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PREFACE.

SR CONSIDERABLE Part of this
Anfwer, as far as it vegards
the Queftion about eating of
Blood ftated, &*c. was awrit-
ten, and Matevials for the Whole pre-
pared, about the Beginning of laft Lent,
but pofiponed partly by the Advice of
fome Friends, for Reafons needlefs to Le
mentioned, and partly thro’ the Inter-
vention of other Bufinefs © And the
avhole bad perbaps been intively thrown
afide, bad not two other Pamphlsts fince
appeaved on the fame Side, in one of
avbich the Autbor thought fome Quota-

tions from this [the Queftion abou:
A 2 Blood,
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iv. PREFACE

Blood, &.] of Importance enough to
be inferted into bis own. I then judg'd
it proper to let the manifold Miftakes of
both go no longer un-notsced.

1T avas eafy to forefee from the firft,
that a Defence of the Apoftolic Decree
of Abftinence from Blood wonld draw
many Inconveniencies upon me. 1 wvery
well kneaw I bad ihe Prejudices of Man-
kind to combat in this Controverfy, and
aith them theiv Ridicule and Re-
proaches. — I bad every thing to fear,
and notbing to bope for from the Attempt.
I bad no Pride, either of Competition or
Conqueft, to indulge. I bad no Rival
of Reputation to contend awith, (Men
bawve no Rivals among the Dead) nor any
Favourite in Power to pleafe. I awas fure
to qffend (and am but too awell fatisfied
that I bave offended many Perfons of
great Conféquence, and nothing to gra-
tify but a good Conftience.

Waat Weight thefe Declarations
avtl] bave with the Reader, I know not.

— This
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PREFACE v
— This I am fure of, they aill have
all I wifb, awbere only I am folicitous,
they fhould,

Ass this i5 a kind of Letter to the
Reader, Ibeg Leave to affure bim, that
all Controver(y (efpecially betawixt Per-
fons of the fame Communion) is a kind
of Writing for awhich I bave ever had
an Averfions and that I engaged in this
aith great Reluétance. How bard is
it mot to be foo much provoked with falfe
Reafonings, and abfurd Objections!” and
how difficult to ufe them as they deferve,
awithout fome Imputation (at leaft im-
plyd) upon their Author ! How diffi-
cult at once to fupport a becoming Zeal
for Truth, and a becoming Temper to
its Adverﬁzwes I' It is too much to pro-
nounce, or cven to- bope, that I bave
done this in ever y Inflance; tho T can
awith great Truth affirm, that I bave
endeavoured it in all.” And awhere I
fufpected my own Prejudices, or the

Biafs of my Temper, I fibmitted to the
Judgment of my liends: Such Friends

as
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xi PREEFACE.
as I awas awell fatisfied awere too clear~
Sfrghted to over-look my Ervers, and too
candid to conceal them. Common Pru-
dence exacted thus much, and more can-
not, I think, aell be expetted from bu-
man Frailty.

I suavv only add, that inafmuch
as one of my learned Adverfaries pro~
feffes only to emlarge upon what Dr.
Hammond bad delivered upon this Sub-
geét, (p. 34.) the Liberty I bave taken
in expofing the Weaknefs of thofe Argu-
ments upon awhich that learned Doltor’s
Opinion is fupported, awill not, I hope,
be interpreted into any pevfonal Imputa-
tion (wbhich was far from my Intentions)
upon that learned Gentleman, awho only
undertakes to put thofe Argumentsin an

caly and full Light.

I'T may be objected to me, that there
is a thivd Pamphlet publifbed in Defence
of the Prattice of eating Blood, &ec.
of awbich I bave taken no Notice,

I ANSWER,
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PREFACE, vit

I ANSWER, that I make great
Difference between Pampblets awritten
againft the Doltrine I defend, and fuch
as- are profeffedly awritten againft my
Differtations. I quarvel awith no Man
for differing from me in Opinion: God
forbid I fbould. It is already fufficiently
difadvantageous to me, that Men of
much more Learning and better Abilities
than I [ball ever pretend to, think very
differently from me upon this Point. I
avraign not their Fudgment or Diffent 5
but if I am charged with awrong Keafon-
ing, or falfe Doctrine, there I think
my[elf bound to make the beft Defence I
can: Wheve I am not (0 chavged, let the
Avguments of all thofe awbo differ in
Opinion from me, bave all the Weight
they deferve: The candid Reader will,
I hope, do the fame Fuftice to mine.

BESIDES, the reputed Author of that
Pampblet is a Gentleman for awbom I
Eawve long bad 5 bigh a Venevation; a

Man awho bath deférved fo awell of Re.li-

giuon
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Vil PR EFACE.

gion in general, and of the. eftablifbed
Church sn particular 5 that nothing but
she laft Neceffity of Self-Defence could
force me into any Contvover(j of any kind
awith bim.

ONE of the Authors before me hath
been pleafed to call bis Work, The
Queftion about eating of Blood ftated
and examined: And it muft be owned,
that theve is a certain ftating of a Que-
Stion about the Middle of that Work s
and I awifls for bis fake, as well as my
own, that be bad continued thronghout
ratber to examine than to contemn the

Arguments e oppofes.

BuT as Comtempt is not always a
fuve Enfign of Conquaft, or Criterion of
Tvuth, it is boped the Reader apill not
[uffer bimfelf to be fwayed in bis Deci-
fions, either Ly that, or any Confideva- .
tion diftint from the Merits of the
Canfe 5 awbhich ave now, without mors
Ceremony, (ubmitted to bim,

THE
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T H E

DOCTRINE

OF

ABSTINENCE from BLooD

DEFENDED, ¢-.

I.

This Author’s Introdution and Apo-
logy for writing againft me confider’d.

@aageag|H 1S Author begins his Book
ol with a Declaration of great Con-

cerny to find bimfelf engaged in
writing againft an Advocate for
‘ " Revealed Religion.—But for my
Part, I am at a Lofs to think whence that
Concern fhould arife; for furely there is no
fuch Merit in barely being an Advocate even
for the beft Caufe, unlefs that Truft be duly
B difcharged ;
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2 Defeuse of the Doitrine

difcharged ; and if the Caufe be either be~
trayed, or ill defended, there is certainly
much Demerit in it. And that this is my
learned Adverfary’s Opinion of my Perform-
ance, is, I think, fufficiently evident, fince
the firft Paragraph in his Book plainly im-
plies my having endeavonred to defend Religion
upon wrong Prinsiples, (which is furely the
worft Way of defending it that can be ima-
gined, and the moft advantageous to the
Adverfary); and finceit is too notorious, that
my beft Endeavours in that Caufe (which
~pretend to no other Merit than their being my
beft) have been fo unfortunate as to deferve
nothing from this Author, but his fevereft
Cenfure in fome Parts, his profefled Contempt
in others, and his cold Difregard, not to fay
Difdain, throughout.

THESE are indeed heavy Mortifications g
but, however, as the Cenfure fits heavieft, I
will remove that as well as Ican; and for the
reft, I muft endeavour to bear them as be-
comes me in this Seafon of Humiliation.

Bu T before I begin, I muft beg Leave to
exprefs my Concern to find this Gentleman
my Adverfary ; but for Reafons very remote,
both from the Greatnefs of his Abilities, and
the Goodnefs of his Caufe; for if I were
check’d by no Confiderations but thefe, I could
profefs as ferioufly and as folemnly as Fo2 did

in
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of Abfinence from Blood. 3
in the Contention with his Friends, that no-
thing could be more defirable to me than that
mine Adveyfary had written a Book: inaf-
much as I neither have, nor can have, any
thing in View but the Search and the Afcer-
taining of Truth; which is always beft
eftablithed by Oppofition : and if the Merits
of the Caufe I defend, could be determined
by the Weight of the Oppofition made to it,
I fhould have no Scruple to pronounce its
Juftice and its Truth now eftablifhed.

My Adverfary hath indeed written a Book,
that abounds with Learning; but he very
well knows, that Learning is no Security
from Error; at leaft, he will, I hope, for-
give my Infirmity, if, after the moft careful
and candid Enquiry, I can find sothing in it,
but a Series of furprifing Errors (however
learned and ingenious) with very little In-
terruption, from the firfk Paragraph to the
laft,

A Booxk in which he hath been {o unfor-
tunate, in my humble Opinion, as to advance
no one Propofition, direétly or indirectly,
againft the Dorine he would defeat, which
is ot manifeftly repugnant either to Scrip-
ture, Reafon, Antiquity, Experience, or all
thefe at once.

B2 THIS
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4 Defence of the Doftrine

T:u1s Author begins with a hcavy Charge
upon me, the Charge of vindicating Religion
upon wrong Principles. I flatter myfelf, that
he means only this Duty of Religion now in
Debate, the Duty of Abftinence from Blood ;
and this I have endeavoured to defend, from
the Will of God fully, clearly, and repeated-
1y revealed in this Point,——This is the main
Prirciple upon which I have affirmed this
Ahftinence to be a Duty ftill incumbent upon
Chriftians. And is this vindicating Religion
upon wrong Principles? and is there a true
Chriftian in the World, who will, upon ma-
ture Deliberation, {ay it is? God forbid.—

But I have placed Ceremonials upon an
equal Foot with Fundamentals,

T o this I anfwer; that fuppofing this a
mere Ceremonial, (which I have not yet
granted, nor he proved) I have indeed
placed it on the fame Foot with Fundamen-
tals, with regard to the Divine Prohibition,
but no otherwife. This Gentleman will al-
low, that the eating of Blood was once as
exprefly prohibited as Murder; fuppofe it
then a Ceremonial, was it not upon the fame
Foot with Fundamentals? I mean with regard
to the Divine Prohibition; and fuppofe
think it ftill equally prohlbltcd where is the

Abfur-
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of Abfsinence from Blood. 5

Abfurdity of placing it ftill upon the fame
Foot ?

Bur ftill this Conduét may give Offence
to well-meaning Minds.

For my part, I know not what well-
meaning Minds this Conduét can any way of-
fend: I am fure I meant no fuch Offence;
but this I apprehend, with all Submiffion to
fuch as differ from me, cthat thofe Minds are
much more under the Influence of Vanity
than of Wifdom, which can imagine any Ab-
furdity in God’s ftill continuing fuch Crea-
tures as weare, under the Reftraint of pofitive
Inftitutions ({uppofing this fuch.)

Tu1s Gentleman, and others who refine
with him, may require I know not what Rea-
fons and San&ions of Duty, diftiné from the
Divine Commands, before they think them-
felves bound to obey them; to me the bare
Command is Reafon and Sanction fufficient.
And in the Point before me, I am content
to find the Duty of Abftinence from Blood,
upon the fame Foot of Obligation, with thofe
of the Sabbath and the Sacraments ; nordo X
apprehend that this Infirmity, will any way
add to my Guilt or my Confufion at the Day
of Judgment.

The
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6 Defence of the Dottrine

I1.
Tbe feveral Gramts to Adam and Noah

re-examined;

¥ H1S Author next proceeds to ex-
2| amine my Authorities from Scrip-

from Blood.—

Axp firft he cenfures that Affertion of
mine from the gth Chapter of Genefis, that the
Charter of Dominion over the animal World
given to Adam, was enlarged to Noah.——
Here (fays this learned Author, p. 4.) I differ
from bim at firft fetting out 5 and apprehend,
that if this Precept given o Noah made any
Alteration in the Charter of Dominion given
to Adam, it rather was to reflrain it, than to
enlarge it.

- It is plain both from this and the follow-
ing Paragraph, that this Author thinks the
Charter of Dominion over the brute Creatures
given to 4dam, conveyed a Power of eating

them,
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of Abftinence from Blood. 7

them, and confequently, was the fame with
that given to Noab, bateing that the latter
was limited with regard to Blood. Wow the
Truth or Error of this Pofition will beft ap-
pear from confidering the feveral Grants made
to Adam in Paradife, and to Noab after the
Flood, as they are found in the firft Chapter
of Genefis at the 28th and 2 9th Verfes, and the
oth Chapter and 3d Verfe.

TrE Grant of Dominion is in the firft
Chapter of Genefrs, v. 28. Avd God blefed
them, and God faid unto them, Be fruitful and
multiply, and replenifb the Earth, and fubdue
it, and have Dominion over the Fifl of the
Sea, and over the Fowl of the Air, and over

every living thing that moveth upon the Face
of the Earth.

Hixre is the firft Grant; and the fecond
immediately follows it, v. 29. 4nd God faid,
Behold, I have given you every Herb bearing
Seed, which is upon the Face of all the Earth,
and every Tree in which is the Fruit of a Tiee
yielding Seed : 1o you it [ball be for Meat.

I appeEAL to common Senfe, Arenot
thefe two different Grants, and as diftinct as
Words can make them? -

Y o v fhall have Dominion over the ani-
mal World, fays the firft Grant ; —The
vegetable
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8 Defence of the Doltrine

vegetable World fhall be your Food,—~fays
the fecond. — Is it poflible that any two
Grants can be more diftin@®, either in the
Nature of the Things granted, or in the
Terms of Conveyance? And here I muft
obferve, that they are not both conveyed in
one, but in two diftin& Declarations, each
of them introduced with the Solemnity of
thofe awful Words,~——And God faid———

Surrosk this Gentleman fhould allowoneof
his Servants free Leave to ride a certain Horfe,
and to eat the Fruit of a certain Tree in his
Garden; if this Servant fhould immediately
conclude from that Conceflion, that he had
a Right to eat the Horfe, I believe this Wri-
ter would think the Inference a very ftrange
one.—Now fuppofe, that inftead of faying
you fhall have Leave to ride this Horfe, his
Mafter had faid, Have Dominion over this
Horxfe, and eat the Fruit of this Tree, would
not the Grant in both Cafes be the fame?
Could the Servant, think we, underftand any
thing by that Dominion over the Horfe, but
a Right of riding him and employing him to
the feveral Purpofes of Carriage, Tillage,
&e.?

THE Grant to Nesb is in the oth Chapter
of Genefis, v. 3. Every moving thing that
liveth [ball be Meat for you ; even as the green
Ferb bave I given you all things——

THE
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of Abftinence from Blood. 9

THE Grant to Adam gives every Herb,
the Grant to Noah gives every moving thing
2hat liveth, as the green Herb. Is this no
additional Grant? No Enlargement of Char-
ter? If it be not, ’tis evident thefe Words
have no Meaning: And if they have not,
could they come from God ?

I~ fhort, the Grant of Dominion over the
animal World, and the Grant of the vegeta-
ble World for Food, given to .4dam, are
of as diftin& a Nature from one another, and
from the fubfequent Grant to Noash, as
Words can make them. And if two of
them are ftill the fame, I {fee no Ufe of Lan-
guage, but to delude where it thould direét.
And to imagine this poffible, of Words in-
fpired by God himfelf, for the Dire&ion of
his Creatures, is a Suppofition thocking, not
only to Religion, but common Senfe! And
I have the Satisfaction to find, that my Con-
ception of this Matter, is agreeable to the
general Senfe of the Fews, — the Chriffian
Fathers, the firft Reformers, and the beft

Commentators. ¥ And as for {fuch as think
with

4 I beg Leave alfo to add, that of the Learned and Honour-
able Mr. Robers Boyle, (whofe Skill in Divinity is not his
loweft Praife) in his Difquifition cf Final Caufes, p. 81. « After

« the Deluge God delivered all terreftial Beafts, Fowl, and
C ¢« Fifhes,
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10 Defence of the Doitrine

with my Adverfary, let him count them up,
and glory in them.

TrAT nothing but vegetable Food was
eaten before the Flood appears to mc not
only from the oldeft Traditions upon this
Head, but likewife from God’s own Com-
mand to Nosh, in relation to the Provifions
to be laid up in the Ark, Gen. vi. 21, 22
And take thou unto thee of all Food that is
eaten, and thou fbalt gather it to thee, and it
fball be for Food for thee, and for them: thus
did Noah; according to all that God com-
manded him, [o did be.

FrowM thefe Words, it fhould feem, in
the firft Place, that there was then fome
kind of Food in the World which was not
caten: But however this may be, it is clear
from this Command, iz fball be for Foed for
thee, and for them, that Noab’s Food in the
Ark was {uch as he had in common with the
other Creatures; and how any thing but the
Fruits of the Earth could be a common Food

to Man, and all other Creatures, Iown, I
cannot conceive.

Bur

“ Fifhes, ¢e. into the Hands of Men, and intended that they
<« fhould eat Animals, as before the Flood he ha

L d appointed
“ 1fﬂhean all the forts of wholefome Vegetables fcf;f their
“ Food.”
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of Abfinence from Blood. 11

Bur it is obje@ted to me, (p. 11.) that I
confine 4dam to Bread and Herbs; and
confequently, that upon my Principles,
neither he nor his Sons had any more Right
to the Fruit of a Tree, than to Fleth.-— I
anfwer, That by the Herbs of the Field, I
underftand the whole vegetable World, and
apprehend, that the whole World have
hitherto {o underftood it. I alfo apprehend,
that the fame is underftood by the green Herb
in the Grant to Nosb; and for this plain
Reafon, becaufe I apprehend, that all the
Trees in the-World are no other than green
Herbs. And when this Gentleman proves
they are not, I will undertake to prove,
that an Oyfter and a Snail are no Animals.—
And I am pretty confident there is as much
Difference betwixt an Oyfter and an Elephant,
as there is between a Cabbage and an Oak.
——Tho’ poflibly 4dam might not know this
immediately after his Creation; and confe-
quently, a more explicite Grant was neceflary
to him. ,

G2 T'he
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12 Defence of the Doctrine

III.

- The Grant of Dominion over the Crea-
tures confidered.

U'T here this Author is pleafed
to take me to Task in the fol-
lowing manner; I defire to know
(fays he) what fort of a Domi-
nion it was that God gave Adam
over the Fifb of the Sea, and over the Fowls of
the Air, and over every living thing that
moveth upon the Earth if it was not a Do-
minion that he was to make ufe of 2 (p. 4.)

T o this I anfwer, That I really cannot
tell what fort of a Dominion that is, which
a Man is not to make ufe of: ButIam
humbly of Opinion, that there may be fome
ufe of Dominion over things, diftinét froma
Power of eating them ; and that fuch Domi-
nion might poflibly be of fome Advantage
both to the Governor and the Governed:
For Example ;

IamMm
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of Abfinence from Blood. 13

I A ™M of Opinion, that it is the Intereft of
Sheep to be fhorn, and that it was the Intereft
of Abel to theer them ; and that their Milk
and Wool fufficiently paid for their keeping,
to an Owner who paid no Rent for his
Land.

I aMm alfo of Opinion, that Yabal might
find his Account in feeding Cows, tho’ he
were as utter a Stranger to the Tafte of their
Fleth, as thoufands who feed them in this
Kingdom, at this Day, and pay heavy Rents
into the Bargain; for the fole Advantage of
their Milk, without the leaft Intention or
Idea of eating one Morfel of them to the end
of their Lives.

Besipes, all Nations have not the {fame
Opinion of the fame kinds of Food; the
Fleth of Cows and Oxen is in great Efteem in
this Part of the World; but (if I am rightly
informed) is far from being fo in thofe
Eaftern Regions, where Mankind are fup-
pofed to have had their Origin. *

Bur

* The wife Son of Syrash feems to have thought ina very
different manner from’ this Author: The principal things for the
whole Ufle of Maw’s Life (fays he) are Water, Fire, Iron, and
Sait, Flowr of Wheat, Honey, Milk, and the Blood of the Grape,
#nd Oyly and Cloathing. Ecclus, chap. XXXiX, v, 20.
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14 Defence of the Dotrine

BuT to proceed, *Tis fufficiently evident
from the Scriptures, that the Firﬁlings;of .the
Flock and Herd, were from the Beginning
offered up in Sacrifice to God; and in that
Cafe, it was the Intereft of the Dam to be
milked, and the Intereft of her Keeper to
turn that Milk to his own Ufe; as alfo in
Cafes of accidental Death, or Deftrudtion of
the Young by wild Beafts; or where the Pa-
rent gave more Milk than was neceffary to
the Prefervation of the Young: And pro-
bably it was one Reafon why the Males of
the Flocks and the Herds were offered up in
Sacrifice, that the Females, as of more Ad-
vantage to Mankind, might be multiplied
beyond them. 2 ho feedeth a Flock, and eateih
not of the Milk of the Flock—is a Queftion
which 4bel might as rightfully have put asSt.
Paul; tho’ pollibly, Who feedeth a Flock,
and eateth not of the Flefh thereof, is a Que-
ftion which 4bel had as little Right to put in
one Cafe, as St. Paxul in the other; but very
poflibly humble 4be/ was content to fay to
himfelf, what the wife Man fays, Prov.
xxvil. 26, 27. 7 ke Lambs are for thy Cloath-
ing, and the Goats are the Price of the Field;
and thou fbalt have Goats Milk enough for thy
Food, for the Food of thy Houfbold, and for
Maintenance of thy Maidens. *

Axp

t The Nomades of Africk fed upon the Milk of the Cyno-
cephales, as {fome Northern Nations do upon that of the Rain-
Deer,
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of zﬂ?_/tz'nenc_e from Blood. 15

A N D was it nothing for the Antediluvians
to have delicious Food and the comfortable
Coverings both of Tents and Cloaths from
the Creatures, unlefs they were alfo allowed
%0 eat them?

TuaTt Tents were the firft Houfes, and
that Skins were the original Cloathing of
Mankind (as they are at this Day to many
Hordes of Zartars) is, I believe paft all
doubt; and that they continued to be fo for
many Ages, appears cvidently enough from
the earlieft Accounts we have of all Countries,
and particularly of Brizain;, and how ill
many Regions of the Earth could do with-
out them at this Day is {fufficiently known. *

Nor are even the Fowls
of the Air unufeful to this
Purpofe. 'That Feathers made, and ftill
make, a chief Part both of Drefs and Cover-
ing to the Natives of America, is not denied
nor do even the politer Exropeans difdain the
Aid of their Ornaments at this Day; and

much

Dominion over Fowl.

* The Skin of the River-Horfe is in high Effeen among
the Africans for Shields,——which are f2id to be Proof againft
Musket-Balls.

When Houfes were built, and Skins ceafed to be of com-
mon Ufe for Tents, they continued to be ftill demanded in

War ; (St. Panl wrought at this 1rade) and are ftill the Houfes
of the Calmone-Tartars.
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16 Defence of the Doltrine

much lefs do they defpife their various Ufes :
Such is the Beauty and Variety of their Co-
louring in fome Regions of the Earth, as to
be able to fupply the Place of the Pollet and
Pencil: Nor will my Adverfary deny, that
he himfelf hath fome Reafon to blefs God
for the Dominion of Man over the Fowls of
the Air ({uppofing them uneaten) inafmuch
as without this his Bed, perhaps would not be
quite fo foft, nor his Sleep fo fweet; but if
he has not, I own I have.

Acain; Tillage was as old as
Adam, and I {ee no Abfurdity in fup-
pofing, that Oxen might be of as much Ufe
(in that Refpet) then, as now; probably
they ploughed the Field, probably they
brought home the Corn, and when it was
brought home, probably they trod it out.—
And was all this nothing, unlefs they might
be eaten alfo?

Beafts.

Beasts of Burthen, I humbly appre-
hend, were never abfolutely unneceffary to
Mankind; and therefore a Right of Domi-
nion over them for that fole Purpofe, never
could be a Grant abfolutely ufelefs and infig-
nificant. And that this is the only Ufe of
Oxen in many Parts of 4fis and Africa at this
Day, is, I think, paft all doubt.

Now
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of Abftinence from Blood. 17

Now thefe Advantages might, in my
humble Opinion, make the human Domi-
nion over the Creatures very advantageous,
tho’ it fhould not extend to a Right of eating
them! and indeed I am inclined to believe,
that this Writer is the only Man in the
World who ever imagined, that the Idea of
Dominion neceflarily included in it a Power
of eating. *

Bur this Point will perhaps be feen in a
better Light from a very plain and familiar
Inftance,

Su pr r o sE this Author, among his other
Charities, fhould give any of his poor De-
pendants, an exprefs Dominion over his Barns
for Food, and over his Flocks and Herds to
every Ufe and Advantage of Milk, Wool,
Tillage and Carriage, but without the leaft
Mention or Intimation of a Licen{e to eat them;
referving at the {fame time a certain Number to
his own fole Ufe ; —— fhould this Dependant
treat this Dominion with Difdain, upbraid his
Benefaé&tor with his Limitation, and cry out,
What [fort of Dominion is this which a Man

muft not make ufe of If Dominion has any
D Meaning,

* T am fure if it does, the Criticks are mightily miftakens
when they imagine Aebilles’s dnpucCoess Camasis to be an Ap-
pellation of Reproach, inftead of an Epithet of Right.
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Meaning, it muft imply a Power of eal1ng
therefore I will not only milk and fleece thefe
Flocks, but feed upon them alfo. — I appeal
to his own Breaft, whether he would not
think fuch a Dependant not only very un-
grateful and unreafonable, but very wrong-
headed into the Bargain?

Fhe Author’s Ob- Tu1s learned Writer
jettion from theCoats  proceeds  (p. 4.) ¢ and
of Skins, Gen. iii. con-  ¢¢ fince we fAnd in the
fidered. ¢« 3d of Gen. v. 21. that
¢ upon the Expulfion of .4dam and Eve out
¢¢ of Paradife, God was pleafed to make
“ Coats of Skins for them, and cloath them:
¢ Is there not as much Reafon to apprehend,
“ that the Dominion given to _4dam did
extend to the taking away the Life of any
of the Creatures, as well to fupply him
¢« with Food as with Raiment.

({9
€<

Here this Author feems to take it for
granted, that Zdam {lew thefe Creatures (of
whofe Skins it pleafed God to make him and
his Wife Coats) in order to cloath himfelf
with their Skins, by Virtue of the Right of
Dominion given him over the Brute World.
But the Reader will pleafe to obferve, thatif
he does take this for granted, he does fo
without any Foundation of Proof, or even
of Probability. —— I apprehend, that all the
learned Men in the World, who ever wrote

on
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on this Subje, are, and ever were, of Opi-
nion, that the Beafts whofe Skins fupplied
Adam and Eve with Coats, were Beafts flain
for Sacrifice; and I will venture to fay, that
1 have demonftrated Sacrifices to be of divine
Inftitution (and neither this Author, nor
even any Infidel that I know of] hath yet at-
tempted to confute me); and if they were
flain for Sacrifice, they were flain by the im-
mediate Command of God, and againft all
Adam’s Inftins and Inclinations ; (the Truth
of this Affertion every Man who hath any
Humanity will quickly feel himfelf convinced
of); and confequently, they were not flain in
the Intention of Adam, either for Cloathing
or Food; both which Purpofes muft, in my
humble Opinion, be very remote both from
his Intention and Conception in that State of

"Things.

SurREeLY no Man living ever imagined,
that _.4dam had any Inftiné to gratify in de-
ftroying thefe Creatures: The Sight of living
Animals, I believe, never yet created an
Appetite in any mortal Man to devour them,
even after full Information that he was pri-
vileged to devour them; and much lefs an-
tecedent to fuch Information.—— Nor is it to
be imagined, that 4dam’s Knowledge of the
Creatures extended to fuch Skill in their
Structure, as to know the Nature and Ufe

of their Skins, without immediate Information
D 2 from
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from Almighty God. We fee, that when
he had the Skins, he knew not how to make
Coats of them ; and furely it required much
lefs Skill to fhape them into Cloaths, thanto
fever them from the Animal, or to know
that they were of a diftin& Nature from the
Flefh.—— So that this Author’s Opinion up-
on this Head, is in all Views, and upon all
Accounts, utterly groundlefs.

I a M far from denying, that 4dam had a
Right (by Virtue of the Dominion granted
by God over them) to flay the Creatures upon
proper Occafions. For tho’ the Grant was
given to Man in the State of Innocence;
where there could, in all Probability, be no
need of flaying them: Yet inafmuch as it
never was revoked, it is reafonable to think
that it was continued to every lawful Pur-
pofe that could be anfwered by aright and a
reafonable Ufe of them. Now we have clear
Reafon to conclude from the Scriptures, that
he had a Right to flay them for Cloathing
and for Sacrifice ; but no Colour of Reafon
to conclude from thence, that he had a Right
to deftroy them for Food, but quite the con-
trary ; inafmuch as he was not only prefcri-
bed, but, as I apprehend, plainly limited
to another Food; and that Limitation, ac-
cording to a known Maxim, left him at Li-
berty, with refpect to all right and reafonable

Ufes
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Ufes of the Creatures, in Cafes not excepted
or precluded.

T o all this may be added, that this learned
Gentleman forgets that Holocaufls (7.
Sacrifices where the whole Carcafe, exclufive
of the Skin, was confumed by Fire) are al-
lowed on all hands to be the moft ancient
kind of animal Sacrifices known or heard of
in the World; and therefore there is not the
leaft Pretence or Appearance of Probability,
that 4dam, or any of the antediluvian World,
devoured the Creatures devoted to God in
Sacrifice.

T H1s Author proceeds My Adverfary’s Argu-
to another Argument Up-  ment from the Make of
on this Point, which the buman Stomach

confidered.

plainly appears to be in
his Judgment decifive and unanfwerable;
but is in my Opinion as inconclufive as
can well be imagined. His Words are
thefe, p. §.—— ¢ Befides, if we fuppofe
¢ the Stomachs of the Antediluvians were
¢ formed in the {fame manner with our Sto-
“ machs, and find by Experience, that the
¢ Stomach of Man is at prefent formed as
¢« well to be carnivorous as graminivorous; I
fay, that their having Stomachs partly form-
¢ ed after the fame manner with the Stomachs
“ of Creatures that live entirely upon Flefh,
“ is as ftrong a Proof to me, that they were
intended

«
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“ intended and did feed upon Flefh, as their
“ having had Feet is a Proof of their walk-
“ ing.”

N o w, not to infift on the Singularity of
this Gentleman’s Stile on this Occalion, his
carnivorons and graminivorous Stomachs,
Things, I believe, never before heard of,
(at leaft it is the common Opinion, that it is
the Bufinefs of the Stomach to digeft, and not
to devour) the Sum of his Argument is this:
— If the human Stomach is fitted to digeft
Flefh, then Man had a Right to eat Flefh,
and a&tually did {o from the Beginning,.

No w if this Reafoning is right, then this
Maxim muft be true, that Fitnefs to do any
‘Thing infers 2 Right to do that Thing; nay
not only fo, but infers the actual Exertion of
that Right.——Does this Author believe, that
he him{elf hath a Right to commit Murder and
Inceft upon the Evidence and Security of this
Principle? I am fure he does not: AndI dare
fay he would take it very ill to be concluded
guilty of either in Confequence of this Maxim,
—and God forbid he fhould.

L £ T us confider this Reafoning in another
Light, which may probably be more agree-
able.

Twirg
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I wirr fuppofe this Writer to be very
happily fitted both by his Birth, Education,
Abilities, and Principles for the beft Prefer~
ment (it matters not whether Ecclefiaftical
or Civil) in his Majefty’s Gift; will it follow
from hence, that he hath a nght to fuch
Preferment without a prev1ous Grant from
his Majefty: I cannot think it will; and I
am fure he is too dutiful to his Majefty, to
fay, or fo much as to think he hath.——And
if not, much lefs will it follow that he isin
aCtual Poffeflion of that Preferment, however
defirable and advantageous fuch a Situation
might be, both to him{elf and the World.

N ow the true Diftinétion upon this Maxim
(which this learned Writer overlooked) is
this,—Fitnefs to do a Thing without which
we cannot live, infers our having done that
Thing with as much Certainty as that we
lived; and therefore the Antediluvians as
certainly walked as they had Feet, becaufe
they could not live without walking ; but their
Fitnefs to eat Flefh infers not the fame Cer-
tainty or Neceflity of their having eaten it,
becaufe they could live without it.

A p1A1N obvious Inftance will illuftrate
this to the meaneft Capacity.

SUDPPOSE
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Surp oska Pilgrim appointed by a Perfon
of fufficient Authority to take a long Journey
on Foot to a certain City; —— fuppofe two
different kinds of Food proper for his Sufte-
nance in his Journey to this City 5 — fup-
pofe one of thefe exprefly prefcribed (and
poflibly by way of Penance) by the fame
authoritative Perfon, who had alfo an un-
doubted Right to prefcribe in that Cafe, as
well as fufficient Skill to prefcribe properly;
—fuppofe this Pilgrim, after a certain Time,
arrived atthat City, and confefledly on Foot;
could we with as much Certainty infer, that
he was {upported in his Journey to this City by
the Food not prefcribed to him, as that he
made Ufe of his Feet to carry him thither ?
I believe no Man of common Senfe would
fay we could.

THE Reader may, if he pleafes, apply
this to Life; —- he may confider Life as this
Pilgrimage; — God the Author of the Pil-
grimage ; — the Grave, the City to which
we are all appointed to travel; Herbs, &v.
the Viaticum prefcribed by our great and
skilful Governor; and Flefh the Viaticum
not prefcribed: The Inference is ob-
vious,——

To
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T ogll this I beg leave to v
add, that the EfJénes, Py- ;b[??medlvfk" al‘;i’laYs
thagoreans, and Braghmans upozngrincl;;{?. -
of Old, and their Succeflors

the prefent Bramins and Banians of the Eaf,
and all the Monks and Religious Orders of
Chriftians in #thiopia, had and have, in
all Probability, as good Flefth-Stomachs as
their Neighbours; and yet I believe this
Gentleman will not infift, contrary to the
Hiftory of all Times, that they did and do
atually eat Fleth.——And if thefe abftained
and ftill abftain upon fome miftaken Prin-
ciple of Religion after the Deluge, ’tis
poflible, that others might have abftained in
the fame manner from fome right Principle
of Religion before.

I own it appears extremely probable to me,
that if Mankind had not abftained from Flefh
in the antediluvian World from a Principle of
Religion, yet might they have abftained
merely thro’ Ignorance: — Nor can I con-
ceive how they could tell, antecedent to the .
divine Licence, that Flefh was good and falu-.
tary Food, unlefs they were to be guided in
this Point by Wolves and Tygers; —Crea-
tures of all others the moft oppofite to the
human Nature ; and I think fome Arguments

might be drawn from their Tempers and
) E fhort-
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fhort-livednefs to thew, that fuch Food was
neither falutary nor defirable to Man.

I you fuppofe them influenced to a Defire
of this Food by the Smell of Sacrifices, it
muft then be remembered, that none but the
Religious facrificed, and that their Sacrifices
were Holocaufts ; and the Religious of the an-

- tediluvian World are almoft univerfally be-
lieved not to have caten Flefh: Befides, I
very much doubt whether Habit hath not
made the Smell of Fleth much more incentive
to Appetite than Nature: * At leaft I know
fome Men of Senfe who are of Opinion, that
the Smell of Flefh is only agreeable from the
Remembrance of that Pleafure which was
wont to attend it in eating.

But however this may be, the Traditions
of all Antiquity are agreed, that there wasa
Time when Mankind abftained from Flefh,
and fed only upon the Fruits of the Earth.

HiturrTo, Ihope, this learned Au-
thor’s Opinions and Arguments appear {uffi-
ciently

* There are many Inflances, (and I myfelf have known
fome) of Perfons {o thorowly reconciled by Cuftom to the very
worft Taftes and Smells, as not only to think them tolerable,
but even delicious: And in Faét, feveral Perfons who have long

been accuftomed to a Vegetable Diet, find the Smell of Fleth
difagrecable,
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ciently inconfiftent .with Scripture, with
Reafon, with Experience, with Antiquity.

W E fhall now enquire whether he be more
fortunate in thefe that follow.

T n e Reader is by this Time, I hope, fup-
plied with fufficient Anfwers to thofe quick
Queftions of this Author’s, (p. 5.) ¢ for what
“ Ufe did 4beland Fabal give themfelves the
“ Trouble of feeding and guarding Sheep and
“ Cattle? Was it only for the Sake of having
“ their Skins to cloath themfelves withal ?
 Are not the Skins of thofe called Wild
¢ Beafts remarkably better for that Ufe?”
——I fay, the Reader is, I hope, by this
Time enabled to anfwer thefe Queftions:

INnasMucHas Cloath- .
ing was cvidently not the , Cxbisg et o
only End attained by this  Brutes. ‘
Trouble; nor, if it were,
could that End, (with humble Submiffion to
this learned Author) be better attained by
the Skins of Wild Beafts: — For in the firft
Place, their Skins are not better for Cloath-
ing; and I will venture to oppofe that of the
fingle Sheep to the Advantages of them all
put together ; * (to fay nothing of the Camgl,
the

% Befides the many and excellent Ufes anfwered by the Waol
fevered from the Skin, and by the Skin bared of the Wocl;l,
E a2 the
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the Goat, and the Ox.—) And if they
were better, could they be obtained with fo
much Eafe and Safety, and in Numbers fuf-
ficient for all Mankind? and in Confequence
of this, with fo much Advantage to the
World! * or if they could (which I believe
this learned Author will not, npon more ma-
ture Deliberation, affirm,) yet ftill, methinks,
we might be at Liberty to put the fame
Quettion to this Author concerning the Wild
Beafts in general, which it pleafed God to put
to Fob concerning the Unicorn, Fob xxxix.
9, &c. Wil they be willing to ferve thee, or
abide in thy Crib? Canft thou bind them with
their Bands in the Furrow? Or will they bhar<
row the Valleys after thee? Wil thou truft
them becaufe their Strength is great ¢ Or wilt
thou leave thy Laboar to them? Wilt thon

believe

the Skins both of Lambs and Sheep are in many Countriesin the
hifgheﬁ: Efteem both for Warmth and Delicacy. Many Hordes
of Tarsars are clad entirely by them, and even the luxurious
Perfians hold the Skin of a grown Sheep in the next Degree
of Dignity to that of the Sable. '

* If the Reader will pleafe to figure to himfelf fuch Herds,
and Troops, of Lions, Leopards, Tygers, Bears, ¢re. fubfifting
at once in the World, as were fufficient to fupply all Mankind
with Cloathing and other Conveniencies that could be fupplied
by Skins, he will foon be fenfible how juft and reafonable my
Adverfary’s Opinion is upon this Point. (As for Fuirs of
Sables, Ermins, Foxes, ¢e. they are only found in particulas
Northern Regions, where they are moft wanted.) Probus’s
Circys over-run with an infinitc Number of Wild Beafts of all
kinds, dreadful both to the Ears and Eyes of the Speftators,

were, Ithink, a proper Emblem of the Theatre of the World
upon this Author’s Suppofition.
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believe them that they will bring home thy Seed,
and gather it into thy Barn?

AFTER all, fuppofe me, fuppofc Men every
Way vaftly my Superiors, ignorant of many
noble and excellent Ends propofed and at-
tained throughout the various Ages and Re-
gions of the World, by the human Dominion
over the Creaturesexclufive of Food ; can any
thing be inferred againft the Wifdom and Ufe
of this Dominion from this Ignorance? God
forbid, How unequal the utmoft Extent of
human Reafon is to the unfathomable Depths
of the divine Wifdom, in every Inftance, is,
I believe, univerfally allowed ; and for my
part if I knew of no other Ufe of the Crea-
tures than to be Subftitutes for the human
Life forfeited by Sin, I fhould be contented
humbly to acquiefce in that, and not only to
acknowledge, but to adore the infinite Mercy
of their Maker in the Appointment.

IV, An
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IV.

An Objection about the Carcafes of
Creatures flamn for Sacrifices.

%1 U T this Author is ftill anxious to
know, p. 5. (or rather anxious
to pofe my Ignorance) what is
to become of the Carcafes of the
Creatures flain for Sacrifice.

I 1 a vE one plain Anfwer to this Queftion,
——Holocaufts were the earlieft Sacrifices,
——and in thefe the whole Animal was con-
fumed except the Skin; fo that he need be
under no Pain about their being left to the
Beafts of the Field and to Birds of Prey. —
Tho’ if they had, (as probably in fome In-
ftances they might) Beafts of the Field and
Birds of Prey have as much Right to be fed
as Man. —Zhe Eyes of all wait upon thee, O
Lord, and thou giveft them their Meat in due
Seafon. And there was probably more need

for
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for their being fed by the Carcafes of Creatures
flain for Man’s Ufe in the antediluvian World,
becaufe there was then in all Probability lefs
Carnage, from the Longzvity and fuperior
Health and Strength of the Creatures, pro-
portioned to that of their Lord,

Axp as Man, by Virtue of his Right of
Dominion, had doubtlefs often occafion to
flay feveral Creatures befides thofe flain for
Sacrifice, poffibly fuch Slaughters were not
unufeful to the Suftenance of fuch Creatures
as {ubfift by Carnage.

T HE Fat of all fuch as were not {flain for
Sacrifice, might be ufed to the {feveral Pur-
pofes of Light, Oil, Greafe, &c. as well then
as now; even under the old Law the
Fat of the Beaft that died of itfelf, and the
Fat of that which was torn with Beafts, might

be applied to any other Purpofe, except that
of Food, Leviz, vil. 24.

V. Various
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V.

Various Ends of the Human Dominion
over the Brute World.

) UT further, a Dominion to Man
over the Creatures was neceflary
| in order to empower him to de-
B0D| ftroy thofe that were noxious,
""""""""" as alfoto train up others to that
very End; to guard not himfelf only, but
alfo the feveral Creatures that were moft ufe-
ful to him, from the Invafion and Ravage of
others.

I~ what a Variety of Lights do the Beau-
ty and Ufe of this Dominion fhew them{felves!
to fee fome Creatures feed their Lord, and
others fight for him; — fome carry his
Loads, and others cultivate his Lands; —to
{ee one cloath him, and another bear him on
his Back, conveying him with Speed and
Safety where his Health, his Bufinefs, or
even his Pleafures call him ;—{fome coming

at
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at his Call, and others flying at his Commmand,
~—— watching and obeying his very Beck!
proud to be employed, and vifibly rejoycing
to have {erved him: To fum up all,—fome
lightening his Labcurs, and {fome atoning
for his Guilt! ——

AnNoTHER End, anfwered by the Domi«
nion of Man over the Creatures, diftin& from
the Power of eating them, was the Delight of
his Senfes,——and another the Entertainment
of his Reafon; and both thefc naturally led
him to reverence and to adore their Maker.

H o w agreeably are we amufed with the
Gayety of fome Animals, and the Good-wil}
of others! the Sprightlinefs of one, the inyin-
cible Sloth and Sullennefs of another; the
Cunning of this Animal, and the Mimickry
of that! the intractable Wildnefs and Ferity
of one Race, and the familiar Gentlenefs of
another! the Docility of one Species, and the
infuperable Stupidity of others; their Arts of
Annoyance and Defence ! their Addrefs and
Dexterity in the greateft Exigences; their
Skill to efcape their Enemy, and their Wiles
to compafs their Prey ! the periodical Shift-
ingsand Migrations of fome, the Receffes and
Returns of others! the apparent Deaths and
Revivals of others, and even their Refur-
reGion under furprizingly new, fairer, and
nobler Forms !—and above all, that amazing

F Variety
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Variety and Profufion of Provifion for the
Support of all, from the Bounty and Benefi-
cence of their Maker! *

Aca1N, Man’s Right of Dominion over
the Fowls of the Air, empowered him to con-~
fine fome Birds for the Pleafure of their Mu-
fick, others for the Delight of his Eye, others
for the Deftruéion of fuch Fowl and other
Creatures as were noxious; as the Eagle and
Hawk, to deftroy the Kite; the Vulture, the
Raven, and even to pick out the Eyes of the
Wolf and Boar, as it is well known they
may be trained to do, and as the Perfians, we
‘are told, hunt with Leopards.

Now that an explicit Grant upon this
Point was ufeful to this very End, fufficiently
appeats from the Superftition of thofe Na-
tions to whom this Grant is not known,
many of whom make as much Confcience of
fupporting noxious Creatures, (caaefully ab-
ftaining from all Injury and Offence towards
them) as the beft Chriftians of relieving good
Men in Diftrefs.

_ * That abundant Supply of Provifion proper to each Species,
is, doubtlefs, Matter ot fufficient Admiration to every thinking
Being; but the Provifion made for the Support of thofe Creatures
.which never flir from the Place of their Nativity, or are defti-
‘tute of Limbs to carry them in Search of their Prey, is juft
Matter of more diftinguifhed Admiration; and fuch is the Con-
dition of feveral Kinds of Shcll-Fifh in the Waters, and is com-
monly decmed the Condition of the Bird of Paradife at Land.

THIs
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T'u1s Right of Dominion alfo empowerd
him to employ fome Birds to carry his Mef-
fages, and to bring him Intelligence in his
greateft Exigences; * to confine others to
divide the dead and dark Hours of the Night,
and call him up to his Cares, and others,
perhaps, for the Benefic of their Eggs, § at
leaft all Birds whatfoever he had a Right to
confine, the better to obferve their Powers,
their Inftinéts, their Abilities, their Friend-
fhips, their Enmities, their Dangers, their
Defences, their Generation, their different
Methods of Incubation, hatching and provi-
ding for their Young, the Beauty, Variety
and Wifdom of their Stru&ure, fo admi-
rably fuited to their Element and Condition
of Life!

H ow delightful an Employment is it to a
reafonable and religious Spirit, to climbup this
Scale of Life, from the Humming Bird of
America to the Oftrich of Arabia, and at
every Step, to contemplate, to admire, and to
adore the Glory, the Grandeur, and the Good-
nefs of their Maker !

# Tt is well known, that Pigeons are the great Conveyers
of Intelligence thro’ the Levant, and that they convey it with
the Speed of ten Leagues an Hour.

§ The fame Way of Reafoning that inferred the Lawfulnefs
of eating Milk, would, in fome meafure, hold good with

regard to Eggs.
Fa ' It
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I is impoffible either to afcend or defcend
through this Scale of Life, without difcover-,
ing at ev’ry Step amazing Marks of Wifdom,
as imexhauflible in the Variety of its Models,
as in the Skill, the Richnefs, and the Mag-
nificence of the Execution: Thefe Obferva-
tions cannot be made to any Degree of Accu-
racy, in many Inftances, without a minute
and exa& Examipation of their Parts, nor
this, without a Right over their Lives; and
therefore a2 Grant of Dominion was abfo-
lutely neceffary to thefe Ends; and a Limita-
tion. of Dominion to a right and a rational
Profecution and Attainment of all thefe Ends,
was perfeétly confiftent both with the Bounty
and Beneficence of the Creator.

All thefe Advantages and Entertainments
(except that of Mufick) Man is alfo capable
of receiving, with a new and amazing Va-
riety, from the Beafts of the Field, (from the
Moufe, up to the Elephant) and even from
the Worms of the Earth, from the Earth-
worm and Caterpillar, to Creatures many
Millions of Degrees lefs than a Mite.

AR E not many Creatures fupported at this
Day, and have they not been fo, in various
Regions of the Earth, merely for the Plea-
fure of {eeing them, and obferving upon their
Natures ! and is this no Pleafure to a reafon-

able
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able and a philofophick Spirit? And is Do-
minion to thefe Ends of no Avail, unlefs that
alfo of eating be added to them? Were they
made only for the Entertainment of our Ap-
petites, and is that their nobleft Ufe? Such
a Pofition might well enough become an
Heathen High-Prieft, or an Hog of Epicurus’s
Herd, but muft fu_rcly be very ill fuited to
the Character of a Chriftian Philofopher.

Axp 1 dare fay, this Gentleman will
do himfelf the Juftice to own, that he hath
fometimes, on occafional Journies, and often
in his Refearches into Nature, been rapt into
Tranfport and Amazement, to behold the
different Regions of this habitable World,
the Rocks, the Mountains, the Marfhes, the
Vallies, nay even the barren Defarts, fo
richly, fo wifely, and fo beneficently fur-
nifhed out with Creatures, for many wonder-
ful and excellent Purpofes of Providence, and
for various Ufes and Neceflities of the human
Life, diftin& from Food.

VI. The
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VL

plate upon the great Wifdom of
God vifible in a gradual Grant of
the Creatures. Had Appetite
been indulged in their Deftruc-
tion from the firft, it is evident, that in the
extreme Degeneracy of human Nature (be-
fore the Flood) this End of their Being had
only, or at leaft principally been regarded:
And then, in all Probability, the very Spe-
cies of many of them had been cut off from
the Earth.

'TuEe World 1s allowed to have been more
thoroughly peopled before the Flood than
fince, fo that if the feveral Creatures had
then been eaten, ’tis impoffible they could
have efcaped the Luxury and Barbarity of
the then Inhabitants. Several kinds of
Creatures have been utterly deftroyed in par-

ticular
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ticular Regions of the Earth fince the Flood j*
and, beyond all Queftion, Waftes and Defarts,
and a Scarcity of Inhabitants, are abfolutely
neceflary to the Prefervation of many of
them at this Day. — But if the Species had
not been wholly deftroyed by the Permif-
fion of this Kind of Food, before the Flood,
yet many of their nobleft Ends and Ufes had
certainly been defeated :——They would then
have naturally been deftroyed, when they
were in moft Perfetion for Food; and then,
ten thoufand Ends and Ufes of their Being
had been loft. — The Confequences would,
I apprehend, be much the fame in Propor-
tion, as if Mankind were regularly to be cut
off at Thirty; ’tis evident, that human Na-
ture would then be very little underftood,
and not one of its nobleft Ends an{fwered.—
Apply this to the animal World.—Suppofe
their {feveral Periods of Duration unknown,
and you will find a thoufand Inftances of In-
firuction, ufeful Obfervation, and Advan-
tages of various Kinds, cut off from Man-
kind. How many new Inftin&s are difco-
vered, and Leflons of Wifdom learned from

the Longzvity and old Age of Animals of all
Kinds !

¢ Asthe Cock of the Wood, and Moufe-Deer in Ireland.

THE
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Tue Reader will beft entertain himfelf
with his own Contemplations upon this
Head !

WHEN Appetite was precluded, Curio-
fity was left to its full Range; and nothing
was more natural than to enquire diligently,
and examine minutely, into the various Views
and Purpofts of the divine Wifdom in the
Producion of the Creatures, and the Ends
anfwered to Man by his Dominion over them.
And this Enquiry naturally terminated in a
more perfet Knowledge of their Nature and
Ufes, than could otherwife ever have been
attained or expe&ted.—Tho’ that Knowledge
is to this Day very imperfe&; and perhaps
wants more Culture, and is capable of more
Improvement, than any other Branch of
Knowledge whatfoever.

IcannNoT quit this Subjedt without ob-
ferving, upon the great Wifdom and Goodnefs
of God, in preferving the Creatures at the
Deluge, by the Miniftration of Noab and his
Sons; inafmuch as this naturally led them,
nay almoft laid them under a Neceflity of
obferving their feveral Natures with uncom-
mon Exadtnefs and Attention.

ADAM had the-Knowledge of the
Brute World by Infpiration. When this
Know-

3
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Knowledge was impaired in his Pofterity, no
Man fince Adam ever had fuch an Opportunity
of recovering it, of being fully informed in the
natural Hiftory of Animals, as Noab and his
Sons. And when this was their fole Eme
ployment and Entertainment for almoft a
whole Year together ; this was fo thorough
an Intreduction into that Science, as could
not but whet their Curiofity to carry it on
to the greateft Perfection, for the reft of their
Lives; which was the beft Means imaginable,
not only to reftrain them from deftroying the
Creatures, but alfo to excite them to preferve
and provide for them, with uncommon
Care, till they were fufficiently multiplied
for the Ufe of Men, over the Face of the
Earth.

T o this Purpofe alfo, that Love and
Liking, naturally arifing from a long and
familiar Acquaintance (efpecially in a com-
mon Confinement) could not but greatly
contribute.

THERE is fcarce any Creature {o brutal
as not to be fenfible of good Offices; the
conftant Kindnefs which Nosb and his Sons
fhewed thefe Creatures for fo long a Time
together, by fupplying them with Food,
&c¢. naturally tended to create a mutual
“Endearment between them, which (beﬁdgs

tae
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the Advantage of Security. from them)
was doubtlefs for fome Time a firong
Reftraint both upon thefe Men and their
Defcendants from taking away the Lives
of thefe Creatures, otherwife than thro’
mere Necefity.

VIL Mo,
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VIL

Manw's Dominion over Fiflb and Infelts
(exclufive of eating) mnot altogether

ufelefs.

OR is Man’s Dominion even over
| the Fifhes of the Sea (fuppofing
them uneaten) altogether ufelefs.
~— A Dominion over fome of
them is ufeful for the bare Plea-
fure of beholding them ; fuch is (to mention
only a few Inftances) the Delight the Chinefe
receive from their Gold and Silver Fifhes ¥ ;
and the King of Ceilon from feveral kinds of

* Gold and Silver Fifh. ) .

Of thefe Le Compte gives the following Accounr. He tells us,
they are the great Beauty and Ormamcnt of the Courts and
Gardens of great Perfons; that the Male is of a moft delicate
Red from the Head to the Middle; the reft gilded with glitter-
ing Gold, far exceeding the Power of Art. — The Female is
white, its Tail and one Part of its Body perfetly wathed over
with Silver: The Tail is fafhioned like a Nofegay, thick and
long, which gives a particular Grace to this Animal.

G2 Fifh
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Fith which Travellers aflure us are never
brought to his Table, but fupported wholly
for his Pleafure : Such alfo are thofe vene-
rable Carp at Marli, which are faid to have
fubfifted there fince the Time of Henry the
Fourth of France; nor can I find that Men
are likely to be robbed of this Pleafure
by the Voracity of any of the French
Monarchs.

A DoMintoN over other Fifh is found
ufeful for the Benefit of their Oyl; whichin
the polar ‘Regions of the World in fome
meafure fupplies the Abfence of the Sun.
——A Dominion over others for their Ivory *;
over others for Medicine, for Painting and
Improvement of Manufaltures of various
kinds ; over others for their Skins, ({fubfer-
vient to various Ufes) and over others for
their Pearls and Shells of feveral forts, which
furnith out the Clofets of the Curious, and
minifter alike to Ornament, Conveniency,
and Curiofity. + Nay, we are told, that fome

* The Wifdom and Bounty of Providence are, T think, very
confpicuous in this Inftance. The Elephant, which is fitted
for warmer Climates, fupplies the South and Eaft with Ivory,
and the Malruis or the Narval (a Fifh taken in the Danifh Seas) and
the Teeth of the Bchemoth, an amphibious Animal taken in the
River Lens and Tartarian Sea, fupply the North. )

+ Fifhes of {everal kinds are necetlary for the Support of feveral
forts of Fowl, and other Creatures ufeful to Man, as Herons,
Otters, Bevers, and even a kind of wild Sheep mentioned by Op-
pian—~Some of the Americans employed them to enrich their

Lands.
; Fifhes
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Fifhes to the South of Jaly fupply us even
with Wool; nor will the Ladies allow even
the Murex abfolutely ufelefs (tho’ uneaten)
for the fake of her Purple; nor my Adver-
fary any one of the whole Number from the
Shrimp to the W bale, for the Improvement

of natural Knowledge, in which heis o well
skilled.

A N D as for the reft of the animal World,
the Dominion even over Worms and Infets,
will, I believe, never be counted abfolutely
ufelefs, as long as the Bee, the Silkworm,
the Gall-nut, the Byzantine Moth, the In-
fe& of the Cephalenian Holy-Oak, and the
Cochineel keep their Credit in the World. *

* Befides all the Ends of Phyfick, Infects, Worms and Rep-
tiles of all forts are neceflary for the Support of feveral kinds
of Fowl many ways ufeful to Mankind. — It is well known,
that the Glow-worm anfwered all the Ends and Ules of Candles
and Torches to the dmericans : As the Fire-fly in fome meafure
an{wers the fame Ends at Szam; the Account we have of it in
Harris’s ColleGtion of Travels, Vol. 2d, is as follows, « The
« Fire-fly is an admirable Infet: Their Wings are bright and
« fhining like Fire, and they have four Wings like Locufts, of
« which two only are feen when they are at repofe; the other
« two they {pread out only when they are flying: They are

« yery numerous, and the Trees by the River Sides are co-
« yered over with them; and tho’ in the Day-time their Light
« appears littiz, yetin the Night, when it is moft pleafant failing
<< in thofe hot Rivers, they are a moft delicious and admirable
« Sight; for then the Branches of the Trees being covered with
s« them, look as if they were fet thick with innumerable
« Lights, which the Reflexion of the Water, efpecially if it
« be calm and {fmcoth, infinitely multiplietho—

EN

To
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To all this may be added, that various
Arts arevery reafonably fuppofed to have been
learned from the inferior Creatures, fuch as
the Ufe of Sails, Oars, and Rudder, the
Shield, Armour, &¢. Nay not Arts only,
but likewife various Leflons even of Virtue
and Wifdom are learned from them, which
are the natural Confequences of our Domi-
nion over them. The Advantages of In-
duftry from the Bever and the Ant; and the
Evils of Sloth from the Animal of that Name,
which is remarkably impoverifhed (fome-
times almoft to Death) in his flothful Pro-
grefs from one Place of Subfiftence to ano-
ther; the Advantages of Order and Regu-
larity from the Bee.

TuerEe is fcarce one Animal in the
‘World, from which many uvfeful Leflons of
Life may not be learned ; nor have the wifeft
of Mankind been afhamed to teach them,—.
the Bleffings of parental AffeGtion from fome,
and filial Affection from others; — the Ad-
vantages of Peace, and the Evils of Difcord,
efpecially to Creatures of the fame Species,
whofe Contentions frequently make them a
Prey to the common Enemy; — and a
thoufand others of equal Ufe and Wifdom ;
befides an Infinity of Examples, Alluﬁons
Illuftrations, and Images, of no lefs Impor-
tance than Pleafure to the human Mind, in

a thoufand
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a thoufand Inftances! In a Word ; hence all
the Wifdom of the Grecian Fables, and
Egyptian Hieroglyphicks.

Ax ot uER Ufe of Man’s Dominion over
the Creatures, is, that by an exa& Enquiry
into their Natures, he may be enabled to jufti-
fy the Wifdom and Goodnefs of God in their
Creation.

It were undoubtedly a juft Imputation upon
the Wifdom and Goodnefs of God, to form
Creatures either for no End, or for Ends un-
worthy of infinite Wifdom and Goodnefs ;
and therefore the Formation of Creatures
noxious and ufelefs, hath in all Ages been
made an Objedtion, not only to the Attri-
butes, but even to the Exiftence of the Di-
vinity ; and nothing hath exercifed the Abi-
lities of the greateft Men of all Ages more,
than fuch laborious Refearches into the Ends
and Ufes of thofe Beings, as might beft evince
them neither the Work of Chance nor Ma-
lignity.

THis hath been accurately and profefledly
done, in many Particulars, by many able
Men, and occafionally by others, (from whom
the Subftance of this Defence is taken * ) ;

* Gefner, Derbam, Nature difplayed, Travels, dre.
but
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but for my Part, I am content to view thefe
Creatures in the Light of God’s Minifters
here on Earth; to be always at hand to
humble the Vanity and to chaftize the Wick-
ednefs of his Creatures, whenever their Sins
call down his Wrath and Vengeance upon
them; to let this Lord of the nether World
fee, that whenever he becomes rebellious to
his Maker, he can arm the meaneft of his
own Subjeds to chaftize his Infolence; ashe
chaftized (to omit many Inftances in Heathen
Hiftory) the haughty Egyptians by Lice,
and Flies, and Frogs, and Caterpillars * ; the
Canaanites by the Hornet; and the Jfraclites
themfelves by fiery Serpents; the difobedient
Prophet by a Lion; and the impious Parents
of Bethel, in the Deftruction of their rude,
ill-educated and impious Children, by She-
Bears.

Bur if all thefe Advantages were not deri-
ved to us from our Right of Rule over the
Creatures, there is fomething fingularly de-~
lightful in contemplating the human Domi-
nion in this nether Orb, even in the Light
of its Grandeur, Magnificence, Variety and
Extent, diftin&t from itsUfes: Butabove all,

* Caterpillars have often been found deftru&ive in many
Regions of the Earth; and Naturalifts tell us of one kind of
them, whofe Smell is o offenfive, that no human Creature can
ftand befare it,

in
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in contemplating zbe Wonders of God in the
Deep ! to obferve fuch infinite Numbers,
with fuch infinite Variety of Creatures, in an
Element {fo feemingly adverfe to Life; and
to {ee them fo immenfely prolific, in a Re-
gion of Salt and Sand, the liveliet Emblems
of Barrennefs * ! to obferve their Procreation,
and Increafe (in many Inftances) by Means,
and in a Method, fo utterly different from
carthly Animals, and fuch as would exhauft
the Admiration of Ages! and will perhaps
continue to do {0 to all Eternity, under the
Notice of very fuperior Beings, and under
the Contemplation of Wifdom infinitely
tranfcending that of Man.

I {peak this with the greateft Deference to
the Judgment and Authority of my learned
Adverfary; and if I have the Misfortune to
err in this Opinion, I have however the Fe-
licity to err, after the Judgment of the wifeft
Men and greateft Philofophers of all Ages.—
But if on the other Hand, the Dominion of Man
over the other Creatures, to all the Purpofes

* T'am fully fatisfied, that there is no Element without its
proper Inhabitants: The Fire-fly, (which is generated, lives,
and fubfifts inFire, and perifhes out of it) defcribed by feveral
ancient Naturalifts, and known to them all, and to fome of the
Moderns, is to me 2 full Proof of this Pofition. I recommend
this Obfervation to the ferious Reflexions of thofe merry Gen-
tlemen who ridicule the perpetual Duration of the human Bo-
dies in the Torments of Hell.

H above=
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above-mentioned, and to that of Philofophy
added to themm all, be of no Ufe, then muft
it be owned, that 4picius was a much more
confiderable Man than either Pliny or Ariffotle;
and that Selsmon did, with great Propriety,
pronounce his own Wifdom upon this Head,
Vanity and Vexation of Spirit.

Ir the Dominion of Man over the Brute
World, diftin& from the Advantage of eating
them, is found in Fact to anfwer many noble
and excellent Ufes, now, under all the Com-
plaints of the Difficulty of Science, and Short-
nefs of Life, it is evident, that thefe and
many other Ufes might be ferved by fuch a
Dominion in the antediluvian World, from
that Knowledge of the Creatures which .4dam
derived from immediate Infpiration, which
however did not, in all Probability, extend
to the Ufe either of Food or Raiment, inaf-
much as neither of thefe were neceflary in the
paradifaical State.

"'To what Purpofes that Knowledge of
Adam's {ferved beyond common Conveniency,

we cannot fay ; but thisis obvious, that (fup-
- pofing it not perfect) it was eafy to add to it,
from the continued Experiments of even one
curious Enquirer, for the Space of 8 or 900
Years together, and much more from the

united Aétivity and Curiofity of many {uch,
for more than 1600 Years.

THE
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TuE Reader will, Ihope, believe by this
Time, that it was not altogether an unmean-
ing and infignificant Dominion which God
gave Adam over the Creatures, even fuppo-
fing it not to extend to a nght or even to
a Skill of eating them; and if my Adverfary
ftill continues to think i 1t was, I fhall only beg
Leave to put him in Mind, that the Creatures
in common Ufe for Food are comparatively
few; and that he, in the Charater of a
Chriftian, is as much obliged to account for
the Wifdom and Ufe of Man’s Dominion over
the reft, as I am; and that Man’s Dominion
over the reft might anfwer the fame Ends be-
fore the Flood, which they anfwer now, and
it may be more.

Ha VIII. Qb=
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VIIIL.

Objections to my Account of the Gvant
to Noah confidered.

@60l HIS Author next proceeds to con-
5 fider the Prohibition of Blood in the
) Grant of animal Food to Noab.—

I uav faid, that one apparent Reaforn of
shis Probibition was, to prevent unmeceffory
Cruelty in the Ufe of the Creatures——To this
my learned Adverfary anfwers, — ¢ And
“ was not all this prohibited in the original
« Grant given to Adam, tho’ not exprefly,
« yet implicitly, and as fully as if it had
« been exprefled? When the great Creator
“ gave a reafonable Creature Dominion over
¢ {fome of the Works of his Hands, did he
“ not give it them * to make a reafonable
“ Ufe of them? Was not Mankind obliged
¢ to make Ufe of their Reafon then as much
“ they are now ?—And was not Cruelty to
¢ the Creature, or Luxury in the Ufe of them,

* N. B. The falfe Grammar of thefe Sentences is to be pre-
fumed a Slip of the Prefs.

“« &,

t
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“ &ov¢. as much a Crime befo;e the Flood as
¢ jt has been fince? ”’

TuEe Reader, I fuppofe, fces, that any
Command from God to Man in relation to the
Ufe of the Creatures, muft, on the Foot of
this Principle, be ufelefs; inafmuch as he had
made him a reafonable Creature; and will
not any other Command to him for any other
Purpofe, where Reafon can dire&t, be ufe-
lefs alfo for the fame Reafon? I am far from
aflerting, that my learned Adverfary either
forefaw or intended this Confequence.—But
this is undeniable, that it clearly followsfrom
the very Letter of his Pofition. For Inftance;
If a Prohibition of Cruelty to the Creatures
was ufelefs, becaufe Man was made a rea-
fonable Creature, then a Prohibition of
Cruelty to Man was ufelefs alfo for the fame
Reafon; nay, in Truth was more ufeclefs;
becaufe Cruelty to Man is more contrary to
Reafon and Nature than Cruelty to a Brute;
and therefore the Prohibition of Murder was
abfolutely needlefs.——And the fame may be
inferred of every other moral Precept and
Prohibition throughout the Scriptures: For
when the great Creator made Man a reafon-
able Creature, and gave him Health, and
Life, and Strength, did he not give them to
him, (to fpeak in the Style of this learned
Author) 2o make a reafonable Ufe of them 2
Was not Mankind obliged to make Ufe of their

' Reafon
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Reafon then, as much as they are now 2 And was
not Murder, or any other Violation of any
moral Precept, as much a Crime in the Eye of
Reafon before the giving of the Law, or the
Gofpel, as fince ? — And what’s the necef-
fary Confequence from hence, but the utter
Utelefnefs both of the Law and Gofpel, with
regard to Morality ! And is not this the
Doétrine of the Author of Chriftianity as old
as the Greation, — and all the other Advo-
cates of Infidelity?

T H1s learned Author was, it feems, de-
termined to confute my Differtations at any
rate; but furely it muft be Matter of melan-
choly Reflexion, even to an Adverfary, to
fee this attempted by an avowed Chriftian,
(bowever undefignedly) at the Expence of
his Holy Religion! I fhall only add, that
the fame Reafonings which have proved this
Argument, not only inconclufive but con-
temptible, in Infidel Writings, will always
be fufficient to render it invalid in * this.

Burt it feems this Precept to Noash was
only intended to prevent Cruelty to the Crea-
tures while they were alive, + p. 7. this is,

indeed,

* See Leland’s Anfwer to Chriftianity as Old as the Creation,
and many others.

+ N. B. The Chinefe and Indians beat all Creatures to Death.
See ancient Accownts of China, p. 35.

Neither
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indeed, a very furprizing Obfervation.—
And can this learned Author really believe
me guilty of imagining, that the Defign of
the Precept was, to prevent Cruelty to the
Creatures when they were dead? This, I
think, could not be his Meaning, tho’ I can-
not take upon me to fay what was; — un-
lefs it were, that this was the fole Reafon of
the Prohibition; and in that I differ from him
for Reafons which I will not repeat, and
which the Reader may find, if he pleafes,
in my Differtations (Vol. 2d. p. 10, 11, 13,
13. Eng. FEd.) and which my Adverfary
fhould, methinks, in Juftice to his own Can-
dour and Integrity, have produced, even
tho’ they fhould be found (like fome others)

more entitled to his Contempt than Confuta-
tion.

N o w that this Precept was intended only
to prevent Cruelty to the Creatures when
alive, our learned Author tells us (76:d.)
¢« is evinced from the Permiflion in the 14th
 of Deuteronomy given to the Fews, to {ell
¢« Creatures which died of themfelves (and
« of Confequence had the Blcod in them)
¢ to an Alien or a Stranger. For although

¢ the Alien or Stranger were not of the Stock

Neither the one nor the other kill their Meat by cutting the
Throat, as do the Mahometans, but by beating them on the
Mouth till they die.

of
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“ of dbrakam, yet they muft be allowed to
“ be the Sons of Nosh to whom this Prohi-
“ bition was given. So that it is putting
‘¢ the Scriptures in too ludicrous a Light, to

“ fuppofe God Almighty permitting the
“ “Hews to fell Meat to an Alien, which he
“ had before-hand prohibited the Alien from

“ eating.

T 1 a1 this Precept was intended only to
prevent Cruelty to the Creatures whenalive, is
evinced (fays my Adverfary) from the Per-
miffion in the 14th Chapter of Deuteronomy.

T HE Fews were permitted to fell Creatures
which died of themfelves, and confequently
had the Blood in them, to an Alien.

Tue Alien, tho’ Nosk’s Son, might eat
them when dead.

THEREFORE, the Prohibition to Noah
was only intended to prevent Cruelty to the
Creatures while they were alive,

Possisry the Reader may fee the Force
of this Argument: I own, I cannot.

But who told this Gentleman, that the
Stranger was prohibited by God to eat this
Fleth, which the Fews were permitted to fell
him? I am fure I never advanced any fuch

Propo-
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Propofition. — Nor do I know any one that
hath. He is here defeating a Monfter of
his own making: And, T own, I am
aftonifhed to think how any candid and intel-
ligent Man could thus urge and infift on this
Objection, without taking the leaft Notice
of a very plain and clear Anfwer made to it,
in my Differtations, 7o/ IL p. 15, 16, and
again p. 39, 40; the Sum of which is this,
——=—the Precept to Noah prohibited the eat-
ing of Blood in the Creature alive, or de-
fignedly left in it,——or feparated from it when
dead ;——and the Reafons of this Prohibition
were, Firft, Becaufe the Blood was to be
poured out upon the Altar to make Atone=
ment. Secondly, Becaufe it was the Life;
——and a religious Abftinence from it was a
proper Recognition of God, as the Author
and Giver of Life. — Thirdly, To prevent
Cruelty to the Creatures, and in confequence
of that, Luxury in the Abufe of them. —-—
And, Fourthly, Idolatry; (the Reader may,
if he thinks fit, fee thefe Points difcufled at
large in my Diflertations) but when 2he
Creature died of itfelf, its Blood could netther
be poured out upon the Altar for Atonement
sor abufed to Idolatry ; nor reverenced in Re-
cognition of God’s being the Author and the
Giver of Life; nor [pilt, to prevent Cruelty
in the Ufe of the Creatures; and therefore
there, fuch a [mall Portion of it, as could not
be feparated from the Flefb, was permitted 2@1
€
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be catenwith it : In effett permitied even to the
Few, under a very light Penalty.

Tusse are the very Words of my Differ-
tation, p. 39; —and can it be imagined af-
ter this, that I believed this Flefh prohibited
to an Alien, by vertue of the Noachick Pre-
cept. Ibelieve no Mortal could imagine this,
unlefs perhaps one who could believe me
capable of thinking, that this Precept was
intended to prohibit Cruelty to the Creatures
after their Death.

GROTIUS is of Opinion, that even the
Alien, who was allowed to eat of Creatures
that died of themfelves, was not allowed to
cat the Blood of thofe Creatures. Nec obfiat
quod incole incircumeifo permittit Léx mor-
ticino vefci, Deut. xiv. 21. id enim feri po-
terat detrallo [anguine, non minus quam in eis
animalibus quee victis canfd occidebantur. *
See his Comment upon A4é#s xv. and he is of
Opinion, that all the Nations of the World
obferved this Law before they fell into Ido=-
latry.

* By the Morticina here permitted to the Stranger, Grotins
feems to underftand, fuch Creatures as by Wounds, or other
Accidents, bled to Death; or, perhaps, being found in a dying
way, had the Blood drained from them before they expired.

I'pass:
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I rass by my learned Adverfary’s Re-
marks upon fome of my Reafonings, p. 8.
nor will I envy him his Complacence in his
own Performance, nor the Reader any Light
he may receive from it ; — neither fhall I
make any other Remark on his Reafoning

. but to befeech the Reader to reconfider
that Part of my Differtation to which this is
fuppofed an Anfwer, — and to confult the
beft and moft learned Commentators upon the
Prohibition to Noab of eating the Blood with
the Fleth. —

Tr1s Author is fo good asto allow, p.
13. that one Reafon why Blood was prohi-
bited to be ecaten, was, becaufe it was ap-
pointed to make Atonement.—DBut as for the
reft of my Reafons, he thinks them too mﬁg-
nificant to be anfwered.—

Is then the recognizing of God as the
Author and Giver of Life, a Reafon of no
Weight ¢

GO D (fays the learned Calmet) referved
2o himfelf the Blood of all Sacrifices, as abfo-
lute Mafier of Life and Death: And again,
“ God from the beginning forbad the eating
« either of Blood alone, or of Blood mixed with
« the Flefh, that is to fay, Creatures fuffo-
¢¢ cated and killed, without draining the Biocd
Iz « from
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“ from them, becaufe the Soul of the Crea-
% ture (i. e. the animal Life) is in the
“ Blood,

See Calmet’s Diél. Art. of Blood,

“ BLoop (fays another very learned
Writer) ¢ was prohibited, Firft, As not fo
« wholefome Food. Secondly, Left by
“ being flethed in Blood, they fhould be-
“ come bloody-minded. ‘'Thirdly, Blood
¢ the Organ of Life is holy to God the Au-
¢ thor of Life, —

Axp after all this, are we to be fwayed
by this one Gentleman’s Opinion, to believe,
that God had no other Reafon for this Prohi-
bition, but becaufe the Blood was to make
Atonement? ’Tis ftrange that {o many
learned Men fhould have thought he had.

“ §1CG enim Deus (fays Le Clerc upon
this Precept) “ bomines fine immanitate Brutis
““ utendum docuit; nam cum effundi eorum
§ fanguis mequeat, fine celeri morte, per ex-

“ quifita veluti fupplicia non effé occidenda
(44 O’/ieﬂdit‘”——-— e

It is evident, that this learned Author
alfo (and it were very eafy to count up
more) thinks, that God intended to prohibit
Cruelty to the Creatures by this Precept.—

And
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And Cruelty to Brutes he thinks a natural
Introdudtion to Cruelty to Men.

GROTZIUS alfo and Maimonides tell us,
there were phyfical Reafons for this Prohibi-
tion. The Words of Grotius are thefe, in
his Annot. A&s xv. Er certe preecepti illins
ficur obfervatio, mon wimis [uperfiitiofa, eff
facilis, ita caufe honefie admodum, nam f

quod naturale eft [pectamus, folent quz tali
alimento utuntur gentes efferari.

He inftances in the _4mericans; and he
might have inftanced in the Scythians, and
many barbarous Man-eating Nations, upon
the Eaflern Coafts of Afja.

[See Ancient Travels to China.]

Wirr this learned Author affert, that
Blood was not abufed to the Purpofes of Ido-
latry, or that God did not forefee that it
would? For if he forefaw this, that was
furely a good Reafon for prohibiting it.

AND after all, is this learned Gentleman
fure, that Diet hath no Influence upon our
Tempers? All thatI know, is, that learned
Men of all Ages have thought it had; and I
{poke on their Judgments, not my own;
nor hath the Wetght of his Judgment yet
fwayed me in Oppofition to theirs.

Bur
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Bur this learned Author tells us, g. 12.
that ¢ when Providence is pleafed to give his
¢¢ Reafons (Providence you fee is here, by
a bold Figure of Speech, made a Perfon)
“ he thinks we ought to be content there-
« with.”

May we not then fearch out for fome
Reafons of a Precept or Prohibition, which
Providence hath not been pleafed to affign?
Commentators and Preachers, are, upon this
Suppofition, a very ufelefs and infignificant
Sett of Mortals: Where they have often
been moft honoured, and their Affiftance
moft fought. — Solomon feems to me to
have thought otherwife upon this Point ;
he thinks it is the Glory of God to conceal
a thing, Prov. xxv. 2. 'The Honour and
Majefty of God may often be concerned in
giving his Decrees, without afligning any
Reafon for them. But thould Men, upon
a diligent and humble Enquiry, find out
any Reafons of fuch Decrees worthy the
‘Wifdom and Goodnefs of God, fhall thofe
be rejetted becaufe not affigned? This Au-
thor may allow himfelf in this Condué: I
dare not follow his Example. — At leaft I
am fure I could not reje&t the Decree, tho’ I
dhould defpife the Reafons affigned for it;
tho’ the Reafons of any divine Law were too

hard
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hard for me, and I obferved the wife Son of
Sirack’s Direltion, nor to fearch the things
that are above my Stremgth, yet fhould I
add with him, — but what is commanded
thee, think thereupon with Reverence, Ecclus.
it 22,

IX. My
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IX.

My Adverfarys Argument from the
Inftitution of the Lord's Supper con-
fidered.

upon me (both, I hope, unde-
ferved.

He hopes I recolie, (which feemingly
implies that I had forgot) that the ¢ receiving
“ Bread and Wine was inftituted by Chrift
« himfelf, in Commemoration of the innu-
« merable Benefits which, by his precious
« Blood-fhedding, he hath obtained to us,
“ &

Bur why fhould this Gentleman think I
forgot this? Becaufe he tells me, p. 13, that
I fay, (p. 37.) that — ¢ we have as much
¢ Reafon to abftain from Blood now in Coma

“ memoration
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* memoration of the Atonement made by
““ the Blood of Chrift for the Sins of the
“ whole World, as it was to abftain from it
“ in view of that Atonement, &¢.”

Turs is indeed a very extraordinary Rea-
fon for believing, that I forgot the Sacrament
of the Lord’s Supper, inftituted in Memory
of this Atonement.

Burt do I really fay fo? Thislearned Au-
thor will, I hope, (befides the Nonfenfe im«
puted to me in this Paragraph) forgive me
if I think this a very wrong (tho’ I am in.
¢lined to think it a miftaken) Reprefen
tation: My Words are thefe, * and furely
¢ °tis no more unreafonable (tho’ I won’t take

, ¢ it upon me to pronounce it firictly obli-
¢« gatory) to abftain, &¢.”

Twu1s Author proceeds, p. 14. ¢ and the

« Appointment of this Inflitution by our Sas
¢ viour Jefus Chrif?, for this very End and
““ Purpofe, in Commemoration of himfelf
““ once offered, wherein he made -a full,
« perfet, and fufficient Sacrifice, Oblation,
* and SatisfaCtion for the Sins of the whole
“ World, is a ftrong Proof to me, that al-
¢« though the Precept given to Nusb had
“ been conceived in as full and ample
« Termns, as that which was given after«
“ wards to the Fews, yet its Obligation
K % would
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« swould have ceafed when the Sacrifice .and
% the Oblation ceafed. Ceffante ratione,
“ ceffar lex.”

To this I anfwer, that had the View of
the Atonement to be made by the Blood of
Chrift, been the only Reafon of the Abfti-
nence from Blood, enjoined by God, this
Argument would have fome Appearance of
Reafon and Proof. —— But that this was not
the only Redfon of that Abftinence, the
Reader is by this Time, I hope, fully
fatisfied.

BesipEs, ifit had been the only Reafon
of this Abftinence, the appointing a new
Memorial of any fignal Mercy from God,
does not, in my Apprehenfion, abfolutely
a‘yd neceflarily abrogate and deftroy the
oid.

SvurrosE the Inftitution of the Sacrament
a new Rule of Action in this Cafe, the plain
Queflion is, Whether there be any Incon-
fiftency between the new Rule and the old;
for if there be not, I cannot fee why both
may not {ubfift at the fame Time.

Bur it is urged, p. 14. that < all the
¢ other Types of our Saviour’s coming, or
“ of his Death, vanifhed in their Accom-
“ -plifament, and the:Obligation of obferving

¢ them
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“ them was difannulled in their being fulfil-
“ led; how much more then ought this Type
“ to ceafe on the ceafing of the Oblation
“ and Sacrifice ? Efpecially when we confi-
¢ der, that Chrift was pleafed to appoint a
¢ new and particular Inftitution in Remem-
¢ brance of that Sacrifice which he offered
¢« for the Sins of Mankind, in his owg Pere
“ fon, on the Crofs,” ——

Now this Obje@ion, (if I rightly appre-
hend the Meaning of this hard Word difan=~
nulled ) with great Submiflion, evidently
confutes itfelf; for if Abftinence from Blood
had been enjoyned merely and folely becaufe
the Blood of the Sacrifice was a T'ype of the
Atonement to be made by the Blood of Chrift,
—— then it would follow, that this Abfti-
nence fhould ceafe from the Moment of our
Saviour’s Paffion, 7. e. from the Moment
that the Atonement was made for the Sins of
the whole World. ¥ — Can any thing be
plainer? And yet were the Apoftles ignorant
of this ?

- MosT certainly they were, upon this
Gentleman’s Principles ; for otherwife, it
were impoflible they could a&t fo abfurdly,
as to re-enjoin this Abftinence fo many Years

* Tt would alfo follow, that no Blood fhould be abftained
from but that of the Sacrifice from the very Beginning.

Ka after
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after the Reafon of it had entirely ceafeq.-—-»-
For did not all the Types of our Saviour’s
Death vanifl in their Accomplifbment ?

T'ue Confequences from this Condu& of
the Apoftles are dreadful, — and therefore,
either this learned Author’s Opinion is very
erroneous, or the Apoftles could not be what
they pretended, divinely infpired. —— The
Reader will embrace which Part of this
Disjunétion he thinks moft reafonable : Nor
will my Adverfary get rid of this Difficulty
by fuppofing the Apoftolick Decree about
Blood, &¢. directed to the Profelyte Con-
verts only.—However, I fhall now proceed
to examine the Grounds and Reafons of that
Opinion, —

Burt firft 1 muft beg leave to thank this
Gentleman for fome Conceflions previous to
the Point in debate, -

Firft, He owns himfclf to be a Chriftian,
#. 12. And,

Secondly, He allows this Part of the Scrip-
ture to be genuine, p. 15,

AxD I am the more pleafed with the

latter, as it fhostens the Difpute between
us. | *

He
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He hath indeed made a third Concef-
fion, for which I cannot think myfelf in-
debted. — I ¢ do likewife allow (fays he)
¢ that the Praice of Abftinence from Blood
¢ had a long Continuance in a great Part of
« the Chriftian Church, and efpecially among
« the Greeks.—

Bu t will this learned Gentleman allow no
more? WIill he not allow, that this Praltice
prevailed for fome Time throughout the
whole Chriftian Church, and continues to this
Day in the Greek Church? *Tis very ftrange,
that this learned Gentleman, who values him-
felf fo juftly upon his Sincerity, fhould yet
fcruple to allow what no Man of common
Learning and Candour will, I believe, ven-
ture to deny.

I wirr not infift, that he faw the Confe-
quence which muft follow from this Concef-
fion, made in its full Extent, viz. That it is
much more probable that he thould, at this
Diftance of Time, be miftaken in the Inten-
tion and Extent of the Apoftolick Decree,
than that the whole Chriftian Church fhould
be fo miftaken, for the three firft and pureft
Centuries of the Chriftian Zira.

X. The
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X.

The principal Pofitions upon which my
Adver[ary grounds bis Oppofition to
me, — in velation to the Apoftolick
Decree.

%1 Decree was intended only as a

b Diretion tothe Fewifb Profelytes,
| he thinks evident upon the fol-
lowing Principles, and the Infe-
rences that are or may be deduced from them
at leaft, as far as I am able to colle& from his
Reafonings upon this Point, with all the At~
tention I am Mafter of.

Firff, In the firt place, he tells us,
(p- 16.) that Profelytes of the Gate, are, in
the Language of the New Teftament, {fome-
times called Gentiles, fometimes Grecks,
fometimes Horfbippers, {fometimes devout,

pious,
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pious, or prudent Men, and {fometimes they
are denoted by the Appellation of thofe who
fear God. 'This Decree (fays he) is plainly
directed to thofe who from among the Gen-
tiles are turned anto God.

T natural Inference from thefe Pofitions,
tho’ not urged, is feemingly this, that where-
ever we meet the Words Genzile, Greck, pru~
dent Man, &c. in the New Teftament, we
are to underfland by them Profelytes of she
Gate.

Secondly, T uEe firft mention of St. Panl’s
Miflion to the Gentiles, he tells us, is that,
Aéts xiit. where he and Barnabas are fepa-
rated for that Work, — p. 17.

Thirdly, THaT Sergius Paulus, converted
in that Progrefs, was a Profelyte of the Gate,

p. 18.

Fourthly, HEe doubts (he fays p. 19.)
whether the Apoftles preached to the idola-
trous Gentiles, before the paffing of the De-
cree, (viz. about Blood, €9¢.) and it is
plain from his whole Reafoning upon this
Point, that he believes they did not. —

Fifthly, He thinks, that St. Pasl made
not any Converts from among the idolatrous
Gentiles,
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Gentiles, till a Year at leaft after the Decree
was paft, in his next Apoftolical Journey at
Theffalonica, p. 19

Sixthly, He thinks it reafonable, that as
the Gofpel of Chrift was firft preached to the
Fews, and confined to them, that the firft
Genttle Converts thould be half-Fews; (p. 19.)
and upon this Principle, Iprefumeit is, that
he thinks St. Pasl’s firft Apoftolick Journey
was direGted to thofe Gentiles who were Pro-
felytes of the Gate, p. 19.

Seventhly, He thinks, that if this Decree
had been intended for a Rule to the idola-
trous Gentiles, St. Paul, when he wrote to
them afterwards upon thofe Heads, would
certainly have taken Notice of this Decree,
whereas on the contrary he permits them to
eat all forts of Meats, even Things offered to
Idols in the Idol-Temples, p. 30.

Eighthly, A s to the Reafon, why Forni-
cation, an Offence againft the Law of Nature,
is joined with things in their Nature indiffe-
rent, he tells us, he is not certain whether the
Fews did not think as lightly of this Point
as the Gentiles, who thought Fornication no
Crime. —— He does not find the Word For-
nication ufed in the Old Teftament but in one
Chapter of Ezckiel ; — and then he thinks it

rather
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rather alludes to Idolatry ; —and that which
makes this Reafoning the ftronger (fays he)
is, that there is no other Offence againft the
Law of Nature mentioned in this Decree,
(¢ 23.) from whence ‘tis evident, that he
thinks Fornication was not criminal in the

Judgment of the Fews, nor prohibited in the
Old Teftament.

L XL Thefé
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XL

S hefe Eight Pofitions confideved in
their Order.

%) O W it is my Misfortune to think
every one of thefe Pofitions
Wl (upon which this learned Gen-
l tleman grounds his Oppofition
= to me) erroneous; and fome of
them to fuch a Degree, that I think myfelf
very unhappy in being forced, even in my
own Defence, to go about to confute them.
—— However, I muft at all Adventures de-
fend what I apprehend to be Truth, —

Firfl, Anp firft, as to the feveral Appel-
lations by which Profelytes of the Gate are
diftinguifhed in the New Teftament.

One of thefe, he tells us, is Greeks, as if
Greek were but another Name for Profel te:
Whereas, I muft confefs, I never could ﬁnd it

once
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once ufed in that Senfe throughout the whole
New Teftament.

T uE Hellenifts, or Fews of the Difperfion,
are fometimes render’d Greeks in our Tranf-
lation, as Aéi7s vi. 1. — ix. 29. and the
Word is fometimes taken for the Gentiles at
large, as 475 xi. 20. they being fo called by
the Fews from the Eftablifhment of the
Greek Empire: It is alfo fo ufed in the

2 Maccabees iv. 36. and in Fofephus Antiq.
l 10. ¢. 4. ¢. 6. ¢.7. fo allo St. Paul ufes
the Word, Rom. 1. 14. I am Debtor both to
#he Greeks and Barbarians. —So alfo, v. 16.
to the Jew and to the Greek; and again, x.
12. for there is no Difference between the Jew
and the Greek; and again, Galsz, iil. 28.
there is neither Jew nor Greek ; again, 1 Cor.
i. 22, 23. for the Jews require a Sign, and
the Greeks feek after Wifdom. — But we
preach Chriff  crucified, unto the Jews a
Stumbling-Block, and to the Gieeks Foolifh~
nefs; — and fo likewife in {feveral other
Places, Few and Greek are but other Words
for Jew and Heathen. — Even the Greeks,
who are called devosz, Alts xvii. 4. are not
underftood by Men of Learning to be
Profelytes, tho’ they bid faireft for that Ti-
tle, but the pious among the Hearhens at
large. Such as are ftiled in the Talmud
the pious among the Gentiles, in the 1coth
Chapter of the 4¢7s, v. 4. Greeks fignify the

L2 native
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native Inhabitants of Corinth, in Oppofition
to the Fews; and in the fame Senfe at the
17th Verfe of the fame Chapter, where 1t 1s
faid, that the Greeks took Softhenes, he Ru~
ler of the Synagogue, and beas him before the
Fudgment Sear : Thefe were the fame Greeks
with whom Paxl was before faid to have dif-
puted on the Sabbath ; for that, it feems, was
cuftomary for the Grecks to do, as Grotius
obferves. —— Now it can ne’er be imagin’d,
that Fewifh Profelytes would treat a Ruler of
the Synagogue in {fuch 2 manner. — So that
thefc were plainly idolatrous Heathen.

T 1 15 Gentleman will not, I prefume, fay,
that the Greek Woman, out of whofe Daugh-
ter our bleffed Saviour caft a Devil, Mark vii.
26, 27. was a Profelyte: The Context plain-
ly fhews that fhe was an idolatrous Heathen,

Wirr he fay, that the Greeks in the
Text of St. Fobn c. vii. 35. were Profelytes,
our Tranflators plainly underftood it other-
wife, and fo do all Commentators whom I
have confulted. So Grosius underftands it ;
and the &yriack Verfion renders it the
wicked. '

Nor will the more judicious Learned al-
low him, that even the Grecks, who are faid
to have come up to worfhip at the Feaft
{ Jobu xii 20.) were cither Jews or Profe-

' | lytes,
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lytes, but pious Heathens that worfhipped
one God, ¥ who naturally reforted to this
Temple ; there being no other to which they-
could refort without Idolatry.

A N D as for the Word Gentiles and Profe-
lytes being fynonymous, the contrary to this
is fo notorioudly true, that this learned Au-
thor might, with almoft as much Appearance
of Reafon, have affirmed Hebrews and
Heathens to be fynonymous Terms.

So utterly groundlefs is this Opinion of
our learned Author, that Greck, Gentile, and
Profelyte are {fynonymous Terms. — Nor is
he much happier in fuppofing, that pioss,
devout, prudent, and Profelyte are Words of
the fame Signification, as any Man will {oon
fee who confiders the Point, and confults the
Judgments of the Learned upon it, —

Secondly, A's to the fecond Point, viz.
our Author’s Affertion, that the firft Mention
of St. Paul’s Miilion to the Gentiles, is that
AFs xiii. 'This, in my Opinion, cannot be
made out in any Senfe; for immediately af-
ter his Converfion God declares to Aranias,
that Saul was a chofen Veffel unto him, to bear
bis Name unto the Gentiles, Adls. ix. 135.

* Sce Grotins upon the Place.
AND
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A Np that he was aCtually fent on this
Errand, at that very Time, appears very
clearly from his own Account of that Matter
/in the Prefence of fgrippa, Alls xxvi. 135,
16, 17. And I faid, Wha art thou, Lord?
Ard be faid, I am. Jelus, whom thou perfe-
cutefi > But rife, and fland upon thy Feet; for
I bave appeared unto thee for this Purpofe, to
amake thee a Minifler and a Witnefs both o
thefe Things which thou haft feen, and of thofe
Fhings in the which I will appear unto thee,
delivering thee from the People, and from the
Gentiles, unto whom now I fend thee.
And we learn from his own Account of him-
felf, Gal L. 16, 17. that immediately after
his Converfion he went into _4rabia, the
Hbmaclites being, perhaps, in the Order of
Providence, next to be regarded after the

Fews.

Tue candid Reader will judge from
hence how juft that Aflertion of my learned
Adverfary, is, p- 19. that ¢ was ten Zears
after St. Paul’s Converfion before he received
bis Miffion to the Gentiles.

Acarw, it appears, that upon his firft
Arrtval at Ferufalem, {ome Years after his
Converfion, whilft he prayed in the Temple,
and was in a Trance, God faid unto him,
Depart, (i. e. from Fernfalem) for Iwill fénd

thee
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thee far bemce unto the Gentiles, Atts xxil.
21. 'This I take to be indifputably his fe-
cond Miflion to the Gemtiles; at leaft five
Years before that mentioned A4Fs xiii. —
which was his third Miffion.

Nor is it any Objection to this Opinion,
that he and Barnabas were now f{eparated in
a folemn manner for that Work; for where
is the Abfurdity of fuppofing a folemn and
devout Preparation precedent to every parti~
cular Miffion?

H1s third Miflion is, by the Miniftry of
the Church, direfted by the Holy Ghoft,
and there a folemn Preparation was pro=
per, and perhaps neceflary, not only for
their DireGtion and Edification, but al{o for
the Direftion of the Church in future Ages.
—— His firft and fecond Miflions were by the
immediate Command of God ; — and what
Preparations preceded them, I take it for
granted, were not neceflary to be known,
becaufe not told.

BuT our learned Author will, perhaps,
tell us, that by Gentiles, in all thefe Places,
are meant, Fewifh Profelytes——1If he thould
think fit to affert this, that Point, fhall, by
God’s Blefling, be more fully confidered un-
der the s5th and 6th Heads, on which I have
the Misfortune to differ from him, —

Thirdly,

Digitized from Best Copy Available



8o fDeﬁhce of the Dottrine

Thirdly, T » R 0 CE E D now to confider the
third, viz. Whether Sergius Panlys, Procon-
ful, or rather Proprztor, of Cypras, wasa
Fewifb Profelyte of the Gate.

O v R learned Author fays he was, and this
he tells us “ appears from his Intimacy with
“ Barjefus the Few, and his calling for Bar-
“ yabas and Sawl, and defiring to hear the
« Word of God, fince it is plain that he muft
¢ believe in God, before he would defire to
“ hear the Word of God.” — p. 18.

1. O UR learned Author believes he was
a Profelyte from his Intimacy with a Few.
Muft every one then who had anciently any
Intimacy with a Few be concluded a Profe-
lyte? This indeed is a ftrange Infinuation !
if this learned Author thinks, that Barjefus
being a Few would not converfe with Sergius
Paulus, unlefs he were a Profelyte, I fhould
be glad to learn of him, why St. Pefer made
any Difficulty of converfing with Cornelius,
who, upon his Suppofition, was a Profelyte?
*Tis evident, that if Sergius Paulus was a
Profelyte, becaufe a Few converfed with him,
Cornelius was not a Profelyte, becaufe a Few
would not converfe with him till commanded
by God.

e -

Bur
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Bur this Author hath another Proof of
Sergius’s being a Profelyte, and that is, be-
caufe be believed in God. —— Were Cicero and
Socrates Profelytes for that Reafon? Our Au-
thor feems to me to have intimated to us
before, that where-ever we meet the
Words, Greek, Gentile, devout, prudent, &c.
throughout the New Teftament, we are to
underftand by them, Profelytes of the Gate;
and now it feems, where-ever we hear of one
who believes in God; he alfo muft be a
Profelyte ; who then are they whom we are
not to believe Profelytes? None that I can
conceive but Fews and Atheifts: For every
other Denomination of Mankind muft of Ne-
ceflity fall under fome one or other of the
Charalters above-mentioned.

Burt after all, was this fame Barjefus
really a Jew? St. Paul exprefly tells us, that
he is not a Jew, who is a Jew outwardly.
That Elymas was a Few by Extraftion, I
grant; but, with great Submiffion, there is
Reafon to believe, that he was no Few by
Religion; for the Text tells us, he was a
falfe Prophet and a Sorcerer, two Charaers
utterly inconfiftent with any true Belief in
the Fewi/b Religion, — which exprefly and
repeatedly prohibited all Arts of Magick as
Abominations to God.* Suchu

* Thus Levit. xix. 3x. Regard not them that have familiar
Spirits, neither feek after Wizards to be defiled by them: I am the

Lord your God.
M Again,
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SucH a one, whom St. Paul, to crown his
Chara&er, calls a Child of the Devil, and
Enemy of all Righteoufnefs, Was doubtlels 2
yery proper Perfon to make Converts to the
Worthip of the true God.

Burt if Elymas was a believing Few, and
Sergins Panlus a Profelyte, becaufe he con-
verfed with him, (for we know no more of
his Intimacy than this) then muft we believe,
that Z7tus and Ve[tafian were alfo Profelytes,
becaufe Fofephus converfed with them; and
yet I don’t find, that any of the Criticks or

Again, Levit. xx, 6. And the Soul that turneth after fuch as
bave familiar Spirits, and afrer Wizards, to go a whoring after
them, I will even fer my Face againft that Soul, and will cut
bim of from amgng his People.

" If Sergins Paulus had known this Peralty, 2nd had any Faith
in the Old Teftament, in all Probability he would have kept
Barjefus at a greater Diftance.

Again, Levit. xx. 27. 4 Map alfo or 2 Woman thar hath a
Jamiliar Spirit, or that is a Wizard, fLall furely be put to Death;
they Jball fone them with Stones, their Blood fhall be upon them,

And again, Deut. xviii. 10, 11, 12. There fhall not be found
among you, any one that maketh his Son or bis Daunghter to pafs
thro the Fire, — or that dfeth Divination, or an Qébferver of Times,
or an Enchanter, or a Witch,

Or a Charmer, or a Confulter with {amiliar Spirits, or a Wizard,
gr & Necromancer;

For all who do thefe Things are an Abomination to the Lord.

If Barjefus had been a believing Few, could he have allowed
himfelf in thefe evil Arts? Or, if this falfe Prophet had be-
lieved the true Prophers, he furely could not have defpifed that
dreadful Threat in the 3d Chapter of Malacki, v. 5. I will be a
wift Witnels againf? the Sorcerers, &c.

Com-
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Commentators, or even any of the Fews
themfelves, have made this Inference, how-
ever it might flacter their Vanity.

Fourthly, T ue fourth Point in Conteft be-
twixt me and this Author, is, Whether thé
Apoftles preached to the idolatrous Heathens;
as he calls them (but, as I apprehend, they
ought to be called non-profelyted ¥ Heathens)
before the Decree at Ferufalem, he thinks
they did not, and I think they did, for the
follow}ing Reafons.

1. BEcavusE the Apoftolick Decree was,
as I apprehend, direted to them.

I taxe it for granted, that this Decree
was made in Conformity to the Will of God
declared by St. Fames, in the Introdu&ionto it
and that evidently refpected the whole Gentilé
World ([ A#s xv. 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 10.)
Simeon bath declared (fays St. Fames) how
God at the firft did vifit the Gentiles to take
out of them a People for his Name. And to
this agree the Words of the Prophets, as it is
written, After phis I will return, and will
build again the Tabernacle of David, which is
fallen down: And 1 will build again the Ruius

* Non-profelyted I think the propzrer Term, inafmuch as I
can by no Means tring myfelf to believe, that ali Heathens, who
were not Profelytes, were Idolaters.

M 2 z I%’I’eqf 3
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thereof and 1will fet it up, that the Refidue
of Meh might feek ofter the Lord, and all
the Gentiles upon whom my Name is called,
Jaith the Lord, who doeth all thefe Things.
Known unto God are all his Works, from the
Beginning of the World. Wherefore my Sen-
tence 15, &c.

N ow if this Decree was made in Confor-
mity to the Will of God, here declared, and
the Apoftle plainly grounds his Sentence
upon it, and upon this Sentence the Decree
was founded, then is it undeniable, that this
Decree was intended as a Direction to a// the
Heathen, who were or fthould become Con-
verts to the Chriftian Religion, to the End of
the World.

2. BEcavusk there was no fuch thing as
a Profelyte of the Gate, properly fpeaking,
among the Fews, from the Time of the Ba-
bylonifb Captivity. — All Forms of Admif=
fion into that Order, ceafed from amongft
them, from the Time that they themfelves
ceafed to be a free People; (See Selden de
jure Nat. & Gent. &Ke. I 2. ¢. 3. p. 187,
188.) and all Heathens who worfhipped the
one true God, were freely permitted to dwell
amongft them, without any Form of Ad-
miflion into any Profelytifm of any kind; and
fuch was, as both Selden and Grotius agree,

Cornelius the Centurion, 475 x.

/ How-
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HowE vER, fince thefe Men may in fome
fort be confidered as Profelytes of the Gate,
becaufe they believed in one God, and re-
nounced Idolatry, as the Profelytes of the
Gate did; let us for once {fuppofe them fuch :
Suppofe Cornelius, and all his Houfe, Profe-
lytes, (and the rather, becaufe he feems to
have obferved the ftated Hours of Prayer in
Ufe with the Fews) muft we likewife fup-

ofe all his Kinfmen and near Friends to have
been Profelytes? The Text fays, that Peter
found many with bim. He was a Heathen,
Czfarea was inhabited partly by Heathens,
and partly by Fews, it is not to be doubted
but his Friends and Kindred were Heathen
there is not the leaft Colour of Reafon to be-
lieve they were Profelytes; and yet as little
is it to be doubted, that they were all made
Converts.

HEeRE is a particular Account of the Ser-
mon preached to them on this Occafion; and
doubtlefs a very proper Sermon it was to mere
Heathens, who, from their Situation and
Circumftances could not fail to have heard
both of the Fewifb Prophets, of Fefus, his
Miracles, and his Refurrection.

Besipes all this, I think it probable
from St. Peter’s Apology, that neither Cor-
nelius, nor any of his Friends were Profe-

lytes,
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lytes, — 2 know (fays the Apoftle) bow
that it is unlawful for a Man that is a Jew
to keep Company, or come unto one of another
Nution. ——— Is it to be imagined, that the
Fews were prohibited all kind of Commerce
with their Profelytes who dwelt amongft
them? a Profelyte of the Gate was admitted
into their Synagogues: Could a greater Pri-
vilege be granted, and a lefs denied them?
Befides, —

W k learn from the next Chapter, that the
Apoftles were offended at St. Peter’s Conduct
in this Point; and we fee the Subftance of his
Apology, is, that God had now taken away
all Diftin&tion between Few and Gentile;
—— upon which the Apoftles beld their
Peace, and glorified God, [aying, Then hath
God alfo to the Gentiles granted Repentance
unto Life, Adts xi. 18. Could all this Si-
lence, Surprize, and glorifying of God, arife
merely from the Converfion of two or three
Profelytes ?

Axp yet lefs Reafon is there to believe,
that the great Number of Grecians, that is,
Heathens, faid to be converted at _4utioch in
the fame Chapter [ A4/7s xi. 20, 21.) were
only Profelytes ; —— or that the Preaching of
Paul and Barnabas there for a whole Year
together upon this Encouragement (7. e. be-
caufe of the Converfion of the Gentiles) was

confined
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confined to them ; — the City was Heathen,
it was large and populous much People were
taught there, v. 26. Muft we of Neceflity
believe, that all thefe were either Fews or
Profelytes? All Men have not the fame Mea-
f{ure of Belief; 1 own this exceeds mine. —
But I haften to the Tranfaion at Antioch in
Pifidia; in my Account of which [ have had
the Misfortune to give this learned Author
fuch great Offence,

My Account of this Matter the Reader
may, if he pleafes, fee in my fecond Differ-
tation, p. 45, €c. where, I hope, I have
not given the leaft Ground to any one to
imagine (however this learned Gentleman
came to think {0) that the Gentiles, to whom
St, Paul addrefled himfelf on the firft Sab-
bath, and who defired to hear him again on
the next, were 1dolatrous Gentiles: ——
Nothing could be more remote from my
Thoughts than fuch a Suppofition~— The
Difficulty with me was, how thofe Numbers
who came together on the next Sabbath, and
are ftiled in the Text, zhe Multitudes, and
almaft the whole City, could all be imagined
to be Profelytes: Nor is this Difficulty any
way abated by my Adverfary’s Comment
upon thofe Expreﬁions he is pleafed to tell
me, that by the Expreﬂion of almoft the
whole City, is meant no more than a great
Multitude: I am fure this learned Author

could
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could not imagine, that by the Expreflion of
almoft the wholé City’s coming together, I
could underftand the literal crowding of the
Houfes to<hear the Apoftle.

I neveRr appreheénded, that more was
meant by thofe Words than a great Multi-
tude; but then I apprehend, that this Multi-
tude was great, in Proportion to the Great-
nefs of the City; and that it was a Multi-
tude made up of almoft all the Inhabitants of
the City; (for fo the Text fully warrants
me to believe) and thefe, in my humble
Opinion, ¢an, with no Appearance of Rea-
fon, be prefumed to have been all Profelytes.

Burt the Sermon which St. Paul preached
on this Occafion, was not proper for the
Converfion of Heathens; and he was defired
to preach the fame Sermon again the néxt
Sabbath, p. 20, —

¥ aArrow he was defired to preach the
fame Sermon the next Sabbath, but does
it follow that he did {o; is it to be
doubted whether St. Paul had Wildom
enough to vary his Difcourfe as Occafion re-
quired, and accommodate it to his Audience?
And was the Audience the fame on the fecond
Sabbath? There is juft as much Reafon to
believe, that his Difgourfc was the fame, as
that the Audience was.

Bur
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BuT if our Author ftill infifts, that all this
mighty Multitude were Profelytes, I defire
to know of him from whence the Envy of
the Fews on this Occafion could arife:
The Text tells us, that when the Jews fow
«the Multitudes, they were filled with Envy, v.
45. did they envy that their own Profelytes
fhould be preached to? Were they not
preached to from the very firft? Had not
the Apoftles pfeached to them on the pres
ceding Sabbath? Did they then fhew any
~ Signs of Envy? None that we are told of;
What then could create their Envy now?
Why plainly this, thatthe Heathensat large,
whom they regarded as vile and defpicable
fhould, in this new Difpenfation, be placed
upon an equal Foot with themfelves, whom
they confidered as the Eleét and the Children
of God,—hinc ille lachryme ; — and I be-
lieve our learned Author will find it hard to
affign any other Reafon of this Envy; con=
fiftent with common Senfe.*

I uap obferved in my Differations, g,
46, 47. that when the Fews contradicted and
blafphemed, the Apoftles turned from them
to the Gentiles; and when they had once

* St. Paul himfelf, 1 apprehend, fully juftifies me in. this
Opinion, 1 Thefal. ii. 16. where, among other Gomplaints
he brings againft the Fews, he mentions this as one, wwe

' foriz‘dding us to [peak 0" the Gentiles thas they might be [nved.

appliefi
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applied themfelves to the Gentiles, in Con-
tradiftin@tion to the Fews, I thought it very
improbable, that the Fews fhould after
this admit them to preach in their Syna-
gogues ; and befides all this, when the Text
told me, that the Word of the Lord was pub-.
lifbed throughout all the Region, I thought I
had Reafon to believe, that the preaching of
it was not confined to the Synagogues, or
even to the City.

T o this my learned Adverfary objecs,
(p- 22.) that ¢« the Original Word, which
« is here tranflated publifbed, is the fame
« with that made ufe of by St. Mark, where
“ he fays, xi. 16. that Fefus would not fuf-
¢« fer that any Man fhould carry a Veflel
¢« thro’ the Temple:” And what’s the Infe-
rence from thence, unlefs it be, that the
‘Word of the Lord was, in this Gentleman’s
Judgment, carried throughout all the Region
on this Occafion, as Veflels were carried thro’
the Temple? Might not the fame Word have
one Senfe when applied to a Veflel, and
another when applied to the Word of the
Lord ? For my Part, I am content to under-
ftand the Word here as every Body elfe un-
derftands it,* tho’ without the Cenfure of my
Adverfary’s Refinement. "

¥ In P_iﬁdi:} din pradicant ({ays Pearfon in bis Annales Paulini,
p- 7.) prafertim Antiochix, dowec verbum Dei dijfemninaretur per
wmrverfam regionens, Alts xiil. 49. :

Bur
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Bur it feems, if ] had allowed my{elf Pa-
tience to read one Verfe further in this Chap-
ter, I would have found it faid, that zbe
Jews flirred up the devout and honourable Wo-
men, and chief Men of the Gity, and raifed
Perfecution againft Paul and Barnabas, and
expelled them out of their Coafts, — p. 22.

A n p could this learned Gentleman really
think, that I wrote my Diflertations without
reading this Verfe? I beg leave to affure
him, that I did read it, and attended to it;
but I own, that all I could learn from it, was,
that the Apoftles were not expelled *2i/ the
Word of the Lord was pubkbifbed throughout the
whole Region; and that this was the very
Reafon of their Expulfion; and -if this was
not the Reafon of their Expulfion, I fhould
be very glad this learned Author would be
fo good as to tell me what was, —

Bu T befides all this, it feems, I miftook
this Antioch in Pifidia, which I call a great
City, for another 4utioch in Ceelofyria, (Poft-
feript, p. 1.) otherwife I fhould not have
called this Antioch a great City, for which
my learned Adverfary cannot find that I
have any Authority in Hiftory, —

H 15 not finding that I had any Authority
for this Epithet, i1s, I own, at firft Sight, a
firong Prefumption, that I was miftaken; but

N 2 is,

Digitized from Best Copy Available



9r  Defence of the Doctrine

is, in Truth, only a Proof, that he gave
himfelf little Trouble to enquire about it:
For otherwife, this learned Author might
yery eafily have found, that 4mtioch in Pifi-
dia was the Metropolis of a very ricI} and po-
pulous Province of 4fis, at the Time when
the Cities of /s were very rich and popu-
lous, and ample (that is, at the Time of the
Apoftles preaching in them); he might alfo
have found, that in this City was a very fa-
mous Heathen Temple, with a very nume-
rous Priefthood to attend it; he might alfo
have found, that the Multitudes mentioned in
the Text, plainly imply it to have been very
populous ; -and were not all théfe Confidera-
tions fufficient Reafons for fuppofing this a

great City ?

Surrosk there was another City of the
fame Name greater, does it follow, that this
was pot great ? Lo .

Sv r rosk the City of Horcefler were cal-
led London wpow Severm, might 1 not with
Truth flile this a great or an ample City,
tho’ London upon Thames be greater, -

A~ after all; if I had meant _Zutioch in
Syria, my Adverfary muft own, that my
Epithets were not fuch as they fhould be;
fince inftead of fliling that City greas and
ample, 1 fhould, in common Juftice to my

B Argu=
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Argument, have ftiled it magnificent, vaft,
or immenfe, or all thefe together !

T o what hath already been faid in rela-
tion to this City, I beg Leave to add, that
‘the great Heathen Temple in it, is a new
Reafon to believe, that the > Apoftles preached
to the idolatrous Heathen in that City.

GROZIUS in his Comment on this
Chapter, hints it as a Reafon (in the prece-
dent Verfe) why the Apoftles went to Perga,
that there was a famous Temple dedicated to
Diana. *  Ita ubique manam cum idolis confé-
rebant Apofloli 5 (thus the Apofiles every
where grappled with Idols) fays this learned
Wrriter : And was not this as good a Reafon
for going to Antioch as to Perga? And 1
fhould be glad to know how the Apoftles
contended with Idols, otherwife than by
preaching againft Idolatry. — To whom do
Phyficians prefcribe, 2o them that are wholk,
or to them that are fick?

I 1A Dp the Misfortune to give great Of-
fence to this learned Author by a Paragraph
in my Differtations, p. 46, in the following
Words, ¢ Now this Tranfation at Zutioch

* And doubtlefs the Reafos why he did not make the fime
Reflexion with regard to this City of dntiech, was, becaufe 1t
was needlefs to repeat it,

« happened
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“ happened feven Years before the Decree
“ againft Blood and Things ftrangled was
¢« paffed by the Apoftles at Ferufalem; can
“ any Man in his Senfes doubt after this,
“ whether the Apoftles preached to the
“ Gentiles before the pafling’ of that De-
“ cree?”

'T'o which this learned Author was pleafed
to anfwer, withavery calm Contempt, (.19.)
“ if by the Gentiles, our Author means ido-
 Jutrous Gentiles, 1 muft inform him, that
“¢ there is a2 Perfon who imagines himfelf in
¢ his Senfes, that not only doubts whether
« the Apoftles preached to the idolatrous
¢ Gentiles before the pafling of the Decree ;
¢ but apprehends he has very good Reafons
“ to believe, that St. Pax/ never made any
¢ Converts from among the idolatrous Gen-
¢ tiles till a Year at leaft after the Decree was
“ paft, in his next Apoftolick Journey at
& Theffalonica” '

T u e Reader will eafily apprehend, that I
had no Intention to provoke this learned
Gentleman by that untucky Queftion. —
I never had the leaft doubt of his being in
his Senfes; but this I muft beg Leave to {ay,
that for the Honour of his own Underftand-
ing, I hope he is not flill of the fame
Opinton. :

Ffitl,
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Fifthly, WxeTHER St. Pasl made no
Converts from among the idolatrous Gentiles
till the Time now mentioned by our learned
Author, comes next to be confider’d.

THAT St. Paul had three Miflions to the
Gentiles before the Decree at Ferufalem, is
now, I hope, paft all doubt to the candid
Reader. And that he thould be three Times
folemnly appointed to that Work by the im-
mediate Direction of Almighty God, to no
Purpofe, is furely as fhocking a Suppofition,
as ever entered even into an infidel Heart!
unlefs we fuppofe, that by Genziles, every
where in the New Teftament, is meant no-
thing but Profelytes, which is an Abfurdity
too glaring and too grofs to be confuted ; at
leaft, if our learned Author be right in this-
Opinion, then I will venture to fay, that the
Apoftles made a moft abfurd and fhocking
Application of a Prophefy in Jaiah, Afts
xili. 47. when turning from the %ews to the
Gentiles, they tell them, — for (o bath the
Lord commanded us, /&ynzg, 1 have [et thee to
be a Light of the Gensiles, that thou [houldft
be for Salvation unto the Ends of ihe Earth.
Can any thing lefs be meant by thefe Ex-
preflions than the Gentiles over the Face of
the whole Earth? And do not the Apoftles
now profefs to aét in Conformity to this
Command? And how did they a in Con-

formicy
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formity toit, if they confined their Preaching
to a few Profelytes,  fcattered thro’ the

Fewifl Synagogues?

A Np.what was the Confequence of this
Apoftolick Declaration? When the Gentiles
heard this, they were glad, and glorified the
Word of the Lord, and as many as were or=
dained to eternal Life believed, v. 48.

I o™ unwilling to offend my learned Ad-
verfary a fecond Time; but in Prefumption,
that a Truth, attended with fo much Evi-
dence, will not again .provoke him, I will
once more venture to declare myfelf well
convinced, and, I hope, the Reader will
quickly be fo, that this Tranfation at -
tioch happened feven Years before the De-
cree againft Blood and Things firangled was
pafled by the Apoftles at Yerafalem; but
however that may be, I will ftill hope, that-
no Man in his Senfes, will, when he hath
read this Defence, any longer doubt whe-
ther the Apoftles preached to the Gentiles at
large before the pafling of that Decree ? 7hat
no Man in his Senfes will fill infift, that St,
Panl/ made no Converts from among the
Gentiles at large till a Year after the paffing
this Decree ?

Acain, we find from the firft Verfe of
the next Chapter, that a great Multitude of -

Greeks
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Grecks were converted at Jeonium, A&s
xiv. I. and that by Grecks are always meant
Gentiles at large, throughout the New Tefta~
ment, I have already thewn. I have alfo be-
fore obferved to you, that the Greeks had
their Meetings and Difputations on the Sab-
bath as well as the Fews, and if they had a
Mind to have thefc Meetings and leputa—
tions with the %ews in their Synagogues, is
it to be imagined, that the Fews fhould dare
to refufe them Admittance where they were
in Subjetion? The Text tells us, that
they (the Apoftles) wenz into the Syﬂagogue
of the Jews, and [o [pake, that a great Multi-
tude of the Jews, and alfo of the Greeks, be-
lteved : From whence I think it crednble,
that the natural Curiofity of the Greeks drew
them in great Crowds to the Fewifb Syna«
gogue (as Chriftians occafionally refort to
them now) to hear the Apoftles, whofe Fame
was by this time fully {pread all over .4/a
—— and that the Confequence of that Con-
courfe was the Converfion of 2 great Multitude
of them, which I humbly apprehend could not
with Truth be faid of the Profelytes of any
one Synagogue, in any one Heathen City of

/'a.———x

Besibrs, we find, that ort the Conteft
which enfued the Multitude of the City was
divided, and Part beld with the Jews, and Part

with the Apoftles : “Tis certainly moft cre-
O dible,
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dible, that the Profelytes (if there were any)
were of the Part which held with the Fews,
and confequently, that thofe which held with
the Apofties were the Heathen non-profe-
lyted Converts; at leaft ’tis probable, that
the Profelytes took fome one Side in this
Conteft, and then their Antagonifts muft be
Heathens at large, unlefs our learned Author
will rather fuppofe, that the Multitude of
this City alfo, as well as that of utioch,
confifted wholly of Profelytes.

Burt what puts this Matter beyond all
Controverfy, 1is, the Account we have in this
fame Chapter (A5 xiv.) of the Tranfactions
at Lyftra and Derbe: The Text tells us ex-
predly, that they (the Apoftles) preached the
Gofpel there.

AND that there was no Synagogue in thofe
Cities, or in the Region round about, Ithink
is evident, becaufe we hear of none; where-
as we always hear of the Apoftles beginning
their Teaching in the Synagogues where-
ever there were any; —— nor in all Proba-~
bility was there fo much as one Few in either
of thofe Cities, 1. Becaufe we hear of none;
" and 2. Becaufe the Perfecution raifed againft
the Apoftles was raifed by Fews from
Zconium and Antioch, v. 19. who are not faid
to have excited the Fews of the Place againft
Paul and Barnabas, but to have perfuaded the

. People
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Peotle; and when they had done fo, ftoned
Paul, and drew him out of the City, {uppo-
fing him dead.

WaETHER the Apoftles made any Con-
verts by their preaching throughout thefe
Cities, and the Region round about, is not
exprefly faid on this Occafion; but furely,
if we had no Information upon this Point,
we could not but think it exceedingly probable
that they did, by there continuing there till
they were forced away, whereas they were
expreflly commanded by our Saviour to de-
part from all Places where they were not re-
ceived ; that is, where their Dolrine was
not: Befides the great Improbability of
their preaching fo long a Time without any
Effect.

BuT that they did make Converts here,
at this Time, is, I think, put out of all
Doubt, by a fubfequent Paffage in the fame
Chapter, Af#s xiv. 20, 21. where we find,
that-when Paul returned to Lyfira from Derbe
(where he preached the Gofpel a fecond
Time) he confirmed the Souls of the Dif=
ciples, &c.

_Tue Relation ftands thus; when Paul
was ftoned at Lyfra, he and Barnabas de-
parted the next Day to Derbe; and when they

bad preached the Gofpel to that City, and
(O} bad
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bod taught many, they returned again to
Lyftra, and to Iconium, and Antioch, con-
forming the Souls of the Difciples, and ex-
horting them to continue in the Faith, &c.
Can any Man doubt after this, whether the
Apoftles preached and made Converts in each
of thefe Cities?

A xp we find, befides all this, that there
was at leaft one Man of St. Paul's Audience
at his firft preaching there, who had Faith:
"The Cripple had Faith enough to be healed,
and, I think, we cannot reafonably doubt,
that he had Faith enough to become a Con-
vert. — The fame Heathens who heard St,
Paul preach, {faw him work this Miracle;
the Miracle made them conclude him a God,
and his Eloquence made them conclude him
the God of Eloquence : The Heathen Mytho-
logy made AMercury an Attendant upon Fu-
piter; immediately Barnabas is called Fupiter,
and Paul, Mercarius, the Priefts are fum-
moned, and Sacrifices prepared.

Ovur learned Author will, I hope, own,
that thefe, at leaft, were idolatrous Heathens.
And if he will not allow, that one Cripple
was made a Convert on this Occafion; yet, I
believe, he will not deny, that others were ;
—— that thofe Difciples, whofe Souls the
Apoftles returned to confirm, were Converts,

Axp
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Axp indeed I am aftonifhed how any
Man of Candour and good Senfe could read
this TranfaQion at Lyfira, and yet doubt
whether any of the idolatrous Heathen were
preached to by the Apoftles béfore the De-
cree at Ferafalem.

AFrTER this we are told, that as Pasl and
Barpabas returned to Ferufalem, they pajfed
thro Pheenice and Samaria, declaring the Con-
Verfion of the Gentiles; and that this Declara-
tion caufed great Foy in all the Brethren,
Ads xv. 3, And that when they came to
Ferufalem, they again declared the fame to
the Church,——Afiey this, Peter, on Occafion
of the Difpute which énfued foon after, rofe up
and faid, Men and Brethen, ye know bow thas
a good while ago God made Choice among us,
that the Gentiles by my Mouth fhould hear the
Word of the Gofpel and believe, — and put
#no Difference between us and them, &c. Af-
ter this we are told, that the Multitude kept
Silence, and gave Audience to Barnabas and
Paul, declaring what Miracles and Wonders
God had wrought among the Gentiles by them.

A after all, — was all this Joy, all
thefe Declarations, all thefe Miracles and
‘Wonders for nothing more than the Conver-
fion of afew Profelytes? What ftrange Ideas
muft any Man, who can believe this, enter-

tain
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tain of the Apoftles? I had almoft faid, of
the Wifdom and Power of God in their Mif-
fion and Miracles !

Besipes all this, that the Gaoler at
Philippi, and his Houfhold, were of the
Heathen at large, and made Converts by
St. Paul before his Arrival at Zheffalonica,
can be no Doubt to any Man who reads the
16th Chapter of the Aéts.  So that this Gen-
tleman’s Hypotheﬁs is every Way unfup-
ported.

SvucH is the Train of Errors which Men,
who pride themfelves upon their Integrrty
as well as their Abilities, are daily feen to
run into, rather than give up an idle Hypo-
thefis, or fubmit to be mformﬂd by an
Inferior! — .

Sixthly, BuT we are not yet come to an
End of them, and therefore I proceed, in the
6th Place, to enquire, ‘Whether the Gofpel
was firft preached to the Fews, and confined
to them, as our Author thinks it was, p.20.

TrAT it was firft preached to them, is
undoubted ; but that it was not from

the firft confined to them, is equally un-
doubted. ~——

THE
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‘THE very firft Time that the Gofpel was
preached by the Apoftles after the Refur-
retion of Chrift, we find that it was preached
among others, to Cretes and Arabians, Stran-
gers of Rome, Tews and Profelytes, As ii.
10, 11. So that Profelytes at leaft, if not
Strangers, (i. e. Heathens at large) were
admitted to the Benefit of it from the very Be-
ginning. As is alfo evident from Nicholas, a
Profelyte of _ntioch, who was one of the
firft feven Deacons, 47s vi. 5. and indeed
it was impoflible it fhould be otherwife, in-
afmuch as the Apoftles always began their
Teaching and Preaching in the Synagogues,
where the Profelytes, and all religious
Heathens, were admitted; who could not
be untaught, unlefs they ated the Part of
the deaf Adder, and refuféd to hear the Voice
of the Charmer, charm hbe never [o wifely.
And that the Perfons here called Strangers of
Rome were not Jews, is, I believe, allowed;
and I think ’tis equally plain from the Text,
that they were not Profelytes: Nor ought
we to be furprized to hear this, when we find
the Apoftles declaring to the Fews on this
very Occafion, that the Promife was not only
to them, &ut to all that were afar of, v. 39.
and that the Effe&ts of it reached fome of
them who were afar off, at this very Time,
is very probable from the Prophecy now
quoted by St. Peter, v. 17. — And it [ball

conie
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come to pafs in the lafp Days, faith God, that
I will pour out my Spiris upon all Flefh. —
And the fureft Way to prove this Prophecy
tightly apply’d on this Occafion, was to thew
it fulfilled; nor can I conceive how it could
be apply’d, if it had not been fulfilled.

Ovur learned Author hath indeed a very
ingenious Suppofition, p. 19. that St. Paul’s
firft Apoftolick Journey was directed to thofe
Gentiles who were Profelytes of the Gate.

——— But the Misfortune is, that there is no
Foundation for this ingenious Suppofition,
cither in Reafon or in Faét.

1. Becavusk the proper Place of Preach-
ing to thefe Profelytes was in the Synagogues,
whither they were wont to refort on the
Sabbath with the Fews: * Nor do we hear
of any Aflemblies, or any Places of Affem-
bly, that they had diftin& from the Fews.

# And that they were in Fa& preached to there, appears,
not only from what has already been faid, but likewife from
feveral Introdutions and Paflages in St. Paul’s Difcourfes: —
For Example, his Sermon at Antioch in Pifidia, AGs xiii. 16.
begins thus, Men of lirael, and ye that fear God. Where
by the Expreflion, Ye that fear God, “the Apoftle undoubtedly
meant the Gentiles of his Audierices m—= So likewife in the
26th Verfe, Men and Brethren, Children of the Stock of Abraham,
and whofoever among yon feareth Gody, to you is the Word of
this Salvation fent. From whence it appears, that the Word of
the Lord was now fent to every one that feared God, as well
as to the Fews.

ANp,
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A np, Secondly, Becaufe in Fa& we ne-
ver hear of the Apoftles addrefling themfelves
to thefe Profelytes otherwife than conjointly
with the Fews, except in the Cafe of Corne-
lius ({fuppofing him a Profelyte) which was
before confider’d, and that by a particular
Command from God.—So that this ingenious
Author’s imaginary Miflion to the Profelytes
of the Gate, is altogether without any Foun-
dation either of Reafon or Fad.

Now the Confequence from all this is
clear and cogent, if there were no Apoftolick
Miffions to the Profelytes of the Gate, but to
the Gentiles at large, (as there certainly were
not) then the Gentiles who are faid to have
been preached to and converted throughout
the New Teftament, are the Gentiles at large.
—— And if the Gentiles at large were preached .
to and converted, then doth the Apoftolick
Decree plainly regard them, inafmuch as it
was evidently intended as a Diretion 20 them
which from among the Gentiles were mrm’d
to God, A&s xv. 19.

Sevent/a{y', BUT it feems there is fill a
formidable Objeétion in our Way. ——

¢ I¥ this Decree had been intended for a

« Rule to the idolatrous Gentiles, St. Pazl,
“ when he wrote to them afterwards upon
P “ any
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“ any of thefe Heads, would certainly have
“ taken Notice of this Decree; whereas he,
“ on the contrary, permits them not only to,
“ eat all forts of Meat, without any Excep-
“ tion, of Things firangled, or of Blood,
“ but alfo Things offered to Idols; ” —
nay, to eat Things offered to Idols, even in
te Idol Temples, p. 30.

T o this I anfwer, firft, by asking, Whe-
ther the {fecond Commandment was intended
as a Rule for the idolatrous Gentiles after
their Converfion? I think it evident, upon
the Foot of this Author’s Reafoning, that it
was not; for if it had, when St. Paal wrote
to them afterwards upon-this Head, he would
certainly have taken Notice of this Com-
mand and yet ’tis certain he does not;
—— and was the fecond Commandment for
that Reafon not obligatory; and does this
learned Gentleman ftill think there is any
Weight in this Argument?

Burt St. Paul not only takes no Notice of
this Decree, but permits all forts of Meats to
be eaten, without any Exception to Blood, or
Things ftrangled.

I musT own, I cannot, without fome
Surprize, fee this Argument urged by this
Author, and urged with fuch an Air of Tri-
umph, as if it never had been anfwered; or

rather,
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rather, as if it were abfolutely unanfwerable ;
whereas I will venture to fay, it hath al.
ready received a plain, a clear, and a full
Confutation in my Differtations, p. 58, 62,
64, 65, 66, 67, 68, 6.

How far this learned Author hath fhewn
his Affeétion for this Objeltion, by taking
no Notice of Arguments that utterly over-
throw it, is fufficiently obvious, but how far
he hath confulted the Credit of his Integrity
(or rather of his Accuracy) in this Condudt,
the candid and unprejudiced Reader will beft
Judge ‘

BUT St. Paul (if we are to reft upon the
‘Credit of this Author) is {o far from forbid-
ding to eat Meats offered toldols, that he al-
lows them to do it even in the Temple of an
Idol, — p. 30.

T u E Reader will, I hope, forgive me if

T declare myfelf furprized to fee this Affer-
tion fall from the Pen of an intelligent
Chriftian! that an Apoftle fhould give Li-
cence and Santion to an Aétion in its own
Nature fo utterly unchriftian! efpecially
when the dire@t contrary is {o evidently the
lain Purpofe and Intention of St. Paul, —
as will fully appear to every intelligent R eader
who pcrufcs the 8th, oth, and 1oth Chaptcr;
2 0o
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of his firft Epiftle to the Corinthians, with
Attention.

T u & R £ he will plainly fee, that St Pcml 5
feeming Conceflions, upon the Point of eat-
ing Things offered to Idols, are, in Truth,
the Adverfary’s Arguments; which, fuppo-
fing all they fay to be true, the Apoftle
plainly thews will not yet infer the Lawful-
nefs of eating Meats offered to Idols.

'TuE great Argument for that Practice was
this, — that an Idol was nothing; — that
“wife Men knew it to be nothing; — that
That which had no Exiftence could not pol-
lute; * therefore what fignified eating Things
offered to Idols, even in the Idol Temples,
fince Things offered to Idols, were in Truth
Things offered to nothing, -

Now the Queftion is, how the Apoftle
anfwers this mg,ument ?

H e anfwers, ﬁri’c by owning the Wifdom
and Abilities of the Objectors, we know that
we all have Knowledge, 1 Cor. viii. 1. but
what then? Kﬁowledge puffeth up, bar Cha-
rity edifieth. 'Tho’ you fhould act in this
Point from Knowledge, yet Charity were a
much furer Rule of Conduét.

* SeeGrotius, 1 Cor, viil, 1,

Burt
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Burt did the Apoftle in reality believe

thefe Men fo very knowlng? *Tis plain to a

Demonfiration, that he did not, both from

the 3d Chapter of this Epiftle, and from his
very next Words after this Congeflion.

Ix the 3d Chapter of this Epiftle, v. a.
he tells them, that he had fed them with Milk
and not with Meat. For hitherto (fays he)

e were not able to bear it, neither yet mow are
ye able. And in the 8th Chapter, after he
had made his Conceflion now mentioned,
concerning their Knowledge, he adds, —
and if any Man think that he knoweth any
thing, ke knoweth nothing yet as he ought tg
kwow. However, he fiill proceeds upon a
Suppofition, that they were very knowing,
to let them fee that the Liberty they took
would be attended with ill Confequences in
feducing the Ignorant to Idolatry : For fuppo-
fing they, from the Fulnefs of their Know-
ledge, that an Idol was nothing, could inno-
cently eat Things offered to Idols, even in
the Idol Temples, yet fill others, who had
not this Knowledge, might be feduced to fin
by their Example. —

TuaT this is the plain Purpofe of the
Apofile’s Argument upon this Point, clearly
appears from his own Words, conﬁder d in
their natural Order, leaving out nothing bug
his ngreﬁions, ¢. viii, v. 4. &c, As concern-

ing
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ing therefore the eating of thofe Things that are
offered in Sacrifice unto Idols, we know that an
Mol is nothing in the World.——Howbeit there
is not in every Man that Knowledge 5 for fome
with Confcience of the Idol untothis Hour, eat
it as a Thing offered to an Idol; and their
Confcience being weak, is de]‘iled.—'——-ﬂzke beed
left by any means this Liberty of yours become a
Stumbling-Block to them that are weak,

He then proceeds to add the Reafon of
this Caution, with bitter Upbraidings of their
vain Vaunts of Knowledge, for if any Map
Jee thee which baft Knowledge, f1t at Meat in
the Idols Temﬂe, Sball wot the Confcience of him
that is weak, be emboldened to eat thofe things
which are offered to Idols; and thro® ithy
Knowledge fhall the weak Brother perifb for
whom Chrift died.  But when ye fin o againft
the Brethren, and wound their weak Confcience,

ye fin againft Chrift.

WiLt any confidering Man take all this
for a Conceflion to Men of Knowledge to eat
Things facrificed to Idols? When it is evi-
dently a Prohibition of that Pratice, from
the ill Confequences which mutft for ever na-
turally and neceflarily attend it, '

Surrosk a Proteftant arguing with an
intelligent Man of the Church of Rome,
againft bowing or kneeling before the Imaggs

el
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of Saints or Angels, in Churches ereCted in
Honour of thofe Saints or Angels; {uppofe
that intelligent Perfon defending this Practice
by declaring, that he knew very well, that
there was no inherent Virtue or Intelligence
in the Image; that in reality he paid no
Devotion, nor any thing more than a civil
Regard to it; that all his Regard arofe only
from its being a Memorial to him of {fome
holy Saint or Angél in Heaven, €9¢. -

T o this the Proteftant replies, Poffibly you
who are a knowing Man may know, that
there is no Virtue or Intelligence in this Piece
of Wood ; but does every ignorant Man of
your Communion know as much? Does not
this Practice of yours naturally tend to miflead
them? And do they not in fact worfhip the
Images themfielves, believing them to be en-
dowed with various Powers and Virtues?
And is not this Idolatry? When ye fin thus
againft the Brethren, and wound their weak

Confcience, be affired ye (in againft Chrift.

I sy, fuppofe a Proteftant arguing in this
manner, with an intelligent Man of the
Church of Rome, againft bowing and kneel-
ing before Images, — could we reafonably
infer, that the Perfon who argued thus, ap-
proved this Praltice? No certainly, but the
dire¢t contrary ; and we thould be more
confirmed in this Opinion if we found him

after
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after this urging other Arguments, and of
greater Weight againft the fame Practice.

N o w this is exa@ly St. Paul's Cafe, he is
not content to argue againft the Pralice of
eating Things offered to Idols, from'the
Danger of drawing the Weak into Idolatry,
he goes a great deal farther; he argues againft
it from very important Reafons; that equally
affect the Knowing and the Ignotant.

ArLmosT his whole next Chapter (chap.
ix.) is {pent in thewing, that he himfelf had
as many Advantages, and was entitled to as
many Privileges, as any Member of the
Chriftian Church; — and yet he made Ufe
of no one of them, even where he could do
it innocently ; he then proceeds (chap. x.)
to caution them agairift Intempérance, againft
lufting after forbidden Foods, againft Idola-
try, againft Fornication, againft tempting of
Chrift, &c. from the Judgments which thefe
Crimes drew down upon the Children of
Ifrael in the Wildernefs, and returning to his
firft Point, concludes all his Cautions with
this earneft Exhortation, (chap. x. 14.)
Wherefore, my dearly Beloved, flee from Holasry.
He then argues againft eating Things offered
to Idols, from the Nature of the Chriftian Sa-
crament, and the Fewifb Sacrifices: The Sub-
ftance of his Argument is this, the Participa-
tion of the Bread and Wine in the Sacrament

of
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of the Lord’s Supper is the Communion of the
Body and Blood of Chrift, as eating of the
FJewifb Sacrifices was partaking of the Altar,
and an A& of Worfhip to that God to whom
the Sacrifices were offered: What was the
Confequence from hence? Why plainly this,
that eating of the Idol Sacrifices was partaking
of the Idol-Altar, and an A& of Worfhip to
that Being to whom the Sacrifice was of=
fered. * 'The Apoftle faw plainly, that his
Adverfaries would foon fee this Confequence,
and would endeavour to obviate it by fay-
ing, that an Idol was nothing: —How then
does he reply to this Argument ? Why
plainly thus, + I don’tfay that anIdol is any
thing; I don’t fay that there are any fuch
Beings as Fupiter, Funo, Mars, or Mercary;

* Eating Things offered to Idols as fuch, is, we fee upon
the Apofiie’s Reafoning, in its own Nature as much an A& of
Idolatry, as eating the Sacrament of the Lord’s Supper as fuch,
is an A& of Adoration to Fefus Chrift.

+ His own Words at large ftand thus, — 1 Cor. x. 15, &ec.
I fpeak as to wife Men; judge ye what I fay. — 16. The Cup of
Bleffing which we blefs, is it not the Communion of the Blood of
Chrift? The Bread which we break, is it not the Communion of
the Body of Chrift? — 17. For we being many, are one Bread
and one Bodys for we are all Partakers of that one Bread., —
18. Bebold 1fvacl after the Flefh: dre not they which eat of the
Sacrifices, Partakers of the Altar: — 19. What [ay I then?
That the Idol is any thing, or that which is offered in Sacrifice to
Idols is any thing? == 20. But I [ay, that the things which the
Gentiles facrifice, they [acrifice to Devils, and not to God; and 1
would not that ye fhould have Fellowfbip with Devils, — 21. Ye
cannot drink the Cup of the Lord and the Cup of Devils; ye can=
not be Partakers of the Lord’s Table and the Table of Devils.

Q_ but
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but this I fay, That the Things which the
Gentiles fucrifice, they facrifice 1o Devils and
not to God 5 “and I would not that ye Should
have Fellowfbip with Devils. Ze  cannot
drink the Cup of the Lord, and the Cup of
Devils, (2 cannot, that is, ye cannot do
it without Guilt; — ye muft not doit) 7e
cannot be Partakers of the Lord’s Table, and
the Table of Devils. —

ANp after all this, can any thing be
imagined more fhocking, than to hear a
Chriftian aflert, that St. Paul allows the eat-
ing of Things offered to Idols, even in the
Idol Temples !

A s for this Apoftle’s Permiffion in relation
to Things fold in the Shambles, I refer my
Reader for a plain Account of that Matter to
my Diflertations, 2ol IL. p. 64, &c.

Eightbly, 1 x ow proceed to the laft Point
in which I have the Misfortune to differ from
this learned Author, in relation to this De-
cree at Ferufalem, viz. Why Fornication,
an Offence againft the Law of Nature, is
joined with Things in their own Nature in-
different.

T ux Reafon of this he owns to be Con-
jeGtural; however, he thinks it may be this,
& 'That tho’” Fornication is an Offence againft

 the
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“ the Law of Nature, when ftri¢tly and im-

¢ partially confiderd, yet the Gentiles did
“ not acknowledge it fuch; ” and he adds, 7
am not certain whether it was not as Ziglaz‘ly
thought of by the Jews. 'The Reafon of his
Doubt upon this Point is added; « I don’t
“ find (fays he) the Word F ornication ufed
¢ in the Old Teftament, but in one Chapter
«“ of Ezekiel, and then it rather {feems to al-
¢ lude to Idolatry, which is often in the Old
« Teftament, denoted by the Words Whore~
¢“ dom and Adultery.

AstonNisHING! that a Chriftian, who
had ever read the Bible, fhould doubt whe-
ther Fornication was a Sin in the Senfe of the
Old Teftament! when it is a Guilt {o noto-
rioufly, fo repeatedly, fo varioufly prohibi-
ted throughout that Difpenfation: 1f my Ad-
verfary had grounded his Doubt upon the
corrupt Comments of the 7ews on this Head
(and poflibly he meant no more) I fhould
have no Controverfy with him upon the
Point; but then have we not Reafon to ask,
Why this Diftiné&tion was not made, and to
what Purpofe was that Obfervation, that the
Word Forunication was not found in the Old
Teftament, applied to the Vice properly fo
called? What tho’ the Word Fornication
fhould be found but once in the Old Tefta-
ment, and then applied to Idolatry, yet
mlght not this learned Author have clearly

Q2 inferred
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inferred this Pra&tice to be criminal from the
Appellation of Fornication, of Whoredom,
and Adultery, which he himfelf found ap-

lied to Idolatry? Is not Fornication one
kind of Whoredom? And is not all Whore-
dom prohibited by calling Idolatry by that
Name? Is not Idolatry one of the greateft
Sins that can be committed ? And would it
not be aftonithing, if the Scriptures fhould
arraign this Sin by another Name, by the
Name of fome other Praétice, which implied
no Guilt at all!

For my own Part, I am fully fatisfied,
that the Seventh Commandment prohibited
all Commerce of Men with all Women what-
foever, except their own Wives; and, I
- apprehend, I am {ufficiently authorized to
think {o, inafmuch as our Saviour, in the
Queftion of Divorce, makes no Diftin&ion
between Adultery and Fornication, Mazt.
xix. 9. 'The Opinions of the corrupt Fews
upon thefe Points I regard not. I fhall there-
fore trouble myfelf no further than to thew
the Senfe of the Old Teftament upon the
Point, ' ' S :

THE firft Account we find of this Crime
in the Old Teftament is the Rape of Dinab
and the Guilt was fo grieyous in the Eyes of
her Brethren, that they deftroyed a whole
City in Revenge of it; "and their only Apo-

- T logy
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logy was, Should be dealwith our Sifier aswith
an Harlot 2 Gen. xxxiv.

Aca1N; when Yudab had been guilty of
a criminal Commerce with Zamar, who had
carry’d off his Pledges; he faid, Lez ber take
it to her, left we be fhamed, Gen, xxxviil—o
An Expreflion which plainly implies a Con-
fcioufnefs of Guilt; —— and when he was
told that his Daughter-in-Law had played the
Harlot, — he faid, — Bring ber forth,
and let ber be burnt. Could he doom her
to the Stake for what was then deemed no
Offence! :

AcalnN, Levit. xix. 29. Do not proffi-
tute thy Daughter to canfe her to be a Whore,
left the Land fall to Whoredom, and the Land
become full of Wickednefs. Here we fee,
that this one Sin was thought {ufficient to fill
the Land with Wickednefs. — And in the
21ft Chapter of this Book at the ¢th Verfe,
we find, that the Daughter of a Prieft who
had played the Whore was to be burnt with
Fire. ‘

Tue Cafe of Zimri and Cosbi is {ufficient-
ly known from the 2 5th Chapter of Numbers;
and that Fornication was a principal Part of
that Guilt, which then drew down the
Judgments of God upon the Children of Ifrael,
fufficiently appears from what the Apoftle

| fays,
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fays, 1 Cor. x. 8. Neither let us commit For-
nication, as [ome of them committed, and fell
in one Day three and twenty shonfand.

Ix the 22d Chapter of Deuteronomy we
find, that the Damfel who was defiled in her
Father’s Houfe, before Marriage, if the
Crime was difcovered after, was to be ftoned
to Death, becaufe fhe wrought Folly in Hrael
to play the Whore in ber Father’s Houfe. Nor
is it eafy to conceive how any Sin can be
more difcountenanced in the 23d Chapter of
Deuteronomy, v. 2. A Baflard fball not enter
into the Congregation of the Lord; even to his
tenth Generation [ball he not enter into the
Congregation of the Lord.

Axp in the 23d Chapter of Deuteronomy
at the 17th Verfe;, we find an exprefs and
utter Prohibition of this Guilt connefted
with that which is the moft fhocking- that
can be named, — Ftere [ball be no Whore of
the Daughters of Iiael, nor a Sodomite of
the Sons of Hrael, # Nor was the Hire of
an Harlot fo much as to be admitted into the
Houfe of the Lord, v. 18. The Gain made

¥ In the Verfion of Edward the Sixth the Verfe is thus
tranflated, There fhall be no Hhore of the Daughters of
Urael, wor Whorckeeper of the Soms of Iftacl; which, I own,
1 apprehend ta be the true Senfe of the Place, Sodomy being
befare prohibited under Penalty of Death to both Parties.

Levit, xx. 132,
by
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by this Guilt could not fo much as be apply’d
t6 a Sacrifice to make Atonement for it. '

A~ p laft of all, Was not this one of thofe
Crimes which robbed E/X’s Family of the
Priefthood, and cut off both his Sons in one
Day; becanfe they made themfelves vile, and
be refirained them not. Had that criminal
Commerce, by which zhey made themfelves
vile, been with married Women, their Father
needed not to have chaftized them, Death
had been their Punifhment by the Law.

IT were eafy to add many other Proofs,
from many other Parts of the Old Teftament;
but the candid Reader, it is to be hoped,
will require no more Satisfaction upon this
Head, — with regard to the Jfracelites.

A's to the Heathen, it is not to be deny’d,
that this Guilt was too lightly deem’d of
amongft them; and yet whoever ferioufly
attends to the Senfe of the wifer and more
thinking Men amongft them will find, that,
generally {peaking, Chaftity was always
deemed a Virtue, at leaft in the other Sex,
( Peminaram iffa vertus, {ays Cicero) and
that even in Men a Commerce with common
Women, was rather deemed a light Guilt
than none at all.

How-

Digitized from Best Copy Available



120 Defence of the Dottrine

"HowsveR, forafmuch as the Guilt of
this Practice was grown almoft univerfal over
the Esff ; and Proftitutions were not only not
prohibited, but in many Places enjoyned ;
—— enjoyned as Duties and Aéts of Devotion ;
therefore nothing was more neceflary than a
Reformation in this Point.

A ND now what is the Confequence from
all this? Why plainly and clearly this, —
the Fews knew Fornication to be criminal in
the Senfe of the Old Teftament, and there-
fore offenfive to God, and confequently, fo
did the Profelytes; — but the Heathens at
large did not : — To whom then could this
Decree, with moft Wifdom and Propriety,
be directed or enjoyned; to thofe who needed
Information upon this Point, or to thofe who

- needed it not ?
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An AxswER to a Pamphlet called,

The Prohibition of Blood a Tem-
porary Precept.

22 UT 1t is objedied to The Objection of
me alfo by another placing Ceremonials
' learned Author. * a2rd Fundamentals
fi ’ upon the fame Foot.
- ‘that I have placed

Abftinence from Blood upon an equal Foot
of Neceflity with Abftinence from Idolatry
and Whoredom. |

I ANswER, that I have placed it upon
no other Foot of Neceflity than what I found
it placed upon in the Law of God. — I ap=
prehend them bath to be equally prohibited;
and in that View I apprehend Abftinence
from both to be equally neceflary, but no
otherwife. —

* The Author of a Pamphlet entitled, The Probibition of Blocd
a Temporary Precept. ' ~

R Inxorep
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I Horep I had obviated all Objettions of
this kind by a plain exprefs Declaration upon
this Point, Revel. Exam. Vol. 2d. Engl. ed.
p. 39. The eating of Blood, as [uch, was ne-
ver imagined an Attion fimply and in itfelf
finfal. 1f my learned Adverfary had confi-
dered this Declaration, he had fpared himfelf
a great deal of unneceflary Trouble in ex-
plaining the Nature of moral Actions. T ne-
ver imagined the eating of Blood to be an
Adion fimply and in itfelf immoral. But I
think this Prad&tice ever was, and ever will
be of evil Tendency; — and that, I think,
was Reafon enough to. the divine Wifdom
for prohibiting it, tho’ it be not in itfelf im-
moral, yet, I apprehend, it hath a near Re-
lation and a Conne&ion, which, in the ordi-
nary Courfe of Things, will for ever be in-
feparable from Things that are fo; ——Imean
Luxuory and Cruelty.  St. Ferom fays, that
one End of the Precept was to reftrain Glut-
tony ; and I humbly apprehend, that Blood,
and Things firangled, have nearly the fame
Relation to Luxury and Cruelty, that Anger
and abufive Appellations have to Murder,
and therefore ought equally to be avoided.—

I APPREHEND moreover, that Abfti-
nence from Blood in Recognition of God’s
being the Author and Giver of Life, ever
was, and ever will be of great Importance to

Reli-
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Religion; * and therefore I cannot conceive
any Reafon, or any Appearance of Reafon,
why it thould be difregarded to the End of
the World: And therefore I cannot but
again repeat what I laid down in my Differ-
tations, that the Reafons of Abftinence from
Blood muft eternally hold as long as Cruelty
and Luxury are Crimes, or the Recognition
of God as the Author and Giver of Life, a
Duty.

I then my learned Adverfaries would ef-
feGually confute me upon this Point, let
them not amufe themfelves and their Readers
with moral Abftractions, but prove, that this
Doctrine hath no relation to thefe Crimes, or
thefe Duties; let them prove, 1/ That the
Practice of eating Blood and Things ftrangled
hath no natural Tendency either to Luxury
or Cruelty, Vices or Inconveniencies of any
kind. —— ad/y. Let them confute thofe
Hiftorical Relations which aflure us, that in
Faét they have had thefc Effe@s. And
3dly. That Abftinence from Bleod in Recog-
nition of God’s being the Author and Giver
of Life, hath no natural Tendency to create
a Réverence to the Divine Being; or a grate-
ful Senfe of his Goodnefs in the Grant of the

* The Fews when they kill any Creature for Food, put up

a {olemn Thank{giving 1o God for the Grant of the Creatures
20 Noah.

R 2 Creatures,
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Creatures in the Minds of Men; and in Con-
fequence of that, to fupport true Religion 1n
the World. — Let them prove, befides all
this, that the Health of Mankind is no Way
concerned in this Abftinence; nor the Good
of Society, in a more advantageous Ufe of
the Creatures. Till they have done all this,
I muft beg Leave to think (with great Sub-
miffion) that they have done nothing, *

Howkev R, ore Thing I will obferve by
the Way, — "That one Principle laid down
by the learned Author before me, is, (if I
may take upon me to underftand it) a Prin-
ciple of very dangerous Tendency, uviz,

-

* There is a Practice fufficiently known to obtain among
the Poor of the Kingdom of Ireland; it is cuftomary with them
to bleed their Cattie for Food in Years of Scarcity: This
Praltice hath many Evils, that ever have, and ever will attend
it, —— ,

One is, that the Cattle being thus weaken’d by Lofs of
Blood, frequently die the enfuing Winter; and the next is, that
it by good Fortune they efcape Death, they feldom fail to be
both uielefs and unfruitful, at leaft for one Year following;
imomuch that 1 have been well affured by intelligent Men of
great Integrity, that the Breed of Cattle was, during the hte
Years of Scarcity in the North, diminifhed by the Practice of
Bleeding, in onc County of that Kingdom, by at leaft twa
Thouiand cach Year. \

It may be urged in Defence of this Pra&tice, that Neceffity
compels to it ; — I anfwer, that more Suftenance may be drawn
from the Fleidh of one Cow, than from the Biood of twenty ;
and with ten times lefs Damage to the Owner, who is at
more Expence in th: Maintenapce of the Cattle {o drained, in
the enfuing Winter, with great Hazard of their Death, and
little or no Chance cither ¢f Milk or Fruittulnefs. A

that
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that ‘¢ the Refitude or Obliquity of fuch
‘“ Altions as are obligatory, antecedent to
“ any pofitive Inftitution of Almighty God,
¢ are, as far as refpeéts any Obligation from
“ natural Religion, difcoverable by the
Light of natural Reafon, p. 6.

I ow N, that when thefe Daties are difco-
vered to us by Revelation, they are foon
found agreeable to natural Reafon: But Iam
fatisfied, that fince the Fall, no one Duty,
either of Morality or natural Religion, was
ever fearched out, difcovered, afcertained,
and univerfally allowed to be agreeable to
natural Reafon, antecedent to its being com=
manded by Almighty God.

I wrrw inftance but in one, There
is no one moral or focial Obligation more
agreeable to Reafon, than the facred and in-
feparable Union of one Man with one Woman
in Marriage; and yet Polygamy was never
found to be a Violation of the Law of Na-
ture, antecedent to its being prohibited by
the Chriftian Religion. And the fame might
eafily be thewn of every Daty in the Deca-
logue. And therefore Reafon is far from
being that fure Guide in Matters of Re-
ligion which its modern Magnifiers, not to fay
Idolaters, boaft it to be.

IcHAL-
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I cuaLLENGE this Gentleman, and all
the Advocates for the Sufficiency of Reafon
put together, to produce any one Duty,
either of Morality or natural Religion, that
is not, or hath not been difclaimed, nation-
ally, publickly, and deliberately in the
Heathen World.

BuT this learned Author objeéks, that I
myfelf acknowledge, ¢ that the very Reafon
¢« of abftaining from Blood from the Begin-
“ ning, was, that the Blood was to be
¢ poured out upon the Altar in Sacrifice.
“ Now does it not from hence follow, (fays
my Adverfary) “ that if Sacrifice was ever to
« ceafe, the Duty of Abftinence from Blood
¢ was to ceafe withit? As all Laws whatfo-
¢ eyer are grounded on fome Reafon or
« other, fo is it an undoubted Maxim, that
« when the Reafon ceafes on which the Law
“ is founded, the Law itfelf can be no longer
« in Force,” p. 17.

T o this I anfwer, That I did affign it as
one Reafon of Abftinence from Blood, that it
was appointed to make Atonement, but I
never affigned this as the only Reafon; and
this, I believe, my learned Adverfary will
not deny, when he confiders, that 1 havein
Fatt ailigned feveral others.

IN
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IN the next Place, if I had affigned no
other, I deny both his Confequence, and the
Maxim upon which it is founded. A Law ma
be made for one Reafon, and yet fubfift,
and be in full Force for other and perhaps
better Reafons, when the Reafon on which
it was founded hath long fince entirely ceafed.
——What does this learned Gentleman think
of the Teft A& in England.

A p if this be true of human Laws, much
more of divine. — God may aflign but one
Reafon of his giving any Law to his Crea-
tures, but he may have many more of equal
Wifdom and Goodnefs for enjoyning it. He
only is Judge; and furely it would be ftrange
Prefumption to pronounce any one of his
Laws abrogated, before he himfelf declares
it to be fo; and much more after he hath
re-enjoined it; which is the Cafe of Abfti-
nence from Blood.

BuT it is objected by our learned Author
(p- 19.) ¢ that moft of the Laws of Mofes
“ were fymbolical in their Nature, and had
« fome moral Duty couched under them;
¢« and therefore if we are to abftain from
Blood on Account of recognizing God as
¢ the Author and Giver of Life, and to
« avoid Cruelty to the Creatures, 7. e. if
“ thefe be fufficient Reafons to make the
) Pro-

(14
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¢ Prohibition of perpetual Obligation, by
« the fame Method of Reafoning we may
“ infer the Neceflity of adhering to the
« Whole, or at leaft the greater Part of the
« Law of Mofes, to the End of the World.
« — Thus Circumcifion pointed out the
¢« Reafonablenefs and Neceffity of mortify-
“ ing carnal Lufts,” &c. ’

In anfwer to this, I muft own, I am
aftonifhed to fee a Man of Senfe reafon at
this rate. Did Circumcifion naturally and
univerfally tend to procure any Good to the
Perfon who obferved it, or to guard him from
any Evil? This I am fure of, Pain and Dan-~
ger attended it, and it had otherwife perhaps
not anfwered its End. Had it any natural
"Tendency to promote any one Duty towards
God or Man, to procure any one Advantage
to Society, or preclude any one Evil or In-
conveniency? If it had, why are not thefe
Evils and Advantages illuftrated to us? And
laft of all, Is it enjoined to all Mankind un-
der the Difpenfation of the New Teftament,
or was it ever fo enjoined ? And as for any
other of the Fewifb Rites, if they are found
to be attended with any natural Advantages,
doubtlefs it is fo far Matter of Prudence, tho’
not Matter of firi¢t Obligation, to obferve
them.

Tis
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- "T'1s very ftrange, that 2 Mah of fo much

Difcernment cannot diftinguifh between being
a Symbol of fome moral Duty; and being
naturally conneted with it; between the Na=
ture of fuch Aétions, as are but mere Emblems
of Virtue, and fuch as naturally tend to pro-
mote that Virtue; nay more, to reprefs the
contrary Vice, together with many other
Evils. And laftly, ’ds very ftrange this
Gentleman will put no Difference between
Duties that are abrogated under the Difpen-
fation of the New Teftament, and thofe that
are exprelly re-enjoined: For this at leaft
makes an effential Difference. |

Burit is farther urged by my learned Ad-
verfary, (p. 20.) ¢ that the moral Duties,
“ fuppofed to be intimated to us by the
¢« Prohibition of Blood, in no wife infer the
¢« Neceflity of Abftinence from Blood; but
¢« Abftinence from Blood inferred the Necefs
« fity of thefe Duties.”

I ow ~ I have fome Difliculty in attempt=
ing to anfwer this Objetion, becaufe I can=
not take upon me tofay, thatI clearly under-
ftand it. But what I apprehend of Abftinence
from Blood is this, That it was not enjoined
as a T'ype, but as 2 Means to an End; and
therefore was not inftituted for its own Sake

but for the Sake of thofe excellent Ends
S which
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which it was naturally fitted to attain, as a
Medium. Now if my learned Adverfary
would overthrow my Opinion in this Point,
his Bufinefs is to thew, that this Abftinence
can, with no Propriety, be confidered asa ,
Means to an End; that it hath no natural
Tendency to any Good of any kind; nor the
contrary Praltice to any Evil. And could
this be dcne (as it cannot) what would be
the Confequence ? That this Precept is abo-
lithed? No furely ; — but that it is only a
mere pofitive Inftitution, — upon no better

Foundation than the Sabbath and the Sacra-
ments.

"4

WHEN I confider this as a Command fo
often and {o folemnly given by God, and ne-
ver pretended to be repealed with any Degree
of rational Evidence, I am amazed to think
how any ferious Chriftian can fatisfy himfelf
that he is entirely difpenfed with from pay-
ing any Regard to this Command, from the
Force of fuch Reafonings as are brought
againft it. 'That a Regard to this Command
fhould be now branded with the Infamy of
Superftition, which was once the Teft. of
Chriftianity? That we fhould now do that in
Sport, which a Chriftian Martyr would dread,
would deteft to do, even to fave his Life!
And for what ! for what is too defpicable to

be named, — for what is become even pro-
verbial in the World for Infignificancy ?
Does

Digitized from Best Copy Available



of Abfiinence from Blood. 131

Does Job ferve God for nought? Was a ra=
tional and an important Queftion; we are all
interefted in our Duty to him; If we do not
ferve God for nought, fhall we dif-ferve him
for nought? The Stupidity of this Conduét
is as amazing as the Impiety of it.

T e Reader will, I hope, forgive me: I
own, my Patience fails me when I fee a Re-
gard to the divine Command of Abftinence
from Blood and Things ftrangled mark’d with
a Brand of Superftition. I now beg leave to
recommend, in the calmeft Manner, the 35th
Chapter of f}’eremzab to the ferious Perufal of
thofe Gentlemen, who can treat a Command
fo folemnly given and repeated by God, with
fuch fhocking Contumely! there they will
find, that a religious Regard to a Command
given by a Father, even in Things where he
had no Right to command, was, in the Efti-
mation of God himfelf, fo far from deferving
either Reproof or Cenfurc, that it was crown-
ed at once with diftinguithed Applaufe and
Blefling,

FON_ADAB the Son of Rechab com-
manded his Defcendants to drink no Wine, to
build no Houfe, to plant no Vineyard:
They obeyed him religioufly: God up-
braids his People with this Obedience, and
then pronounces a Blefling upon it, v. 13.

S 2 JHUS
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THUS faith the Lord of Hofts, the God of
Iiael, Go, and tell the Men of Judah, and the
In/mbznmts of Jerofalem, Wil ye not receive
Ifg/}m[z'zon to hearken to my Words? faith the
Lord. The Words of Jonadab the Son of Re-
chab, #bat he commanded his Sons 1ot ko drink
Wme, are performed; for unto vhis Day they
drink none, but obey their Father’s Command-
ment ;. Novwithfanding I bhave [poken unto you,
rifing early, and fpeaking, but ye bearkened not
anto me, &c. v.18. 4nd Jeremiah faid unto
the Hou/é of the Rechabites, Zhus faith the
Lord of Hofts, the God of lfrael Becanfe ye
bave obeyed the Command of ]onadab your Fy-
ther, and kept all bis Precepts, and done ac-
g¢ording to all that be commanded you; there-
fore z‘/am Jaith the Lord of Hofts, the God of
Ifragl, Jonadab the Son of Rechab fball not
want & Man to fland before me for ever.

Suarr we be lefs regarded or lefs re-
warded by God for Abftinence from Blood in
Obedience to his Command, than the Re-\
¢habites were for Abftinence from Wine, in
Obedience to their Father’s? Let thofe who
are hardy enough to livein a profe{s’d Difre~
gard of this Command, beware that the Re-

¢habites rife not up in ]udgment againft them
and condemn them, *

Buy
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But the Decree (about Blood) ¢ was
enafted (we are told) to reconcile the
Fewifh and Gentile Converts, and to pre-
“ vent a Schifm in the Church.” (p. 30.)
The Confequence from hence is, that it is
now of no Force, there being no Fewifbh and

Gentile Converts 1in the Church to be recon-
ciled.

[13
(49

It is owing, pethaps, to Prejudice, that T
am fometimes furprized to fee Men of Senfe
impofe upon themfelves by fuch Ways of
arguing ! The Decree was made to reconcile
the Fewifh and Gentile Converts : — To re-
concile them to what! or in what! to cer-
‘tain Points of Duty, or to certain Points of
no Duty? Are all thefe Points Points of no
Duty? And was the Obfervance of them ufe-
lefs to every Purpofe but that of Peace?

T HE Apoftles Creed was made to recon-
cile Chriftians, and to prevent Schifms; —
Is it of no Ufe beyond that Reconcilement !
and hath our Obligation to the Belief of it
now ceafed! Are fuch Reafonings as this to
countervail a divine Command? And is it
any Way confiftent with Right Reafon, or
Chriftian Humility, to think they ought ?

Bu Tt why were thefe Things ftiled necef-

fary by the Apoftles?
| To
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T o this we are anfwered, that they were
neceflary to the Peace of the Church at that
Time. — ¢ For the Gentiles not to comply
¢« with any Part of the Mofaick Law would
« have afforded Matter of Scandal to the
¢« “Fewifh Converts; therefore the Apoftles
¢ thought it neceﬁ'ary to require their Com-
« pliance with the Laws of Mofés, {o far as
“ to obferve the Precepts of the Sons of
« Noah.” p. 32.

WERE then the Precepts of the Sons of
Noah confidered by the Fews as Parts of the
Law of Mofes/ And did they deduce their
Force and Obligation upon the Gentile
World from that Law? And did the primi-
tive Chriftians abftain from Blood merely out
of regard to the Fews? This learned Gentle-
man will not, I believe, upon Recolleétion
maintain thefe Pofitions ; —— and till he can
maintain them, his imaginary Neceflity will
have no Foundation. I fhall only beg Leave
to tell him, that the %fews themfelves, and
all Chriftian Antiquity, are full againft him
in thefe Points.

Burt after all, if thefe Points were only
enjoined for Peace fake, and to avoid Scan-
dal, how came the primitive Chriftians to be
fo utterly ignorant of this fole End and Rea-
fon of their Infticution? *Tis aftonithing,

that
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that no one of them fhould ever hit upon this
Reafon, or fo much hint it! but that they
fhould one and all cry out againft touching
Blood as a deteftable Pollution! ’Tis afto-
nithing, that Clemens, Origen, and Tertullian
fhould be lefs knowing in thisPoint than either
of my learned Antagonifts : — But I forbear
urging this Point; — another Gentleman,
and much abler, hath, as I am informed,
undertaken it.

Isuarr only add, that the fubfequent
Practice is allowed on all Hands to be the
beft Comment upon the Nature and Intention
of all Laws; and that the Pradtice of Abfti-
nence from Blood and Things ftrangled be-
came and continued univerfal in the Church
long after the Deftruction of erafalern, and
the Coalition of Few and Gentile into one
Church, and continues to this Day to be re-
ligioufly regarded in that Region of the
Earth whese the Command was given. And
if this be a right Rule of interpreting the
Intent of any Law, this Law was never

intended to be only of temporary Obliga-
tion.

WHEN our Adverfaries are asked, How
come Things of a temporary, and Things of
an eternal Obligation, placed on the fame Foot
of Neceflity in the fame Decree?

THEIR
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Tue1r only Anfwer is, that there was a
Neceflity of prohibiting Fornication at this.
Time, on Account of the Ignorance of the
Heathen World in this Point.

BuT can they imagine, that any Man of
common Senfe will be put off with fuch an
Anfwer as this? I allow there was a Necef-
fity of prohibiting Fornication at this Time ;
but was there a Neceflity of putting Abfti-
nence from Blood upon the fame Foot of
Neceflity with it in the fame Decree? Could
no Diftin&tion be made between them, nor
diftiné&t Decrees concerning them ? Or could
not the Apoftles have contented themfelves
with reafoning, cautioning, and exhorting
againft Fornication and Idolatry, as againft
all other Vices, in their Sermons and Epiftles?
And if this Gentleman cannot give us clear
and fatisfactory Reafons why thefe Things
were put together by the Apoftles; Iappre-
hend he will find it much harder to give fo-
lid and {fatisfaltory Reafons why they fhould
be parted. Our Saviour’s Rule in another
Cafe, will, 1think, hold full as well in this,
—— What therefore God hath joined together,
let no Man pur afunder.

WE are now come to our Adverfary’s
main Argument againft the perpetual Obliga-
tion of this Decree.

« WE
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“ WE are (it feems) to takeit for a Rule
“ in reading the holy Scriptures, that there
“ is no one moral or chriftian Duty of per-
¢ petual Obligation enjoyned in any one
“ Paffage, that is not in many others alfo
“ but here is Abftinence from Blood enjoyned
“ in one Paflage only of the New Teftament,
“ and upon a particular Occafion.” 7p. 3 3)
From whence we are to infer, that this was
only of temporary Obligation.

T o this I anfwer, that I take this to be,
Firft, a very dangerous Rule; and, Second-
ly, a very falfe one.

SurrosE the Ten Commandments once
only given by God, and no Prophet ever
fent by him to repeat or renew them, would
their Obligation ceafe for that Reafon ?

T 1 e Sacrament of the Lord’s Supper was
inftituted but once, and on a particular Oc-
cafion. Suppofe there were no Apoftolick
Precept extant concerning it;  would not that
Inftitution, and the {fubfequent Prattice of the
Church, fufficiently authorize us in a perpe=-
tual Obfervance of it? Will any Chriftian dare
to fay they would not?

Surrosk the Apoftolick Decree about

Blood, &¢. not extant, and the Prohibition
T con=
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contained in it, enjoyned by the twelve
Apoftles in twelve diftin& Epiftles; would
thefe twelve diftin&t Prohibitions be more
authoritative than this fingle Decree? Or our
Obligations to thofe Abftinences of more
Force ?

T o what do diftint Prohibitions, or re-
peated Commands, concerning any Sin or
Duty, amount? Do they add any new Obli-
. gation to Obedience? They indeed often
ferve to explain the Nature of the Duty, or
fet forth the Evil and Danger of the Guilt
more fully; but create no new Obligations
' goncerning them. Now the Nature of this
Duty was eafily, clearly, and fully under-
flood at once, and needed no Comment.

. Anp here I cannot but obferve, that this
- Argument, from the Repetition of the fame
‘Precepts in the Scriptures, which my Adver-
fary urges as a fure Mark of their being in-
tended to be of perpetual Obligation, hath
been urged by others * againft the divine Au-
" thority of thofe Parts of Scripture wherein
thofe Repetitions are found; inafmuch as
Repetitions added no Authority, and were
* therefore ufelefs. It is the hard Fate, or
fhall T<all it the Felicity, of thofe that de-

* See Pere Simow’s Critical Hiftory of the Old Teftament.
fend
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fend the Scriptures, to be obliged to combat
contradiory Objections.

I~ the next Place ¥ apprehend this Rule to
be falfe in Fa&. For Example; Our Sa-
viour’s Sermon upon the Mount is allowed to
contain the nobleft Colle@tion of Chriftian
Duties and Precepts extant. I apprehend
our learned Author would find great Diffi-
culty in making up a complete Syftem of
thefe Precepts from all the other Parts of the
Old and New Teftament put together. Is
our Obligation to the Obfervance of any of
thefe Precepts invalidated for that Reafon ?

TueRE Is a Curfe in Dest. xxvii. 18,
upon the Maw that maketh the Blind to wander
out of the Way. Doubtlefs this Curfe implies a
Command; but ’tis a Command which I can-
not find repeated throughout the whole
Scripture.  You will {ay, perhaps, that Rea-
fon and Humanity forbid this Pradtice: I an-
fwer, and fo do'they both forbid the tortu-
ring of Animals to Death. s the Prohibition
of thefe Pratices ufelefs for that Reafon?
And yet are they no where prohibited, that ¥
know of, but in the Apoftolick Decree:
And there they are prohibited in their
Caufe.

'THERE never was a nobler, a wifer, or

a more equltable Political Law in any Nation
T 2 than
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than that in the 1 9th Chapter of Deuteronomy,
which decreed all that Evil to a falfe Witnefs
which he intended to bring upon his Neigh-
bour. — No Law could be of more Confe-
quence to Society than this; and yet this Law
is but once laid down, and not fo much as
once alluded to, that I can find, throughout
the whole Old Teftament. Thxs Law was a
Rule of Duty to the Fews, and fhould be fo
to.every Nation under Heaven ; if they had
but Senfe enough to take the Laws of God for_
their Diretion: Did their Obligation to ob-
ferve it ceafe for that Reafon, before the
Power of obferving it ceafed?

IT1 will be objetted, perhaps, that no di-
ret Proof can be drawn from this Inftance
againft our Author’s Pofition. Iownit: But
I think, that from hence an Argument may
be drawn againtt it, 4 forziori : For if a mere
civil Inflitution was obligatory as long as it
was poflible to obferve it; a religious Infti-
tition is, I believe, yet more fo.

W u A T does this learned Author think of
that noble Rule of doing unto all Men as we
would they fbould do to us ? This is but twice
recited throughout the whole New Tefta-
ment; and both the Recitals are plainly
Hiftories of one and the fame Difcourfe of
aur blefled Saviour’s? Does this Rule lay no

autho-
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authoratitive Obligation upon Chriftians for
that Reafon ?

Now the Duties of the Decree at Ferufa-
lem are oftener recited than this Law. Firft,
They are declared by St. Fames to be fuch
as ought to be enjoined the Heathen Converts.
Secondly, They are declared to be fuch by
the whole Church.: And, Thirdly, The De-
cree is recited about eight Years after it was
made, (AFs xxi. 25.) on Occafion of the
Complaint brought againft St. Pasl of his
teaching the convert Fews to forfake the
Law of Mofes. As touching the Gentiles that
believe ({ays St. James) we have written and
concluded, that they obferve no fuch Thing
Jave only, that they keep themfelves. from
Things offered to Idols, “and from Blood,
and from ftrangled, and from Fornication.
My learned Adverfary will, perhaps, be
hard put to it to find many Chriftian Pre-
cepts thrice recited throughout the Gofpel,
as this is,

ANDp here we may obferve by the Way,
that St. Paul’s firft Epiftle to the Corinthians,
in which he is fuppofed by one of my learned
Adverfaries to allow an unlimited Licenfe
of Food, even of Things offered to Idols,
as fuch, in Contradi¢tion to the Apoftolick
Decree, was written a Year before the Recital
of this Decree by St, Fames, now mentioned ;

and
3
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and yet it plainly appears from this Recital,
that the Decree was now in full Force: And
therefore I think we have now at leaft Rea-
fon to hope, that we fhall never more hear
of this very ill-grounded Objeétion. *

Bur further; I believe it will not be de-
nied, that Things offered to Idols are, at
Jeaft, once more prohibited, (in the Reproof
to the Church of Pergamvs) Rev. H. 14.
But I have a few Things againfi thee, becaufe
tbou baf? there them that hold the Doitrine of
Balaam, #0 eat Things facrificed to Idoks, &c.
Now that Blood was one of the Things of-
fered to Kdols, is, I believe, not doubted by
any Man of common Learning. And whe-
ther the Apoftle might not have the Pro-

* From hence too we may obferve, how ill founded that
Critici{im of Dr. Hammond’s is, upon which one of my learned
Adverfaries feems to lay fome Strefs, viz. That the Expreffion
in the Decree which we render if you keep, is, in the Original,
keeping, in the prefent Tenfe; as it this were no new Direétion
for the future, but a DireGtion to continue the Forbearance of
thofe Meats which they had hitherto abftained from as Profe-
lytes of the Gate: Whereas the Expreffion here ufed by St.
Fames is an Expreilion of a quite different Senfe; We have
written to thems ({ays the Apoftle) that they obferve no fuch shing
[Tagav] but that they keep themfelves [purdasadas] i.e. that
they guard againft thefe things for the Time to come.

But fuppofe this alfo were put in the prefent Tenfe, what
could be inferred from it? Is it to be doubted, whether the
Apoftles preached Abftinence trom thefe Things from the
very Beginning, as well to the Heathens at large (where fuch
Preaching was moft wanted) as to the Profelytes of the Gate?
How then could it be inferred from any fuch Expreffion, that
this Decree was directed to the Profelytes only 2

hibition
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hibition of this kind of Food in View in this
Place is fubmitted to the Reader.

BuTt however that may be; fure no rea-
fonable Man can ftill think that St. Paal al-
lowed a Pra&ice which is here reproved, and
in the Perfon of our Saviour himfelf, fo many
Years after that fuppofed Allowance? Nay,
fo many Years even after the Sacrifice and the
Oblation had entirely ceafed.

Bw T {uppofe no mention were made of any
of the Points contained in this Decree, in
the fubfequent Epiftles or Writings of the
Apoftles; what could any reafonable Man
infer from this Silence? That all thefe Points
were of temporary Obligation! No furely;
—— nothing in Nature could be more irra-
tional than fuch an Inference. The natural
inference would be, that a due Deference was
paid to the Apoftolick Sentence upon thefe
Points; and therefore, there was no Necef-
fity of repeated Precepts or Prohibitions con-
cerning them. And this, I am fully fatis-
fied, was the Cafe with regard to Abftinence
from Blood, from the {peedy and-univerfal
Prevalence of this Doétrine throughout the
Chriftian Church.

THE natural Temptations to tranfgrefs,
muft be allowed weaker in this Point, thanin
moft others ; and therefore ’tis to be prefum’d,

that
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that Men were eafier {ubdued to Obemence
upon it; — However, even this, I appre-
hend, was not done without fome Difficulty.

And thxs I take.to be the Reafon of thofe fre-
quent Allufions to the Prohibitions of this De-
cree with- regard to- Food, . throughout St.

Pauls Epiftles; for that there are fuch s
undoubted. '

?_~'“‘ 5t

I w 1Lt begin withone, whxch I believe,
no candid Man will long conteﬂ: with me:
It is in the Clofe of his Epiftle to the Ro#ians,
chap. xvi. v. 17, 18. Now I beﬁeah you, Bre='
thren, mark them which canfe Diviflons cmd:
Offences, contrary to the DoiFripe -abhich e,
bave learned and avoid them : For they shar
are fuch, fer'ae not our Lord Jefus Chrift, duz
their own BELLY ; -and by good W ords and
fair Speeches deceive the Hearts of the Simple.
Is it not evident at firft fight, that thofe who
created thefe Divifions and Offences, created
them under fpecious Pretences of promoting
the Purity of the Chriftian Religion, butin
Truth to gratify their Appetites? And in
what refpect could they gratify their Appe-
tites under a Pretence of promoting the Re-
ligion of Chrift, but by arguing (as the Ene-
mies of the Apoftolick Decree do now) that
Chriftianity does not confiff in Meats and
Drinks, but in Righteoufnefs, Truth, Kc.
And does any Man of common Senfe think:
this Objection of Force enough to overthrow
the '
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the Do&trine of Abftinence from Blood and
Things ftrangled?. Every one knows, that
Peace and Righteoutnefs afé the main
Ends of the Chriftian Religion; but is no-
thing elfe, either in its Difcipline or Inftitu-
tions, to be regarded for that Reafon? What
{pecious Trifling is this ! *

Gop exprefly difclaims the Fewifh Sacri-
fices by the Mouth of his Prophet Faish.
Does it follow from hence, that Sacrifices
were not of his own Inftitution? Or that he
had no Regard to them? Or that the Fews
were not flill bound to offer them, till he
thought fit to abrogate them by an exprefs
Revelation? No furely, — what he re-
proves; is the Abufé of this Praltice; and
the Confidencé they placed in it, to the
Neglect of the weightier Things of the Law.
The fame Obfervation will hold with regard
to the Doé&rine of Abftinence fiom Blood, &'r.
And Grotius himfelf declares for the Obfer-
vance of this Precept; provided it be done
without Superftition.

Ac a1, in1 Cor. x. the Apoftle catitions
the Corinthians againft lufting after evil

* Of the fame Nature is that other ignorant Objection from'
thofe Words of St. Pauls, Gal. v. 1. Stand faft therefore in the
Liberty wherewith Chrift hath made us free; and be not éntangled
again with the Yoak of Bondage. 'The very next Verfe fhews,
that the Yoak here meant is the Yoak of Circumcifion, and
ihe whole Moaick Law.

U "Things,
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Things,' againft Idblﬂfry, and againft Forni-
cation, from the Example of thofe Judgments
which thefe evil Pradtices drew down upon
the Children of J/7ael inthe Wildernefs. Now
what was this lufting ? It was evidently and
undeniably lufting after thofe Egyptian Foods
from which it had pleafed God to preclude
them during their Continuance in the Wil-
dernefs. Now what was all this to the Co-
rinthians, unlefs they alfo were criminal in
tufting after certain Foods from which God
alfo had precluded them? And what Food
could they poflibly be criminal in lufting af-
ter, except Blood and Things ftrangled. *

Acarx, the Apoftle, in the 32d Verfe
of this Chapter, exhorts them 70 give no Of-
fence to the Jews, or Gentiles, or Charch of
God. 'This Exhortation, from the Tenour
of the Chapter, plainly relates to Food ;- And

* The Apoftle exprefly tells them, v. 11. Now thefe things
bappened unto them for Enfamples, and they are wrizten for our
Admonition, upon whom the Ends of the World are come. How
could the Fews be Examples to the reft of Mankind in the laft
Period of Time? No other imaginable Way but this: That the
Wildernefs was a Type of the World, and the Travels of the
Ifraelites in it an Emblem of the Travels of this Life; and the
Judgments of God upon them for their feveral Crimes, Types
of thofe Judgments which fhould await like Crimes in Afet-
Ages of the World; and we know of no Crime among the
Corinthians that could bear any Refemblance, but this here ai-
luded to, except that of eating Blood and Things firangled,
from which it had pleafed God to preclude them during their
Continuance in the Wildernefs of this World. '

in
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in what Food could they give Offence to any
of thefe, except that of Blood and Things
ﬁrangled ; alwaysunlawful to the Fews; and
now prohibited to the Gensiles by a Decree
of the Church? And certainly there is a
great and a becoming Decency in'the Apoftle’s
condemmng this Luft of forbidden Food from
the Judgments drawn down upon the
Jfraclizes for the like Guilt; and from the
Offence that Pradtice muft give to the Church
of God (whxeh fufficiently implied the Guilt
of contravening the Apoftolick Decree) ra-
ther than exprefly urging and infifting upon
the Weight of that Decree, which he him-
felf had principally occafioned, and depofited
with the Churches: And. confequently, the
Honeur of which he might be thought more
interefted to maintain.

I AppREHEND alfo, that this Decree

is referred to the 11th Chapter of this Epiftle,
Now I praife_you, Brethren, that you
remember me in all Things ; and keep the Or-
dinances as I delivered them wnto you. Ifthey
remembred the Apoftle in all Things, they
certainly remembred him in the Apoftolick
Decree which he depofited with them. ~And
probably, that very Decree was one of thofe
Ordinances which he praifed them for ob-
ferving. The Word in the Original fignifies
Traditions; but I think there is Reafon to be~
lieve from the 1ith Chapter of this firft
U2 Epiftle
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Epittle to the Corinthians, v. 23. that the
Apoftle means by that Expreffion all thofe
Precepts of the Chriftian Religion which they
had received from him, or which he had de-
livered to them: The Word Zradition being
the fame in Senfe with delsvering.

A suorT Infpetion into the Greek Text
of this Verfe, will, I believe, fatisfy the
learned Reader in the Reafonablenefs of this
Opinion. *  For I have received of the Lord
(fays the Apoftle) thar whichI alfo delivered
anto you, that the Lord Jelus, in the fame
Night in which he was betrayed, took Bread,
&c. From whence ’tis evident, that one of
thofe Things which he delivered to them,
i. e. one of his Zraditions, was our Saviour’s
Inftitution of the Sacrament of the Lord’s
Supper: And I think there is no Reafon to
doubt, -that the Apoftolick Decree was ano-
ther; inafmuch as he was appointed to de-
pofite this Decree with the feveral Churches,
as he trayelled through them. ¥

I APpPRE-

¥ By yap wapiraBov &wd 78 Kuples 6 nad xapédwna Suiv, 871 6 Ki:
piog "Inads & 7f vuxtl, § wapedidoro, aafev dpTovt Co. !
1 And here [ beg Leave to obferve by the Way, upon the
wrong Reafoning of thofe who pretend, that the Apoftolict.
Decrec was obligatory only on thofe to whom the Apoftolicl:
Letter was immediately directed. Inafmuch as it appears
from 4ds xvi. that after St. Paul bad pafled thro® dusioc/,
Syria, and Cilicia, whither the Letter was direGted; he camet)
Duybe, Lyfira, and Ioonium, And as they wen; through the Ci-
ties,
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I APPREHEND, that there are feveral
other References to this Decree in feveral
other Paflages of St. Paunl’s Epiftles ; fuch as
that 1 Cor. vi. 135. Meats for the Belly, and
tbe Belly for Meats, &c. And that other
Raflage, 2 Cor. xi. 31. where the Apoftle
exprefles his Fears of their being feduced by
falfe Teachers, as Eve was by the Subtlety of
the Serpent. Now we know that the Ser-
pent’s Delufion was his perfuading Eve that
the Food, which God had forbidden, might
yet fafely be eaten. |

IsuALL add but one more, which I think
no candid Man can deny to have a plain Re-
ference to the Point before us: It is in the
12th Chapter to the Hebrews, v. 16. Leff
there be any Fornicator, or profane Perfon, as
Efau, who for one Morfel of Meat fold his
Birthright. 'This 1 take to be a Caution
againft Fornication and forbidden Food.

T u & Birthright of Chriftians is their Inhe-
ritance in Heaven; and how any Man could
forfeit that by eating one Morfel of Meat,

ties, they (that is he and Silas) delivered them the Decrees for to
keep that were ordained of the Apofles and Elders that were at
Jerufalem, v. 4.

" From whence it appears, that as the Apoftolick Decree was
of univerfal Concern, it wasdepofited with the feveral Churches,
as the Apoftles pafled through them.

other-
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otherwife than by eating it in a profane Con-
tempt of the divine Command, 1 own I can-
not conceive.

OtxEeRs may fport with what I think
Perdition. ‘There may be much Fortitude
and Dexterity in dancing upon the Brink of a
Precipice, but furely there is but little Wifdom
in it. — Security from Sin is not among the
Privileges of Mortality ; it were too much
Prefumption to pronounce upon infuring Sal-
vation: Our Refolutions however are our
own; and thus far I am determined, — that,
with God’s Affiftance, I will never barter my
Birthright, I will never rifque my Inheritance
in Heaven, for a Morfel of Meat.
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An ANSWER to the Pofifiript an-

nexed to the Queftion about Blood
fated, &c.

~ Years before the Decree againft
Blood and Things firangled was pafled by
-the Apoftles at Ferafalem; and 1 own frankly
that I faid this upon the Credit of Archbifbop
Ufber, who had taken Pains to {fettle the
Chronology of the feveral Tranfactions of the
holy Apoftles mentioned in the 4%s; and as
the Merits of the Caufe no way depended
upon that Point, I little thought I fhould
ever be called to an Account for it. How-
ever, my learned Adverfary was, it feems,
refolved not to let the flighteft Slip of my
Pen pafs uncenfured. — Nay, rather than
let me efcape, he determined that Men of the
greateft Credit in the learned World fhould
fuffer with me.

TowxN
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I own they aie Men, with whom I could
almoft be contented to ert; (at leaft, with
whom I am more than contented to be con-
temned) but as I am far from being yet con-
vinced that they haveerred, I willtake upon
me to fhew, that my learned Advetfary hath
no Caufe of Triumph from his imaginary
Conqueft over them. — A Triumph ovet {o
obfcure a Man as I am, would add little to
his Glory: But Ufber, Grotius, and Pearfon
were Heroes worthy of his Ambition.

In the firft Place then; (I take it for
granted, that the Reafon affigned by my Ads
verfary, why the Time of St. Pau/’s being in
Jerunfalem, mentioned A7s xv. is thought
the fame with that mentioned Gal ii. are
right: — So far I agree with him. — But
the Reafons he urges to prove, that thofé
two Paffages do not refer to the fame Time;
are, I muft own, far from being fatisfaltory
to me, — The Reader will judge for him=
felf.

Hrs firft is as follows, (Pofifc. p. 3.).

« For firft it is faid in the 1 Sth Chapter of
- ¢ the Aé#s, that as Paul and Barnabas went
“ to Ferufalem, through Phanice and Sama-
 ria, they declared the Converfion of the
“ Gentiles; and that when they were come
““ to Ferufalem they were received of the
« Chﬂl’Ch;
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“ Church, and of the Apoftles, and Elders;
“ and that a]l the Multitude kept Silence,
‘¢ ‘and gave Audience to Barnabas and Paul,
“ declaring what Miracles and Wonders
“ God had wrought among the Gentiles,
““ Whereas in that Account which St. Paul
¢ gives of himfelf in the 2d Chapter of Gala-
“ tians, he fays, that when he came to Fe-
“ rufalem he communicated unto them that
“ Gofpel ‘which hé preached unto the
“ Gentiles, but privately, and only to them
“ that were of Reputation.”

N o w thefe Accounts this learned Gentle-
man thinks fo different, that they cannot re-
fer to one and the fame Time.

Bur with great Submiffion, if he had
pleafed to have tranfcribed a little more from
the 2d.Chapter of the Epiftle to the Gala-
tians, the Reader would have found, that
both thefe Accounts were perfectly confiftent ;
—— he would have found, (. 9.) that when
James, Cephas and Fobu perceived the Grace
that was given to St. Paul, they gave him
and Barnabas the Right Hand of Fellowthip;
that is, they admitted them into their Society,
and received them as Apoftles. And when
they were o received of zbem, there was no
doubt of their being fo received of the whole
Church: And then what fhould hinder them

from coming to, and fpeaking their Thoughts
P8 in
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in that Affembly, by which the Decree of
Ferufalem was pafled.

For my Part, I can conceive no kind of
Inconfiftency in thefe Relations. — Nay, I
think it demonftrable from two or three other
Circumftances, that thefe two Relations muft
refer to the fame Time.

For, 1ff. from 45 xv. it appears, that
Barnabas went with St. Paul to erufalem,
and was with him at the Council there.
From Gul. ii. it appears, that St. Pasl took
the Journey to Ferufalem, there mentioned,
in Company with Barnabas and Zitus. Now
foon after the Apoftolick Decree, Paxl and
Barnabas {eparated upon a very fharp Con-
tention, and never more travelled together
that we know of. Confequently, the Jour-
ney to Ferafalem, mentioned Gal. ii. muft be
the fame with that mentioned 4%y xv.

2dly. FrRowm Afs xv. it appears, that
when the Decree at Ferufalem was pafled,
Paul and Barnabas were fent with it to the
Gentiles; and that the firft Place they went
to was Jntioch, where they continued fome
Time: From Gal ii. it appears, that Paul
and Barnabas were admitted into the Col-
lege of the Apoftles to this very End, that
they fhould be fent to the Gentiles: It ap-
pears alfo from che fame Epiftle, that when
they
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they were fent, they went into Antioch, for
immediately after it follows, (Gal. ii. 11.)
but when Peter came to Antioch, I withflood
him Face to Face, &c. And what makes this
Argument unanfwerable, is, that this is the
only Time after the Apoftolick Decree, that
St. Peter was at Antioch, at the fame Time
that St. Pau! was there.

To fum up all; — the Reafons why
thefe two Relations of Gal. ii. and AFs xv.
are believed to refer to the fame Journey, are
in fhort thefe.

1. BEcAusE St. Paul’s Errand was the
fame in both Relations, viz. to communi-
cate to the Apoftles the Gofpel which he
had preached among the Gentiles.

2, BEcavuse this was fuch an Errand
as, being once delivered, never needed to
be repeated ; and confequently, there was
no need of two Journies for it.

3. BEcauste both Relations mention his
travelling to Ferufalem with Barnabas, which
he never did after the Time of the Council.
And,

\

4. BEcause both Relations mention his
being at Antioch immediately after this Jour-
ney to Ferufilem, and one of them his meet-

X 2 ing
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inng St. Peter there, which could only be foon
after the Apoftolick Council. — In both Re-
lations he travelled to the fame Place, in the
fame Company, upon the fame Errand. —
He returned to the fame Place, in the fame
Company, upon the fame Errand. — Here
are all the Charaters of Samenefs that can
well be imagined !

Now how are all thefe Reafons to be
evaded .and invalidated ? Nothing eafier:
—— "Tis but fuppofing St. Paxl to have taken
another Journey to Ferufalem four Years af-
ter the Apoftolick Decree, and to have met
Barnabas fomewhere upon the Road, and fo
the Work is done, (¢, 14.) .

Avrr this is very well; — ’tis very inge-
nioufly imagined. — The only Queftion is,
Whether it hath either Reafon or Scripture
to fupport it?

St. PAUL went again to Ferufalem (fays
my learned Adverfary) four Years after the
Apoftolick Decree.  To what Purpofe ?
Why, by my Adverfary’s own Confeffion,
to do what he had already done four Years
before, (Pofif. p. 2.) “ to communicate to
¢¢ the Apoftles that Doftrine which he had
¢ preached to the Gentiles,” — To commu-
nicate that Doétrine privately and to particu-
Yar Perfons, which he had before communi«

cated
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cated publickly to the whole Church, 7. e.
to do that fufpicioudly, unneceflarily, and
unfeafonably, which he had before done
openly, feafonably, and as the Nature and
Reafon of Things required.

St. P_AU L having been made an Apoftle
by immediate Revelation, without the Privit
of the Apoftolick College, nothing could be
more reafonable, than that he fhould firft
communicate the Gofpel he preached to the
Apoftles, fo far as to fatisfy them of the Truth
of his Miflion, before they admitted him into
their Number. — This was neceffary to pre-
vent an early and a dangerous Schifm in the
Church. — And this he himfelf aflures us
that he did (Gal. ii.) But doing all this,
four Years after all this was done, in an in-
verted Order, is a kind of Condu@ which, I
own, I have not Capacity to comprehend.

BesipEs, if T could comprehend fit,
what am I to think of St. Lzke? His Credit
muft foffer exceedingly, either as an Annalift,
or an Hiftorian, upon this Suppoﬁtxon —
St. Luke (a Native of Antioch) was, in all
Probability, St. Paxl’s Companion, from the
Time of his Return to that City, after the
Apoftolick Decree; at leaft, he was profef-
fedly his Companion from the Time of his
being at Zrpas, which was in the very Year
of the Apoftolick Decree.  'That the Apoftle

fhould
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fhould take Journies before this, of which the
Evangelift takes no Notice, is not at all fur-
prizing. —— The Tranfaltions of the other
Avpoftles principally employed his Pen before
St. Paul was received as an Apoftle: But
whoever reads the Aéts of the holy Apoftles,
will clearly fee, that St. Luke never lofes
fight of St. Pasl from the Time of his re-
tarning to Antioch after the Apoftolick Coun-
cil, till he had fettled him in Rome, which was
about ten Years after : And that St. Paslis the
only Apoftle whofe Tranfactions he recites
during that whole Period. And at the fame
'Time that he alts in this Charaéter, to fup-
ofe him to omit one intire Journey, to, and
from “fernfalem, is fuppofing fo monftrous a
Negle&t and Inconfiftency, as I could not al-
low myfelf to impute to any Annalifts or
Hiftorian of common Credit, and much lefs
to an Evangelift. Nor do I fee how my
Adverfary can get rid of this Difficulty, but
by owning, that the Apoftle’s Errand in this
fecond fuppofed Journey was fo idle, that
the Evangelift was aflhamed to mention it.

AxorTHER Reafon why this learded Au-
thor thinks thefe two Relations cannot refer
to the fame Time, is, (p. 4.) becaufe St.
Paul fays in his Epiftle to the Galatians,
¢ that he went up this Time by Revelation
<« whereas it i1s manifeft, when he went up
s from Awtioch, (as mentxoned Affs xv.)

«“ that
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¢ that he was fent by the Church at Antioch
“ on purpofe to confult the Apoftles at Fern-
“ falem. Which Accounts are fo exceeding-
“ ly different (fays my Adverfary) that one
“_cannot well imagine the Tranfacions re-
“ ferred to by them could happen at the

“ fame Time of St. Pauls being at Fera-
“ falem.

I ANnsweR, That thefe Accounts do in=-
deed relate different Circumftances of the fame
"T'ranfacion ; but furely this can never make
them any Way inconfiftent. 1Is it any In-

confiftency, that St. Pasl thould be commif~ ~

fioned by the Church at 4utioch to go up
to Ferufalem, and at the fame Time com-
manded by God to go thither? Balaam was
defired by Baisk’s Servants to come to their
Mafter, and at the fame Time commanded by
God to go.

St. ? ET E R was intreated by the Mef-
{engers of Cornelius to go to their Mafter,
and at the fame Time commanded by God
to go.

F or my Part, I think there is good Rea-
fon to believe, that St. Paul never went to
erufalem, or any where elfe, from the Time
of his Converfion, otherwife than by Reve-
lation ; that all his Journeyings were by the
Dircétion of the Spirit of God. Thus
much
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much is certain, that his three Miflions to the
Gentiles were by Revelation; that he jour-
nied thus to Philippi, and to Rome: And it is
alfo certain, that the next Time he returned to
erufalem, wasby Revelation (" Aés xx, 22.)
It is alfo certain, that once he was forbidden
by the Holy Ghoft to preach the Gofpel in
Afa; and another Time, when he had a
Mind to go to Bithynia, the Spirit fuffered him
not (Afts xvi.) And I fee no Reafon that
this Time and this Journey fhould be ex-
cepted from the Influence of the Holy Ghoft,
when his Errand was of the greateft Impor-
tance.

THERE is another Circumftance which
this Gentleman thinks is of no {mall Moment
(p. 15.) to prove the Journey to Ferufalem,
(Gal. ii.) not to be the fame with that men-
tioned 4¢7s xv.; that in the former the
Apoftles are faid to have recommended to St.
Paul to remember the Poor, which there was
no need of doing, on Suppofition that it was
the fame with that of /s xv. becaufe he
had done that in the very laft Journey be-
fore.

I 5 Ec Leave to tell the Reader, that upon
the very firft Sight of this momentuous Ar-
gument of my Adverfary’s, I thought fo dif-
ferently of it, that I had almoft quite forgot
to take Notice of it ; but upon Recolleétion,

I thought
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I thought it better to give it this fhort An-
fwer, Very probably the Minifter of this
Gentleman’s Parith may remind him of re-
membring the Poor next Sumday, though
very poflibly he did not forget it laft Sunday,

St. PAUL tells us, thathe was always for-
ward to do this Work; and that was very pro-
bably the Reafon why the Apoftles were for-
ward in defiring him to do it. If this Gen-
tleman were acquainted with the Minifter of
his Parifh, he would find, that the Men he is
moft apt to follicite for charitable Offices, are
the Men whom he knows moft inclined and
exercifed that Way; and that their having
done fuch Offices before, and before, and
before, is the very Reafon why they are
defired to do them again, and again, and
again.

Usron the Whole, I think nothing can
hitherto be inferred from our Author’s Rea-
fonings, with any Appearance of Probabi-
lity, againft the Coincidence of thefe two
Relations, and their Reference to the fame
Point of Time.

BuT we are now attacked with a chrono-
logical Argument to the fame Purpofe, which
my learned Adverfary feems to think invin-
cible ; but to me it appears in quite another

Light. _
Y WHEN
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Wuen I firft perufed this learned Work,
I own, I was fomewhat amazed and embar-
raffed with the vaft Apparatus and Wafte of
Learning, which fo encompafled, asin fome
meafure to incumber it: But upon Enquiry
my Amazement was foon over.

WHoEVER takes the Trouble of reading
Bithop Pearfon’s Annales Paulini, will find,
that this learned Prelate hath left little more to
thofe who come after, or, to fpeak more pro-
perly, who glean after him upon this Sub-
je&, than the Trouble of colleting with Care
what he thought not worth taking up.

THE Sum of my Adverfary’s Argument,
ftript of all its Ornaments and Appendages,
s this:

St. P AU L’s Journey to Ferafalem in the
Year of the Decree, was in the Beginning of
the Year of our Lord 49, (p. 12.) that
mentioned Gal. ii. was in the Beginning of
the Year of our Lord 53, (p.6.) Confe-
quently, thefe two Journies were at four
Years diftance; and the Decree at Ferafalem
was four Years earlier than I fuppofe it.

- Now the fhort Queftion is, how he
proves that the Decree at Ferafalem was
made in the Year 497 ‘

AND
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A np his Proof, put in the cleareft Light,
ftands thus : ‘

T HE Fews were expelled the City of Rome
by Claudius. This Expulfion, in all Proba-
bility, happened on Account of a Violence
offered by fome Fews to one of Clandius's
Servants, and the Death of {fome Roman Sol-
diers, who were Kkilled in a Fray that hap-
pened between the Fews and Samaritans,
when Cumanus and Felix were Governors of
“Fudea (in the Divifion of which Galilee fell
to the Lot of Cumanus, and Samaria to that
of Felix.)

QUADRATUS, Govermor of Syria,
was concerned in making up this Diffention
between the Fews and Samaritans. Quadre-
tus was made Governor of Syria in the gth
Year of Cloudius.

T'u e Foundation of this Difpute between
the Fews and Samaritans, our learned Au-
thor fuppofes to have happened in the Begin-
ning of the oth Year of Clandius; — and
the Difpute concluded; — Complaints car-
ried; — the Caufe heard ; — and the
Clandian Edi& publifhed before the End of
the fame Year; — and Aquila and Prifcilla,
who were banifthed by this Ediét, to have

Y 2 ) met
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met St. Paul at Corinth, on the Beginning of
the 1oth Year of Clandius.

N ow the roth Year of Claudius ({ays he)
falls in with the s1ft Year of Chrift: From
which dedu&ting two Years, allowed for St.
Paul's Peregrination from Ferufalem to Co-
rinth, the Year of his leaving Ferufalem,
and cosnfequently of the Apoftolick Decree,
was the Year of our Lord 49-

Tre Reader muft obferve how many
"Tranfadions are crowded into the Compafs of
one Year to make up this Hypothefis,

.,QU/J DR ATUS (fays our learned Au-

thor) was made Governor of Syris in the 9th
Year of Clandius.

Now this, with great Submiffion, hath
nothing to do with the Merits of the Caufe,
"The Queftion is not when he was made Go-
vernor of Syria, but when he interpofed in
the Conteft between the Fews and Samari-
tans; and this appears plainly and demon-
firably from Zacitus to have been in the 12th
Year of Claudius. (Tac Ap. 1. 12, ¢. 54)

BesipEs, my learned Adverfary might
have found from this very Chapter, that Felix
had been now a long Time in this Govern-
ment, [7ambrzdem Judaeae impofitus, fays
B B £ aums}
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Zacitus] that he and Cumanus found their
Account in conniving at thefe Diflentions,
Ugitur raptare inter fe (fays Zac. ibid.) im-
mittere latronum globos, componere infidias €5
aliquando preliis congredi, [poliaque & pradas
ad procuratores referre] 'This feems rather
the Work of feveral Years.

A 1 length, to prevent Things from coming
to great Extremity, Quadratus interpofed:
And this was demonftrably in the 12th Year
of Claudius; and if we may judge by the Or-
der of Things, as they are fet down by this
accurate Annalift, about the Middle of that
Year.

Ir we allow after this a reafonable Time
for carrying the Complaints on both Sides to
Quadratus firft, and afterwards to the Court
of Rome; —— the Conteft that enfued; —
the Decifion of the Caufe; — and the Edi&k
confequent to it; an Allowance of one Year
will be found rather too little for all thefe
Tranfadtions. ~

7TACITUS gives us to underftand, that
when Claudins heard the Caufes of thefe Com-
motions, he commiflioned Quadratus to exa-
mine into the Condué of the Procurators and
determine upon it: And Fofephus tells us
(Ant. 1. 20. c. 5.) that Quadratus heard the
Samaritans and Fews upon this Point at three
- different
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different Times and Places; 1. at Tyre;
adly. at Samaria, and 3dly. at Lydda; and
that after all this he remitted them to Rome,
together with Cumanas, for the Emperor’s
Decifion ; who after a fair and full Hearing
condemned the Samsritans.

It was probably fome Time before the
‘Parties could agree upon the Methods and
Meflengers of their Complaints ; — it took
fome Time to carry them to Zyre, where

Duadratas then refided; —— and it took

nadrarus fome Time to hear them there
firft, and afterwards at Sumaria and Lydda,
—— and after all this, it took fome Time to
remit them all to Clandius. And when they
and the Caufe were brought before him, it
was natural for Cumanus and Felix, confcious
of their own Guilt, to give all the Delay they
could to the Hearing and Determination of it.
And Zacitus aflures us, that they actually did
fo, [Cumanus & Felix canitationem ad fere=
bant, . 12. c. §4.] and what Delays could
Fulix contrive, in which he would not be ef-
feCtually indulged, on Account of the Power.
of his Brother Pallas, Clandins’s then reign-
ing Favourite, who had Intereft enough to
make him a Judge in this very Caufe, where
he was a Party and a Criminal ?

A vy this confidered, the Edict of Expul-
fion may very well be referred to the 13th
Year
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Year of Claudius. Some Time muft be
allowed the Fews for departing from the City ;
—— and fome Time after this muft be allowed
Aguila and Prifcilla for travelling-and fettling
at Corinth ; — and they were arrived there
fome Time before St. Paul came thither.

A np if we fuppofe St. Paul to have ar-
rived at Corinth towards the Beginning of the
1 4th Year of Claudius, then near two Years
will have elapfed from the paffing of the
Apoftolick Decree to his Arrival at that City;
and then St. Paul’s Journey to Ferafalerm,
mentioned G4l 1i. and that mentioned 4/s
xv. coincide in the Beginning of the Year of
our Lord 3a2.

A np whereas our learned Author thought
fit to refer St. Pauls fecond Arrival at Feru-
Jfalem, mentioned Gal. ii. to the Beginning of
the Year of our Lord §3, the candid Reader
will eafily fee, that there is no Reafon from
St. Paul’'s own Account of it, it to refer to
that Year.

St. PAU L tells us, that three Years after
his Converfion he went to Ferufalem; and
then fourteen Years after he went thither
again. Suppofe thefe three and thefe fourteen
to be complete Years, (which it is not abfo-
lutely neceflary to {uppofe in the Stile of
Scripture) three and fourteen complete Years

make
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make but feventeen complete Years.
St. Paul was converted towards the Beginning
of the Year of our Lord 35 of the vulgar
Aray * feventeen added to thirty-five make
but fifty~-two; and feventeen Years from the
Beginning of the Year 35, bring us only to
the Beginning of the Year 52, the /Zra of the
Apoftolick Edict.

N ow the only Objettion that lies againft
this Account is this; That both the Interpo-
fition of Quadratus, and the Sentence paffed
- upon Cumanus for his Misbehaviour in Fudea,
are mentioned together by Zacitus ; which
grounds a Prefumption, that both were in the
fame Year: And itis probable, thatthe Ex-
pulfion of the Fews was not delayed beyond
the Hearing of the Caufe, and then the Ex-
pulfion of the Fews will be in the 12th Year
of Claudius.

I ANswWER, 1ff. That nothing is more
common with the beft Hiftorians than to
unite the Punithment of Men with their
Crimes, for the Sake of Brevity and Per{pi-
cuity, tho’ confiderable Spaces of Time have
paffed between them: And therefore no
Conclufion can bedrawn to the Difadvantage
of my Reafoning upon this Point from that

bjettion.

* Sce Pearfon’s Annales Panlini,

adly.

w
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2dly. TwuaT afcribing the Expulfion of
the Jews to the Diforders which happened
on this Occafion, is altogether conjectural.
Zacitus fays nothing of it, and Suetoniuns, who
mentions it, only afcribes it to their turbu-
lent Spirit in general [ Judzos, fays he, ima
pulfore CARES To affidue tumultnantes Roma
expulit.* ] Now this Decree {cems rather
levelled againft Chriftians than Fews: For
the Fews being the firft Converts to the
Chriftian Religion, the Heathens made no
Diftin&tion between them and Chriftians for
fome Time,

Bur fuppofe the Fews expelled in the
12th Year of Claudius, and for the Reafons
fuppofed by Biftiop Pearfon and my Adver-
fary, they were only expelled from Rome,
and Aquila and Prifcilla might have tarried,
for any thing I fee, in any other Part of Jzaly
as long as they thought fit; and their Arri-
val at Corinth might as well have been at the
Diftance of two Years from the Claudian Ediét,

* Dio obferves (Edit. Leucencl. p. 669.) among other right
Regulations of Claudins in the Beginning of his Reign, that
when the City of Rome was exceedingly crowded with Fews,
he did not expel them, becaufe that could not be done without
Tamult, but he prohibited their Meetings. Now if we con-
fider the Words of Suesonius, we fhall find Reafon to conclude,
that upon their continuing to crowd the City, and difobeying
this Edi&, (as in all Probability they did) Clawdiss was in the
End under a Neceffity of expelling them.

Z as
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as at the Diftance of one: And the Text only
tells us, that they were lately come from Italy,
becaufe that Claudius bad commanded ali the
Jews to depart from Rome.

Bu T however, that the Expulfion of the
Fews was in the 13th Year of Claudius,

appears to me yvery evident from another
Proof.

- TACITUS, ’tis true, takes no Notice
of this Expulfion, but he mentions the Re-
ftitution of the Rbodians to their Liberty,
and the Privileges granted to the People of
Ilium, on Account of their Relation to the
Romans, who vaunted their Defcent from
Llium. And both thefe Events he places in
the 1 3th Year of Clandius (An. L. 12. c. 58.)
Suetonius mentions both thefe Events, and
immediately fubjoins to them the Expulfion of
the Fews, (in Clazd. c. 25.) From whence
’tis natural to infer, that all thefe Events
happened about the fame Time.  For having
no Connedlion in the Nature of the Things,
they could have nothing to conne& them in

the Relation of the Hiftorian, but the Upity
of Time. * -

THE

* Tucitus’s Account of this Matter, fiript of unneceffary Cir-
cumflances, ftands thus, Canfa Lienjium fufcepta Romanum
Vroja demiffum, & Fulia firpis andorem Eneam, alings baud

procul
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T HE Reader will pleafe to obferve, that
my Reafonings in this chronological Contro-
ver{y are founded upon the Letter of Scrip-
ture, and upon the Faith of accurate and re-
putable Hiftorians: That I have indulged
my{elf in no Hypothefis, no imaginary Dates
of Fads, noimaginary Meetings, no fictitious
and unneceflary Journies, upon unneceflary
and unreafonable Errands: And laftly, T had
no Hypothefis, or Opinion of my own, to
defend in this Difpute: The Affertion that
drew it upon me being profefledly grounded
upon the Credit of Archbifhop Ufber’s Chro-
nology aflixed to the Bible.

However my Reader hath hitherto been
entertained, he will now doubtlefs feel fome
Satisfattion to find himfelf at the Clofe of a
tedious and troublefome Controverfy. And
as the Road he hath paffed through afforded
fome Variety, and is not yet become a
beaten Track, it may poflibly be not irkfome
to him to employ a few Moments in recol-
le&ing the feveral Stages of it.

procul fabulis, vernm facunde exfecutus, impetrat ut Hienfes omni
publico munere folverentur : Eodem Oratore — redditur Rhodiis

libertas.— Annal. L. 12. c. §8.
Suetonius’s thus,— Libertatum Rbodiis 0b pemtentmm veterum

delictorum reddidit. lienfibus, quaft Romana gentis autloribus,
sributa in perperuum remifis. ?mlazos, impuifore Chrefto, affidud
sumnltuanses Roma expulir. (Suet. Claud. ¢. 25.)

Z 2 Eir (3,
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Firfl, Ixthe firft Place then 1 endeavoured
to fhew, that the Grant of Dominion over
the animal World, and the Grant of the ve-
getable World for Food, given to _4dam,
were in their Nature diftiné&t Grants: And
thew’d, from a fuppos’d Inftance of my Ad-
Verfary s Beneficence, that the Idea of Do-
minion did not neceﬂauly include in it a
Power of eating,

Secondly, 1 ENDEAVOURED to fhew, that
many excellent Ends and Ufes of Life were
anfwered by the Dominion of Man over the
Creatures, exclufive of Food. And under
this Head, I endeavoured to illuftrate the
Wifdom of a2 gradual Grant.

Zhirdly, 1 ExpEAVOURED to fhew, that my
Explication of the fubfequent Grant to Noah
had very little Singularity in it; but was fup-
ported by the Suffrages of many learned and
eminent Men, Maimonides, Grotius, Calmet,
Le Clercy, &c.  And confequently, that my
learned Adverfary’s Contempt of fome Rea-
fons affigned for the Limitation of that Grant,
fell not fo properly upon me, as upon the
great and learned Men of all Ages whofe

Opinions [ adopted,

WrEeN I had removed fome Objedtions
that lay in my Way, Ithen procecded to
confidey
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confider the principal Points upon which my
Adverfary grounded his Oppofition to me, in
relation to the Apoftolick Decree at Ferufa-
lem. 1 fhewed,

Firft, TuAT Grecks, Gentiles, Kc. were
not other Names for Profélytes of the Gate
throughout the New Teftament.

Secondly, 'Tu AT St. Paul's Miflion, men-
tioned 475 xiil. was his third; and not, as
my Author aflerted, his fir/f Miffion to the
Gentiles.

Thirdly, T HAT Sergins Paulys cannot ne-
ceflarily be concluded to have been a Profe
Iyte of the Gate, either becaufe he converfed
with Barjefus, or believed in God: And that
if he was a Profelyte, for the Reafons afligned
by my Adverfary, Cornelius was not a Pro-
felyte for the fame Reafons.

Fourthly, 1 PROVED at large, and by
many and various Inftances, that the Apoftles
preached to the idolatrous or non-profelyted
Gentiles before the Decree at Ferufalem.

Fiftbly, TuaT St. Paul made many Con-
verts from among the Gentiles at large before
his Arrival at Theffalonica.

Sixthly,
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Sixthly, TuAT the preaching of the Gof-
pel was not confined to the Fews from the
Beginning, neither had St. Pau/ any particu-
lar Miffion to the Profelytes of the Gate.

Seventhly, T REMoVED the Objetion of
St. Paul’s Silence in relation to the Apoftolick
Decree in his Epiftles; and fhewed, that it
holds as ftrong againft the Validity of the
Second Commandment, as againft that of the
Apoftolick Decree: And that the Suppofition
of his permitting Chriftians to eat Things of-
fered to Idols, even in the Idol-Temples, is
a moft flagrant and injurious Miftake.

Eighthly, T u o1 Fornication was crimi-
nal in the Senfe of the Old Teftament.

I 1 A vE been the fhorter in recapitulating
thefe Heads, from an Apprehenfion that my
Reader may have thought me too long in
difcufling them.

I nEx T proceeded to confider fome Points
obje@ted to me in a Pamphlet called, 7%e
Probibition of Blood a Temporary Preceps.

To the firft Objetion I anfwered, that I
placed Abftinence from Blood upon the fame
Foot with Idolatry and Whoredom, with

regard

Digitized from Best Copy Available



of Abfinence from Blood. 175
regard to the Divine Prohibition; and no
otherwife: And; .that I apprehend Abfti-
nence fom Blood, tho’ not ftri¢tly a moral
Duty, to be nearly conneted with Morality :
"That I confidered it, not as merely emblema-
tical of any Point of Virtue or Religion, but
as 2 Means to an End, which mainly diftin-
guifhes this Duty from the Ceremonies of the
Law : Befides, that this was re-f‘rjomed when
thofe were abolifhed,

In the next Place I anfwered that Ob-
jetion, ¢ That Abftinence from Blood was
‘“ only enjoined in the View of the Atone-
“ ment to be made by Chrift,” by fhewing,
1f7. That this was not the fole Reafon of that
Injunétion; and in the next Place, That if it
had been the fole Reafon known 2o us his
Maxim of Ceffante ratione, ceffat lex, will not
always hold good. Iinftanced in the Cafe of
the Ze/7.

To my learned Adverfary’s next Argu—
ment, ¢ That the Apoftolick Decree was
<« only a Decree of Peace, in order to recon-
“ cile Few and Gentile,” I anfwered, 1/
by asking, Whether this Reconcilement was
to be upon Points of fome Importance, or
Points of none: And are Whoredom and
Idolatry Points of no Importance ? And,
2djy. by urging, That the primitive Chriftians,
who fhould beft underftand the Decree, ne-

ver

Digitized from Best Copy Available



176 Defence of the Doltrine |
ver imagined it to pbe what this Author pro=-
nounces it: And that the fubfequent Practice
is the beft Comment upon the Meaning and
Intention of all Laws.

In the laft Place I thewed, by many In-
ftances, that this ingenious Gentleman’s Rule
of judging of the perpetual Obligation of
Precepts by their frequent Repetition in the
Scriptures, was in its Nature dangerous, and
in Fa& falfe: That the Duties of this Decree
are thrice recited; which is more than can be
faid of many Chriftian Precepts of the higheft
Importance: And that there are befides this,
frequent Allufions to them, throughout St.
Paul’s Epiftles; and that the Repetition of
the fame Precepts in the Scriptures is by fome
made an Objeltion againft the divine Autho-
rity of them.

A's to my other learned Adverfary’s Poft-
feript in relation to the Time of the Apofto-
lick Decree, the Reader will, I hope, for-
give me the Prefumption of endeavouring to
clear Archbithop Ufber’s Credit from the
Objections urged againft his Chronology in
this Point.

T E beft Apology I can make, is, thatI
have attempted this as briefly as I could;
and anticipated very little of that Pleafure
which the learned Reader will find in that

great
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great Man’s own Account of this Matter.
Befides, I was in fome meafure accountable,
if not for following, yet at leaft for adhering
to any Authority which fo learned an Ad-
verfary thought fit to conteft with me.

I mavE now done with every thing ob-
je€ted to me by my learned Adverfaries.
But tho’ I have done queftioning them, 1 can=
not help putting this Queftion to my /e/f over
and over again, What could tempt them to
fet themfelves fo eagerly and fo vehemently
againft me in this Point? Is it criminal, is
there any Guilt in endeavouring to reftore a
Precept confefledly Apoftolical, to its primi-
tive Obfervance? Are the Duties of it either
dark or doubtful? Or the Obfervance of it
cither dangerous or difficult? Confefledly
otherwife : Nothing plainer ; nothing eafier ;
nothing fafer.

Is any moral Duty, is any natural In-
ftin& controlled by the Prohibition of Blood ?
I am fure no Inftiné that I know of which
can properly be called human: Or will ever
be owned by any but Circe’s Herd. And as
for Morality, I know no Objeltion to it but
its Enmity to Luxury and Intemperance. It
would, perhaps, puzzle a Schoolman to find
any other Objection againft it; it would
puzzle Apicius to find out any other Reafon

for it. Mecthinks then we might expoﬁul?te
A a with
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with fome of thofe who receive our Exhorta-
tions upon this Point with fo much Difdain,
as Nuaaman’s Servants did with their Lord,
o Kings v. 13. My Fatkers, if the Apofiles
had bid you do fome grear Thing, would ye not
bave done it 2 Or as Mofés (pardon the Com-
parifon) with the perverfe Jfraelites, Deut.
XXX, 11,12, 13, 14y 19. For this Command-
ment is not hidden from thee, meither is it far
off = It is not in Heaven, that thou fhouldef? fay,
Who fhall go up for us to Heaven, and bring it
to us, that we may bear it, and do it 2 Nei=
ther is it beyond the Sea, that thou [bouldef? fay,
Who [ball go over the Sea for us, and bring it
anto us, that we may bear it, and do it? But
the Word is very nigh unto thee, in thy Mouth,
and in thy Heart, that thou mayeft do it. —
I call Heaven and Earth to record this Day
againft you, that I have fet before-you Life and
Death, Bleffing and Curfing; therefore chufe
Life, thas both thou and thy Seed may live.

Bu T thisisa pofitive Inftitution, — Sup-
pofe it fuch: — Is human Nature in more
Perfedtion now than at the Creation? And
hath our Fall fo far exalted us above our firft
Parents? Whatever the Forbidden Fruit was
in the Wifdom of the Prohibitor, was it not,
with regard to Adam, a pofitive Infticution?
And are fuch Refiraints flill irrational to-
wards us, from that Being who hath not lefi

ever

Digitized from Best Copy Available



of Abfeinence from Blood. 179

even the Angels of Heaven to the free un-
correéted Guidance of their own Wifdom !

. Goop God, What would human Vanity
aim at, and. where will its Arrogance end!
Are the Reftraints even of infinite and uner-
ring Wifdom irrational to Creatures of our
Excellence ! Behold, he put no Tyraft in bis
Servants, and bis Afzfrels be charged with
Folly 5 how mauch leﬁ in them that dwell in
Houﬁs of Clay; whofe Foundation is in the
Daft; 'w/m/o are crufbed before the Moth 2
Jobiv. 18, 19.

TuaTt this Command was plainly, ex-
prefly and folemnly given by the Apoftles,
is not denied ; 'That it ever was as plainly
and expreﬂy repealed, is not pretended.
Can it then be made a Queftion, which is the
fafe Side in this Controver{y? The Adverfaries
Plea is at beft but doubtful. Suppofe our
Obedience in this Point intitled to no Reward
of Piety ; Common Senfe cannot refufe it the
Praife of Prudence: For, Prudence will al-
ways be on the fafe Side.

Bur it is a {light and a trifling Affair.—

I anfwer, That the Mazter of the Command
is indeed feemingly of no mighty Moment ;
But can the Command itfelf be called fo? A
Command from God {light, and of {mall
Moment! Allow this the leaft of all the
Aaa Command-
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Commandments of God, can you forget that
dreadful Denunciation of our Saviour’s, Matt.
V. Whofoever Jball break one of thefe leaft Com-
mandments, and [ball teach Men fo, be [ball
be called the leaft in the Kingdom of Heaven ¢
Can you forget that fize Caution and Obfer-
vation of the Apoftle’s, 4 /little Leaven leaven-
eth the whole Lump. Eating an Apple was
feemingly as flight an Affair as this: And yet
one Tranfgreflion in that Trifle loft 4dam
and his Pofterity Paradife. Eating a Mefs of
Pottage, in the Extremity of Hunger, was
feemingly more innocent and of lefs Moment
than either of thefe : And yet that Indulgence
loft Efau his Birthright. Heaven 1is the
Birthright of Chriftians, as the Blefling was
Efaw's, — 1 will repeat it once more: —
By God’s Afiiftance, [ will never barter my
Birthright, I will never rifque my Inheritance
in Heaven, for one Morfel of Meas.
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