72 Rules of interpreting
tion, may acquire the I\rowleflgc of all the
Do &rines delivered in the Bibl ¢, or they can-
: If they cannot, then it is demonftrable,
that Reafon hath no other Rule of intexpre—
ting the Language of Holy Writ, on tiofe
Subjeéts, than ‘hlS which ought ever to Le
attended to, vrz. the obvious and natural Senfe
it conveys. 1f this Rule had been obferved,
as it is highly reafonable it fhould f)zmczzzzz!/y
be, the Church of God, would have bzen
free from numerous Hercﬁcs with which, in
almoft all Ages, {he has been pefter’d.

VIL Let the Lxpreffions of Scripture be
confidered in their Conneétion, and the res/
Defign of the divine Writers, be ca refully ob-
ferved. If they difcourfe of tcmporal Punith-
ment, do not apply what they fay on that Sub-
je&, to the eternal Condition of Men, This
Error, the Arminians are guilty of in dif-
courimc1r on the xviiith Chapter of Ezckiel :
And if the holy Pen-men treat of the eternal
State of Mankind, do not interpret what they
fay on that Point, of the external Condition
of Bodies and Nations of Men. This is a zo-
torions Miftake, which the Arminians alfo fall
into, in the Explanation, or rather Perverfion
of the gth Chap. of the Epiftle to the Romans.
By the former, they endeavour to eftzblifk
their Opinion, that it is the Will of God, that
all Men fhould be eternally faved ; whereas,
the eternal Salvation of zome is treated of in
that Chapter ; and therciore, all they urge
from it, in Favour of their Sentxmenta i1s 212~

pertinent,
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pertinent, and foreign to the Scope of the divine
Writer.  And by the latter, they would prove,
that it is the Pleafure of God, to afford to fome
Bodies of Men greater external Privileges, than
to other Nations, Whereas, it is the future
State of Men, that is there difcourfed of ; 2nd,
confequently, all their Reafoning uvpon that
Place is _forced and unnatural.

VIII. Allow every Word its groper Senfe,
and do not attempt to explain away the frue
Meaning of a Scriptural Term, tho’ ycu may
find it ufed, in a lower and different Senfe,
fometimes. As the Anti. trinitarians do the
Term of God, when it is apply’d to Chrifl.
Do not pervert the facred Scripture in thofe
Places, where the important Dottrine of
Chrift’s SatisfaGtion is treated of ; by criticifing
on Prepofitions ; and think that z22# momen-
tous Truth is fufficiently refuted, if you can
{hew, that Hebrew Particles, and Greck Pre-
pofitions, by which the full Senfe of that Doc-
trine is exprefled, are ufed to different Purpo-
fes, in fome Inftances, and on other Subjects.
This Sort of Criticifm the Socinians deal much
in: They run thro’ the Scripture, and if they
can but find, that thofe Particles and Prepofi-
tions are ufed in a different Senfe on other
Subjects, and in other Places, they will ra/Lly
infit upon it, that fuch a Meaning, thofe
Particles and Prepofitions cannot have, when
ufed on that Subje¢t. This is bo/d and zmper-
tinent trifling with the Word of God, what-

ever Shew of Learning there is in it. This
Part
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Part Mr, Foffer atts, in Relation to the Term
eternal, when it is applied by the Apoftle fude
to the Punithment infli¢ted on the Inhabitants
of Sodonr and Goemorrab ; he reftraine it to
temporal Punithment (*).  Becaule, as I fup-
pofe, he can dare to charge God with Cruelty,
if he thould punith Criminals without End.
IX. Compare the feveral Parts of facred
Writ together, By this means, you may ob-
tain the moft convincing Evidence of particular
divine Truths, and of the Truth of Revelation
in general.  But fee well to it, when you coim-
pare one Part of the Scripture with another,
that the Holy Wiiters, treat of the fame Sub-
jects, and that they confider them in the fame
View. If you fail in this, you will znavesida-
bly mike them contradi€t one another, and
run yourielf into dangerous Miftukes, This is
a fatal Error, into which, the Socinians and
Arnunians £all, in comparing what the Apoitle
Paul and the Apoftle Fames deliver, concern-
ing Juftification. The Apoftle Pau/ treats of
the Matter of our Acceptance with God, and
moft clearly and {ully proves, that not our own
Works, but that the Gbedience of Chrift is
the fe/e Foundation of our Juftification, in the
Sight of God. And the Apoftle Fames thews
us what Faith it is, which embraces that great
Benedt, and what are the genuine Effeéts of
that Faith.  The evident Defign of the former
15 to cftablith the Dottrine of Juftification by
Faith, without our perfonal Works : And the
Intention
(?) Page 262.
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Intention of the latter is, to fhew that good
Works certainly attend and flow from that
Faith, which apprehends the juftifying Righ-
teoufnefs of Chrift, and that #o0 Man hath fuf-
ficient Ground to conclude upon his Juftifica-
tion, who is not the Subje& of fuch a Faith.

CHAP V.

Of Herely. Methods to be taken
with Heretics. Calvin's Condué?
towards Servetus confidered.

HE Term Herefy, is fomctimes
ufed in an indifferent Senfe, and in-
tends no more than a certain Selt.
So it is in thefe Words: For as concerning wis
Augeoews Tavrrz, this Herefy, or Selt, awe kinow
that every where it is fpoken againft (*). It
defigns evangelical Doétrines, ard the Pro-
feffion of them. No evil Meaning attends the
Ulfe of the Word, when the Apoftle Paul {ays
of himfelf, that after the moft firaiteft Sect, or
Herefy, of the Jewith Religion, he lived a
Pharifee (*). But pernicioxs Principles, and
fuch as are of dangerous Confequence, muft be
meant by Herefy, in this Text : Who privily
fhall bring in damnable Hercfies, even denying
the

(*) A&s xxviii. 28. (®) Ibid. xxvi. 5.
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the Lord that bought them, and bring upon
themfelves fwift Deftrution (F). Itis an En-
quiry of great Importance, what Notions are
to be accounted heretical : Every Error in
Opinion, relating to religious Subjedts, is not
Herely.

I. T fhall endeavour to fhew, what Herefy
is ; or what Principles are heretical. In my
Apprehenfion, any Opinion which diffolves the
Obligation to Chriftian Obedience ; which
overthrows Chrifhan Worthip ; which fubverts
the Foundation of Chriftian Faith and Hope;
is heretical.

1. Todeny, that the Law is a Rule of Con-
duct to Chriftians, is an heretical Principle.
'This is the Herefy of the dntinomians and
Libertines. It certainly diffolves all Obliga-
tion to Duty, and gives a moft licentious Li-
berty ; a Liberty to perpetrate all Manner of
Vice without Reftraint. Some have been
charged with holding this Principle, who ut-

terly abhorr’d it. I confefs, that a certain

Writer hath delivered himfelf, as I think, a
little inaccurately on this Subjet; which may
have occafioned fome Perfons to fall into a
Miitake in this Point. He makes Condemna-
tion effential to the Law; which it is not ; for
that belongs to it, as it is a Covenant, and not
as it is a Law merely: And the Promife of
Reward on Condition of our Obedicnce, be-
longs to it, as it is a Covenant, but not as it is
3 Law, "This Author maintains, the Believers

Obligation

{¢) 2 Pet. ii, 1,



Of Herefy. 27

Obligation to love God and his Neighbour,
and to perform all thofe Duties which Love
di@ates ; but not as enjoyned with a Threat-
ning annexed, which is not eflential to the
Law, as a Law ; but as it is a Covenant.
The bare Command of God is a Law: His
Command with a Promife of Reward, in Cale
of Obedience, and a Denunciation of Penaity,
in Cafe of Difobedience, i1s more than a Law,
Believers are not under the Law, confidered,
as in the Form of a Covenant : Hence there is
no Condemnation to them.  But they are un-
der it, confidered fimply, as it isa Law; and
not as it promifes Life on Condition of Obedi-
ence, and threatens Death for the Want of it.
For thefe are proper and peculiar to it, as in
the Form of a Covenant. Either, God will
proceed towards Men in Judgment, according
to the Defert of their perfonal Altions: If fo,
it muft be granted, that his Law will include
in it, a Threatning of Dezath for Sin; and a
Promife of Life, on Condition of Obedience,
if that Threatning and Promife are not ex-
prefled.  Or, he will proceed towards them,
according to what Chrift hath done and fuf-
fered for them : If fo, then his Precepts can
have no Promife of Reward, nor Threatning
of Purnithment, annexed to them, on the Score
of their Behaviour. A Law therefore, under
which fuch Men are, who will be proceeded
towards, in the former Manner, muft contain
a Curfe, as well as a Promife of Favour; and
its Nature is neceffarily federal: But a La;v,

under
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under which the latter are, contains not a
Curfe, nor a Promife of Benefits ; it hath no-
thing of the Nature of a Covenant in it.  Yet,
ftill, it is a Law, tho’ not in the Form of a
Covenant, This {ufficiently anfwers, in my
Opinion, whut Mr. Lawucafter advances on this
Subject. In his Vindication of the Gofpel,
with toe Eftablifpment of the Law, chap. 16
and 17.
2. To afiert, that Chrift is a Creature only,
15 Herefy. His proper Deity receives fuch
clear and ful! Proof from Scripture, according
to the natural Senfe of the Language, it ufes
to exprefs his Divinity by ; that fuller Proof of
it is not neceffary, nor need be defired, And
the Dodtrine of his proper Deity, is of the
oreatelt Moment., That is the Foundation of
the religious Honours we pay to him, and of
the religious Confidence and Trult, we repofe
in him, aswellas of the raifed Expectations we
form from him. And, therefore, thofe who
diveft hun of fupreme Glory, as they alt a
moft injurious Part againft Chrift, they alfo
deprive us of the folid Ground of our Hope,
as Creatures miferable and helplefs ; and if
they entitle him to a Share in our religious
Services, thcy teach us to \\’Olﬂup the Crea-
ture, b_/x es the Creator, to do Service to one,
wwho by Nature is not aod which is condemned
as Idvlatry 1n the holy Scupturc
The Denial of his real and proper Satis-
faction for Sin ; ; 1s an heretical Principle. It
he, by his Sufferings and Death, hath redeemed
us
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us from the Law’s Curfe, and fecured uvs from
divine Vengeance, to which our Sins expofed
us ; then he made Reconciliation for Iniguity,
or Peace by the Blood of bis Crofs, and is a pro-
per Object of our Truft, as we are guilty
Creatures, for the Remiffion of our Sins, and
a Deliverance from that Wrath, which is to
come ; then God appears to be juft in our
Pardon and Salvation, upon the Foundation of
his Atonement: But if he has not fo done,
his Death, properly fpeaking, can have no
caufal Influence into our Forgivene{s ; his Suf-
ferings are not a proper Ground of our Hope,
nor is the Juftice of God manifefted, or exer-
cifed in pardoning of our Crimes thro’ him.
This therefore, is a Hercly of a very pernicious
Nature, and of dreadful Confequence.

4. To affirm, that Men are the Caufe of
their Regeneration, either in whole, or in
part, is Herefy. If it is faid, that they are
wholly the Caufe, then the Efficacy of divine
Grace, in that Work, is tofally denied.  And
if it 15 ia Part, afcribed to the Will and Endea-
vour of Man; or if it is afferted, that Men be-
come regenerate, by their Will concurring with
the Aids of a common Grace afforded to them
then it is not the Grace of God, which effe@s
their Regeneration, and that makes them Arf~
Jer from cthers ; but an A& of their own,
and therefore, they have Caufe to glory ; for
they really have fomewhat, as Chriftians,
which, they did not receive from God, v/=z.
a Wil ts be hely. Hence, 1 cannot but con-

clude,
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clude, that this is an heretical Opinion, of 3
very injurious Nature to the Grace of God,
and that it is calculated to maintain, an affu-
ming Apprehenfion of ourfelves,

Perfons, who embrace thefe heretical Opi-
nions, frequently, attempt to introduce them,
into the Church of God, in an artful and Jly
Manner. They bring them in privily, or
under falfe Pretences, endeavour by /#¢/e and
little, to draw off the Minds of Chriftians,
from the folid, and fubftantial, and pure Truths
of the Gofpel, in order to gain them over =zt
length to their moft erroneous Tenets. This
1s the Wifdom of the old Serpent, with which
nothing of the Innocency of the Dove is tem-
pered. Let this be the Practice ALONE of
Heretics.  Truth, evangelical Truth, is fo
fair and beautiful, that there is no Neceffity
of introducing her in the dark, or under a
Veil.  FHerefy’s monftrous Nature needs a co-
vering, Its hideous Shape, if feen in open
Light, would ftrangely terrify the innocent
Sheep of Chrift,

WMr. Fofter obferves three Things relating to
this Subject. 1. That no mere firror of the
Judgment can be Herefy (). 1. If this Obfer-
vation is true, then it is trifling to {peak of he-
retical Principles, there can be no fuch.  Let
a Man’s Temper, his Intention, his Views,
and his Condu¢t be what they will ; they have
nothing to do with his Notions, they are ne:-
ther detter nor aworfe, whether he is a Perfon

of

() Vol. 1. of Sermons, page 281,
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of Integrity, or a Hypocrite and Deceiver.
Truth is Truth, and Error muft be Error, let
the Perfons, who embrace the one or the
other, be what they may ; religious or pro-
hane, virtuous or vicious, 2, Then it is im-
poflible to difcover Heretics, without the
Knowledge of Men’s Hearts, or an Acquaine
tance with the fecret Views, which influence
them in their Condu&t. 3. Then, in Fa&,
a Man may with Safety to himfelf, dery the
moft important Traths ; provided, he ferioufly
thinks, that he is right in the Denial of them,
let him fo imagine thro” any Caufe whatever,
2. No honeft Man, fays he, can pofithy be
an Heretic ().  Anfw. Can a dithoneft Man
embrace Truth ? T fuppofe it will be allowed,
that he may. Is the Nature of Truth the
fame ? Or is it changed, when held by a dif-
honeft Man, and a Hypocrite ? T imagine this
will not be granted. [ farther afk, if an ho-
neft Man, may not imbibe Error 2 Mr. Ffofter
fuppofes he may; then, I defire to know,
whether an Error retains its Nature, or con-
tinues to be Error, when it is embraced by an
honeft Man ? If the Athirmative thould be al-
lowed, then, if any erroneous Opinions are
Herefies, the honeft Man, who holds thofe
heretical Notions, muft be an Heretic. But
Mr. Fofler underftands by Herely, Infincerity
ar Hypocrify ; and, therefore, it is impofiible,
according to his Apprehenfion, that there

fhould ever be any heretical Opinions. Truth
G can’t

(¢) Page 282.
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can’t be Herefy ; neither is Error Herely 5 as
he thinks : Now if neither Truth, nor Error,
is Herefy ; there is not, there cannot be, any
heretical Principles. What then can the in-
fpired Writer mean, by damnable Herefies,
which he declares, fome Perfons would privily
bring in ?

. The Gentleman adds; how can we cer-
tainly know, at leaft, in moft Cafes, whether a
Man be an Herctic or not ()2 1 anfwer,
how indeed ? According to his Opinion, it i
impoffible, without a Revelation from Hea-
ven. For, if the difhoneft Man has but the
Cunning to conceal his Hypocrify ; if he,
himfelf does not let us know, by fome Means
or other, that he alts againft the Diltates of
his Reafon and Confcience, we fhall never be
able to difcover him. And, therefore, we
can have no Concern, cither with Herefies cr
Heretics. Nay, we cannot fo much as know,
whether there is an Heretic in the World or
not : Nor, that there are any Herefes.

II. The Apoftle gives us very plain Direc-
tions, how to proceed towards Heretics, 4
Man that is an Heretic, after the firft and fe-
cond Admonition, reject. He is to be admo-
nifthed twice ; and if neither the firft, nor the
econd Admonition, prevails with him, to
give up his heretical Opinions, then heis to be
rejected, or cut off, by a Chriftian Communi-
ty, as an unfound and dangerous Member.
And {uch a Proceedure againft him, is juft and

rightecus

(f) Page 288.
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righteous ; becaufe he &5 fubverted ; that is,
he is turned afide from the proper and only
Rule of Chriftian Faith; and he fiuneth, in
putting of forced and unnatural Interpretations,
on the Word of God, in order to defend his
Errors, and ftifle the Evidence of the important
Truths, which he denies : And he is_f2lf-con-
demned (€) ; that is to fay, according to his
own firft Principle, as a Chriftian, he adls a
finful Part.  For, his firff Principle, as a pro-
fefled Chriftian, is, that the Scripture is the Rule
of Faith ; and that whatever Doérines it con-
tains are true, and ought to be believed. He
ats diretly contrary to this Principle, in hold-
ing of his heretical Notions, which is highly
criminal. For Inftance, when he reads that
Chrift is God; he will have it, that he is 2
Creature only, and not God. And when he
finds it afferted, that mothing thatis made, was
made without Chrift; in order to evade the
Force of this clear Argument, in Favour of
the proper Deity of our Saviour, he will except
himfelf, and infift upon it, that tho’ he was
concerned in the Creation of all Things befides
himfelf, yet he was himfelf created ; and,
therefore, fomething that is made, was made
without hits Concurrence, viz. himfelf, Or,
if this appears, to be offering oo great Violence
to facred Writ, then he will without any Rea-
fon taken from the Scope of the Place, inter-
pret, that Affertion of the new Creation.
However, he will not allow, that Chrift is an

G 2 Agent,

() Tit. ii 0. 11
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Agent, in Works which are properly divine ;
but an Inftrument only. And, why does he
fo interpret ? Is it becaufe the Scripture elfe-
where teaches us, that our Saviour 1sa Creaturs
only, and that in divine Operations, he is no
more than an Inftrument? No, and therefore,
he in Fa& denies thofe Principl s, that are d(.-
livered in the Word of God which he pro-
feflcs to be the Rule of his Faith, and by

Confequence he is condemned of himfelf.
Perfons, who hold the heretical Notions,
above mentioned, ought tw be rejetted by
Chriftians, v7z. they ought not to be admitted
to Fellowthip with them in Chriftian Inftitu-
tions. Men, who maintain the Arft heretical
Principle, viz. that the Law is not a Rule of
Condu&t to Believers, moft, as I fuppofe, will
allow, that they are unfit 'for a Participation
in the Privileges of a Chriftian Society., And
fuch, who embrace the other erroncous Opi-
nions, before exprefled, cannot regularly joyn
in Chriftian Worthip : If they do, they muft
worthip a Creature ; and if they diftinguith
upon Worfhip in their Minds; and pay fi-
preme to God, and fubor dmm‘e to the Man
Jefus, then their Worﬂnp of Chrift, greatly
differs from that Worfhip, which Chriﬁians
give to him, and whercin they {feem to join,
who believe him to be God, and as fuch
adore him joyntly with the Father. They
cannot unite with Chriftians in Doxologies o
Chrit, as a Redeemer, becaufe they do not
confider him, as a properly meritorious Caufe
of
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of the Pardon of their Sins, nor of their Peace
and Reconciliation with God. How can they
intreat with Chriftians, that God would uot en~
ter into fudgment with them, and proceed to-
wards them, as their A&ions deferve his Fa-
vour, or merit his Difpleafure ? Since it is
their fixed Opinion, that they are to be tryed,
judged, and proceeded towards hereafter, on
the Foundation of their own Works. Aoam
how can they join with Chriftians, in alcn-
bing Praife and Glory to God, for his regene-
rating them by his holy bpmtr Seeing tbcy
mamtam that Regeneration is not effecred by
divine (;rucc but that it follows upon an At
of the luman Will; or that a Man becomes
holy, becaufe he chuies fo to be, and that
this his Choice is not produced by a fuper-na-
tural Influence on his Will, determining it to
make that Choice.

Mr. Fofter maintains, with the Socinians,
that 1¢ 75 fufficient to belfew that fefus is the

Chrif, in various Parts of his Writings. For
the Proof of which, he produces thofe Words
of the Apoftle fobn : Whofoever beliessth, that
Fefus is the Chorift, is born of God (*). But
this Text includes far more in it, than he, or
they, are willing to allow. C hriftian Belief is
not to be reduced to a fingle Article, by that,
or any other parallel Scupturc Tor, to be-
lieve, that Jefus is Chrift, compx-lmnds many
momentous Branches of revealed Truth, rela-
ting to his Perfon, his Offices, and \/Vo“-, and

G 3 Sufferings,
(") Page 284.
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Sufterings, and thofe Benefits, which we de-
rive from him in that Charalter.  That, as to
his Perfon, he is God's own or proper Sen : The
Brightnefs of bis Father's Glory, and the ex-
prefs Lmage of bis Perfon.——"That, as to his
Offices, he is the Prophet, Prieft, and King
of the Church. That, as to his Work, as
he is invefied with thefe Offices, he inftruts
his People, atones for their Sins, and makes
Interceflion for them ; and {fubdues their rebel-
lious Hearts ; gives Laws to them, conquers
all their Enamice, Sin, Satan, the World, and
Death ; and defends their Perfons in all Dan-
aers, and from the Rage and Malice of their
numerous and potent Adverfaries,———That.
he died for his People, to make Reconciliation
for their Iniquities, ‘That all Supplies of
Grace are now derived from him ; and that
he will communicate to them confummate
and endlefs Blifs, in the future State.~——Thele
important Truths, with more that might be
mentioned, are comprized in believing, that
Jefus is the Chrift.  And, therefore, 1t 1s a
vain Thing to attempt, to reduce the Chriftian
Belief, to one fingie Article of Faith., If we
do not believe thofe Particulars concerning Je-
{us, we fhall be found todeny, that ke 15, what
is defigned by his Charaéter of Mefliah or
Chrift. The Perfon who denies, that Jefus
is Yehovab, God, Immanuel, God <with us.—-
that he is the Prophet, Prieft, and King of the
Church. That he fuffered for us, or, that
he <vas wounded for our Tranfgrefions, and

bruifed
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bruifed for our Iniquitics. That ke made bis
Sou! an Offering jfor Sin, and thereby, made
Reconciliation for our Crimes, That he
has brought in cn everlajting Righteoufnefs ;
and fo is of God made unto us, WWifdm, Righ-
teoufnefs, Santlification, and Redemption 5 yea,
our A/ and in All. 1 fay, the VMan who de-
nies thefe Things, denies, that Jefus is in his
Perfon, what the Mefliah was to be : He de-
nies, that Jefus has done, what the Mefliah
was to do; and, by Confcquence, he denies
him to be Chrift. And fince he denies, that
Jefus 1s, what the Mefliah was to be; fince
he denies, that Jefus has done, what the
Mefliah was to accomplifh in Favour of his
Pzople, he i1s not a Chriftian. To give to
Jefus the Name of Chrift, and deny that he 1s
fuch in his Perfon, Offices, Work and Bene-
fits, as the Scriptures of the Prophets, repre-
fent the Meffiah thould be, in each of thefe
Particulars ; is only allowing him the Title,
without the Dignity, Power and Influence,
which are effential to that exalted Character.
If it is the Defign of Mr. Fyffer, with the So-
cintans, to prove, by this Obfervation, that
no more is neceflary to be believed, in order
to Salvation, than barely this, that Jefus is the
Chrift ; and that whatever Truths relating to
him in that Character, may be denied with-
out any Danger to the Souls of Men : By what
has been now faid, it evidently appears to be
falfe ; and that Perfons may allow, that Jefus

was he, who was intended and defcribed by
G4 that
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that Chara&er, and yet be Heretics.  Herely
1s a Denial of fome momenteus Branch of re-
vealed Religion, and not of natural. 'To de-
ny any Part ot nataral Religion is «rherfin ¢
To deny any fundamental Pare of revealed, is
Herefy. A Man may maintain all the Princi-
ples of natural Religion, and notwithftanding
that, be a Heretic.  Tor, Herelies do not in-
tend the Denial of the Religion of Nature,
that is Atheifir 5 but they defign the Denial
of fome zmportant Parts of the Chriftian Reve-
lation. To think otherwife, neccllarily con-
founds' Atheifiz and Herefv, which are not the
fame ; but entirely diftinét Things.  And fuch
Perfons, who reject Chriftian Principles, or
fuch Principles, as are peculiar and effential
to Chriftianity, ought to be rejected by cvery
Chriftian Community,

IIT. 1 beg leave to take into Confideration,
the Conduct of Calvin, in the Affalr of Serve-
tus ; who fuffered at Geneva, on account of
various heretical and blafphemous Notions,
which he held, and endeavour’d all he could
to propagate,  That great Reformer was of
Opinion, that Heretics oughr to be punifhed.
And as this was his Periuafion, 1t is not to be
wondered at, that he concerned himfelf in the
Profccution of Servetus,  For, herein, he ac-
ted but agrceably to what he thought to be
his Duty. e has often been reproached on
this Account, and particularly of late, by fe-
veral Perfens.  In order, that the greater
Odium might be fixed on the Memory cf

Calvin,
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Calvin, Servetus has been rcpuﬁ:nted 1n the
moft inoffenfive Light, he could be, and
the worff Things he exprefled, Whic.h, I
think, muft raife the Indignation of cvery
virtuous and pious Mind, have been carefull y
concealed, with this Vu,w that People might
think, that Calvin was fo fond of his own
Sentiments, and fo impatient of Contradi&tion,
that hc would not ftick to attempt the Ruie
of any Perfon, who dared to oppofe his dar-
ling Notions. How much of Juftice and
Gcnexoﬁty appear in the Relation, that fome
have given of this Affair, will foon be evi-
dent,

Servetus his ftrict Regard to Truth, in De-
fence of his pious Principles, was iuch, that
he moft confidently afferted, what he knew
nothing at all of (%). And affirmed, that
fome eminent Perfons were of his Sentimer nts,
who held them in Contempt (*). His Mo-
defty and Civility were fo fingular, that he
could fcarce fpeak to Calvim, without uling
this very decent Language to him, zhox /-
e/t (*). His Reverence and Awe ‘mﬁna from
a Senfe of the Solemnity of the Doctrine of

the

(‘) Fuit enim hoc iili- folenne = Scriptores quorum nun-
quam Libros infpexerat, audacifiime citarc. Fidelis Ex-
pofit.  Errorum Michael Servet. page, §23. Edit. dmfl.

*) Tznturm enim abeflt a Spe Refipifcentiz, ut non du-
bitet fanclis Viris Capitoni, & Oecolempadic afpergere hanc
Macular:, quafi Socii fuerint,  Calvin. Ep/ft. Sultzer.

(1) Toties cnim illud fuum mentiris, Calvins impingit,
toties Magum, & Simsnem Nagum criminatur, meminifle

pigeat ac pude’*t Refponf. Minif?, Tigurin, Ecclef,



go  Calvin's Conduft towards

the Trinity, whereof he wrote and difcourfed,
were {o remarkable, that he often called it,
The Three-headed Dog : A devilifb Tmagina-
tion: A Mounfier of three Heads : A Degeif of
Satan (™). And of the Sonfhip of Chrift,
his extreme Humility led him to exprefs
himfelf, thus: If Chriff be the Son of God,
they muft then fay, that God had fome [pi-
ritual Wife, or that be alone is both mafculine
and feminine, or an Hermaphrodite, was both
Father and Mother 5 _for the Import of the 1Vord
will not allow, that any one fhould be called & Fa-
ther without a Mother.  If the Logoswas a Son
born of a Father without a Mother, tell me
bow he brought bim ferth, whether by the Belly,
ar by the Side (*).  So exceedingly careful was
this Man, to maintain {fuch Notions of the
Nature of God, as might influcnce himfelf and
others, to adore him, truft in him, and praile
him, that he declared, I7 was a gencral Prin-
ciple with bim, that all Things [prung from God
by Traduition 5 and that the Nature of Things
1s the fubflantial Spirit of God. ~That all
Creatures are of the proper Subflance of God

(Zhd

(™) Plus centum Locis Trinitas ab co vocatur triceps
Cerberus, diabolicum Phantafina, Geryonis Monitrum, 1~
lufio Satanz, & quid non? Fidelis Expofit. &c. page 549.

(") Debuiflent ergo dicere, quod Deus hebebat Uxorem
quandam f{giritualem, vel quod folus ipfe mafculino-feemi-
neus aut Hermaphroditus, fimul erat Fater & Mater, nam

atio Vocabuli non patitur, ut quis dicatur fine Matre Pa-
ter. St Loges Filius erat, natus ex Patre fine Muatre 5 dic
mihi quomodo peperit eum, per Ventrem an per Latus,

Dr, Owen’s Preface to his Anfwer to Biddle, page 44.



Servetus confidered. o}
and that all Things are full of Gods (°). That

Deitywas fubffantially communicated to Devils,
and to Weod, and to Stone (®). Since Serve-
tus was a Perfon of fuch ftri&t Veracity, and
{o very courteous and civil in his Deportment <
And fince his Awe was fo great, when dif-
courfing or writing on theological Subjetts,
that he could not but ufe the moft becoming
Expreflions upon thofe Subjects : Since his
Notions of the Nature of Gad were {o well
calculated to raife and cherifl in the Minds of
Men, 2 holy Dread of his incomprehenfible
Majefty 5 was it not a moft inhuman and
barbarous A& in Calvin, to get him impri-
foned, and accufe him of Herefy and Blafphe-
my, before the States of Geneva ¢ Who can
forbear to ceafure him for fo doing, asan Ene-
my to Liberty of Confcience, as an implaca-
ble and bloody-minded Man, againft an in-
nocent Perfon ? None certainly, except thofe,

it

(°) Quum dicerit ex propria Dei Subftantia omnes Crea-
turas, atque ita omnia Deorum plena,~———Quid mifer 2
Siquis Pavimentum hoc calcando, fe Deum tuum calcare
dicat, an non te pudebit tante Abfurditatis? Tunc ille ego
vero & Scamnum hoc, quicquid oftendes, DeiSubftantiam
cfle non dubito. Quum rurfus objectum foret, ergo Dia-
bolus fubftantialiter Decus erit: Ille in Cachinnum folutus,
an hoc vobis dubium eft, inquit? Hoc vero mihi generzle
Principium eft; ex traduce Dei orta efle orania, & Rerum
Naturam fubftentialem Dei Spiritum.  Fidelis Expofit, 8:e.
page 522.

(?) Sed tantus fuit Furor, ut non dubitaverit dicere,
Diabolis inefle Divinitatem. Imo fingulis plures ineile De-
os : Quia Deitas fubitantialiter tam illis quam Ligno & La-
pidi communicata fucrit.  Cakv. Epift, Farel,



