion into Myftery é |
o and §
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f Up one’s Faith from thofe that have
Mfallen away from the Faijtly ; but
of this I fhall fay more in the laft
 Chapter, -7 |

L . To return then: If%s now abups
bdantly evident, that the Notion of
R Faith which we now contend for, is
g 1ot a Thing contrived to advance g
§ particular Hypothefis, or ferve 2 par«
 ticular Defign, but by no means fuch
a one as_he fuggefts, viz. [Lo ftop
the Mouths of fuch as demand 4 Reafon
 where none car be given, and 1o keep a5
| T‘fmany in Ignorance, as Interest fhall
Q think sonveniens, See N, 48.1 But}
- hope an Impartial Reader will find

it eftablift’d upon a good Foundati«

- on, or in a word, upon fuch Reafons

| as he isnot able to fubvert or remove 3

| befide, if it be 2 Contrivance, we

 have this Apology, that it is not a

b late Forgery, fince we have traced

it almoft as far as any Ecclefiaftical

~ Records, (befides thole of Scripture)

' #dmit of ; and this is a confiderable

S K- Pre-

& and this another to be Name for 1~
poftare, or Priefloraf; Ifthisbe true,
jt0 be inftruéted By fuch a Race of
L Men, is, in plain Englifb, to take
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Prefumption of the Injuftice of fucly
foul-mouthed Alperfions,’till he gives

us a better Set of Arguments to re-
move it 3 which is the next Thing
that {hould be examined : but truly
there appears {0 little in’em, that T
think they fcarce deferve a diftin&:
Examination :

The Firltis, [ If Faith were not 4
Perfwafion vefulting from the previons
Kpowledge and Comprehenfion of the

Thing belicved, there conld be no Dea
grees nor Differences of it.] Now
Firft, T'smanifeft, the Argument is §
~ advanced on a falfe Suppofition, (and £
that which runs thro” all his Obfer. §

vations) wiz. That we deny all De. §

grees of a previous Knowledge of the §
Objett; whercaswefay, there muft
beat leaft fuch a previous knowledge §
‘of theObject, as inftrults us what it §

1s G O D propofés to our Belief ; but

there’s no neceflity of Comprehend- §
g the Abfolute Nature of the §
‘I'hing, {0 as to be able to give a §
Rationale of every Thing that really g

belongs toit ; and that too, by trying |
it by common Notions. And more- |
over, ‘we fay, the different Degrees . §

| | nf §

e ey o — .

of Faith, do by no means rifé from
fuch-a Comprehenfive Knowledge :

| No, when once we know what GOD

propofés to our Belief, the Degrecs
of Faith arif¢ from the Application
of GOD?’ Veracity to our Minds
and Confciences ; if the Mind is pof-
{efled withi a deep Sence of it, as to
engage vs to place an abfolute Confi
dence in it, tho’ we cannot form a
Rationale of the Thing, yet we may
embrace it with the higheft Degrees
of Faith : Pm fure, this is the Dotrine
which [ #his Man of Reafor ] might
have learn’d from S, Pazl, in the Cafe
of Abrabam, Who againit Hope, belje-
ved in Kope,~--and being not weak in
Faith, be confidered not his ovr Body
wnow dead, nor yet,the Deddneff of Sa-
vah’s Womb : he [Faggered not at the
Promile thro® Vnbelief, but was [lrong
in Faith, giving Gloryto GOD; and
being fully per[waded, that what he had
promifed he was alfo able to perform ;
and therefore it was imputed to him
for Righteon[nefs, Rom. iv. 18, 19,
20, 21. . - oo
2d Arg. [ The Subjeit of Faith
senil be intellizible to all, fince she Be-

K 2 lief

e et

o e e
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Lief thereof is commanded under no lof;
a Penalty than Damnation.]  As foy
the Intelligiblenefs of Objefts of
Faith, I have already ftated how far
that is neceflary ; but, wich Submif.-

Unbelief, arifes, not becauft GOD
has furnifb’d us with a perfe& Re.
tionale of the Nature of every Ob-
ject of Faith, and we reje&t it; but
becaufe he hath furnifi’d us with
Means fufficient to know what he
hath propoféd to our Belief, and to
know that he hath propofed them,
and we will fully rejeét %em ; and
conféquently what he propofes : but
more efpectally, becaufe” he hath
aflerted the Truth of ‘em, by
the higheft Demonfirations of the
Spirit, in mighty Signs and Wori.
ders : This was the Cafe of the
Jews ; but now ye fay, Ye fee, there-
fore your Sin remaineth, ,
4th Arg, [Excepr Faith fignifics an
-Inte/ltgiél§ Perfwafz“”on, we c£§n£ give
others a Reafon of the Hope that is i
#5.] The Inference is apparently
falfe ; for we certainly give a Rea-
{6n (and that too, according to the
Mind

_—;* o

on, Ithink the Sinand Damnation of B

| Froperly calld Myferies,
.| Mind of St. Peter) ofany Article of
|| Faith, when we prove that it is Re-

I an Affent o the Truthof it (tho’ we
| cannot remove cvery Difficulty that

i may arife from it) upon the Autho-
f rity of Infinite Veracity.

| Asfor hisThird, and Fifrh Obfer-
| vations, T fhall Appeal to any un-
i prejudiced Reader » Whether there’s
{ any thing in ’em, that deferves a
§ particular Reply, more thap in thofe
¥ Objeltions he firft framed, ‘and then
R anfwered : For as'the former prove
| nothing againft the Incomprehenfi-
if blenefs of Matters of Faith, {othe
i latter were never advanced, to prove
| the Neceffity of admitting fuch Ob-
i Jefts of Faith. ‘Upon the: whole
i then, I think it appears, there are
| Mattersof Faith that contain T hings
4 in’em, which are Incomprelienfible,
1 and yet Faich yiclds an Affent upon
{ the Authority ‘of Infinite Veracity,
| and confequently it’s an uncontroula.
1 ble Argument, there are Myfteries in
| the Chriftian Religion.

{ . The next thing to be confidered,
! is, his Reply to the Argumenic of Miis
‘A . K 3 racles,

vealed by GOD, and that we yield

133
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racles, Cap. §. Se?. 3. And, Firft,
he entertains you with the Nature of
a'Miracle. And as for the Deferipti-
on he givesus, I find, in the Main,
noReafon to except againft it ; after
this, he guards it with fome Limita-
tions : The Firft of which is, That a
Miracle is not to be admitted contra-
ry to Reafon;I fuppofé,he means con-
trary to comman Notions, or thofe
Idea’s which Reafon has formed
from Sence, Experience, or Inftru-
étion. And, nodoubt, this is a ve.
ry juft Limitation: ¢For a Mira-

“cle is performed’ upon Objets of

¢ Senfe; and ’gis an Addrefs to our
¢ Senfes, or a Demontftration accom-
¢ modated to the outward Senfes,
“ by fome fenfible Effets, or Opera-
¢ tions ; and confequently, nothing
¢ is to be admitted as a Miracle, that
¢ contradits the Teftimony of the

¢ Senfes : and weare, at leaft, o far §
Judges of its poffibility, that in Cafe §
1t manifeftly contradits the Tefti- §

juttly |

wony of our Sence, we may
rank it among Impoffibilities, and
rejet it as fuch, '
this, I cannot difcern, - that we are

But further than 1§

com- |

| Properiy cal’d Myfteries. 13

, competent Judges of the Poflibility of
iy any Miracle; for tojudge ofits Poffi-
+ bility,fuppoles a knowledge of itsMo-
dws : But this our Adver/ary will not
 allow ; [For the manner of Miracles,
i ((ays he) ss mor explicable. N, 7y,
d Thus far we are agreed ; butl
il know not how this Limitation,
i{ much lef$ thofc that follow, affeét
d the prefent Controverfie. Indeed,
i he at laft comes to the Point, and
g tells us, [Miracles are not above Rea-
8 Jon, tho we know nothing of the Mo-

“f dus.] ButI would fain know, why

1 2 Thing that contains {omewhat in
i the Nature of it, which exceeds Hu-
i1 man Comprehenfion, is not as pro-
{ perly sbove Reafon, or Myflerions, as
1 a Thing (in itlelf intelligible) only
1 it lies dormant, becaufe {hadowed
1 thro’a Veil. Pm fure, Origer tells
| thecontrary, Comment. in Mat, 19,
24, 26. ut [upra. See pag, 1.

‘But I have expofed the Folly of
this Afergion in another place. "In-
deed, I fhould have turned hisown
Arguments upon him, had he not
prevented me, - by reviving ’em in
{uch a manner, as gives me a better
o K 4 ' ad-




136  Certain Chriftian Doclrines,

advantage over him,

Thing was explicable,

But of whar ?
Of Miracles. .

which the Miracles ave wronght. Sce N,

77-J "This is truly an unaccountable
Paradox. Miracles are certainly the §

Demonftrations of Sence, and confe.
quently are to be fcann’d and judg’d
of by common Ideas, even the moft

from Objests of Sence 3 but it’s con-

cluded, that Matters of Revelatioy
. are founded on Obje&s that are Spi-

ritual and Infinite, and confequently

are to us more abfirufe and incom.
~ prehenfible. )

. Again, Miracles arc a dire€t and

immediate Addrefs to the Sence and

cvery reveal’d Trath, fince they pro-
- cure the Teftimony of Infinite Vers..
city in the behalf of it ; and there-
fore, all the Reafor and Arguments in
Nature will dire@, that they fhould
pafs the fevereft Scruriny, ~ Bue inf
| Mat-

’ We have it
thus, [Ar the beginning of my Book, I |
maintained, the Manner, as well as the
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Matters of Revelation it’s concluded,

| that a great deal refts upon the Au.
| thority of Infinite Veracity, and this
d depends upon the Evidence of Mira-
No, furely ; bur of H cles; and therefore it’s abfurd to de-
thofe Doctrines y in Confirmarips of @

manda clearer and more precifeCom-

r¢henfion of the Nature of reveal’d
ruths than of Miracles.

This Gentlemian owns, that Mirs-

{ cles are a Confirmation of reveald
i Truchs; thatis, at leaft, as they arcan
il abfolute Atteftation of their Divine
clear and indifputable, fuch as refils Original: And this is an uncontrouls
{ able Demonftration of the Truth of
{ them. Indeed I'm perfivaded thic
iy meereft Novice in Logick will tell
4 Iim, That we ate tohave, at leaft, as
| adequate a Knowledge of thdt Which
{ is toconfirm, as that which is corifir-
J med by it ; or that the Prémifes are
; | to carry as great Evidence il em as
Reafon of Mankind,and are defign’d - |
. to give an unqueftionable Credit to B

weexpelt in the Conclufion : “T'here-
fore it’sabfird to fay, that the Modus
of Miracles. is inexplicable, and the

Modus of all veweal’d Truths ot {o,

Indeed this Gentlernan feems to have
furnifh’d s with Weapons to fence
againft him with the preateft Advan.
tage; for if fuch Politions as thefe

2t . mu&
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muft pafs for Truth,it muft he Truth.

ina Myftery.. And truly, we could

not have defi’d a better Argument .

againft him; for, if the Modws of
Objects of Sence be inexplicable, cer-
tawnly the Modwus of reveal’d Truths
arg much more inexplicable ; the Im.-
n}enfen.efs of whofe Nature to a Fij..
nite Mind, renders them incomprc;
henfible. : e

Again, the Modus of Objests of
Seace is not to be explain’d by Tdeas

of the fame kind ; much lefs, istl
Medys of Infinite and 'Spiritu’al' Olf
jelts to be explain’d by the Ideas of

Qbjects of Sence : “So that,in a word,

“ fince Miracles (as Objects of S
“with refpect to the !{{od;:o(])‘f ’Zr}:]e")’
:are inexplicable, and by ' confc-
“ quence jultly to be efteem’d bpve

. que
Reafon, much more are Mattersof

‘ Revelation, with refj i
, (101 pect to their
: ﬂZo_dus}{ to be efteem’d inexplicable,

avove Reafon, and confe -
"/}eriotl,f. / . " §qu§ntly 7

I come now to examine, in the laft . |

place, his pretended Hifforical Ac-
count of the Rife of Myfery, and the
Caufes of it, under this Title, [When,

| iy,

§  Properly calld Myfteries,
by, and by whom were Myfterics
l rought into Chriftianity , Cap. 6.
P sect. 3.1 Addtruly Tam perfwaded.
¥ what has already been deliver’d will
8 be efteem’d (by an impartial Rea-
§ der) a fufficient Confutation to this
# whole Chapter, (at leaft if it anfwers
A the Title) without cxamining any
H Paragraph However, I think it de-
1 {crves no Anfwer, but a {hort Reply
d to the Title,and that is capable of no
3 other, but fuch as we give to an im-
@ pertinent Queffion of the Romanifts,
A Where was your Religion beforé Lu-
{ ther? ¢ As to the time when My/lery
4 ‘was introduc’d, I'hope it’s fuffici-
4 ¢ently proy’d to be of the {fame Date
i ¢ with Chriftianity itfclf, being foun-
1 <ded not in Names or Words only,
i ¢ butinCertain Traths, that are pro-
d < pos’d as Objects of Fasth. Bur, 2dly,
1 <for the Perfon by whom, or that
! <introduc’d it, Pm perfwaded there’s
¢ enough offer’d to charge it upon the
¢ Blefled Author of the Inftitution.
¢ Laftly, For the Reafon why M/fe-
< ries were introduc’d, I fhall leave
$%em to this notable Reafoner to di4
¢ {pute it 'out with the Infinite Wif;
Lo, 1ty o . L “d(‘)m
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¢ dqm of GOD, in not creating Map E
¢ with larger and more comprehen- §

“fible Faculties, or not contrivin

‘demption. And now, if what has

already been deliver’d ftands good |
againft this Author, (there being a5 4
yet no reafon to fufpect it) I’ll appeal §

to all the World, whether it does not
 deftroy the malicious Suggeftions of
this Chapter, which malke Mj/fery to
be a Trick of Priefleraft, contrivid
for the fupport of Secular Grandeur
and Dominion, :
But, to defcendtoa few Particu-
lars; He obferves, (and that too with,
a greatdeal of Contempt and Scorn)
That the Chriftian Church jnitiated
their Convertsina Way and Method
not much unlike that of the Heathen
World ; which is the moft he can
make of all his Allegations. Now we
own, the Chriftian Converts were
gradually initiated, that they were
rank’d in feveral Claffes, and had a
Difcipline, and Inftrutions, peculiar
to cach Claf3, and thereupon prohi-
bited the publication of the fublimef}
Parts of Religion, toany bug thlofé
that

1 Properlycalld Myfteries.
i that had gone through the inferiour

&
3

{Clafles ; and truly, fuch Injun&ions

G have not only the unqueftionable

¢ fome more familiar Method of Reg- f Dictates of Prudence for their Vindi-

4 cation, but Apoftolick Praltice and
8 Approbation ; for ’tis the eflabliflvd
AMecthod with the Hebrew Converts,
s well as thofe at Corinth ; they

Ywere brought on gradually to Per-
Afettion, firft by Milk, then by firong
[ Meats, the one accommodated to
f{Babes in Chrift, the other to thofe of
Jfull age ; fec Heb.v. ver. 12, 13, 14.
dand 1 Cor. iil. 2. where it’s proba-

dftruted in thofe Scriptures that fet
I|forth the caficft parts of our Saviour’s
4 Offices, as Propher, Prieft, and King;
i but afterwards, thofe that aflerted
i his Divinity. I'm fure St. Clement
| makes thefe Babes to be the Catezha-
{ mens, or thofe that were inflru@ed
{in the Carechiftick Parts of Chriftia-
foicy ; bus the Perfe®, thofe that
§ were inftruted in the fublimeft parts
R of Religion; to wit, the Effence of the
¥ Divine Natuwre, But now the great
A Crime is, that all thefe Meafures of

Initiation were taken from the Hea-
' thens:

i
;

3

1ble the Fewifb Converts were firft in- -
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S T

thens: And this is prov’d, becaufe
they are much the fame,
It is not now my bufinefs to exa: b
mine the Parallel; tho’ I muft confefs 8
there are,ina great many things,very §
lively Refemblances : But as for the
Crime, I cannot difcern where that
lies, fince the Chriftians did not fyms
bolize with any Defign to form a
Comprehenfion between Heathenifm

- and Chriftianity 5 nor (asthis Author g
~Huggefts) out of an Opinion of any g
Religion contain’d- in fuch Rices, fee §
N. g7.7but out of a Zeal for GOD, §
and the Souls of Men, they, in St j
PaulsYanguage, became all things un. i
to them, thas if poffible they mizht en- |}

- darge the Territories of Chriifs King-
7 dom, and [ave [ome ; for, as long as
they atted on thef¢ Principles, I think §
there was no more Guilt in ’em, than §
in St. Pasl’s occafional Compliances §
with Jewifb Rites, Indeed our Ad-§

‘;;
b
.
ﬂu
i
i

verfary cllewhere [ Nuw. 98579. 18

gives this very account of thefe Ini- §
tiations or Compliances ; and there- g
tore, T cannot conceive how he can
jultitic fo bafe an Afperfion; viz. |
N.go. [ Here s enongh to fbewcjjmy ‘

‘. 4 jr“? k

7

T T e

3 e

Properly call’d'Myﬂeriés.

Chriftianity became myfeerions, and how

| [0 Divine an Inftitution didy thro® the

Craft and Admbition of Priefls and

: P/Jz',‘!o.fap//ery, degenerate into meer Pg.
R gonifm.] Its well known there are
4 other Accounts given of thofe Relj.

gious Rites that were introducd in
the Primitive Church, than thofe al-
ready affign’d; and thofé too,that are

| abundantly fufficient to vindicate the

Lawfulnefsof >em : T-{hall referhim
to St. Cyril, the Author he has cited,
whois very particular on this Sub.

] ject.
But, ma word, it’s manifeft they

were 1i *emf¢lves the beft Expedients
to maintain the DifCipline of the
Clrch, and cftablith a regular and
uniform Picty, as well as orthodox,
clear,and well-digefted Faith ; {6 up.
juft is the Charge, that makes’em
Artifices to introduce Myftery, Igno-
vance, and Blind Obedience, ~

- 2dly, Asfor thofe Emblematical
Rites introduc’d in the Adminiftratis
ons of the Chriftian Sacraments, they

‘might poflibly contribute to the efta-
blithing My/eries in a Jewifb Sence,

as it is ufed for Typical Reprefenta-
tions,
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144 Certain Chriflian Doclrines, | Properly call’d Miyferies. 14; |
_ tions : but they feem to have no ten- N ihe fame Virtue. for fear £ being
dency to eftablith Myftery in the § 1 , “5F g, Oeig

T . j

- 9 : Sy s o &
fence we contend for ; I'mean, as it is | tharg’d with Paganifin?  T'm furg
put for Incomprehenfible Truths.

| the Caf¢ is the fame where the Thifig
But let us reflet a little on the Bafc- §

8 1s innocent or lawful, '
nefs of this decufation : Here’s g gee

" Indeéd, this Gentleman' declaims

neral Combination in the Paftors of § 282inft Myfery very heareily, but T
am afraid he has too much dealing

th tholi cl eat @ O )
¢ Catholick Church, and a great 4 with one {ort of it ; for, fuch Mogical,

many Hellifh Defigns form’d in the _ A
Wor¥1b ofit; Amb%irw and Covetouf- | fiich Groundlefs, fuch Vile Afperfions,
neffis the original Spring, Ceremony § MUIE take their R‘fé from the Myffe-
and a great many [uperfluons Rites | r),',”fl’?zf””f,’z; that reigns in the high
the Inftrument, and the grand De- § {I_aces ; for’tis nothing elfe bu the
{igns were to turn Religion into My § LAngUage of him that is jultly ftiled,
Jtery, evento that degree, thatin the the decufer of his Brethr o
Opinion of this Author, it hasmade § .. But to proceed a little further, I
a Divine Inftitution degenerate into find he has',ap 1mmqrtal Abhor rence
Paganifin; V. go. But, for what J| Of theCrofs in Baptifm, of Altars,of
Reafon ? Purely becaufe fome Chrie [ the Dedication or C?.”ﬁ’cff.’ son of
ftian Rules of Difcipline refemblethe [§ Char ch es, Mufick, the Rites 9 Burial
Religious Rites of Heathens; for, § and, in a word, of the ,I”ﬁ suizon of
there can no other be fix’d on thofs § V##oral Churches,whicli hé fems to
that are truly Primitive. If this be §Call Zuman Fagtion, o Poligy, in ond
1o, Pm fure the Cenfire is extrava- | Place; [Seepag. 172, Ed. 2. and U-
gantly abfurd. What ifa fober Hea- § J#rpatéons upois Mankind, in dnother,
then a&s upon the ftri€t Rules of Ju- § V- 931 Now thefé are Rg{?s, and
ftice, and abhors Slander and Detra- § Sanctions ‘enzo\}irld and practis’d n
Etion, more than this Calumniator; § the Eftablifld C};ug‘cl} of ,E(ﬁi‘md.,’;
muft not a good Chriftian praice | and when he thinks fit' o « reover
: the § Wheréinthe Evil of them confifts, or
! that the People of this National
j . L Church
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Church are not obliged to yield an

Obedience to em, I promifc an 4. §

JSwer, and fuch as will fet him off iy
his own Colours and Languagetoo;
that is, prove him an impertinent
Trifler. "It true, he feems to ex-
plode’em, becauft [nothing like thefe
are in the Wryitings of the Apofles, buy
they are all plainly contain’d inthe Rooks
of the Gentiles, and was the Subftance
of their Worfhip -] when we make
fuch things” the Subftance of our
Worthip, then let him accufe us:

““Bucas for the Neceffity of finding 4 Author by the help of a falfe Cita

| tion, feems to infinuate the contrary :

“the particular Ceremonies in the
“ Writings of the Apoftles, we fay
“ shere’s none ; it’s fufficient we find
“’em by a fair Confequence, inaf:
“much as we find an Ecclefiaftical
“ Power commiflioned to enaét pru-
“dent Laws for the Peace and Unity
- “ of'the Church, for the maintenance
“of Decency, Order, and Uniformi-
“ty in the Publick Worthip of God ;

“and as long as Ceremonies are cho-

“fen, with refpe& to the Number,
“fo as not to bring a Burden, and
“create Diftraction in the Publick
“ Worthip of God, and with refpect
*“to the Nature of ’em, inafinuch as

* they

Properly call'd Myfteries. 147

1 “they carry a manifeft Tendency to-
§ “wards the Advancement of the
“ Ends of Religion.

Again, we fay Apoftolick PraQice
or Tradition, and an uninterrupted
Cuftom of the Primitive Church, is
certainly a confiderable Argunient
not only of the Lawfulnefs, but Av:-
thorit/ of ’em, efpecially fo as that

§ none fball difpure an Obedience, whex

once they art enjoyi’d by our proper Eo-
clefiaftical Superionrs.  Pm- fure Ters
tullsan makes this an exprefs Rule of
Obedience in thefe matters, tho’ this

Haram & /zlz'/mmz/eiju/ modi difciplina-

Y rum fi legem expoftules Seripturarum

. . Lo IR
nullame inventes : vaditio 1:bs prateis-

‘demr [ by way of Rale, whereas he

veads it, prarenditur] Anitrix, confue-

tudo confirmasrix, & fldes obfervatrix,
“ Lib. de Coron. c. 4. |

I But to draw towards a Conclufi-
on, I donot now intend a formal

| Vindication of Ceremonies ; howe-
| ver, I'think T have offered enough to

publifl the Ignoranec or Impudence

{ of the Man; when he afferts, ‘That

Luothing is [o naturally oppofire s Ce-
' I. 2 vewsony
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vemony and Chriflianity, N. 195.]

What, even thof€ that are appointed §
to determine (for Decency, and U. §

niformity’s fake) the Natural Cis.
- cumftances of Publick Worfhip,
fuch as Time, Place, and Manner ?
¢ Let him make thisout by dint of
¢ Argument, and I'll engage (as was
“offered before) he fhallhave a fair

¢ Anfwer.  And now T have gone
thro’ a tedious Harrangue, which

whether it be more made up of Im.
potent Malice, or Illogical Conclu-
fions, is difputable ; and therefore, I

think mylelf happy to arrive at his |

-Conclufion, and more happy that I
find little in it, 'that either deferves,
or can juftly provoke a Reply : for I
find him either bantering the World

. with his own Objeftions, and An- §

{wers, which if placed in the Bal-*

lance, will not'weigh a Grain to ef- |

fe& the Merits of the Caufe cither
way, or giving ’em an account of his
next Undertakings, tho’ in his laft E-
dition,he’s {0 prudent toadd aReferve,
~that P’m much afraid will baulk the

Expettation of the Thing; for he let’s |

us know, he’ll take his own time for
it, asa thing not in the Command of

= : any |

Sd il

any Mortal ; and I’'m perfivaded he’ll
prove the Maxim by experimental
Demonttration; for, I believe, want

- of Health, or Bufinefs, or fomething

elfe, will male it a good while before
he puts his finifhing hand to his new
intended Syftem of Divinity. One
or two things, however, I cannot

“butremark,beforeItake a final leave,
‘And, - ‘

" Firft; After all this Argument, the
Reader may imagine that the Diffe-
rence between us is not confiderable ;
for he allows,, That we cannot pre-
tend to an Adequate Knowledge of
Things ; and we f{ay, That Divize
Traths are chiefly Myflerions, in re-
{pe€t of the Modus of ’em ; and as
i’s impoffible to comprehend the
Myfterions part of ’em, fo we grant
i’s not neceflary to be known, or -
comprehended : But yet for all
this, the Difféerence is very confidera-

ble; for this Gentleman perempto-

tily affirms, ‘That the Modus of all
Revealed Traths, is explicable; fee
Num.77.8elt. 3. And in the Con-
clufion he tellsus, If his Hypothefis
ftands good, [Whatever Inftance can
be alledged (he means n contradition
' S ‘ ' to

fr.‘operlljégz'll?a' M yﬂeri ¢S 149 |
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- thefis direlts, That they are

toit) misteither be found not Myfte.
- 1ious, or éf it prove a M{ﬂery, not

Divinely revealed ;1 {0 that he hag
formed a moft Compendious Rule
for difcarding the fundamental Do-

&rines of Chriftianity, if any be

propofed, whofe Modwus he cannot

comprehend, and that too by com-

mon Ideas, or Notions, his Hypo-
to be
rejetted as not Divinely “revealed :
Indeed,whofoever furveys his H po-
thefis, may at the firft glance difcern
this to be the Defign, though he had
not blabed out the Secret inthe clofs
of it ; and certainly the Defign is fo
pernicious, and (tho’ formed on g
weak Hypothefis) liable to influence
an unwary Reader, and cheat him
out of the main of his Creed, that I
wonder this Gentleman has elcaped
0 long without being chaftifed by
{ome Pen more accurate than I can
pretend to. B :
. The Second thing 1 fhall take no.
tice of is, The Provifions he has made
againft an Anfwer ; for he tells us,
That [no particatar Inftances, or Do-

 Clrines of anmy fors, can ferve for a

proper Anfwer to this Difconrfz.] This
N ' is

. Propér[y call’d Myferies.

R

is pretty well truly ! He has been ve-

151

ry Majefterial inadvancing his own -

 Pofitions,and will he be as abfolute in
prefcribing to his Anfiverers ? As if

nothing muft pafs foran Anfier,that
is not tormed by his Model, or has

not received his Inmprimsatar.  Asfor

the force-of Inftances, it’s very well
known, that an oppofite Inftance is
perfe Demonfiration againft a pe-
remptory, and univerfal Pofition in
an Adverfary ; and the force of Pofi-
tions, Arguments, or Notions that
exift in Theory, or Univerfals, are
beftillufirated and imprinted by In-
ftances, I'm fure he proceeds by
thefe Meafures inall his Reafonings,
and will he debar others of thofe
Priviledges he allows himfelf? This
is to make himfelf the abfolute So-
vercign of Reafon and Argument ;
as if the reft of Mankind had no
Right to ufé any more of either, but
what he cantons out by his own
Weights, and Meafures. But he
tells us, Inftances can be no Anfiwer
to his Difcourfe, [4s long as the Rea-
[fons of it hold good:] Very true, for
if the Reafons hold good, the In-

ftanices
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152 Certain Chriftian Doétrines,”
ftances alledg’d againft ’em muft be §
impertinent; or incompetent: But
the Inftances I have produced are’
levell’d againft his Reafons and Pofi-
tions t0o, and, T hope, they fafficiént-
ly deftroy both, and then the Method
of Anfwering will juftifie itfelf witl-
out his Licenfe or Approbation. .

- Ina word, as forthis Anfwer, I
offer it to evéry candid impartial

“Reader with Deferenice and Submifs
fion, who, I queftion not, will pafs
over fome little Slips or Blots that
may arife thro’ heat of Argument, if |
the main Lines are corré&t and clear, |
And as for this Gentleman, or his-
Zealous Admirers, I tender the Sub-

. fance, or principal Partsof it, fo be
treated as he has peremiptorily refol- |
ved at the foot of his Difcourfe; I
mean, give 1 #o more Quartér than he
will to Error ; but, according to his’
utmoft Abilitiés and Opportunities,
expofe it in'its true Colours, that he"
may not be charg’d asan Acceffary .

“dgainit himfelf, 1n rendring his own’

~Labours ineffectual, by weakly min-

Gmg or {oltening of any thing,
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