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. Afecond Confideration ofthe Annotations
‘ of Hugo Grotins,

Avingin my late defence of the doftrine of the Gofped,
’%|| from rhe corruptions of the Secinians, been occafioned
to vindicate the Ze/fimonys given inthe Scripture to the
Deity of Chrift, from their exceptivns, and finding that
Hugo Grotiws in his Annotatios had (for the moft part)
<! done the fame things with them, as to that parricalar,
: and fome or4ér i portant Articles of the Chriftian faith,
that booke of his being ‘morefrequent in the hands of Stidems, then
thofe of the Socinians, Ithoughtitincumbent on me, to doe the fame
worke in- reference to thofe Aunorations, which it was my defigne to
performe towards the writings of Socinus, Smalcius, and their compa-
nions and followers. WhacIhave been enabledto accomplith by that
sndeavour, With what fervice to the Gofpell hath been performed theres
by,is left to the judgment of them who de(ire ansivew bv drdwr. Of my
dealing with Grarius 1 gave a briefe acconnt in my Epiftle to the Go-
vernours of the Unmiverfity, and chat with reference to an Apology made
for him, not long before. This hath abtained a new e4pology under the
name of a fecond defence of Hygo Groting with what litle advantage eio
therto the repute of Grotime as to the thing in Queftion or of the Apolo-
gift bimfelfe, it is judged neceffary to give the enfucing account: for
which [ took the fi. ft leafure houre 1 could obtaine,having things of grea=
ter weight, dayly incumbent on me. The only thing of imporsance by
me charged on thole Annotations of Grotins, was thisy that the Texts of
Scripture both inthe 0/d Teftament and 2\ew, bearing witnefle to the
Diery, and Satéisfaction of Chyift, are in them wrefted to other fenfesand
fignitications, and the Teftimonies given to thofe grand truths, thereby
eluded, Of thofe of the firft kind I excepted ore, yet with fome doube,
feaft his expreffions therein, ought to be imerprered according to the
eAnalogy of what he had elfewhere delivered: of which afrerwards.
Becaufe that which concernes the Sarisfaftion of Chrift will admit of
( theeafyef difpatch, though taking'up moft roome, I fhallin the firft
place infift thereon. The words of my charge on the Annotasions, as ‘io
" A2 : this
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this head of the do@rine of the Scripture are thele; The condivion of
thefe famons Annotations as to the (atisfalbion of (hrift isthe fame, Nos
ome Text in the whole Scripture, wherein Teftimony t given to tha facred
sruth, Which és not wrefted. o another fenfe, or at Iea/ig the Dottying in st,
conceald and obfeared by them. -
This beinga matter of faf?, and the words containing a crime chat-
ed on the Awnotations, he that will make a defence of them, muft ei=
ther difprove the A(fersion by inftances tothe contrary, orelfe grany
ting the marzer of fa@, evinceit to be no crime. That which is objeded
0 matter of fall, ant negandum cft aus defendendam, fayes Duinsilian:
Uib. 5. cap. de vefur: and extra hac in jndiciis fere nibileft. In Gther cam
fes,Patronns, neget, defendat, tranffevat,excafet, deprecetnr, mollias, miny-
&y avertat, defpiciaty derideaty butin mateers of fa®, the two firlt only
have place. Arifforle allows more particulars foran Apologift to divert
unto. »if the matter requireit: he may fay of what is obje&ed, # a5 ive
&, Ay o Vét: Brafiedvy b bu hily, ) Sedu mAndum, § duk ddior, § by, ¥
st1oxesr, i ix Eor udpd S, (Rhet. lib. 30 cap. 15.) all which in a plaine
matter of faf? may be reduced to the former heads. That any other A4,
potegy can or ought to take place in this, or any matter of the fame =
portance will not eafily be proved, The prefent Apologift takes ano-
ther courfe. Such ordinary paths are not for him to walke in. He tells

-us of the excellent booke that Grotius wrote de fatisfactione Chrifti, and
the expofition of fundry places of Scripture, efpecially of div;:f‘v’e:lr"es .

Of Ifas 53: giventherein; and then adds fundry indacements to perf
us, that he was of the fame mind in his Annot}:’ations. And lhlspis caﬁgj
a defence of Grotius. The Apologift 1 fappofe knowes full well, whac
Teexts of Scripture they are, that are conl{antly pleaded for the Sarisfa-
&tion of Chrift, by them who doe beleive that do&rine, I fhall alfo for
once takeit for granted, that he might without much difiicalty, have
obtained a fight of Gyotsus Annotations; to which I hall only add, that
probably if he conld from them have difproved the Affertion before
mentioned, by any confiderable inffances, he is not fo tender ofthe
Prefacers credit, asto have concealed it on any fuch account. Bur the
g::/ieralls of his ple; fl':)r t‘pe Annata:ilo]m in-this particufar, 1 am perfwa~
ate-accounte ome, wort ion; ife vi
rh%n;]w‘i.u foopnued | y , worthy confideration; a breife view of
€ fignall place of Jf. §3. he tells us, be bath beard taken netic
by fomes (1 thoughe it had icen probable the Apologift mig’ét have,t:{
ken notice of it himfelfe,) as that Wherein bis eAnnotations-are moft fufpes

vﬂfd;‘chggeforc on that he will faften a while; Who would not now e
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) ' :

peft that the Apologift Thould have entred upon the confideration o

thole Annotasionssand vindicated them from the imparationsinfinuated:

but he knew a better way of precedure, and who fhall prefcribe to him,
what fuits his:purpofe and propofall,

" ThisIfay.is the iuffance chofen to beinfiffed on; and the vindication

of the_Anmotations therein, by the interpresation given in their Aushor

his booke de Satisfactione Chrifti is propofed to confideration, Thato-
thers, if not the Apologift himfelfe, may take notice of the emptieffe of
fuch precipitate Apologyes, as are ready to be cumbled out, without due
digeftion, ot confideration, | fhall not only compare the Annotations and
that booke as to the parsicular place propofed, and manifeft the incone

[iftericy of the awe with the orber; but alfo to difcover the extreame nes
gligence and confidence; which lye at the bottome of his following az-
sempt, to induce a_pevfwafion, that the judgment of the man of whom
we fpeake, was not alter’d (that i¢, as to the interpretation of the Scrip«
tures relating to the Satisfa&ion of Chrift)nor is others in his Annoa
tations, then in that booke; I fhall compare the onewith the other,
by fundry other inftances, and let the wor/d fee how in the moftimpora
tanit places contefted about, he hath utterly deferted the interprecarions
given of them by himfelfe in his booke de Satisfattione, and direQly tas
ken up that which he did oppofe. ‘

" The Apologift binds mein the firft place to that of /. 53. whichis

#nfberedin by the 1 Per, 2, 24. :

- From 1 Pete 2. 24. (faies the Apologiff) Grotins informes us that Chrift
fobare our fins, that he freed us from them, [o that we are healed by his

rpes.

Vﬂ “This thuscrudely propofed, Socinms himfelfe would graunt it, is little
more then barely repeating the words; Grotins goes fatther, and cons
tends that driveyxsy the word there ufed by the Apoftfe,is to be interpres
ted, ewlit furum eundo,porsavit, and tells us that Socinss would render
this word abftulit, and /o - take away the force of the Argument from
this place, To difprove thatinfinuation, he urges fundry other places
inthe new Teftament, where fome words of the fame importance are
ufed, and are no way capable of fuch a fignification, And whereas Sos
cinus vrges to the contrary Heb, 9, 28. where he faies oymefuéy cpaerioy
figoifies nothing but awferre peccata, Grtins difproves that inffance, -
and manifefls that inthat place alio itis tobe rendred by snliz, and fo
relates to the death of Chrift. . :

- That we may put thisinftance given us by the Apologiftto vindicate the
Annartions from the crime charged on them to an iffie, 1 fhall ghve
e : the
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the Raader the, . words of ‘his dwmotdedons. on that places it i
followess -, . . g place it s as
3 4 < ] € o '3 ’ : . ‘s Tt iy . )
ds vds dpapriag ipndy 2vrde defrsyr 8cct} drivyner bic off, abfuli
. _ _ ARY : ity qu

fequentia cﬁgndﬂﬂt, quomoda idem verbam (wmi na:aw‘muf Ho£ 9 :'.sl.le:f
dem fgn/fu diger rlf'(tdp"rttfiz lf;_h. .29, & Nwa @ 930 14, §53.. 4. ubi
Graci oiper; 'vnm‘naﬁ_m stasnterfecit,ficnt qus cruci afigantar inverfici fos
bent. Simile loguénds genws (ol. 2. 14, wide Rom. 6. 6. Gal. 1. 10,24, eff
autam hic yh:unml-u; non enim-proprié Chriftus cum cracifigeretnr, vitia
;nﬁ;a abftulit. ;ed ,u:{ul’ad dedit per quas auferveremur, DN ams crux 2‘ brifts
undamentum cft pradicationis; pradicatio verd penitent; jtentia verd
M Yioaianss | Panitentia, penitentin verd

How well the -Amnotgtor abides here by bis former interpresation of

this plage,the dpologift may eafily difcover: 1 There he
avivays is asmuch as4uljo, of [urfum tulirsand objes :3:1 éefng:a.-:f::‘
that it muftbe ab/ulit; which- quite alters the fenfe of the. Teftimony.
Herehe :omend{ with him, thatit muft be abftulit, 2 There Heb, 9 zg.
isof the fame importance with this. 1 Per. 2. 24, as there int‘eriare.tedt
ﬁere, ¢ here; that is/in a quite. copsrary, fenfe, altogether. inconfie
ent with the other, 3, Eos company, 238 ufed” /1s3. is called in
to the fame fignification, which in the booke de fatisfattions he contends
tsneverufedint at fenfe,and that moft truly, 4. Upon this expofition
of the _woxds,,,he gives the very /enfe contended for by the Secinians;
%o enim proprie (hriftus cum cracifigevesnr vitia #oftra abfinlit ﬁd-mu:
Ga.: zlicdn per quas auferrerézurswhat are thefe caufes;he adds thém imme.
1atly, Nam crux Chrifti fundamentum efp predicationss,predicatio werd
panstenticspanitentia vers aufert witia, He that fees not the whole ‘Sa':
cinian poylonwrapped up and propofed in this interpretation, is igno=
rant of the (tate of the difference,as to that Head, between ;hmgand
Chrittians. (5) To make it a little more evident, how conﬂan’t‘thc
Annotator was to his firlt principles, which heinfifted on in the manage-
ment of his difputes with Socinus about the fenfe of this place, 1 (h‘iell
adde the words of Socinms himfelfe, which then he did oppofe. Fers,
antmnfiverter'e oportet primim in Gr.ecovevrbum, quod interpretes vertern ”:
pertulic, eft drmveyneir, quod non pevtulit [ed abfiulit vertendum evar n:n
{;z;; :M'h fzi?;:m flle;lt in ;{iﬂdn ad Febraos cap. 9. 28. ubi idem le"gendi
vy Bnde conflat dvwreynily dpagras nom perferre peccata, fed
::;‘:‘2‘. tolleve, five.anferre, fignificares Sociny de. Tefs C‘hri/t‘.P Jat. lib'./z.
What difference there is between the defi ,
_ ) gne of the Aunorator, an
that of Sorinm, what complyance in the guotasion of the paralell place o%
the

‘ (5)
the Hebsewes; what dite@ oppolition and head is made in the ‘Anroras
rions againft that booke de Satisfaitione, and how clearly the caufe cons
tended for inthe one, is given away in the other; needs no farther to be
demonftrated. Butifthis inffance makes not good the Apologifts affer-
tion, it may - be fuppofed, that that which follows, which is ufhered in
by this, will doeitto the purpofe; let then that come into confidera-
tion. A
Thisisthat of Ira; 3. Somewhat of the fenfe which Grotinsin his
booke de: Sarisfaitione contends for, in this place, is given us bythe
Apologiff.

The 11thverfe of the chapter which he firfts confiders (in my booke)
page 14: he thus propofes and expounds: juﬂ:’[mbit Servus menus juftus
multos & iniquisases ipforum bajulabit. in Heb. ¢ff: DMWY 220V NI
wox Autem N iniquitasem fignificas, atg, etsam iniguitatis penam.
2 Rog. 7. 9. vox antem 2D ofF (wftinere, bajnlare, qnoties antem baju-
Lare powitnr csim nomine peccats ant iniquitatis, id in omni lingna & maxia
i in Hebraifmo fignificas penas ferre, with much more to this purpofe.

The whole defigne of the maine difpute in that place, is, from that dif- -

courfe of the Prophet to prove, that Iefus Chrift properly nnderwens
the puniftment due to our finnesy and sherehy made fasisfalion to Godfor
them. , o

To manife(t bis conffaney to this doQrine, inhis Annotations he gives
fuch an Expofition of that whole chapter of Jfaiah §53. as is manifefily,
and univerfally inconfiftens with any fuch defigne in the words, as that

. which heintends to prove from them in his booke de Satisfactione. In

articolar (to give one inftance of this affercion) he contends here that

D, it as much as bajulare,portare, and tha joyned with imiquity (in
all languages, efpeciaily in the Hebrew) that phrafe of bearing iniquity,
fignifies to undergoe the punifbment due to it; in his Annotations on the
place, as alfo inthole on 1 Pet. 2. 24, he tells you the word figpifies
anferre, which with all his ftrength he had contended againft, Notto
draw out this particalar inflance into any greater length, 1 make bold

to telf the egpologift (what 1fuppofe he knowes not) that there is no
one verfe of the whole chapter, fointerpreted in his Aunotations, ss that
the fenfe given by him, is confiftent with, nay is not repugnans to, that
which from the fame verfes he pleads for in his boohe de Saisfalione
Chrifti. If notwithftanding this information, the Apologift be not fatil-
fied, let him if he pleafe conlider what I have already animadverted on
thofe Anwotations, and undertake their vindication. Thefe Joofe difcours

fes are notatall to the purpofein hand, nox the Queftion _bctweerl!] psl.
which

0 H s v b e
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which s folely; whether Grorius in his Annotations have not perverted

the fenfe of thofe texts of Scripeare, which are commonly, and moft righ-
teonfly pleaded is Tettimonics given to the Sarisfaction of Chriff, Bug as

to this particular place of /faiab, the Apologift ‘hath a farther p/ea,

the fumme whereof (notto trouble the Reader with the repetition of a
difcourfe fo little to the purpofe) comes to this head; that Grorixsin
bis booke de Satisfastione Chrifti gives the myficall fenfe of the chapter,
urider which confideration, it belongs to Chrift and his fufferings; In
his Annotations the fiterall, which had its jmmcdiate completionin leyes
my, which was not foe ealily difcoverable O1-vnlgarly taken isotice of ,
This is the fumme of his fir{t obfervation on this place to acquit the Ax-
wotasor of the Crime charged upon him, Whether he approve the
application of the prophefic to Feremiah or 10, 1 know not, He faies,
Grotins fo conceived. The defigae of the difcourfe feemsto giveappro~
bation. to that conception. How the fiferall fenfe ‘of a place thould
come to be lefle eafily difcovered then the myfticall, wellIknow not.
Nor fhall I fpeake of the thing it felfe concerning the literall and my/ti~
call fenfe fappofed to be inthe fame place and words of Scripture, with
the application of the diftin&ion to thofe Prophefies which have a dons

ble accomplifhment in the Zype and thing or perfon typified, (which -

yet hath no foundneffein it) butto keep to the matter now in hand, 1

thall make bold for-the removail of this engine applyed by the Apols-

Zift for the preventing all poffible miftake, ot controverfie about the Ans
notators after-charge in this matter; to tel] him, thac the perverting of
the fieft Ziterast fenfe of the chapter, or giving it a completion in any perfon
whatfoever,in a firf?, fecondror third fenfe,but the Son of God himfelfe,

. isno leffe then Blafphemy; which the Anmotator is no otherwife freed

from,but by his conceiving a fenfe to be in the words, contrary to thejx
Literall importance, and utcerly exclufive of the concerment of Jefus
Chrift inthem. 1f the Apologiff be otherwife minded, I fhall not invite
him againe to the confideration of what 1 have already written in the
indication of the whole prophefie from the wretched corrupt interprets=
tion of the Amnotator,(not hoping that he will be able ta breake through
that difcouragment he hath from looking into that treatife, by the profs
pect he hath taken of the whole by the Epiftle) but doe exprefle my
earneft defire, that by an expofition of the feveras of that chapter, and
their application to any other (not by loofe difcourfes forraigne to the
Queftion in hand ) he would endeavonr to evince the contiary; ifon

fecond thonghts he find either his jwdgment,or ability,not ready orcom~ _

etent for fach anattempr, L heartily wifh he would be carefull heseafre;
. 0l

: " 7). , .
of ingenerating apprehenfions of that nature; in the minds of others, by
any-fuch difcourfes as this, . 3 ,

1 cannorbut /uppofe that I am already abfolved from -a neceffity of.
any faither procedure, as'to the juftifying my charge againft the Annorae
tions, having fufficiently foyled the inffance produced by the Apolsgift
for the weakning of it. But yet leaft any fhould thinke, that the prefent.
iffue of thisdebate, is built upon fome unhappinefle of the Apologif? in
the choice ofthe particulars infifted on; which might have been  pres
vented, or may yet be removed, by the producion of other inftances:
1 thall for cheir further fatisfaction, prefent them with (undry other, the
moft impertans Teltimonies given to the Satisfaction of Chrift, where«
in the eAmmotaror hath openly prevaricated, and doth imbrace and pro»
pofe thofe very snterpretations, and that very fenfe, which in his book,
de Satisfactione Chrifti, he had Brennonfly oppofed, o

Page 8, of his booke de Satisfactione, he pleads the fatisfadion of
Chrift, from Gal. 2.21. laying weight on this, that the word, supeds,
fignifies the want of an antecedent canfe, on the fuppofition there made.
Yu his Annotations he deferts this affertion, and takes vp the fenfeof the
place givenby Socinus de fervator, tib. 2: cap, 24, His depareurcinto the
remts of Socinus on Gal. 3. 13, ismuch more pernitious. page25,26,
27. urging that place and vindicating it from the exceprions of Socinusy
he concludes, that the Apoftle faid Chrift was made a Curfes quafi dize-
rit Chriftum faltume(Je vd Ocif Smuardearop: hoc off pane d Deo irrogata,
& quidem ignominiofi/ime obnoxinm, To make good this,in his Annota-.
tions, he thus expounds the words:duplex: bic figuras nam ¢ xares pro

xardearGr, quomodo civcumcifio pro circumcifis: 3 /n'[mud:mr‘ sz nam
Chyiftus itacruciatus eff,gnafi effet Deo xardear@-, g0 nibil bomini pe/fimo
in hdc it A pejus evenire poterar: which is the very interpretation of the
words given by Socinus which he oppoled; and the fame that Crellins
infifts upon. in his vindication of Socinus aguinft him. So ‘uniforme
was the judgment of the Anxorator, with that of the Author of the book.
de Satisfactione Chrifti, -~ o .
Pageés 32,33, &c: are fpent in the expofition and vmdxcat(pn o_f' Romi
3¢25,26. that expreflion i &t oic diganavns oui¥, manifefting the
end of the fuffering of Chrift, isby him chiefely infifted on. That by.
sy is there intended thar juftice of God, whereby he punifheth
fin, he contends und proves from the narure of the thingic felfe, and
comparsng the expreffion with other paralell texts of Scripture: Socinus
had interpreted this of the Righreoufne[fe of Chyifts fidelity and veracitys
Libs2. de Servator. cap. 2. (ut oftenderet (¢ veracem & fidelem e[g) Ill):::
o B rellins
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Crellins in his vindication of him places it tather on the goodne(ls & libe=
rality of God, which is:facth he, the Rightmufne{feg(hereﬂ;ntengsj.
To make good his Bround, the Annotasor, thus expounds the meaning
of thewotds: vocem dxusauvns.malim hic d¢ bonitate inserpretayi,guam
d.‘ fide in promiflis praffandis, quia qua fequantstr won ad fudeos folos per-
ginenty [edetiam ad Gentesy quibus promiffio nalla fatts erar. He rathee
g)het ;el lslyou)h.erlr:ggacfs‘ ({\e ;nterpretation of Creltins then of Socinus;
ot for that which himfel? had conrended for,itis qui ' :
as I have elfwhere manifefted at large, Joritis quice fusout ofdoors;
~ The fame courfe he takes with Rom, 5,1+ which he infifts on pag.
‘26,and 2, ('ar: 5+ 18,19,20,21. concerning which he openly deferts hi;
owne former interpretation, and clofes expreffely with that which he
had o_ppo_fed,as he doth in reference to all other places, where an
menl:uorn |sl maderof Reconcilgatiol:l: The fubftance of his Annotationi
onthofe plices, feeming to betaken ] ]
oxl.lregs oF(hat h e g bet outof Sqmm,,(" rellins, and fome
at fignall place of Heb, 2. 17.inthis kind, deferves pars;
to be taken notice of; Cap. 7 pag, 141. of his booke ds sm:ﬁ&;;':l”rz
leafls ':he fenfe of that expreflion, us 7 indmeSus 7ay dpaprius 73 mﬁ’ to
€, ind7aedus Oslv mex 70 dueynav: and addes,fignificar ergoibi expi;:im
wem que fit placando: But ('rellivs defence of Socinms had fo poffeffed
the mans nynd before he came to write his Annotations, thaton that
place he gives us divefHly his fenfe, and almoft hiswords in a foll oppo-
fition to what he had before afferted: irdmesur dyapria, hoe qm‘demggpa
at ex fequentibus apparer, eft auferre peccata, five purgare A peccato, id c/I-'
efficere ne peccerury vives (uppeditando pro modo tentationum: So ti\e /]n,
notator on that place; indeavocing farther to prove his 7riterprer4rio't;
From Row. 4. laft, Cap, 1. pag.47,0f iis booke de Satisfactione he cleays
ly proves the Satisfaclion of Chrifk: and evinces that to be the fenfe of
that expreflion, traditns propter peccata nofiraz which he thus (ommenss
oni his Annotations: poterat diceve gui & morvsuns eft, & vefurrexcis up
w03 4 peccatis juftificaret, ideft, liberavet, Sed amans &vilera morts -cons
Junxit pecoata, que (ust mors animi refvirrelhsoni antem adeptionem Tuftisi.
@, quacft animi refufcitatio: miré nos & 4 peccasis retvabit & ad Iujh'rim;
dweis; gsodvidemns Chyifiuns movsem won formidafJe pro doflyind [l peca
ohtis aom_rmﬁ.,.(ﬁ" ad Iuftitiam nos. vocanti T eflimonio; &5 3 Deo /yﬂ'gfg.
ms st eidem doftrina (umma conciliaretur Anshoritas. e that fees not.
hot only that he dire@ly clofes in; with what befote he had oppofcd’
B:; alfo, that he.haggh here couched the whole Doftrine of the. Socimians,
about the Midiation of Chrift, and our Iuftification thereby, is ucterly

gnorans

()

" sghovint of the fFais of the ComtFoverfie betwieen thiem, ahd Chriftians.,

I fuppofeit will not be thought seceffary for me to proceed with the
comparifon inftituted. The feverall bookes &t in the hands of moft
Stndems, and that the cafe-is generally the fame in the other placés
pleaded for the Satisfattion of C rilt; they may edfily fasisfy themfelves.
Only becaufe the Apologift feemesto put fome différenice betwéed his
eAnnotations ontheR evelasions,(as having receaved their ueaments abi
colours from his owne pencid,) and chofe on the Epiftles which be Had
not {0 compleated; 48 I have already manifefted, that in his LaWiorartans
otithat booke, he hath ereacheronfly tampred with, and cortapted thé
TefFimonies given to the Deity of ouir blefled Saviour, fo fhall I givé oné
inftance from them alfo, of his dealing no leffe wmworehily with thofe
that concerne his Satisfattion.

Sacinws in his fecond booke againft Covet, fecond part, & chap. 17.
gives us this account of thofe words of the holy Ghuft, Rev. 1. 5. whe
bath loved ws andwafbed wa in bis owne bloods Fohanmes in aApocalyp. cap.
1. 2. §. alia CMetaphord [en Tranflatione, (que nibil alind eft quam come
pendiofa guedam comparatio) wtens, dixit dé Chrifto & ejm morte, qui dis
lexit nos & lavit nos A peccatis in [anguine (o, nam quemadmodum aqud
abluutenr (ordes corporés, fic (anguine (hriftsi, pecoata,qna [ordes animi fuie
abfterguniure Abflerguntnr,inguam quia animus nofter abipfis mundasaur,
. This interpretation is oppofed and exploded by Grotins lib, de Satisf.
€.10.p.208,209.the fubftance of it being, that (hrift wafled us from owr

ins by his death,in that he confirmed his do@rine of Repentance & 5ews
nefJe of life thereby,by which we are turned from onr fins;as he manife(ts
in the clofe of his Difcourfe,hoc [epins wrgendit eft, (faith Socinus) Iefurs
Chriftum el vatione peccata noftra abftuliffe, quod effeceris, ws a peccando
defiffamws, This Interpretation of Sacinus, being reinforced by Crelling,
the place falls againe undet the Confideration of Grotins in thofe A«
notations on the Revelations; which as the Apologift tells us, received
their very lineaments and colowrs from his owne Pencill. There then he
gives us this Accoune thereof, Kal Adour7s iigils dms 7iv duepTiay iv 7l aipe
71 dures Sanguine [wo, id eft, morte tolerard, certos nos veddidit veritatis
eorum g« docuerat,qne talia fant, ut nihil fit aprins ad prirgandos & vitiis

. animas. Humide nasare, (ub qud e[t [anguss, proprium eft lavare. 1d vere

per egregiam ZAawyopiay ad animnm transfertar. Dicitur antem Chviftus
[0 fanguine nos laviffes quia & ipfe omnia praftitit qua adid reqaivebarituy’
& apparet fecutum in plurimis effeltum, 1 defire the eApologift to'tell
me what he thinks of this peice thus perfeéfed> with all its lineaments and
colowrs by the pencill of that skillgqll man; and what bearrifull nf;‘;eﬁ‘t
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he fuppofeth it to have, Let the Reader, to prevent farther Z'vonle in
perufing tranfcriptions of this kind, confi er Rev,13. 8, pag. 114,
Heb, 9. 25, to the end; which he calls an illufbriosns place in the fame
page and forward: 1 Joby 2. 2. P38 140, Rom. 5. 10, 11. Page 142,143,
Eph. 2, 16. page 148,149, Col, 1, 205215224 Tit, 2,14, page 156, H.b,
9:14515. Pa8. 157,158, 4. 20, 28. and many others; And compare
them with the Annotations on thofe plages, an he'will be farther ena-
bled to judge of the défence made of the oney by the inftance of the otfey:
I fhall only defire that he who undertakes to give his judgmens of this
whole matter, be fomewhat acguaintedwith the ftate of¢ edifference,
about this poynt of the do@rine of the Gofpedl, between the Socinians -
and s that he doe not take auferye peccaa, ¢ be ferve peccara; nofbri
canfa,to be noftr} vice,and noftro loco; canfa @ty sy, to be DOTRPRTINNG
liberatio 4 jugo peccati, vo be 7eAemPIiO A Yearu peecatis Subire panas fime
pliciter, to be fupire Penas nobis debitass to be Avzgory and g in'refs
pect of the event; tobe fo asto the Proper nature of the thing, offerve
Jeipfum in celo,to be as. much as offerre Jespfum in cruce, asto the Worke
itfelfe: thatfo hebe not miftaken to” thinke that, when the fir(t are
granted, that the latter are (o alfo, For a clofe of the difcourfe relating
to this bead, a breife account may be added, why I faid not pofitively,
that he had wrefted gt s places of Scripraye Living T eftimony tothe Sy
tisfaltion of () brift, to another fenfe: but that he ha&g either done fo, or elfe
concealed or ob fcured that fenfe inthem, o .
Though 1 might give inftances from one or two places in his Anno.
i ivi i fony yet I thallinfigt
only 0 fome taken from the Epift/e to the Hebrews, where is the great

£ Chrifls fatisfaion. Although in his
Annotations on that Epiftle, he doth o

penly corrupt the moft cleare Te-
ftimonies given to this Truth,yet there

are fome paffuges in them,wheres
in he feemns to diffent from the Socinians, Id his Annotations on chap, 5.
vetf, 5. he hath thefe words, lefus guidems Sacerdotale munus (num aliguo
viodo erat aufpicatus; cunm [emet patri vidtimam offerrer. That Chrift was
a Preift when he was on che earth, was wholly denyed by Secinus borh
in his booke 4, Servarore, and in his Epiftle to Niemoieuing, as | have
thewed elfewhere, Smalcins feems to be "

del e of the fame judgment in the
Racovian Carcchifme. Grotins faies, Sacerd

i quidem ut fosdersy mediator ey fpon.-
ipfum oblaturys; de CRufis mortis Chys-
0 the famg purpofe. Partes (faith he)

’ ’ mnnerss

ors partim quidem ne Sacerdos, Deo

4pag. 6. And fo Volkeins fully ¢

Cotmy R
7 fimum; io ittima,in tabeviacnlum
unevis Sacerdotisy hac funt potiffimum; maltatio victima, chlin
m;l ”be; ’;3:::; pim:gmd[m. ingreffio, & ex eadzm_ggreﬁa:d_p m:vt"!lanla{ q{_‘,.1| ‘
o “nmm Chrifti, violentam fanguings prafnjnqngm continet: de Relig)
fem m ap. 47- pag. 14s. and againe: Hine colligitur falfam Chrifti mor-
Iib. 3’;‘ ,,[,),' uam illam pevfetam abjolutamg, spfins oblationems (de qu; in
:;:';:[jaquebrao: agitur )fuiffe,fed pf;'}ntip:;m o plflufepqmawm’sr:z) q:;;;r: ;‘r)n'
; dminiftrandi extitiffe, ibid. .
e é.ﬂg;):i?z;&”b;ﬁgi‘;:,‘zﬂl’]?s munus Sacérdotale alignomodo erat au~
i li but what is. granted by Crellins and Volkelins, But in th; nelxlm
ﬂ”mé: o femet offerret patri victimam, he feems to leave them: huts:
feen “only fo to.doe. For Volkelins acknoledgeth that he did ﬂ? é ebl -
fe?g“ in hxi’s death, though that was not his compleare and perfe& o ff
o, hich is alfo afterwardsaffirmed by Grotins: and Crellins exprcng
;ﬂ,ﬂ;’r,mwes the fame. Nor doth he feeme to t!nter‘\g ha p;]apér ;:e:p‘xlf_(t);% a:, nd
; ifice in that expreflion; for if he had, : ¢
o Cwugshegic, a8 to fay, femet obtnlit patvi. Bes
have been guilty of fuch an<wwesnsoie, g, femet dieuiie p oy
s h hedo acknoledge elfewhere,tha . _
:‘ig ::;:f":,ga;y,yet he fayesin anothgr_placlel S:g}v?ll;é %1.2\8[:?1?:’:; (t:‘f;;ji:::
] B dpapTicy; giving thereby ] t
o 1;f!m:sffies,::tfr?inconﬁﬂcm with a proper F#pzﬂlo{t‘_y t;fn‘rlr‘:f:: /{Z:
" And which is yet-worfe, on chap. 92 14. he givesus. uc‘ ahis ocannt
ev'i;y expiation is afcribed ;ﬂ the blood gg F}:g(ﬁ;)a; ”x: ;,,ﬁ;] ’_;Mm.&”imﬂ
i ioh of chat epiftle: Sanguini (faith h atio iffas s
lql::;;rﬁ:: t/:::tghi:em, idejii),martem Chrifl :',ﬁmmde]m Rﬁgt:ﬁ:::fgceﬁégge
ignitur in nobis fides, que deinde purgat cor o .
gﬁﬁﬁ"i;’a&”(ﬁ;oﬁrﬁ hi»‘:]ﬁ/fe by the etemﬂ/l' §pmt_ he t{e}lls u?o;%/r“::
Chrifti hic intelligitnrilla, que o&/a{itj;:i grg/a:: ;:4;;1}}20{{;} d}ﬁ-rseopthat;he
{atio in altari {"vucis fa a,fed in ac eJhi ;
au:":t:{it’ :F ’{‘i;bi: a‘:‘: effet of Chrifls prefenting Inm.fclfehm hcav:n ontlgre
fvuhigch how well it agrees Win :{hat the AF:{}tlfhi?fgisc\:aps.hli‘s c:axgxi'iant
Reader will eafily judge. An to manifef A et was bis conflant
ds v, 26 iua’hnmm‘mam‘w o 7ils Hu9 ’
fenfi’]?:;:.h 35&?’;{,; duagries, Ut peccatnm in nobis ex:mgrm;u;. ﬁr‘ y%'
::)r;nhac p‘;P" Gonems (hrifti, qua _ﬁdtrz.n(ojhk zl;;gebr:é::; };:hci:u;: {:,’hich
d irming hi ine by his death, S,
¢ar.Chnft contirming his doftrine by i o e
'ke. Of the 28th verfe of the fame chap .
g:(};]rgle%vl?elffmc he affirmes argamei‘ rpotreper):gr:g:z,lu?;:nc:;g{h rll ?}.
. 9. and verfe 12. he in er / 0 f
;e[a;z.ngb.yaﬂg ;2:@ :l;»;v inne, to be the oblation or offe::;%":ni(:ﬁ:ﬁ 1[:;
heaven, whereby fin 1s taken away by Sandification , f undty
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other places, where the expiatory Sacrifice of Chrifk oni siith and the
taking away of the guilt of fiane, by SatisfaFiom is evidently'imgndgle
So that notwith{tanding the concefion mentioned: I cannot fee the leaft

;:a[:’n toalter my thoughts of the Anmorations, as to this bufineflein
I.n .

Not further to abound in cansa faciliinall the differences we have |

with the Socinians, about ("hrifts dying for us, concerni
Redemption, Reconciliation, Mcdiat?a»,g Sacrifice, the -::2?::3;2 2?;?“?5
phrafes and expreffions which in thofe things are defivered to us, the An.
notator is generally on the apoffare ide throughout his Awnorarions: and
the truth is, I know no reafon why our Students thould with fo l;lll(:h
diligence and charge, labour to getinto their bands the books of Secis
wiss, (rellins, Smalcimay and the reft of that Crew, feing thefe o414
notations, s to t‘hemoﬂ impartant heads of Chriftian Religion, about
the Deity, Sacrifice, Preifthaod, and Satisfattion of Chrift, on'gi;ull fin
Free will, Iuftification o, afford them the Subfbanceand Marrow of
what is (poken by them; fo that as to thefe heads,upon the matter, there
is nothing peculiar to the ednnotator, but the Secular Zearniy 'which
in his Interpretations he hath carionfly and gallantly interweaved, Py
tus makes fport in his Amphitruo with’ feverall Perfons fome reaft,
fome affumed, of fuch likenefle one to another, that they could not it
cerne themfelves by any outward appearance; which caufed various cons
ujif?,nd miftakes between them, The Peets fancy rayled nota greate
JSimilitnde between tMercaryand Sofia, being. fuppofed to be J:g :
perfoqs, thgn there is a difimilitnde betweeen the Author of the gooke
chatufaﬂn?m Chrifti, and of the Annotationy, concerning which we
have been difcourfing, being one and the fame. Nor was the conteft of
thofe different perfons fo /ike on another, fo irreconcilable, as are thefe
of this ﬁ’:fh petfon, fo #nlike himfelfe in the feverall treatifes mentios
ned. And I canoocbut thinke it ftrange that the Apologift could imas
gine no furer moafure to.be taken of Grotins's meaning in his Arnorations
then his treatife of the Sarisfaction of Chrift doch afford there being no
two treatifes that.l know, of any different perfons wha,tever, about ose
aqd the fame Subje®, that are more at variance. Whither now an
i'r:d!:":e j"/w“d.’d by thﬁ-dpologi/l to believe that Grosims was conﬂ'an{-
'hi e . !
no;}fblli:{::zsgw tot eDnﬂrmcv delivered in chat other treatife, I am
orthe reinforced plea of the Apologiff, that thefe 4 ; €
not finifbed by him, but only {:o/leﬂipomgtfbfat he might a’f’cneor':i’i‘r;’;gry ;l';
Yam ng: concerned init; having coeale with that booke of Aunotatis
ons

——
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‘s that goes under his name; if they are none of his, it is neither on the
otte hand.or other, of any comcernmens unto me. 1 fay not this, as though
the eApologift, had in the leaft made good his former plea, by his new
Exceptions to my evidence againft it, from the Privters. preface to the
Volumb of Annorations onthe Epiftles, He faies| whar Was-the opus
smsegram that was comended to the care of s xive ? and anfwers himfelfe,
ot that lafF pare or volume of Amnotations bus opus integrum, the Whole
volume or volumes that contained his &vindsre adver[aria on the new Teftas
ment. For how ill this agrees with the intention and words of the Prefa=
cer, a(light infpetion will fuffice to manifeft.” He tells us,thar Groting
had himfelfe publithe his Annotasions on the Gofpells, five yeares befores
that at his departure from Paris, he lefca great part of this volume (that
is this on the eA4¢%s and Epiftles) with 2 friend; that the reafon why he
fefe not opus integram that is, thie whole volume with him,was becaufe the
refidue-of it was not {0 writtens as that an Amensenfis could well un-

.derftand it. That therefore in his going towards Sweden, he wrote thae

part againe with bis owse hand, and fenc it backe to the fame perfon (that
fiad the former part of the Volume committed to him ) from Hamburge.
Ifthe Apologift read this Prefacis he oughe, as 1 fuppofe co have defifted
from the p/ea infifted ons If he did not, he thought affuredly he had
much reajon co defpife them, with whom he had to do: But as I faid,
herein am 1 nog concerned., -

The Confideration of the charge on the Annotations relating to their
tampering with the Teftimonies given in the Scriprare to the Deity of
Chrift being an other hzad of che whole, may now have place..

The Summe of what is to this purpofe by me affirmed,is,that in the An~
notations on the old and new Teffament, Grotius hath left but one place gis
ving Teftimony clearly to the Deiry of Chrift: To this affertion I added
both a /imitation, and alfo an enlargment in feverall refpete, A limita=:
tion that 1 gould not perceive hehad (poken of bumfelfe, clearly on that
one place.  On fuppofition that he did fo, 1 granted that pethaps one
or rwo places more,ight accordingly be interpreted. T hat this owe place
is Zob. 1, 1, 1expreflely atfirmed: that is the one place wherein, as1fay,
he fpake not home to the bufint ffe. The defence of che Apulogift inthe be-
Halfe of Grotins confifts of fundry difconrfes.. Firft to difprove thathe
hath lefc more then that one of Fohn free ftom the corruprion charged; he:
inftances in that one of Jobw 1. 1. wherein as he aith, be expreffily affers
the Drity of Chyift: but yer wifely forteeing, that this inffance wonid

* notevade the charge, having been expreffely excepted, (as to the prefent
enquiry)and referved to furchier debare; he adds the places quoted by Gro=
: nas
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tins inthe expofition of that place as Prov, 8. 2133, 23,24, 25, 26,27]
Ifa.45.12. & 4801302 Pet. 3, 5. Col. 1, 16, from all which he
concludes, that the Awnotations have lefe more Tefbimonies to the Deity
of Chrift untampered withall and unperverted, then.my affertion wil allowg
reckoning them all up againe SefZion the 10th. and concluding himfelfe
@ fucce([full Advocate in this cafe, or at leaft under a defpaire of ever bein

foin any, if he acquis not bimfelfe clearly in this, Ifhis failure berein be
evinced, by the courfe of hislate writings bimfelfe will appeare tobe
moft concerned, Ifuppofe thenthat on the view of this defence,men
muft needs fuppofe that in' the Annorations onthe places vepeated, and

muftered a fecond time by the Apologift, Grotins does give their fenfe

as bearing witnefle to the Deity of Chrift. Others may be pleafed
to rake it for granted without farther conﬁder_arion: for my part being

a little concerned to inquire, 1 (hall take the.paines to torne to the places,
and give the Readey a briefe account of them; - :

For Prov, 8. his firft note on the wifdome there fpoken.ofis: Hac de.

eafapientia que in Lege apparet: exponunt Habrei, & fane ¢is fi now foli;
at pracipué bac atributa conveniunt: Now if the attributes here mentioned,

 agree either folely or principally to the wildome that fhines in the Law,

how they can bethe astvibntes of the perfon of the eternall Son of God,I
fee not.He addes no moreto thac purpofe, uyntill he comestothe 22 ver,
the verfe of old conteffed about withthe edyrians. His.words on thae

are Gracum eAquile; eftyiurionr wo,me &6 Symmacki & T beodofionis refe .

pondetd bene Habrao 1y I, & Caldens haber 3, & 70 8T, fenfu non
malo, fi creare fumas pro facéve ut appareat: vie Dei [unt operationes ipfiusy
(enfum hajus loci & fequentium non male exprimas cum Philone de Colon
Hiist & Noyds § apaCu'np S 7By ywiow siAngdLy, § 1S dmp Gax® greAnudyoq
& wiy Shav YuBepyiiis mlaAtsxd ' ovpmyTe, £ 07 Sromndser penoduos
épaelve 78l aple iy dyvmrainion 167 dromiupdvar cwenasy. : .
On verfe 27, he addes aderam, id eft, 7> wpdsmy @iy, e infra lobn Es
vang. 1. 1. What clear and evident Teftimony, by this expofition is lefc
inthis place to the Deiry of Chrift I profefle my felfe as sgnorant, as I
wass before I received this Direftion by the eApologift: He tellsus that

.33p is rendred not amifle by the (huldee ym3 and the 70 Eumoe,
.though he knew that fenfe was pleaded by the Arrians, and exploded

by the antient DoQors of the Church. To relieve this Conceffion, he
tells us that creare, may be taken for facere ut apparear, though there
be no evidence of fuch a ufe of the word in the Scriptare, nor can he
give any inffance thereof The whole interpretation runs on that Wifdome
thatis a property of God,which he manifefted in the workes of Creatis:

- of
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oftheSon of God,the e lontiall wifdome of God, fubfifting with the father

we have not one words nor doth thac Luorationout of Philo veleive us
inthis bufinefle at all. We know in what fenfe be ufed the words aly G
how farr be and the Platonicks, with whom in this expreffion he cone
fensedy were from underftanding the only begotten Son of God, is known,
1fchis of Philo has any afpe@ towards the opsmion of any profefling
themfelves (hriftians, it is towards that of the drians ; which feems
tobe exprefled therein, And this is the place chefen by the eApologift
to difprove the aflertion of none being left, under the fenfe given them
by the Anriotations, beating cleare Teftimony to the Deity of Chrift;

his comparing sy ;=yw ibs ego, which the volgar renders aderam, with
ir wpds 70 @edv feems rather to caft a Suspicion on his intention in the
expreffion of that place of the Evangeliff, thenin the leatt to give Te-
Jtimony to the Deity of Chrilt in this. If any one be furcher defirons to
be farssfyed, how many cleate wngue lionable evidences of the Deity of
Chrift, are (lighted by thefe Annotarions on this Chapter, let him cona
fule my windicarion of the place in my late Pindici, Evangelice, where
hewill find fomething tendred to him to that purpofe. What the oo~
pelogift intended by adding thefe two places of faiab, Chap. 45. 12,

and the 48.13. (when in his Aunotations on thofe places, Grotins not
ance mentions the Deity of Chrift, nor any thing of him, nor hath ocs
cafion foto do, nor doth produce them in chis place to any fuch end ox
purpofe; but only to fhew that the Chaldee pataphrafe, doth fundry
times, when things are faid to be dore by God, render it, thac they were
done by the Word of God) as inftances to che prejudice of my Affertion ), I
cannot imagine,

On that of Peter, 2 Epiffle,3. §ond 4 @23 abye: he addes indeed, vide
gue diximns ad initinm Evangelis lobannis but nejther doth that place
intend the watwrall Son of God, noris it (o interpreted by Grotiug,

Tothefe he addes in the clofe,(o/, 1. 16. in the expofition whereof
in his Annotationsy he expreflely prevaricates; and goes of to the intere
pretation infifted on by Socinss and his companions, which the Apo/s-
gift well knew. Without farther fearch upon what hath been fpoken,
the Apologift givesinhis Verdiet concerning the falfneffe of my affertion
before mentioned, of the Annotators fpeaking cleare and home to the
Drity of Chrift but in one, if in ane place of his Annotations: Byg

1. What one other place hath he produced, whereby the contrary, to
what Taffert,is evinced? Any man may make Apolegies at this rate
as faft as he pleafes. .

C 2. As
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2, Anto his upt fpeaking cleavely in that one, notwithftanding the'im-
provement made of his Expreffionsbythe Apologiff, 1 am ikl of the
fame mind as formerly: For although he afcribes an Erernity wd abyo,
and afficmes all things to be made thereby; yet confidering how care-
full heis, of afcribing an Jabeane, 76 Aéym, how many Platonicke intec-
retations of that expre/ffion he interweavesin his expofitions, how he
ath darksed the Whole conuncell of God in that place. about the fubfiffence
of the word; its omniparency and incarnation: (o clearely afferted by the
“holy Ghoft therein, I fee no reafon to retract the affertion oppofed.
Butyet as to the thing it felfe, about this place I will not contend:
only it may notbhe amifle to abferve, that not only the Arians,
but even Photinns himfelfe acknoledged that the world was made 74
ok vy that how little is obrained towatd the confirmationof the

Deity of Chrift by that conceflion, may be difcerned. .
11hall offeralla only at prefent, that aéy@ 7i @i, isthreefold,
aby @ Josumndey v NG and apepoginde, The aAby @ Swondlinds Ot drtdd
is Chrift, mentioned John 1. 1. his perfonslt oveternall fubGiftence, with
bis omnipotency , being there afferred. Whether Chrift be fo called
ny where elfe inthe New Teftament may be diffured, Luk, 1. v.2.
chmp'ated with the 1 of Job.1.1.) 2Per.1.1 6. and 4. 20.32. Heb.4.12.
are the maft likely to give us that ufe of the word. Why Chtift s fo
termed, 7 have fhewed elfewhere. That he is calied o0 P/at. 33,6,
isto.mealfoevident, abp is better rendred fiua,or aiéu then Aty @,
Where that word isufed, it denotes not Chrift; Though 2 Sam.23.
2. where that word is, is urged by fome ta that purpofeé. He'is aifo cal-
fed 439 Hag. 2. 5. fo perhaps in other places. Our prefent Duakers
would bave that exprefion of, the word of Gad, ufed no where in any
ather fenfes fo that deftroying that, 3s they do, in theiffue they may
freely defpife the Scrlpture, as that which they fay is not the word of
God, nor any where {o called. Aiy@ vdd7G ‘amongft men is that
which. 4riforla calls mvimm rbyor: Aly G iv v AauBarbuw @ faies Hefichis
#e. Dby Q- irddan® s that whichwe fpeake in, our heatts, fries Damais
feen. ds Qrihod. fid, Lib. 1. cap. 18. So Plalm 14.45%3 9393w - This
as fpoken inrefpe® of God,is that egrefle of his power,whereby accor-
ding to the etermal] comceptian of his mind, he worketh any thing. So
Gen, 1. s God fasdlot there be lsghe,and there was iight, Of this word of
God the Pfalmift treats, 1 47.v.18.he fedeth.one vy« & melteth the Ice,
and Pfals 145.8. thefame word is ufed. Inboth which places the Sep-
suagine renders it by s aby@-. This is that which is called fuz m¢ dvacues
ws, Heb. 3. 2. and Heb. 11.3. where the Apoftle faies the heavens wec{e
, : made

made fipan. @Gt Which is dire@ly paralell to that place of 2Pl 3.5,
where it is expreffed nJ 45 @4 abyp: for though fiia tote properly des
sotes Ai[ow apapoesndy, yet in thefe places, it ignifies plainly that egraffe of
Gods power for the produdion and prefervation of things, being
u perfuite of the erernall conception of his mind, which is 267G &da'5er@-.
Now this infinite wile and erernall conception of the mind of God, exers
ting its felfein power, wherein God is faid to fpeake, (be fuid let there
be light)1s that which the Platonicks,and Philo with them harped op, nea
ner once dreaming of 4 cor(fintiall and hypoffaticall word of God,though
the word <z o'susis occurre amongft them. Thisthey thought was unito
God ,asinus, a5y G trdidferos Of o tm,meds viv. and patticofarly it is tera
med by Philospavii 1is diavoias Lueuropien:de uagrie. That this was his ¢ aofs
is moft evident: Hence he tells us ey dv drgw Jror w00 rourds Sives néoe
wav B @e¥ Ay oy i azuomorsves. S5 i vdnm aihtgEaseor 1 tslv, D6 oF s
ourapos hoyBudsy i v vorhy monn Wlilew Navoupive, Masies 15 7 Nyud
7ém, ix tudvi de Mund., opific, and a litele afters 7oy 3 eopary i vonsly 9Gor
Abso, einave Afyes O6E" i miurns efhdvet 18 YONTIY Qs xC¥0,§ Fciob Abyu yjores
oy 78 Nepumivoarzos 7 ireste wrn & Bav Sdpeedn® ashp.  The whole
tendency of his difcourfe s, that the word of God, in his mind, in the
creation of the-world, was the image of himfelfe; and that che idea or
image of the things to be made, but efpeciully of light. And whereas
(if I remember aright, for I cannot now find the place) Ihave faid
fomewhere, that Chrift was A6y & {037 @, chough therein I have the
confent of vety many learned Divines,and nfed it meerly in oppofition ~J
mpopoeres; yet [ defire to recall it: nor due I thinke thereis any propriety
inthat expreffion of 3us/1G- ufed of Chrift, but only i thofe of ‘a7~
x@ and éniwdve, which the Scriprare (though not in the very termes) -
will make good. Inthis fecond acceptation, 7xadye, Photinms himfelfe
geanted that the world was made by the word of God. Now ifit be
thought neceflary, that 1fhould give an acconnt of my feare that no.
thing but 6 Ady®- in this fenfe decked with many Platonicall encominms
was intended in the Annatations on Joh. 1. (though I confeflfe much
from fome quotations there ufed, may be faid againftit) I fhall readis
ly undertake the Taske; but at prefeatin this #umning Courfe, 7fhall
adde no more. o : ‘

Botnow, asif all the marter in hand,were full{y difpatchedy we: have
this rrinmphant clofe attending the former difcourfe, and obfers
vations. '

If one Text acknowledged ro affere (hrifts eternall Divinity (which one
was granfed to doe it,. though noé clearly, } will not fnfhce :aconcl;dc
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bimnoSacinian) which I faid not he was, yea expreffely waved the ma-
nagement of any fuch charge) If fix verfes in the Proverbs, two in Ifaiah,
one 3n St. Petersone in St. Panl added to many in the beginning of St. Iobn,
( In his Annotations on all which,he fpeaks not one word o the purs
pofe) will not yet amonnt vo above one Text; or laftly if that one may be
donbeed of alfo, which is by bim interpreted to affirme (hrifts. eternall fube
fifkence with God before the ((veation of the world (which he doth not fo
interpret,as to a perfonall (ubliftence) and thas the whole world Was_cre.
ated by him;! [ball defpaire of ever being a fucce[[full Advocase for any man;
from ;which Condition I hope fome /irsle time will recover.the
eApologift. , :

" Thisis the Summe of what is pleaded in cheife, for the defence of the
Annosations; wherein what fmall caufe-he hath to acquiefce, who hath
been put to the /abonr and trouble of vindicating nere 40 Texts of Scrip,
turein the o/d Teffament, and new, giving exprefle Teftinfony to the
Deity of Chrift from the Annotators perverfe interpretations, let the
Reader judge. In the 1 3th Setion of the dpologift’s difcontfe, he addes
fome other Confiderations to confirme his former vindication of the
Annatations.

1 He tells us, that he profe(feth net to Divine,What places of the cld Teffas

ment,Wherein the Deity of Chrift is evidemly sefbified antoy are corrupted

by the learned man, nor will he upon the dijcourdgement alveady received.
make any inquiry into my Treatife. ,

But what need of Divinationz The Apologift cannot but remember
at all times, fome of the Texss of the o/d Teffament that are pleaded
to that parpofe; and he hath at leaft as many inconragements to looke
into the Aunotations, as difcouragements from caftisg an eye vpon
that Volume (as he callsit,) wherein chey are called to an accoun:.And
if he fappofe, he can make 2 juft defence for the feverall places fo wres
fted, and perverted, without once confulting of them, I hnow not how
by me he migh poffibly be ingagedinto fuch aninquiry.And therefore
1l(hag not wame them again, having done fomewbat more then name them
already.

_. Burhe hath two fuppletory confiderations, that will render any fuch
inquiry or infpeltion needlefle. OF thefe the firft is )
That the word of God being all and every part of it of equall truehy that
doctving Which ¢ founded on five places of Divine writ; mu? by all Chriftia
ans be acknoledged 1o be as irrefagably confirmeds as an100 exprefe places
wonld be concesvedto confirme it. v ’
. Anf. Jtis confefled, that not only five, but any one esprefle Text of

3
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Scripture, is fiffcien for the confirmation of any divine truh. But that
five places have been produced out of the eAnnorations by the edpolos
gift for the confirmation of the great truth pleaded about, is but pre~
tended, indeed there is no fuch thing. The Charge on Grotim was, thac
he had depraved all but one; if that be no crime, the defence was at hand,
ifit be, tflough that one fhould be acknowledged to be clear to that put=

pofe, here is no defence againt that which was charged, but a ffrifea= |

bout that which was not. Let the places be confulted, if the afferrion
prove true, by an indsélion ofinftances, the Crime is to be confefled,
ot elfe thecharge deniedto contain a crime: but
Secondly he faies, That this charge wupon snquiry will be foundin fome
degree,if not equally chargeable on the learnedft and moft valwed of the firfb
Reformers, particularly wpon Mr. (alvin bimfelfe, who hath been a1 bits
terly andinjuftly accufed and reviled upon thes accomunt (witneffe the booke
intituled ( alvino Turcifmms) asever Evafmms Was by Bellarmine and Bey
x4, or as probably Grotins may be. » .
Though this at the beft be but a diverfion of the Charge, and no des
fencesyet not containing that erwth which is needfull to countenance it;
for the end for which it is propofed; I could not paffzit by, It isdenied
(which ia this cafe untill further proofe muft fuffice) that any of the
learnedft of the firft Reformers, (and particolarly Afr. (alvin) are
equally chargeable, ot in any degree of proportion with Grotises, asto the
Crime infifted on. Calvin being the man inftanced in, I defire the 4-
pologift to prove that he hath in all his Commentaries on the Scripture
corrupted the fenfe, of any Texts of the o/d Teffament or new, giving
expreffe Teftimony to the Deiry of Chrift , & commonly'pleaded to that
end & purpofe:Alchough I deny not,but that he differs from the comon
judgment of moft, in the interpretation of fome few propheticall paffa-
ges,judged by them torelate to Chrift.] know what Genebrard and fome
others of that faition,taved againft him;but it was cheifly from fome ex-
prefis in his inftiturions about the Tvinity(wherin yet he is acqmtfed_ by
the moft tearned of themfelves) &not from his expofitions of Seripture,
for which they raifed their Clamours. For the booke called Calvino
Turcifmus, written by Reynolds and Giffard, the Apologift has forgotten

the defigne ofit. Calvin'is o more concerned in it, then others of the:

firft Retormers; noris it from any doffrine about the Deity of Chriftin
particular, but from the whole of the reformed Religion, with the
Apoftafyes of fome of that profeffion, thatthey compare it with Tar-
cifme. Something indeed,in a chapter ot £wo, they fpeake about the Tri-

wity,from fome expreffions of Lutbery Melantton, Calvin and otheg;:.
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but as to Calvin's expofitions of Scripture; they infift not on them -

Poflibly the Apologift may have feen Paseus his Calvings Orthodoxs
in an anlwer to Hunnirs his Calvinn fadaicans; if not, he may at
any time have there anaccount of this calumny.

Having paffed through the Confideration of the two confiderable
heads of this difcourfe, in the method called for by the Apologiff (hae
ving only taken liberey to tranfpofe them, as tgﬁr{i and /4ff) I muft pro.
fefle my felfe as yet unfatisfyed as to the nece 1Ly, 0r fuitablene fe, of this
kind of defence. The fumme of that which I affrmed (which alone gives
occafionto the defenfative now under confideration) is s that 0 my obs
fervation Grotins sn his Annotations bad ot left above one texe of Scripture,

sfone, giving cleave evidence to the Deiry of (hrift; of bis Satisfattion faid

in [umme the {ame thing. Had the eApologiff been’pleafed to have pro-
dnced inftances of any evidence for the difproovement of my affertion, I
fhould very gladly and readily have acknoledged my miftake and oveys
fight. Tam ftillallo in the fame refolusion, as to the latitmde of the expree
Jlton, though I have already by an inducisn of particnlars, manifefted
his corrupting and perversing of fo many, both in refpe@ of the ene
bead, and of the other, with his expreffe complyance with the Socsmiagns
in his (o doing, as that I cannot have the leaft thoughe of letting fall my
Charge, which with the Zimitation exprefled (of my owne obfervation)
containes the ¢rueh in this matter, and nothing but that which is fo.
It was indeed in my thoughes to have done fomewhat more in reference
to thofe Annorations, then thus occafionully to have animadverted on
their corruption in generall; namely to have proceeded in the vindica,
tion of the eruehs of the Gofpell from their Caprivity under the falfe
8loffes put uponthem, by the interpretations of places of Scripture
wherein chey are delivered.But this worke being fallen on an abler hand
viz. that of our larned profeffor of Diviniry,my defire is fatisfied,and
the neceffity of my indeavour for that end removed,
There are fundry other particslurs infifted on by the Apologit, and
a great deale of Rbetoricke is layd out abone them; which certainly de-
fetves not the Readers trouble in che perufall of any other debate abour
them. Ifthey did, it were an eafie matter to difcover his miffapesin
themall along, The foundusion of moft of them, liesin that, which he
affirmes Sec. 4..where he faies,thit 7 b Rate thefealoufies abour H.G.
as farr as it is oWned by me, ViL.that being in doitrine 4 Saocinian, be yer
clofed in many things with the Romane intereft. To which he replies, that
this does not /o much as pretend that be was Papiff. ,
As though'I undertake to prove Grotius to be g Papift, or did not ex,
preely difomng the management of the Zralon

: T (21)
‘1did atall owne it, all which are otherwife: yet I thall now fay, Whis Gypins a2
 ther he was in Dotrine a Socinian or no, let his Annotations before ins nogenti ffin

fifted on, determine: And whether he clofed with the Rimare intereft maberefe-
or no, befides what hath been obferved by obers, I defire the eApologifp 0 atque cfe

to confider his obfervation on Rew. 12, . 5. that booke, ( himfelfe be.é;”;;ﬁ',;;';:f

ing judge,)having received his /aft hand. But my lmﬁneéfe is Ot tO ac~ itorumg, ad

cufe Grotius, or to charge his memory with any thing bue his prevari- yyrannidis
cation in his Annotations on the Scripture, : ;’“’Ilb‘“{‘
And as I fhall notceafe to prefle the generall Aphorifme (asitis cal-ﬂz%',:’::"f
led ) that no drunkard 8ic. nor any perfon Whatever not borne of God or g
nited to Chrift the head, by the fame Spiri¢ thatisin him, and in the
{en fe thereof, perfeting Holine(fz in the feare of God, fhall ever fee his
face inglory, fo 1 feare not what conclufion can regularly in referenceto
any per/on living or dead, be thence deduced, )
Itis of the Amnotations whereof I Lave fpoken: whichI have my
liberty to do: and I prefume fhall ftill continve, whileft I Jive in the
fame thoughts of them: though I thould fee ~ 4 third defence of the lear=
ned Hugo Grolins. °

The Epiftles of Grotius to Crellius mentioned by the Apologift in his firft
defence of him, giving [ome light to what hath been infifted on, 1 thonghe
it not unfie to communicate them to the Reader, as they came to my hand,
having not as yet been printed that I know of. anbg fﬁﬂ;ﬂ‘

relly
; ) 1F40N 1, / ; { g lay uman-
Reverendo fummaeque eruditionis ac pietatis rivo Domi byunae

no Johanni Crellio paflori Racov, Grotius 44
H. G. S, bove 20
res, For:

. . . yea
Ibro tuo quo ad'eum quem ego quondam feripleram (Eruditiffime [o long be
L Cralli) refpondifti, adeo offenfus non fui, ut etiam grarias tunc i, fived bl;;'
tra animum meum egerim,nunc & hifce agm literis, Primo, quod non '};" ”;},.,'.!I;
tantim humang, fed & valdé officiosé mecem egeris, itd ut quari nih:l,-,‘?,-,,“ﬁ‘,_

poffim, mfi quod in me pradicando, modum interdum excedis, deinde jy mnfered

verd, quod multa me docueris,partim utilia, partim jucunda fcitu, me- YE fenus:
que exempla tuo incitaveris ad penitilis expendendum fenfus facrorum de”‘: ”S”’f
librorum. Bené autem in Epiftold tnd, quz mihi longé gratiffima ade by of o
vepit, de me judicas, nonefle me eorum in numere qui ob fententias iy wyie

falvd pietate diflidentes alieno & quoquam fim animo> aut boni alicu §08 ten byCrela.

amicitiam repudiem. Equidem in libro * de vers Religione quem jam per- liulﬁ(m{. ,
carri, releuras & pofthze, multa invenio fummo cum judicio obfer. Volkeliut.
’ vata,.




. frs e - o - . - e R e LR TR R A
‘ T T — - —ecwr iy L. { . . » N : TEY -
dats v } R X )

. - - (22) o
vata, JHud vero fculo gratulor, repertos homines qui. hettiquini in &
controverfiis {ubtilibus tantum ponunt, quantum in vers vitx emendati- K
one, & quotidiano ad Sancitatem profe®tn. Utinam & mea feripta ali=
quid ad hoc ftudiunm in animis homioum excitandum inflammandimg;
" conferre poffint: tunc enim non fruftra me vixifle haQeniis exiftimem.
. Liber de veritate Religionis Chriftiane magis ut nobis effet folatio, quam
. utaliisdocumento fcsiptus, non video quid poft tot aliorom labores uo
tilitatisafferre pofit, nifiipsd fort¢ brevita:e. Siquid tamen'in eo eft,
quod tibi tuique fimilibus placear, mihi fupra fpem. enenir, Libris de
-jure belli ¢ pacss mibi pracipue propofitum hibui, vt fericatem illam,
non Chriftianis tantium, fed & hominibus indignam, ad bélla pro libitu
fufcipienda, pro libitu gerenda, quam glifcere tot populorum malo quo:
tidie video, quantum in me eft, fedarem, Gaudeo ad principum quo-
rundam manus eos libros veniffe, qui utinam parcem eorum meliorem
in foum animum admitterent, Nullus enim mihi ex eo labore fuavijor
frucus contingere poffic. Te verd quod attinet, credas, rogo, i quid
unguam facere poffim tui, aut eorum quos ingalariter amas, causd, exe .
perturamge, quantum te tuo merito faciam. Nuoc quun afiud pofim
nihil, Dominum Jefum fupplice animo vencror, ut tibi aliifg; pietatem
promoventibus propitius adfi, sy, - IR
] X. Maii. M, DC.XX v 12
4% Tai nominis-ftudiofifimus A, G,
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. TAm pro Epiftol4(vir Clarifﬁme?quam pro tranfmiffo libro; gratj.
as ago masimas. Conflitui & legere & relegere diligenter quz-
I cunque i te proficilcuntur, cxpertus quo cum fen&u id antehic fecerim,
i 1ewme Eoipfotempore quo literas tuas accepi, verfabar in leCtione tuz inter,
t- Reader  Ppretationis in Epiftolam ad *Galatas. Quantum judicare poffum & -
judge whasfcripti occafionem & propofitum, & totam feriem diQionis, ut magod
Antotatits ey curd indagd(ti, jra felicicer admodiim es affequutus, Quare Des
;:;;’fff:; um precot, ut & tib_i & toi ﬁmilib}:s, vitam det, & quz alia'ad iftiufmo-
30 expeit i labores neceflaria, Mihi ad )uvaqdam communem Chriftianifimi
fromthis caufam, utinam tam adeffent vires, quim promptus eft animus: quippe
wan.  me, d primd xtate,per varia difciplinarum genera ja®atum nulla res ma,
gis deleavit, quam rerum facrarum meditatio, Id in rebus profperis -
moderamen, id in adverfis folamen fenfi, Pacis confilia & amavi femper
- & amo nunc quog;: eoque doleo,quum video tam pertinacibus iris com,
- mitti inter fe eos, qui Chrifti fe efledicunt, Si re@e rem putamus, quan.

filli? dé caufig—~— Januarii, M. D C. X X X11. drfelodam
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