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H E Defireof Liberty is fo

rooted in the Nature of

Man, that to whifper a

Word againtt it, or plead

for Impofition, is to pro-

claim War, not againft

particular Perfons, but the

whole World. And, which

is more, ’tis a kind of

wur felves ; an Attempt to

eftablifh by Argument, what we would not. have
ut in Pra&ice, unlefs ftanding at the greateft di-
ance from it. It is therefore one of the moft in-
jurious Characers, a Stain to the Reputation, and
Bar to the Ufefulnefs of any one, to have .
fuch a Charge brought in againft him, if it obtain
Credit in the World. To calla Man an Impofer
and Perfecutor, and load him with all the Chain of
Calumny, - which a fruitful Invention fhirpen’d
with Refentment is difpos’d to join with it, is to
maintain a Charge that had necd be well {fupport-
ed, left the Accufers render themfelves liable to
the fame Confure, and give Occafion to the in-
jur’d Party to turn their Weapons on themfelves.
There is at this Day a Charge of this Nature ad-
vanc’d again{t many of us, which, whether fup-
poried by jult Arguments, or whether there be
A not
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not fufficient ground of Vindicating our felves
from it, Ileave the World to judge; fubmitting
my Reafoning on this Subje®, in the following Pa-
pers,to thofe who are moft difinterefted in the Con-
troverfy, and without being prepofiefs’d with Pre-
judice, are difpos’d to judge impartially about
this Matter.

T ue particular Inftances of Impofition, refer to
Creed-making, irregular Procetding in Synods, ef-
pecially in impofing a Rule of Fuaith, and herein caft-
ing a Reflettion on the Divine Oracles, and fome
have carried the Matter yet further, and charg’d
us ‘with fetting up a Court of Inquifition, by which
shey wow'd have the-"People underftand fomething
like thofe in fraly, and Spain ; and left any fhould
think the Character; they are pleas’d ‘to compli-
ment us with, is m#apphed, they take care to in-
form them withal thatwe are Papiffs; and to pre-
vent any Miftake, becaufe fome Papifis are better
humoui’d than others, they reprefent us as ha-
ving Inflrum ents of Cruelty in our Hands, and give
out that we thirft after Blood.-

I ¢ will doubtlefs be inquir'd, what we have
done to deferve fuch a Cenfure; and- tho’ fome in
their. J#vitings and Diftourfes are difpos’d to blac-
ken, without pretending to make good their Charge,
and preduce Ruaillery inftead of Argument: Yet
when we hear Miniflers complainin a very moving
Way of Iujuries, Perfecutions, and Impofiticns, from
theiy Brathren, thiswill-oblige usto inquire what
are the Reafons, on which this Complaint is
grounded; fcr to be fure the World will expe&
to hear fomethirg very fhocking and criminal. For
my own part, I fhould be glad to know, as far as

Tam concern’d in the Charge, if there be any
" Reafcn, which Icould never yet fee, to accufe
ry felf; and {o far as this is convincing, to give
any reafcnable Satisfaéticn ; but at prefent I muft

%4
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‘be excus’d, if I cannot have as bad thoughts of my
felf in this particular Inflance as they have of me.
The whole Foundation of this heavy Charge, fo
far as I canlearn, is, our profefling our Fuith in the .
Doélrine of the Trinity in an Affembly of Minifters, by
fubfcribing the fr@ Article of the Church of Eng-
dand, and the Anfwers to the Fifth and Sixth Quefti-
_ ons in the Affemblies Catechifm ; unlefs you will add
a Circumftance ortwo, wviz. our defiring that it
might be put -to the- Pote, whether we fhould do
it with the Approbation of’ that Affembly, or
when we had done it, our requeftirig that our Bre-
thren would concur withus herein. If there was
any Exorbitancy of Paffion or refleéting Expreffiors
us’d by particular Perfons on either Side, this comes
not into our prefent Argument’; for that will not
give Occafion to fuch an Accufation againft the
whole Body. ' And<if thete be any thing elfe on
which ’tis grounded, - I profefs my felf ready to
receive any ConviGion ; but till then, fhall take
leave to confider the Invalidity-of the Charge. And
fince we read much of Creed-making and Synods, we
fhall firft concede, thatthere have been many In~
ftances of Impofition in former Ages, from whence
I fuppofe the Hint is taken, which are not juftifid-
ble; and fhall confider how far the ZLmpofition’sf
Creeds is difclaimed by us; and -how readily we
join with our Brethren in refie&ing on thofe who
jultly deferve this Character: And then we fhall
confider how far thofe wenerable Bodies, might have
been the Compofers of Creeds, and yet not expos’d
themfelves to the Reproach of ‘fucceeding Ages.
This willlead us further to inquire, whether fome
Endeavours may not be us’d to know what Men
believe in Religious Matters, which are not liable
to the Imputation of Perfecution, fetting up an
Inguifition, or pretending to give Laws to other
Men’s Confciences ; and to prove that the makiog 4

Picfefion
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- Profeffion of our Faith, cannot be regfonably fubje&-
ed to the like Charge, tho’ theremay be Ground
to doubt at the {ame time, whether many whom
we otherwife value, will come into the fame
Meafures with us. v .

T o begin with the Head of Zmpefition as prac-
.tis’d by Synods, contain’d in the Charge of Creed-
making. Itis allow’d by all that the Mind of Man
is not to be compell’d to believe a Truth by any
other Methods, but. fuch as are agreeable to its
‘Nature, 7. e. by prefenting to it {ufficient Evi-
dence’; fo that violent Methods us’d to propagate
:an Opinion, have not had a dire& Tendency to
-anfwer that End, how much foever they may have
given a Check to the outward Aé&ions.For tho’ our
wifible Condu& is fubjeéted to humane Laws and
Cenfures, yet as to what concerns our’ private
Sentiments, we have to do with none but the
Heart - fearching God, and how far thefe Senti-
ments ought to be difcover’d to others, will be con-
fider’d under a folowing Head. But we muft fup-
pofe, that.every one who thinks confiftently, has
a Scheme of Do&rines, or a Setof Notions about
religious Matters, as well as Thingsof a lefs im-
portant Nature. It follows from hence, that fome
Methods which have been us’d by the Ancient
( hurch, e'pecially in the Fourth Century by venera-
bie Aflemblics, or Bodies of Men diftinguifh’d by
the av ful Name of Synods, whether Proviucial or
Oecumenical, with a Defign to propagate the Faith,
have been attended with Infringement on the Li-
berty of Chriftians, as well as pav’d the Way to
endlefs Fealoufies and Perfecuticn, under the plaufi-
ble Pretence of Zeal for Truth. The fitft Synod
that we rerdof in Scripture was the Saunhedrim,
which how much fcever it retain’d’its Integrity
for fome Ages, when endow’d with an extraordi-
nary Afflatus of the Diviue Spirit ; yet at laftit de-

' ' gencrated
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generated into the moft contemptible Affembly in the
“World, and having miferably proftituted che Faich,
added to its Guilt the vile Crime of managing the
moft unjuft Profecution of the Lord of Glury, cover’d
with the fpecious Pretence of exprefling their Zeal
againft Blafphemy, which they falfly charg’d him.
with. .
AFTERWARDS, inthe firff A4ge of Chriftianity.
there was a Synod held by the Apofiles and Elders,
together with the whole Multitude of the Church at
Serufalem, mentioned Aéfs xv. which had greater
Prerogatives than any fince that Time could pre-
tend to. This Aflembly met together to determine
that important Queftion which gave great Diftur-
bance to the Progrefs of Chriftianity, viz. Whether
the converted Fews might continue their wonted
Subjection to the Law of Mafes, diftinguifhing
. themfelves from other Nations by Circumcifion,
which fome thought not only expedient but necef-
fary to Salvaticn. They were not conven’d by
the Civil Magiftrate, who at that Time was notin
the Intereft ot Chriftianity, nor by any one of the
Apofties as pretending to a Superiority over the reft :
But they affembled themfelves at the Requelt of
Paul and Barnabas on the one Side, and fime onthe.
other, who aflerted a Neceffity of adhering to the
f'/ew;'[: Rites in Difpute. And afier Debate and
Reafoning, a perfe&t Harmony being obtain’d, the
Determination of this %geﬁion is exprefs'd in
Words peculiar to that Difpenfation, Ver. 28. It
Jeemed good to the Hily Ghof?, and to us, &c. Which
Words were afteriwards made ufe of as a Preface to
the Decreces of Synods conven’d by the Bihip of
Rume, to give Countenance to Impcfitions when there
wasjuft Ground to complain of them. But in this
Affembly there were feveral prefent who had anex-~
traordinary Infpiration from the Holy Ghoft, which
probably might zhes give Occafion to this Mod%
. ) o
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of Speaking. * Tho’ if there is omly a Reference had
tp the Cafe of Cornelius in thefe Words, intimating,
that the Holy Ghoft had, not:long fince; determin’d
this Controverfy by falling on tiicfe who were un-
circumcifed, as fome fuppofe.® : Yet we have.
herein an Exception to the general Charge brought
againft fuch-like Affcmblies, for they determin’d
Matters without the leaft Shew of Impofition. It
is not much to our prefent Purpofe to enquire, whe-
ther the Apofties held a Synod immediately before
they feparated ro determine by Lot into what Parts.
‘of the World they fhould difpofe of themfelves ; for
the Account we have thereof is taken from fpurious
Writings, which have nothing more to recommend
’em than the Name of Antiquity: And the Creed,
which is commonly attributed to the Apoftles, {aid
to be compos’d in this Synod, deferves that Cha~
rader, rather as containing a Summary of the Doc~
trine deliver’d by them, tnan from their being the
Compilers thereot in the Form in which it {tands.
This has been fufficiently prov'd by fome who are
well vers'd in the Writings of Antiquity t: But if
the Apcfiles were the genuine Authors thereof, they
would not be afpers’d with the infamous Chara&er
of Creed-Makers in the Senfe of fome late Writers,
becaufe they who exprefs themfelves with the
greateft Warmth againft Creeds, can fubfcribe ic,
whereas in Reality the Character is no otherwife
opprobrious than asit carries in it the Mark of Iin-
pafition ; for to be an Impofer, if I apprehend the
Meaning cf thefe Gentlemen, does not fo much.
confift in compiling a Creed, as 1n inferting thofe
Things in 1t which they cannot comply with.

- Artir the Apoftles T'ime, till the Empirc became
Chrifiian inthe Rei in of Cnftantine the Great,as there

% Vid. Whithy inLoc. ‘
Hifl, of the ApoftiesCreed. .
Pin’s Hift, of the Can, of the O1d and New Toft, Vol 11, Cap. 6. § 9.
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was no éxternal Pomp and Grandeut attending the
Warthip of God, and the Utmoft that was enjoy’d
:was a Toleration from the Civil Government, and
that only at fome Times; as an Inftance of the Cle-
mency and Juftice of the Prinee who fat upon the
Throne; it cannot be fuppos’d they were in a Capa-
<city, or had an Inclination te exercife Tyrauny over
their Brethren. It is true, many Herefies {prang
aup during this dnterval, which gave QOccafion to
thofe who were faithtul to bear a Teftimony to the
‘Truth, which they did in the Difcharge of their
Minifterial Funé&ion ; and the’ many of them drew
. up Creeds, yet thefe were no more than a Declara«
tion of their own Faith, or an Abftra&t of fome-of
the main Principles of Chriftianity, containing the
Subftance of what they largely infifted on in their
Sermons, and fo were a Guide toy rather than an
Impofition on the Confciences of their Hearers.
There were very few Synods * held, efpecially if com-
par’d with follewing Ages: The firlt Herefres being
confuted without any fuch Authority. ‘The mo
confiderable were two held at Antioch, the former
circa Ann. 264. the latter Ann. 270. with a De-
fign to fortify the Faithful againft the Herefy of Paul
o? Samofata who was then living, and tho’ in fome
of thefe Synods Debate$ were not managed with-
out much of Human Frailty, yet the Foundation
of the Prejudice which many entertain againtt fuch
Affemblies, is fuppos’d to take its principal Rifb
from the Management of fueh-like Bodies of Men
i\ the folbwing Ages

I'e thercfore we proceed to the fourth Century,
when the Chureh had the Civil Government on its
8ide, we have flagrant Inftances of Impofition prac-
tis’d by whatfoever Side was uppermoft. When

o . R da .0

Yid. D Pin’g Esdl, Hift, Cent. 3. s {73
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"Arius firlt began to propagate his Opinions, and
. had perverted many of the City of Alexandria,
_ partly by the Subtilty of his Reafoning, for which
_he is remark’d, * and partly becaufe Alexander the
_ Bifbop of that Place, tho’ a very good Man, and zea~
Jous Aflertor of Truth, had no great Talent at ar-
. guing, and therefore was run down by his Antago-
nift, not for want of a good Caufe, but of Skill to
. manage it ; a General Council was call’d by the Em~
peror, which met at Nice. Thhis was the ready
Way, tho’ not defign'd, to propagate the growing
Herefy; for now, Arius has the Honour to be taken
Notice of, and thought a greater Man than ever
he was before, when above three hundred Bifbops are
-fent for from moft Parts of the Chriftian World to
-confute him, which one Athanafius was {ufficient to
.have done. This Venerable Budy being met; after
{everal Compliments pafs’d between ’em and the
Emperor, who exprefs’d an uncommon Inftance of
Condefcenfion, in that he wou’d-not fit down till
they had fignified their Defire of having this Ho~
nour put on the Aflembly by bowing their Heads?t.
The firft Thing they enter upon, which was Fo-
reign to the Defign of their Meeting, was the bring-
-ing Charges againft one another, as tho’ ’twas mo-
-rally impoffible for fo great a Body of Minifters to
.meet together to cenfure Men or DoGrines, without
fome private Animofities and Intemperate Zeal. But
this was over-rul’d by the prudent Management of
the Emperor, who order’d ’em firft to burn their
Letters of Accufation againft one another, and thea
to proceed to Bufinefs.
A xp now the Caufe of Arius comes before ’em,
and many warm Debates were manag’d on both

* Sot«ffzﬁ Eccl, Lib, 1., Cap, 14,
t Soc, Hift, Esed, Lib, 1. Cap. 8.

Sides,
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Sides, at length they agree together in & Form of
Sound Words, exprefling the contrary Truth. This
could not be done without fome Difficulty ; for
Tome of them inftead of being difpos’d to declare
againft Arius’s Scheme, were very much byafs’d in
. Favour of it : And here the Emperor again intes-
pofes his goed OfFices for Peace, and takes his Part
in making Orations in the Gouncil,.in. which he
commended thofe who fpoke well, and by his Rea-
foning, as the ¥ Hiftorian tells us, confirm’d others
"whofe Minds were wavering,till at length he made
’em almoft-all unanimous, which can be yeckon’d
little more than a Compliment return’d’ to-that
great Man for the Notice which he took of thens.
But tho” his Prafence might aw-them into a Degree
of Decency and Moderation, yet Eufebius his Fa-
vourite and Admirer, in this feems to attribute too
much to him, efpecially confidering that he had
before this been very little converfant. in Theologic
Difputes, his Education having been till about Tex
or Twelve Years before this in the Heathew Idolatrys
and it appears, that for as many Years after, he was
not thought fufficiently inftruéted in the Chriftian
Faith to be admitted into Communion with :the
Church, not being baptiz’d before his laft Sicknefs}
And in the latter Part of his Life, ’tis cercain hé
was too much impos’d on by Eufebius Bifhopof N~
comedia, ard others in the 4riaz.Scheme, infomnuck
that if they did but approve of the Couicil of Nice}
which he always paid a Sacred Regard to, they
thight be 3s remote as they pleas’d in their Sehti-
ments from the Do&rire thergin declar’d.. -/ >
T n1s Council being in fome Meafure broughv
into Temper by the Emperour’s-Management pfo~
ceeded to draw up a Creed, which takes it’s Deno-"

[

% Eufeb, Vit Con, Lib 3. Cap.13. . .. o Lo
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~ gnination from it. The moft offenfive Term there-
.in was. d#a1@-, which was not now firt invented,
‘but ufed by fome before this Time, as Eufebius
.confefles in his Epiftle to the People of Cefarea, in
:which- he excufes his Conduét in agreeing to-the
gforefaid Creed*. 'This Word as he and .others .
pretend to explain it, is rendred more difficult to
be underftood than it was before, but doubtlc{s the
Defign of its being there inferted, was.to declare
the. Son, to have the. fame Effence with the Futher,
without which they mighrt aflert ’em to be oue, and
yet very widely differ m the Regards they pay to
‘em. A f{mall Number of this Synod, made a
Stand againft this Word, and endeavour’d, tho’ in.
vain,-either to have it left out, or Susée/@ put in
.the :Rcom of it, which tho’ differing only in one
{mall Letter was deem’d no lefs than a giving up
the whole Caufe. . But others were allow’d to.put
their own Senfe on-it,-as it is poflible to make
plain Words fignify what Men pleafe, and. here~
upon ¢ley affented to the Creed for fear of the Con-
Jeguence of the Refufal rather than a Zeavr for
Truth. . S ‘ :
-~ Tuznw follows the #mpofing and perfecuting Part
of the Management, they who refus'd to Aflent
to it were bani’d, as well as Amathemas, and
Ex¢ommunisati n annéx’d to the Creed.' And indeed
8 Creed without the:-Addition of fuch a Santtion
¢an, hardly be reckon’d.ta come . within the Vierge
of Impofition. . . ., .

_Axn now the Way was open’d, - what could
be expeéted, but that when the Tables were turns.
od; Anathemgs, Fxtommunications, and Banihments
fhould be tack’d to <ther Creeds, and that the once
perfecuted Party fhould Act the fame Part on thofe.

e

% Vid. Soc, Hift, Eccl, Lib, 1.Cap. 8
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who before had led the Way, which they did toa
confiderable Degree. - P
T rue1r firft Artempt of this Nature was a-
gainft particulat Perfons, for having wrought up the
Emperour by Management to a Perfwafion that
the Difference was principally in Woérds, and: that
the Nicene-Faith was as much embrac’d by thofe
who could not fay the Sor was of the fame Effence,
~or Subftance with' the Father, :as by others who
thonght themfelves oblig’d to affert it. And even
‘Arius himfelf together with many of his Followers,
Diflembling £heir Notions,;and pretending that the
Flame was firlt kindled by the fond Humour of
fome unquiet Spirits of which Athanafius and Exf-
fathius were the principal, the Storm begins to fall
upon ’em ; and to add a folemn Grace to Perfec.ti-
ent, - thiee or four Symods were conven’d in their
Turns, during the remaining Part of the Reign
of Conftantine, whofe principal Bufinefs was to Ac~
cufe, Condemn,” and Excommunicate fome of their old
‘Antagonifts as they had ferv’d ’em before, whichis -
indeed a very unfair Way of difputing, efpecially
confidering that the Power of Excommunication,
where the Merits of the Caufe will juftify it, be-
belongs, according to eur Saviour’s Rule,* to a Church;
and from the Nature of the Thing it muft belon
to that particular Society of which the Perfon be-
fore was a Member, ard is not {ubjeft to the ar-
bitrary Refolves of an Affembly of Miuifters whole
Advice is not fo much as defir'd by them relating
thereunto. But that which rendied the Procedure
more keen, and indeed formidable, was the Sen-
tence of Banibment which ufually follow’d it, of
which there. were many inftarces of both Sides.
And as for the Nicene-Creed which had bred all

Y
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this ifl Blood among ’em, the Arians indeed did
not think ‘it expedient to prefs the Alteration of if,
or make @ New one in that Reign, for ’twas im-
pragicable: But in Comflantius’s, Time when the
Day was theirown, they were {0 zealoufly AffeGed
that Way, as tho’ they refolv’d to ingrofs the Cha~
radter of -Creed-Makers to themfelves ; and they ren-
~ dred them{elves as formidable by their Anathemas as
any of their Predeceffors on the other Side had done,

Isaarr not infert the many Arian Creeds
which a few Years produc’d, but only obferve .in
General that fome few Things in them feem’d
hard to be underftood, as tho’ they defign’d Pep~
- ple fhould fubfcribe they knew not what. A Sper
cimen of this.we have in the Creed ¥ compofed: by .
the Synod at Antioch, A. 341. in which they call
the Sou not only as ’tis expre{s’d in the Nicene-Cre
God of Gsd, but whole of whole, ouly of only, Perfelt
of Perfect. What is this but to darken. rather than
explain the Faith contain’d in Seripture? Befides.
we often find Things exprefs’d in {o general Terms
that it was not poffible to know the Fuith of thofe
who aflented to them, as to the principal T'hings in
Contryverfy about the Duftrine of the Trinity, and in
all of ’em they either left out any Word. which
might fignify. the S» to have the fame Subfance
with the Father, or fubftituted fome other Word
in the Room of it which plainly difcovered they
were of a different Opinion. Thus in the Creed
absve mention’d, after having taken notice of the
Form of Baptifm in the Name of the Futher, Sn;
aud Holy Ghoft ; and pretending to explain thofe
‘Words, they add that we are to under{tand there+
by, that the Father is truly the Father, the S n truly
the Son, and the Huly Gh:ft truly the H.ly Ght;

* Soc.T. 2. c. 10 .. d
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and that they are Three in Perfon but one in Confemt
which ferves inftead of éusbates. .
. AwoTHEK Cuncih* conven’d about Three or
Four Years after this in the fame place, compos'd.-a
large Créed, in which the Eaftern Bifbops, attempt
a Vindication.of, themfelves from the Charge of
Arianifm, which they fent to thofe of the IZ%ff.. In
this Creed the Word Swées@ is ftudioufly omit-
ted ; but ro make amends for.it, many Things are
faid concerning the Soz, which. feem to carry a
Fair fhew, as tho’ they afcrib’d all the Gloiry to
him that is hisdue. Thus they confefs that..he
was before all Ages, - that he was not of another Sub=
. ftance frem that of Gid, and that ’tis not fafe ta Af2
Jert be kad his Being [ ix Symw] our of Nothizg.
They moreover, declare againit the Opinion of Paul
of Samofata, who he:d that the Son was by Naiure
a meer Man, and only a made God, and they add,
which one wou’d think a f{ufficient Vindication
from the Charge of Arianifin, that the Son is true
and perfelt God by Nature, perfect from the Begin-
ning, and in all Things like the Father, which is
more than umés.@ or dues@ ; and that he fubfifts
in ltke Manner as the Father doth : But when on the
other Hand, they denounce an Anathema againft
thofe who deny that tke Father begat the Son of his
own Will and Pleafure, and "afiert that he, the Sin
miniflred, i. e. was an Inftrument to the Fuatker in
creating all Things, they alfo add, that the Futher
Rules over all Thingg, even over the Son bimfelf,
which ({fuppofing they take it fcr the Soz, confi-
dered in his Divine Nuture, as I fee no Reafon to
doubt but they do) favours of Arianifn. And in-
deed, it is hard to determine tiweir Faith by the
Words of their owz Creed, which makes it Mat-
ter of Difpute, Whether this Synod was Arian
or not ? if they were fo, it fhews now eafily Men

. © may
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vy conceal ‘their Sentimedts - about  importam:
" Mrticles of Faith, efpecially when they, as.in this
‘Cafe, give themfelves a Libertyof {peaking {o in-
confiftently with themfelves. ' B
THerRE was another Creed eompos’d in the
‘Council at Sirmium, * in which, as in that laft
mention’d, many Truths are advanc’d, which
- feem to contradiét the Arianm Scheme, asthatthe
Son does not Exift % éx syvwy, that he is not another
Subftance from the Father, and that bis Deity under~
went no Corruption, Paffion, Change or Diminution,
and that thofe Words in Gen. i. Let us make Man
were {poke by the Father to the Son, and not by
the Futher in the plural Number, and that it was
net_the Father, but the S who appear'd to A-
brabam, Gen. xviii. And when ’tis faid the Lord
rain’d fire on Sodom from the Lord, ’tis not meant
the Lord rain’d it from himfelf, but from the Father ;
and f{o tenacious are they of this Expofition of thefe
Scriptures, that they Anathematize thofe who take

. them in a contrary Senfe. o
Bur notwithftanding this Semblance of truth
they deal forth their Anathemas, as plentifully a-
gainft thofe who don’t fall in with ’em in many
Arian Errors, particularly, againft any who affert
-that the Sin did not minifier to the Father in creating
all Things ; they alfo maintain’d that the Svm is not
#0 be placd in the [ame Degree with the Father, but is
inferior to him, wiz. as God, and that be does mot fit
at his Futher’s right Hand of himfelf, f{peaking ftill
of him as God, but in purfuance of a Command gi-
ven him to fit there: And when they {peak of the
Son as wrncreated, as tho’ they ‘defign’d herein to
. make an Excurfion from the Arian Scheme, there
is fomething added, which notwithftanding deter-

* Soc. Hif, Ecel, I;ii. 2 €, 30 .
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mines ’em at the fame time to bz init, Wwhen
they fay, -whoever jhall affert that the Son is like cther
Creatuves, let him be Anathema. And tho’, in (ne
part of their Creed, they allow the Son to have
been before all Ages ; yet they denounce an Auathema
in another part of it, again{t thofe who fay that he is
unborn or without beginning ; fuppofing, that tc af-
fert the Father and Son both to be withwut Begin-
ning, is to infer that there are two Guds; adding
allo, that tho’ the Son is the Head and Begiuning f
all Things, yet God the Futher is his Head, {peak-
ing of him as God, and that all Things are re-
ferr’d by the Som to one, viz. the Futher who is without
Beginning. There was alfo another Creed, coga-
pofed at Sirmium, in which they exprefly forbid
the Ufe of the Word ¢z or suwéei@, &c. in ex-
plaining the Doétrine of the Trinity,as being cffen~
five and unfuriptural Terms, and aflert that the Fa-
ther is greater than the Son in H.nour and Divi-
nity, pretending that to be the Serfe of the Text,
wherein our Saviour fays, my Futher is greater
than I. .

T wERrF isanother Creed mention’d by Socrates, *
which ' is the Ninth he reckons up in his Account
after that publifb’d at Nice ; and as one tired with
the Task he had gone through, he pafles this
general Cenfure on them, as containing a Laby-
rintiy of Exp fitions of Fuith, which are {o obfcure
and doubtful, and often contradictory to one ano-
ther, as well as deviating from the Faith which
was before receiv’d, that they do in Effe& ex-
plain it away. There is nothing remarkable in
this Creed which is not contain’d in thofe before
mention’d, unlefs that when they had forbid the.
Ufe of the Word ésa in this Controverfy, as giv-

* Hift, Eccl. Lib, 2. ‘C.q. 41.
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ing Offence, and not contain’d as they préterd in
Scripture, and aflerted the Soz to be like the Fa-
ther in that Senfe which the Scriptures seach, which
* in effett is to refolve not to declare in what Senfe
they underftand fuch like Scriptures, they con-
clude with an Anathema againit all Do&rines con-
trary to thofe contain’d in this Compofure as He-~
retical. - -

F rowm what has been fuggefted,: it appearsthat
both Sides have been criminal as to the Martter of
Impfiticn: But none fo much as the Arians, unlefs
we proceed in our Account a Ceatury or two fur-
ther, when Invafions were daily made on the Peace
‘and Liberty, as well as on the Fuith ot the Church.
And when 1n after Ages the Bifhop f Rome had
wrefted the Sword out of the Magiftrate’s Hand,
‘having ufurp’d the Character of univerfal Bifhopand
- Head of the Church, ard made bold Pretenfions to
Infaliibility,  then all Things were turn’d out of
 ‘Courfe. ard Impofiticn was wrote in Chara&ers of

Blocd, efpecially in the thirteenth Century, when
the Court of Inquifition, render’d it felf more tet-
rible to Mankind than the worft of Symsds had
dore befere. To plead fuch a Caufe as this, isto
lie cpen to the jufteft. Cenfure, and none ought to
be charg’d with an Imputation of this Nature ;
but on tar better Grounds than any have as yet
producd.  But what will not Prejudice and Re-
fentment attempt, when Men refolve to blacken
- thofe who have differing Sentiments from ’em in
religious Matrers, with Calumny for want of bet-
ter Arguments! o
I 1 canrot be jultly inferr’d from thefe Hiftori-
cal Remarks cn the Impofitions prattis’d of old by
Syneds, ard centain’d in Greeds, that ’tis not poffi-
. ble to feparate Centention from the one or Impefiticn
frem the otker.  What tho” we have reafon with
- Gregory
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Gregory Nazianzen * to complain in fome particu-
lar Inftances, which come within our Obfervati-
on, of fome Confufions and want of Temper, with
which Dcbates have been manag’d in Affemn-
blies of Minifters, and efpecially the unbappy E-
weunt -thereof, when Things have been render’d
worfe then befcre : Shall we from hence conclude
that all fuch Affemblies are aGrievance to Mankind?
Thhisis to extend the Corruption of Human Na-
ture too far, and to caft too great Contempt on
the Advantage that might be expetted from a
. M dtitude of Couinfellers. When thefe keep within
their own Sphere, and pretend not to a Power
which they know not the Original of, they may
be ¢f ufe to others; for that can’t be denied to an
united Body which belongs in fome Degree to every
Jingle Member of it. Advice may be given in Mat-
ters of Fuith as well as Pra‘tice, tothofe over whom
they don’t pretend to Exercife Authority, much lefs
to Impofe o, or Perfecute. As for Creeds or Confeffi-
ons of Faith, ’tis certainly lawful for one Man to
make an expre(s Declaration of his Faith, and at
the fame time to recommend it to the Approba-
tion and Confent of others; and it fo, then a Mul=
titude may agree together in declaring and recom-
mending their Faith in like manner to the World ;
and efpecially if they are Minifters, may they not
ive a fummary Account of what they preach?
Befides to deny this is to deny all Likeity of Con-
werfation about Matters of Faith, and will by jult
Confequence preclude preaching it feif ; which, they
who defire to expunge it oucof the World, need
only call Creed-Making or Impofing on the Faith of
Mankind, and then tne Maccer is at an End. .

ES
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Burt I humbly conceive the Faiguity, or juft
Ground of Cenfure, fo far as it concerns Creed-
making confifts, not meerly in a Perfon’s making
a Declaration of his Faith when call'd to it; for
that ought to be done whatever be the Confe-
quence thereof, ‘as being a Debt due to Truth,
and is call’d by our Saviour cenfeffing him before
Men: And if he may do this in a- Fum of his own
Compofing, Ifuppofe it will be allow’d, that ’tis
not unlawful to do it in Words compos’d by o-
thers, if {o be they contain his Senfe, and are a-
greeable to the Huly Scriptures, the Standard of
T'ruth; unlefs the Form be impos’d, and even this
admits of divers Qualifications taken from the
End of impofing it, which determines his Com-
pliance or Refufal; and fo far as the Impofition
appears to be unlawful, the Compliance of any
one therewith will in like manner be deem’d fo.
Thus if the impofer, afflumes to himfelf the
lealt Branch of Divine Glory, or makes Pretenfions
to Infallibility, as tho’ his compofures were equal-
1y binding with Scripture, and not to be tried by it;
and tho’ they be call’d an Expifition of Scripture, yet
if their own Authority, and not the Fuftice of theirCon-
Jequence from that {acred Fountain, is fuppos’d to
conftitute a Rule of Fuaith, this is no lefs difown’d
by thofe who are call’d Creed-makers, than by others
who put that Chara&ter upon them. ‘

Acarw, if teftifying my Affent to a Creed,
be made a Cendition of my enjoying that which I
have a Natural or Civilright to, it is urjuftifiable,
and as fuch difown’d by us, as rendring that pre-
¢arjous which we had a Right to from the Sove-
reign difpofer of all Things; or renders that condi-
tional which He had made an abf./iteGrant of. From
hence it may be argued, that Perfecution either by
Banifhment, Confifcation of Goods, or Death, and
indeed an abridzirg & Man, in any othet'refpeﬁ:f

: " chat
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that which he hasaRight to by another Tenure, is
an high Inftance of Impofition: Aund to apply this to
religious Matters, if we fuppofe a Creed entorc’d by
~ fuch a Santtion, to be ho other than what we may
fee the higheft Reafon to declare our Aflent to
from the Evidence of Truth contain’d in it; yet
while we declare our Faith, we are to exprefs a juft
Abhorrence of all Methods of Violence annex’d to
it. In this Cafe then, we muft enquire what this
impofed (reed is made a Condition of, and whether
the ‘religious Privileges which we had an antece-
dent Right to are fybjected to it. As for Inftance:
If I have a Right thw’ Divine Goodnefs to the
Difpenfation of the Gofpel, and thofe Ordinances
of Divine Service, which our Saviour has granted
to all without Diftin&ion, contain’d in that gene-
ral Commiffion given in thofe Words, * Go preach
the Gofpel to every Creature, my profefling my Faith is
not to be impos’d as a neceflary Qualification for
this Privilege: But if we extend religious Matters
yet farther, and confider thofe Things which ali
have nct a Right to, then the Cafe is valtly differing,
and fome Things may be charg’d with unjuft Im-
pofition, which, if duly confider’d, will not really
appear to be fo. .
~ Anp this leads us to confider that there are
fome Cafes in which we are called to pafs a Judg-
ment on Perfons as well as Things, if not, why have
we {o many Charatlers of Perfons given in Scripture.
It is an Advantage to Chriftians to know, that there
are others in the%Vcrld who have a Right to that
Charaéter as well as themfelves ; and to defire to
know this, is not meerly to fatisfy their too curious
Enquiries, but to excite that Praife which redounds
to God thereby. Thhis the Apoftle Paul calls t glho-

» Mark xvi. 13, TG izg .
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vifying God in bim. It will récomthend the Cayfe
ot Chriftianity to confider,that there are Multitudes
who adhere to it in Truth, and how light a Macter
- foever many make of it,. I can’t but rejoice in this
‘I'hought, that others embrace the {ame Faith with
myfelf, and that more efpecially in a Time wien
many profefs their Zeal for thg contrary Er-
ror. Befides, a Man may be called to windicate
others, when fufpeed; perhaps unjuftly, of turning
afide from the Faith; and this End can’t be attain’d,
unlefs he knows what they believe; and how can he
know it unlefs they make a plain intelligible and
determinate Confeffion thereof? and whether this be
done in his Words, or their own, or in any others
drawn up to their Hands, it can’t be juftly reckon’d

an Impofition, if the Thing be only propos’d as an
Expedient to an{wer a valuable End: Neither can
it be reckon’d a Crime, if upon a Refufal to comply
with it, Men proceed no farther than meerly to
fufpend their Judgment concerning thofe who con-
_ceal their Sentiments from them. And-fo far as
. the Honour of God is concern’d in its being profefs’d
~and known, they can’t be reckon’d Impofers, whe
leave them who defire in this refpeét to be conceal’d,
to account for the Difhonour that may be brought
to his Name thereby, which they themfelves can by
no means help. - ;
Bu t the Cafe of Impofition in religious Matters
will have a confiderable T'urn, when we take a
View of it, which we fhall proceed to do,as the A&
of a Church ; this being a Society in-fome Refpe&
founded in, and continued by mutual Confent, and
~govern’d by certain Laws or Rules conducive to its
Well-being. - No one has a Right to be admitted a

~ Member of it,. but there is a fuppos’d Confent to
conform to thefe Laws ; therefore theClaim or Rigat
of every one hercuntois conditinal, and confequent-
ly *tis in the Power, of a-Church to impofe on dmt(l'e
' who

~
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who are admitted into it, the Obfervance of thofe
findamental Rules which are contain’d in its Con-~
ftitution, and to reject thofe who refufe to comply
therewith. What thefe Laws are, ’tis not my prefent
Bufinefs to confider; ’tis true there are fomeT'hings
peculiar in the Government of feveral religions
Societies, arifing from the differing Views which
Bodies of Men, as well as particular Perfons have
of Things ; but there is one Rule which feems to
be univerfal,viz. That the Members of each Socie-
ty mult {o far agree as to Principles, Profeffion and
Practice, that one part of the Body may not de-~
firoy the other, or advance Doctrines retlecting
Difhonour on their great Lord and Founder. And
as a Church is a worpiping Affembly,’tis neceflary, to
prevent Contufion, that there fhould be an Agree-
ment, at leaft in fome Things relating to the Obje?
of IWurjbip, or thote neceflary Ingredients in religi-
ous Exercifes, without which there can be no-
true worhip, but inftead of it an' Affront is offer’d
to the Divine Majeity; thus far Uniformity may.
eafily be defended, But ’tis not my prefent De-
“fign to enquire how much farther it may be ex-~
tended, efpecially as to Things of an indifferent
Nature ; tho’ ’tis far from being an indifferent
Thing for a Church to profefs their giving equal,
Divine Honour to the Euther, Sz, and Spirit : For
this is contain’d in its original Conftitution, and is
included in all its relig.ous Exercifes ; fo that
without it, they are dll unacceptable to Ged.
. It will therefore follow from hence, that it
has power to demand a- Profefjion:of Fuith, as a
Term of Comnunion which Perions ought to
comply with, or defift from defiring that Priviiege ;
unlefs, contrary to all the Lawsof S.ciety, tney
would claim that without Confefit, which, as was
hinted, isfounded in it. And to deny them this
Privilege for want of their Compliance with the
Terms
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Terms thereof can-no more be call’d’ Impofition,
than any one’s refufal to admit another into his
Family whofe T'emper is difagreeable to it.

Ir it be objected that we ought not to make
Terms of Communion which Chrift has not made,
and that to affert him to be God equal with the Fa-
ther is one of thefe Terms, Ianlwer, this is to fup-
pofe that the Doétrine of the Trinity is not a Funda-
mental Article of Fuith, which my defign’d Brevity:
admits me not to enquire into. It is enough, to fup-
port my prefent Argument, to fuppofe that a Church
believes 1t fo, which may have the Liberty of judg-
ing for it felt;and if any, who are otherwife mind-
ed, form Societies built on other Principles, we pre-
tend not tolay any reftraint on them in this Mat-
ter, tho’ bound confiftently with our own, to con-
clude, that fuch Societies would not be agreeable
to the Original Pattern of Churches in the pureft
Ages. .

' gT HUs concerning Conditions of Communion im-

s’d on thofe who defire it; but the Cafe may
probably feem fomewhat diftering when applied
to thofe who are Members of a religious Scciety.
For it will be faid that they being abfolutely pof-
fets’d of that Privilege, no new Terms are to be
impos’d on them, for then an Accountof their
. Faith might be demanded every Week, which

would alfo imply a Jealoufy of their Stedfaftnefs
therein.

T o this it may be reply’d, that where a Con~
dition is Moral, and the Privilege {ufiended on it, _
has always the {ame reference thereunto as it had
at firft, ’tis not the performing it once that Enti-
tles to the Privilege, but a Continuance therein is
neceflary to the conftant Enjoyment thereof. For
’tis not like a Perfon’s performing fome Conditi=
. ondrbitrarily impos’d, or giving a valuable Confide-
ration fora thing ina Wayof commutative Juftice

as
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as if he purchafes an Eftate, he can be laidunderno
other Condition, to be continu’d in the quiet
Pofleflion thereof : But when any one is admitted
a8 Member of a Suciety, on Condition he gives
fome prootof his being worthy of it, zhat Siciety
hath libetty to demand frefh Satisfattion, or to ex-
clude him from their Number, if they have Ground
to fufpeé thar either he deceiv’d them at firft,.or
is not the fame Man that once he was. This is
-agreeable to the Laws of Society in General,and if it
was not allowable in religious Societies, there could
be no excluding any one from ’em, tho’it were
for the vileft Crimes, which containa not adhers
ing to the Conditions on which he was at firft
admitted. . 4 ,

I know no Objeétion that can be made to this,
unlefs it be, that hereby a Church incuars the
Charge of Cenforioufnefs, and lays a Foundation of
endlefs Szfpicions, which would prove deftruétive
to it felf. - »

T o this, I anfwer, that my Argument, rather .
concerns the common Rights of Churches, than de-
clares what is their frequent Practice. God forbid,
that there fhould be Occafion to reduce this inta
daily Pra&ice ; but yet there may be juft Ground -
of Jealoufy or Sufpicion with refpe& to particulat
Members, as deviating from the Fundamental Arti-
cles of Faith,as well as with refpe& to Enormities in
Converfation: For that is equally a Breach of the
Original Contra&, which was the Foundation cf
their Union.

T ur1s leads me to confider the Cafe of Mixi-
Jters, who prefide in religious Sucieties ; ’tis not to be
fuppos’d they are accountable fo none but God,
for that includes in it, a greater Inftance of Lmpo-
Sfiticn then Creed-making it felf.  Ard ’tis certain,
that the Owerfight of a particular Church, is devol-
ved upon them by mutual (i';njér{t; accordingly ’tis

' weil
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~well known to be the conftant Pra&ice of Diffens-
“#ug Churches, firlt to hear and then to chufe their

Minifters.  And furely one great End of hearing
them is, that Satisfaction may thereby be attain’d,
that he, who is propos’d to their Choice; embraces
that Faith which they have been taught,and defire
fiill to be confirm’d in. This isthe tacit Conditi~
on of his Ele&ion, and if they happen to be mi-

, ftaken with relation to him, which is not impoffi-

_ble, fince a Minifter may couceal his Sentiments,
till a convenient Opportunity offers to divulge
them; Is this miftake on their fide irretrievable ?
Or fuppofe he turns afide from the Faith he once
profeft and preach’d, is there no Remedy lefc? If
fo, how eafily might all the Churches be tarr’d
afide from him who cal’d them to another Gofpel,
or at leaft thofe among them, who are lefs capa-
ble of diftinguifhing Truth from Error. If there~
fore fuch Minifters are difmi{s’d from Churches;
there is herein no greater Inftance of fmpofition on
the Church’s Side, than there was before on its Mini-
fr’s in not difcovering at firft what they were.
But this feems not to come into the Charge of Im-

- pofition; for it would be an Infringment on the
noble Principle of Liberty, which is maintain’d on
both Sides. - o : _

A ~p this leads us to confider the Cafe of Mi-

" nifters, endeavouring to conceal their Senfc of fome '
of the greateft Dottrines of Chriftianity, from the
Pecple under their immediate Care. I can’t men-
tion this Suppofition without fome regret; fer if
they don’t think fit to oblige others with an Ac-
count of their Faith, their Call and Chara&er, as
Minifters, leads them to be Open and Free in ex-
plaining their Sertiments to their Pegple, who have
-the greateft right to it of any in the World ; nei-
ther can I fee how they may be faid 2o declare the

- whole Counfel of God, if they avoid to mention fom?

. : o



-of. the moft Important Do&tines of Religitn, or at
Jeaft leave their Hearers 3s much in doubt about
.the Senfe of thofe Scriptures, in which they are
contain’d as they were before. If this be any
-part of the Senfe of that * Aduvice lately given to
all whom it mayConcern. - That Minilters fhould
< infift rgaft on thofe Things, wherein Chriftians
¢ are generally agreed, but more fparingly on thofe
“ in ,which good Men do, .or anay differ”; I
hope, -God -will not give his -Minifters- up tofuch
a time-ferving lukewarm. Spirit as to follow if.
:For whereas ’tis hard to, determing what thofe
Things are, - {o it is cettain that all are not genes
rally agréed. about the Doclrine of the Trinity ; but
God forbid that it fhould be either paft over
in filence, or infifted on-in fuch a Way, as the’
we. werg afraid to difoblige, - or ’twasan indiffe-
rent matter whether it was helieved or not. What
is this but to ftand the Shotof an Enemy, with-
out endeavouring {eif Defence? . Can we reafona-
bly fuppofe, if the Arians.and Sucinians thought
it a fit time to difcover their Esrors, i.e..if the
People fhould be prepar’d to’ receive them, that
they would infit more fparingly on thofe Ehings.
avherein they differ from #s; and what a Tendens
cy fuch a Method of preaching_ would have ta
haften that time, I leave the World tojudge. . : ‘
Burt that the State of -:the Queftion, may be
confider’d in a differing View, from what has beeny
already fuggefted, we will confider the Charge of
deviating trom the Faith, te be contain’d prin-
cipally in Syfpicion.  All-mult grant that Fealoufies
are often founded eitier in Iynmgrance or Prejudice 5
therefore we muft confider, whether this be only:
the Charge of a fingle Perfon, or if it be publickand.

& Vid-_,lq}bmtj;k!aioupt. p- 10, L o
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smoft Univefal; if the forrpr, the Petfon is ac-
oountable to the Church, where the Matter may
~ be iflu’'d if the Accufer be a Member of it, or is
willing to fubmit to their impartial Determinati- .
on whom it very much concerns. But if the Suf-
picion be more publick, then the Chureh puglit to
~ enquire into the Merits of the Caufe, m#¢ only for
their own Saristaétion, bur that they may be ina .
Capacity either of defending the accufed Partyifit
appears that he is herein injur’d, or afferting the
J'ruth againft him if the Sufpicion is prov'd to be
guft 5 ard this can’t be sfieGually done, if he fill
refoives to be upon the Referve, and yet com-
lains of Impofition and Perfecutiony -%hen on-
fy.ask’d what his Senfe is of thofe Do&rines on
which the Charge depends. = If 'he thinks fit to
~explain him{elf,which is all we eontend for; then he
will not think fuch & Pri&ice without- Exception
the Refult of a criminal Impofition: But if he re-
fufes to give this eafy and reafonable Satisfaltion in
fuch an emergent Cafe, he muft sot-blame the
World, if they conclude from hence, that he ei-
ther has too little Regard to that which we call
.the Truth or elfe defires to be thought to believe
thofe contrary Doctrines, which notwithftanding
he accounts it 'a Crime to be tax’d with.

I.might further add, that this Profeffion- of our
Sentiments in the great Doélrines of Chriftianity, is
not only negeflary for our own Vindication when
Things are brought to the utmeft Extremity ;
But it jsa Duty more efpecially incumbent on them
who have the Overfight of a Church, and are there~
fore highly concern’d to ufe all Endeavours to
promote its further Adyances in the' Knowledge
of the Truth. And certainly this is not a Matter
of the leait Importance, but I fee no way how this
gan be fecur’d, where feeking the Law at the Prieft's

PMouth, who isthe MefJenger of the Lord, ‘to-ufe the
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‘Prophets phrafe * is call’d Zmpofirion,and Comzlia’m
therewith, a being an Encourager, and Abettor
thereof. "In this Cafe therefore 1 humbly conceive
the Caufe of Creeds may be defended, viz. when 1
am oblig’d to fignify my Faith to thofe. who have a
Right to demand;’ and are immediately concern’d
<4n the Knowledge of it. * -
. But.that. we may extend this Matter beyond
the Limits of a Church, and confider the Charge
- of Impofition, as'brought by one Minifter againft
sancther, which,.is not the Cafe of a religious So-
<iety, but of Friends and Brethren who are alto-
‘gether unarm’d, not having fo much as the Power
©of Excommunication; how much foever this has
- been ufurp’d by Synoeds of old, thefe ftand on a Le-
vel,. their Interefts feparate, and they are no far-
‘ther dependent on one another than in thofe, things
. dn which almoft all may be faid to be dependent,
. wiz. in what refpeds common Fuftice to their mu-
tual Chara&er, or the occafional Advantage of
Converfation ; the latter of thefe is not fufpended on
any other Condition than that which tends to make
the thing it felf agreeable ; this has no regard to
Orthodoxy, for there is a Duty which we owe to
Men, as Men without the leaft Confideration: of
’em, as holding the fame Faith with our felves,
And as for the other Condition, taken from the
Obligation we are under to do-Juftice to the Cha-
racter of our Brethren, this I confefs is of large
extent, in which I ought to treat ’em as carrying
on the fame common Intereft, ' preaching the {ame
Gofpel, and mult therefore think all Reproaches
caft on:them no lefs deferving my Refentment,
than if they immediately reach’d my felf. In par-
ticular, if they are charg’d with having turn’d a-
fide from the Faith to the Ariaz Herefy, I am to

’ ¥ Malach, ii, 7, d o
' endeavour
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~ endeavour to vindicate them,fuppofing I know it tb
‘be a Calumny, with the fame.{fame Zeal astho’ I
my felf was charg’d; but this from the:Nature of
the thing can’t.bg dane without knowing their
Sentiments. Y R D
- I it be objeGed;.that 'tis: not our .immediate.
Concern to know the Faith of .thofe. who may be-
lieve what they pleafe without invoiving s in:the
Guilt thereof. . . - - B}
- T o this the Anfwer is very matural and eafy,
that if there was ground to {ufpe that any fuch
Opverture would be reckon’d officious,: ar give dif-
turbance to thofe who are defirous to conceal
themfelves, or that unfriendly Complaints would
-be made of: Jujuries, Impofition, and Perfecutioi,
-where nothing can be more remote from our Ine
_tention, or difagreable to our Inclination; it:would
.be expedient, and certainly more agreeable not to
urge any difpleafing Methad, . where:no private
Advantage could be defign’d: . But it is im~
,poffible Yo render that undone which is complain’d
-of, tho’ one would think it not very difficult to exr
tinguifh the Flame kindled, if Men would give
way to their calmer Thoughts, efpecially if the
‘Matter was fairly debated ; for. it is ftrangeto
think that they who are Mafters of the Argument
-on each Side, fhould fo widely differ as that the
one fhonld imagine there is Foundasion for the vi-
left Charge of Injuries not to be nam’d amongft
-Chriftians, while the other apprehends that there
is not the leaft fhadow of Argument to fupport its
I fhall theretore take leave to hint a few things
which I hope will be reckon’d a Vindigation from
~ the Imputation of Perfecution by impartial Judges.
. Taue firk thing to be confiderid 'is, that my
making a publick Declaratiop of my Faith, does
not always carry in it the Nature of Jmpefition,
tho” I have Reafon ta conjecture that'many will
' S x Rof
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not join with me therein. This all will grant who.
make a Profeffion of Religion in-general, which’
the greateft Pare of Mankind difapprove of. -A-. -
gain, if this be done in an 4ffembly met together
by confent, it does not fo much alter the Cafe as-
that the former fhould be ‘warrantable, the other a.
Perfecution ; and if the Furm of doing it contains’
in it fomthing foreign to the firlt Defign of their.
Meeting, the moft that canbe made-of it, is only-
a Breach of Order.- But if any unforefeen Acci-i
dent occurs which would render it neceflary to de-
fire that it may be put to the Puze whether the 4/~
Jembly will make a Profeffion of their Faith, it can.
hardly be reckon’d a Breach of Order; nor is it an,
Impofition, to defire or demand that a Queftion of
- this Nature be put, fince every Member has a.
Right to propofe it, and much more a confiderable.
Number. It .is true fuch a Queftion may be put
and pafs’d in the Negative, and then the only
Relief would be either fubmiffion or protefting;
but if the Queftion is demanded and denied, the.
Laws of Society are broken: And therefore ’tis no.
crime as I apprehend to withdraw to make fuch.a-
Declaration which I am not otherwife allow’d to’
do. Thus far there is no Impofition cr Perfecution
in the leaft; the principal Foundation of the Charge
confifts, according to the Report of common Fame,
and occafional Complaints, whether by Word or
Writing, either in what is an Zijury to the Divine
Majefly as afluming the Prerogative of dealing
with Confcience, ina Way peculiar to Himfelf, and
fetting up our own Fuith as the infalible Rule and
Standard of another’s, and thereby leflening the
Authority of Scripture ; or elfe in defigning to fet a
Mark of Diftintion on thofe who are otherwife
minded, that they may by this Means bc known.
by the odious Charater of Arians. As to the
Jormer of thefe, were there the lealt Colour for it;

iy
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it would 1ay us under the Guilt of ufinping the
Prerogative of God, as well as smpofing on Men:
And indeed this is improv'd againit us in fuch &
Way, as tho’ ’twas Matter of Fact; {0 that we are
charg’d with cafting Contempt on Dijvine Reves
Jation, in forcing our own Sentiments with the’
Terrour of Perfecutors, and zortaring Men’s Con=
fciences after the Way of the Juguifition. Thisis a
heavy Charge: But I am altogeher at a Lofs to
underftand, how it can be concluded from a Defire' -
to know by Pete (which is the moft expeditious
Way in large Bodies, and fuch as carries in it lefs
of perfonal Difcrimination) Whether others are.
confenting to that Declaration of Faith which we
may think expedient to be made, that fo it may be
deem’d, the 4éf of the Affembly ? and this is all
that can be pretended to be done in this Court of .
Inguifition. Had we indeed addrefs’d our felves to
particular Perfons, and tinding them upon the Re~
ferve, attempted to extort a Declaraticn of their Faith
by Methods of Threatning or Viclence, there might
be fome Reafon for the Charge ; but can any
thing be more foreign to Truth, and indeed lefs
believ’d by thofe, to the Warmth of whofe Tem-
r rather than their more mature Thoughts, it is
. to be afcrib’d ? As to the other Part of the Charge,
as tho’ we had done fomething to leffen the Au- -
thority of Scripture Revelation, this is founded on a
general Propofition, That whofoever profefles his
Faith, or defires others to do it in-any befides ex~
prefs Words of Scripture, tho’ it be'by juft Confe-
quences deduc’d from it, detra&s from its Autho-
rity, and fets up his own Explication, as tho’ of
equal Authority, Credit and Importance, there-
with : But there is a vaft Difference between Af-
ferting and Proving: We wait for an Attempt of
this Nature, on which the whole' Caufe feems to
depend ; and.if evinc’d by fufficient Arguments;.
will
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will be moré convincing than whole Vollies 6f
Raillery, where that Victory is unfairly obtain’d.-
It is no refle€tion on Seripture to profefs that
we belicve fome Do&rines which aré no other than
Deduétions from it, otherwife to pretend to give
the Senfe thereofy is to caft Contempt on it.
This I fuppofe will be allow’d, and therefore I
add that fubfcribing to what we believe, differs but in
a very {fmall Circumftance from a verbal Declaration
thereof. And if this be done publickly, it favours
no more of Impofition, than if done privately in
occafional Converfation, unlefs the World’s know=-
ing what we beleive is the only thing that renders
it Criminal. And why any fhould think {o who
would reckon it an intolerable Inftance of Slander
and Cenforioufnefs, to fay that this is not their
conftant Bufinefs every time they preach the Goft
pel, I can’t underftand. Again to defire to know
whether another underftands any Scripture in the
fame Senfe with my felf does not in the leat Ara
gue that I judge my Reafoning from Scripture to
be infallible ; or that the Confeguence, as far as it is
mine, is of the fame Authority with the Zexz from
whence ’tis drawn: For to pretend to this, would
be an inftance of Arrogance, and no lefs criminal
than Impofition. I {peak not of Confequences drawn
from Scripture which are fuppos’d to be juft ; for
fo far as they are fo, they are of equal Authority
with Scripture, and every one who believes them
to be {o, is bound to pay the fame regard' to them
as to the Premifes from whence they are deduc’d. -
T'his would be necefary to be infifted on, did my
argument lead me to vindicate the Truth of the
W.rds in which we declar’d our Faith, but my
defign at prefent is to vindicate the 45.n it felf
from the Charge ‘of Impcfition, rather than the
Doétrine from the Charge ot Heterodoxy, tho’ tew, or
A Lope none of our Brethren on the other Side
: of
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- of the Queftion, will think there is axy need of fuch
a Vindication frcm any Objeé&ion, which they
make againft it. But as to what concerns the
Impofing hereof, this is call’d an afluming to our
feives a Sovereignty over the Confciences of others,
which indeed is the only unwarrantable Jdea .
in Creed-making : And will -our Brethren fay, that
what was done in their Company contain’d a pofi=
tive Demand of their Belief of that Deéirine? Was
not that rather fuppos’d in defiring that they would
declare their Faith ? It would have been moft cenfori-
.ous to {uppofe they did not belicve it, and would not
bave anfwer’d the main Defign of the Propefal, if we
had thought fo ; or had we demanded, their Belief
.of this Doérine, thiswould have been prepofterous
without attempting the Proof thereof. Qur Con-
du therefore mult be refolv’d into the Di&ates
cf. Prudence, and a Defire to proceed with greater
unanimity with them in what might be for the
‘Henous of God arid.good of others rather than to:
jmpofe on them. -

- Objett. Bu t it will be objeGed, we make our
Sentiments about the Doérine of the Trinity a
deft of Fruth and Ovthodoxy, which is equivalent
to a fetting our own Authority on a level with,
Scripture. , o
-~ Arnfw. TruTH and Orthedoxy are convertible
Terms, and that which is a Tef of one, muft be
fo ot the other. But we may aiftinguifh between
an Aé&ion’s being a Teff hereof abfolutely confider’d,
ard a T¢f or Indicationof my own. Sentimeuts, or
what I call Truth, {fuppofing and making large A-
batements for the Fallibility of my own reafoning.
T he fomer of thefe was never pretended to, nor
can be inferr’d from any Circumftance attending
our Condu& : And as for the -latter, it is {o far
trgm beirg an inftance of Impofitien, that we are
rcot juft to our felves cr othiers, and cannot be
' ‘ recken’d
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reckon’d fincere Aflerters of Zruth without it, ih
any inftance thereof. ‘

Bu r that which is principally intended in this
Obje&ion, is that we make our own explications of
Scripture, a Teft of the Truth, or Orthodoxy of others,
as tho’ all were oblig’d to believe as we do.

T o which it may be reply’d, that if my explica-
tion of any particular Dottrine is defign’d to be a
Teft of the Orthodoxy of others, i. e. of their thinking
and fpeaking agreably to what I call the Mind of
‘God in his Word, whereby it will appear that we
agree in our Sentiments relating thereunto, this is
certainly noCrime,for how can confent inany inftance,
be known without a mutual Declaration of our Sen-
timents : Or{uppofe I firlt believe a Doétrine con-
tain’d in Scripture my felf, and then ask anothee
whether he is of the fame Mind, this comply’d
with, is a Teft of our mut:wal Agreement, but con-
tainsnot the leaft fhadow ot Impefition or pretence to
infaliibility, neither is it an obliging him to believe
as I do, but only a Defire to know whether he
does fo or no. And fuppofe we difagree in our
Sentiments, if I content my felf, without ufing
any coercive Methods to bring him to be of my
Mind, with this Refieétion, that o far as T have
Truth on my Side, I can’t but judge him Hete-
rodox as deviating from it, and that his Etror is
dangercus agreably to the Importance of the
Truth deny’d : I fay if in both thefe, 1 pretend
only to judge for my felf or agreably to my owi
way of thinking, how can this be liable to the
Imputation of offering any Hardfhip or Zapofition

- on another. ' ’

T Hus concerning the Charge of I npofition, as
containing in it a making Pretentions to an Autho-
rity over the Confciences of others, or fetting.
up our own Pertormance in competition witi
Scr.pture.  But there is onz Thing more alledg’d

- E . againft
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againft us, viz. that we defign’d by our Condu&, to
fet a mark of Diftinttion on thofe who fhould re-
fufe to come into the fame Meafures of Swbforip-
tion. This Charge I could not but mention, becaufe
fome think it fo juft and defenfible, that they won-
der at our Obftinacy in refufing to fall under the
Weight thereof ; and indeed, as the former gives
the World an Jdea of us as guilty ot Profanenefs ;
this contains in it Jmmorality, efpecially when im=
prov’din {fucha Way, as the exafperated Paffions
of Men are apt to do {uppos’d injuries. They
- who alledge that we defiz’d hereby to fet a mark
of Diftinttion on our Brethren, as tho’ we had fome
~ bafe and malicious End to anfwer, have an extra-
ordinary task on their Hands to make gaod their
Allegations, which can’t be done without prying
into our very thoughts, and difcovering Things
which never had the leaft place there. -
. Bur I{uppofe,this is rather charg’d on us,as what
fome apprehend to have been the known Tendency
of our A&ion. This deferves our particular Con+
fideration, A&ions ’tis true, may be render’d bad.
by. their forefcen: Confequences ; but can that
which is a‘ltogc;th@r Accidental, and Depends only
on the Suppofition of a Thing which might never
happen, befaid tp have that Weight, fo as to make
what was done by us criminal. % think I may juft-
ly call it Conditional and Acgidental, for how could
we be fure that all our Brethren would not have
come into the fame Meafures withus, till the Mat-
ter was propos’d and entertain’d withDiflike 2 And
even then we were not fure that they who at firft.
oppos’d it, would not be prevail’d on by thofe Ar--
uments which were conwjnging to us, to lay afide
t %r'ﬁ!’f} refoltye. ' ) i
" Bur {yppofing this was a vain Expeation an
the Thing had gecn morally impo(fln)gle, can our
1erfifting hergin be fuppos’d to haye a dire&t Tenden-
: : 24
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cy to faften the Chargeof Arianifm, on all.but
thofe who were on our fide of the Queftion ? this
can’t be fairly deduc’d from our procedure there~
in.. And that no fuch Charge was defign’d by us,
appears from explicit Profeflions, then made to:
the contrary as well asan open Atteftation that we-
had another defign in View, wiz. The clearing:
our felves as a Body from that imputation, which,

tho’ founded only in Sufpicion, is of fuch a Nature'
as ought not toremain upon us a Moment, if ’tis in

our Power to remove it; and what expedient could

be more eligible than that which was moft publick,

-efpecially fince the furmis’d Offence was like to be

fo? We were all herein oblig’d to ftand or fall.
together, for Calumny would have made no di-.
ftin&ion, neither would it be generally known who:
had printed or preach’d againft thofe Errors.

MaTrers being thus circumftantiated, how
can it be reckon’d a Crime to profefs our Faith in-
the Doétrine of the Trinity, in Words rot only agree~
ing with all the Reformed Churches, but with almoft
the whole Chriftian Wirld, in Words which we:
had all paid fuch a Deference to, and given
fuch Ground to fuppofe we believ’d as is con-
tain’d in our making a Proteffion thereof on other.
Occafions. To fay therefore, that the thing it felf
contains a Brand on any, is to {uppefe that fome
will not profefs their Faith therein, and if the World
from thence infer, whether juftly or not, I will not
determine, that fome of ‘em do nor believe the
Doctrine, we leave them to account for this, and
Gannot but think, that this infinuation contains in
it a greater Inftance of Jnjury and Impofition, than
can be proved from any partof our Condu& to-
wards ’em. ' :

MOREOVER, ’tis plain that the Aétion complain’d
of had notin it felt a Tendéncy to cift the Odium
above mention’d, on all who herein diffented

o ~trom
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from us, as appzats from hence ; becaufe the World
might alcribe their retufal to jom wita us herein
to fome other Readon, rather than not holding the
Jame Fuaith. Give me leave, in Defence of my Ars
ment, to {uppofethat by fome, it may be attribu-
ted to a fifuefs of Temper, which no Arguments taken
fromthe Expediency.of the Taing propos’d -could
revail upon, unlefs they were convine’d (which
tis plain they. were not) that the whole Manage-
" ment was free from Impsfitise.  And migir they
not hereupon think themfzlves liable, fhould they
have comply’d with us, to the hateful Charge of
being Impofers and Perfecators, from a fmall number
among themfelves, wiho would ftill diffentfrom
them? Thefe would be laid open to the reproach
of Avrianifm withour having any Companions in the
Charge, whofe Reputation was more eftablifh’d to
bear chem thro’ it ; therefore fome will be ready
to think (I menrion this only for Argument’s fake)
that many chofe rather to be partners in Cenlure
then to defert a few of their Brethron in this exi-
gency, waich brings to my mind tae Compliment
which Milton * fuppoles 41 paid to. Eve, when
perceiving her firk in the Tran(grzTion, ne énow-
ingly involved himfelf in the {am: Guilt, that fhe
mught not bz alone therein.

Bur if ic be a difparagemeat, not te be fup-
pos’d, that they fhould viluz a Reproaca fo ill
grounded, let me furchsr add, thar ochers will af-
cribe their re:ufal £ the vaft extent of their Chrity
asit is fit that they who were then giving Advice
againft Cenforioufnefs fhould be moit remote them-
felves from that Vice. Ia fine muy would coa-
¢lude and not without Ground, that fome wio be-
lieved the Doékrine of the Trinity but refus’d to fiz-

% Pavadice hff. Budk 8 _
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nify their Faith therein, had mot the fame regard °
to the Importawce of it as others have: For. 'uis
one thing to believe a Doirine to be true, anothes -
thing to fuppole the Belief thereof neceflary s
Salvatien. 'Fhe only reafon why, . I fuppofe, the
Waorld might. put this Conftruétien on the refufal
. of qur. Brethren to comply with us is, " thag it
might appear, that the Conlequence’ above men-
tion’d is juft, wiz. That we could: rot by our Aec-
tion neceflzrily impofe the Braad of drianifm on
thofe who retus’d to join with us, fince it mighg
admit of another Interpretation, and if {0, jt!is unn
reafonable for them to found {0 heavy a Charge.on
our Condu& herein, o o

Bu r this will further appear if it be confider’dy
that we had other Inducements which render’d our
Condué neceflary ; the Circuinftarices of Affaire
requir’d it, fwce._ngt only dangerens Errors were
maintain’d by ‘magy- with-a, great deal of Warmth,
and fuch Explications of the Dvifrine-of the Trinity
had been given of late in many printed Beoks, which -
are not only  gontrary to;,: byt fubverfive of the
Faith which we have been: tatght, and ought al-
ways to adhiere to :. But the Diflenters wete report-
ed by fome in a Way of hoaft ; by others with snfuly
and reproach, to givein to them.: It is needlefs tq
enquire what were'the feeret Springs-of thisReport,.
and indeed,. whe can account for common Fame2
However, the number of thofe, who were concern-
ed.dn it was: {o.fmall, that a Propofal to make a
Declaration of 6ur Faith. inthe Dottrineof the Trini-
ty would then' have feein’d needlefs, tho’ it ought,
never to be rejedted. when defign’d to anfwer a,
valuable End: Yet this gave Occafion to feveral:
Minifters to eft-blifha the Minds of their People in.
the prefent Truth, and at the fame time fatisty.
them that they were, rot involv’d in the growing
Cénfure.

' Tuis



/
(40)

T uis was the Pofture of Affairs, when a Pa-
per call’d Advices for Peace, ¢rc. was firlt recom-
mended to our Perufal, the Hiftory of the Rifeand
Progrefs whireof, I had rather others fhould give
if needful, than my felf, for it cannot be grateful
to call to mind the firf? Jpring of our pregzt un-
happy Differerices. Whether our Brethrens Reafons
for figning them, or ours for refufing, are juft, they
will be able to judge who have read the Authentic
Account with its Anfwer. I fhall only add, that if
one Reafon urg’d againft proceeding in the Advi-
ces had been receiv’d agreably to its Weight, wviz.
« that fince they had already occafion’d fo much
« uneafinefs among our felves, we could entertain
“ no reafonable hope that they would have any
« better Effe& with refpec to thofe for whom they
« were defign’d”, Ifay, had this been duly con-
fider’d, our Hands had not been weaken’d, nor
our affe&ions towards one another cool’d, as they
feem to be at this Day. Whether thefe Heads of
Advice, gave jult Occafion to the Charge of favour-
ing the Arian Caufe, I fhall notenquire: But itis
certain fome have thought fo, and this increas’d
their former Fealoufies. But more efpecially the
Refufal by a Majority of Votes to infert in them a
Declaration of our Faith concerning the Doétrine of
the Trinity, encreas’d the Sufpicion of Arianifm
dgaint the Body of London Minifters to fucha De-
- gree, that we cou’d not but think it neceflary to
make a publick Declaration of our Faith, tho’ we
lad not the Satisfaction of the Concurrence of
many of our Brethren therein. If thefe Jealoufies
were real (how ill grounded foever we may fup-
pofe them to have been) our Condutt is juftified 5
and that they were fo, I leave any one to judge
who took Occafion about that time to make this
- Aftair the Subje& matter of . Converfation. I

’f
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< T¢ notwithftanding all ‘this, we are «charg'd
with the Guilt of all the Conféquent Evils -which
have enfued ; the only Reply which I need make
_ is, that we-could not be fuppofcd to know be-~
fore-hand that ewr Brethren would not think them-
folves equially cencern’d herein with- us, or ‘that
they would put a worfe Confttultion on it. thea
what we #hought Charity oblig’d them to do, op
yersin the leaft doubt whether the fame Regard
was had hefein to them as to our felves. And ¥
humbly conceive o gne will pretend that Fhings
were {o presconcerted, as that any one oould des
termine before hand that thofe. on thic dne fide of
the Queftionr would join with- Him in Sfubfctibing
any mere than thofe on the other, unlefs we' could
be fuppos’d to-know the Sentiments of many whom
gobably we had never convers’d with, or feea be+

re thisunhappy Occafion. Thersfore the Strofs -
of this whole matter feems to lie in this, thatthey
who have the leaft Reafon on their-fide; muft beap
the Weight of -this Charge : If a Declaration of our
‘Fuaith was not neceffary, we were exceedingly to
" ‘blame in infifting fo muchen it, but if it appears
that it was; then Iprefume fome will think theny
blame-worthy, who not only.refus’d to ocomply
herewith, but conclude themfelves injur’d by what
others thought their sudifpenfible Duty. N
- I® the Subjett Marter, or Wirds, in which'we
declar’d our Fuith has any place in the Charge of
Impofition, as their arguing feetns to Import who aré
for declaring in o other than exprefs Words of Scrip<
ture: I may take leave to add, that then theré
Wwas no need of any other Profeflion of Faith, than
what is contain’d in our acknowledging the Scrip<
tures to be the /#rd of God, and Confequentlyy
thatthey are of infallible Verity. But fince a De-
glamtion of our Fuith muft contain an Explication of .
it, or a fignifying what we Ft‘hihlz to be the Miﬁdﬁ
: o
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of ‘God contain’d in Scripture,:- with refpe& to
fome - important Articles of Faith, there muft be
fomething more_than a Repetition of Scripture
Words, unlefs they arc {o exprefs and full, that no
one can doubt of the Senfe thereof ; but if thofe
Scriptures which fpeak of the Bleffed Trinity, ate
taken in a very different Senfe by thofe who are
on each fide of the Queftion in difpute about it,
we-ought to ‘ufe fome Words, whereby we ma

be known to underftand them in another Senfg
than what they do who in Words. confefs, but in
the Courfe of their arguing deny the Deity of our
Saviour and the Holy Ghoft.. LT

~Te we fhould; declare as fome have done, that
we are no Arians, but utterly difown the Arian

Dottrine, t be no f{ufhicient, mark of Di-
fin&ion frc . . ... who are generally call’d fo;
~for whereever, Arianifm is reg%on’d a Reproach,

they are ready to declare that they have nothing to
doowith Ariusy.that his Scheme and Sentiments are
no Rule ta them. There are different, Methods of
Evafion, which Men have made ufe of ta-clear
themfelves from this Charater. .That was.but a
very weak one indeed, which fome Bifbops conven’d
atAntiochufgd, who tho’ they defign’d to propagate
the .Ariqn Hevefy, yet as the Hiftorian * obferyes in
an Epiftle publifh’d by ’em concerning their Faithy
they,teclarc themfelves not to be Arigms, and prove
it too, for fay they, “ how fhould’ we who are
< are Bifhcps be followers of a Presbyter,” and the
further add,  that upon enquiry into his Fait
« they entertain’d and embrac’d it, not that they
< follow’d him therein.” Others difclaim the Name,
fince any Name or Character taken from particu-,
lar. Perfons is tdq mean, and leoks as tho’ we own'd

% Spcu Hift Eed, Lib, 3 €. 10, "
1 S them
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them Lords of owr Faith, contrary to our Saviour’s
Rule call no Man Mafler. or. Father, upon Earsh.
Another Method taken to vihdicate themfelves
from the Charge of Arianifm, is as others pretend:
that they do not adhere to Arius’s peculiar Noti-
ons. I thele be particularly confider’d, there will
appear to be but a {mall thread of Difference be-
tween them and the new Scheme, and {o far as they:
differ the Latter is inconfiftent with it felf.  Arius
held in plain Terms that the Son was made U5 e
vy out of nothing,and that there was a Time in which
he was not, and therefore he denied that the Father
was in Propriety of Speech an eternal Father, or the.
Son an eternal Son ; he alfo aflerted, which is a .juft.
Confequence from the former, ‘that it was poffible.
that the Son might not have been fince he deriv’d:
bis being from the meer Will and Pleafure of the Fa~:
ther. * He alfo maintain’d that Chrift had no hu-:
mane Suul t which we may reckon one of his Pe~:
culiarities, becaufe many who are his Advocatess
in other Things think fit to diflent from him in:
this. And as for the Holy Spirit, he ealls him.
the Creature of a Creature, || meaning that the Sz
created him with other Things, {o that here are tto
Inftruments, the one. viz. the Som who was created
by, and Minifters to the Father in creating all.
Things ; and the cther, wiz. the Spirit who was
created and made ufe of by the Son in creating:
all Things. : '

Now, the principal D fference as I apprehend -
between thefe Pofitions of Arius, and the wew
Scheme is, that they who embrace the Jutter are not

* Sox, Hift. Eccl, Lib, 1 Cap. 1§, Soc Hift, Ecel. Lib. 1 Cnp. 6:

Lpiph. Heref. 69, §7, and 8. 1 Epiph. Her. 69. .
b 15id. § x6. §72 and8. + Epigh. Her. 65, § 49
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{6 free and apen in declaring whether they believe
the Sax to bg no more than a meer Creature, who
might not have been, or if it was the Divine
Pleafure, might be annihilated, and according to
the Contftitution of his Nature, is capable of Vice
- as well as Virtue, tho’ all thefe Things neceflarily
follow from other Things which they hold in com-
mon with Arius, and in particular trom his being

as they affert Dependent on the Father in all Things.
- Aworrexr Thing in which fome Modern Wri-
ters feem to explain their Sentiments a littde ditter-
ing from Arius, is, that they deny that there was
the leaft Point of Time in which the Son was not,
the Difference between ’em feems to be this, that
Arius thought it an Abfurdity to {peak of a Per-
fon’s being the Effe&t of the Savercign Will or .
Power of God, whofe Being was thercfore arbitrary,
and yet that he was without Beginning, or properly:
from all Eternity, in the fame Senfe as the Father
was. . Arius knew this to be an indefenfible Pofi-
tion, and therefore denied it ; but thofe in the New
Scheme hawe taken the Burden of the Proof hereof,
- but never acquitted themfelves to the leaft Degree

of Satistaction ; they had therefore better have {fpoke
plain, and concluded as their Premifes lead to it,
that the Son was not properly from all Eternity. .

A's for the Holy Spirit, they call him in Scripture-~

Words, the Santlifier, Infpirer of the Prophets,
Comforter, &c. but wou’d have us conclude, that they .
deny him to be e and proper God, fince they chal-
lenge us to produce any Scripture which declares
himtobe fo. And what is this but in Effett to fay,
as Arius dces, that ke is the Sou’s Creature, thio’ they
don’t think fit to enter o far into his Explication
or Mode of Speaking. :

- MorEovER, if we confider Arius’s Senfe of thofe
Scriptures on which his Scheme is founded, we
may cbferve an ¢xa& Harmony between bim{and

) ' ome
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fome AModern Writers. A few Inftances of this
Nature are {ufficient. Arius infers from Fohn xvii.
3. that the Father is the only true God, as contns-
diftinguifh'd from the Son¥*; and from Masth. xix.
17. that the Father and Son ave diftint} Beings 1, fince
the Father alone is eflentially and independently
. Good 3 and from Mazrh. xx. 23. he argues, that the
Son had no Authority but what ke receiv’d from the
Father **, {peaking of him as God in his Senfe of
the Word ; and from Lzke xxii. 42. he argues, that
the Father and Son are not of the fame Effence, be-
caufe they have not the fame Willtt ; and that Fobe
xiv. 10. I am in the Father, &c. argues no more
than a Confent of Will in two Perfons of diffevent
Naturest]. How far this agrees with the Expli-
cation of thefe T'exts contain’d in {ome Modern
" Writings, I leave any one to judge, who is con-
verfant in them. ‘
~ Sowme have fuppos’d the New Scheme differs as
much from Arius’s, as the Sentiments of Eufebius
Bifhop of Cefarea are fuppos’d to have done ; there-
fore-they are content to be call’d Eufebians rather
than Arians. This Learned Writer has besn
claim’d by each Side, thus an ancient Hifforian ¥
vindicates him from the Charge of Arianifm ; {o
does a very Learned Modern Writert. And there
are fome Things which he aflerts, whirh feem teo
determine the Matter on that Side ; thus when he
calls Chrift vidy 9:& yiheror ¥* the natural, proper,
or genuine Son of God : And adds, that he is adreleds,
eriginally God, a Word fcarce us’d by him elfe-
where, which Palefius thinks fufficient of itfelf to

_* Epiph. Her.69. § 31, 1 Ibid. § g7,
o Q‘P;&' 1+ 658, t1 §47.
Soc. Hift. Ecdl, Lib. 2., C;}. ?.I,_f - :
rriany ﬂ” Co

Euf. Hijt, Ecél, Lib, 10, Cap. 4.

_ Lﬂaw’s Differt. de Eufeb,
. clear
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‘clear him from ‘the Calumny of Arianifm. He
feems. very exprefs in aflerting the Eternity of Chrift,
and accordingly calls him the Lighe that fhone before
the World, the intelleftual and effertial Wifdom, that
-was befire all Ages, who was in the Beginning with
the Futher tt. He alfo aflerts, that he has a rwo-
Jold Nature, and therefore cou’d not be fuppos’d to
think, that he had no Human Souls he alfo {peaks
of his Generation, Dignity, and Nature as ineffable.
~From thefe and fuch like Paflages one wou’d think,
-that be is not in the Arian Scheme, and efpecially
-when he exprefly rejeéts the Error of thofe who fay,
that the Son was made ¢£ éx dy7ar. But you will
find in.many other Places of his Writings, as well
as in thefe very Chapters in which he fpeaks fo ho-
nourably .of our Saviour, that he afferts other
‘Things which favour of A4rianifm, by which it ap-
pears that he had not the Talent of Speaking con-
{iftently with himfelf at all Times; or if he was
Orthodox, he often lays himfelf opén to the Sufpi~
cion of Arianifm by unwary Expreffions, as you may
{ee in the two Chapters above referr'd to, and o-,
ther Places where he calls the Soz the Minifter of
the Wil of God, the fecond to the Fauther in Creation;
and he denies that the Son is to be adored any o-
therwife than on the Account of the Father that
dwelleth in him*. And that the Son 2s God is infe-
riour to the Father,lefs than the Father, and don’t de-
ferve equal Honour with Himt. Heal{oafferts,that
the Holy Ghott is #ot God, but one of thofe Things
that were made by the Son,this is certainly very differ-
ing from their Way of Speaking, who are really Op~
pofers of Arianifin; and it was doubtlefs on the Ac-

H Hif. Eecl, Lib, 1. Cap. 2
* Prap, Evang. Lib, <. Cap. 4 & 8,
¥+ Esct, Theol, Lib 2, Cap.7,
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count of\fuch Paffages as thefe, as well as his Con=
du& in joining with the Arians inperfecuting fome
of the Defenders of the Nicene Faith, that Ferome, A~
thanafius,. and. others have taken Ogcaﬁon to,charge
him as an, Efpoufer of that Herefy. Therefore to bg
1o Ariar but an Eufebian, is nothing elfe but ta
* agree with 4ris in the Main, whileentring a Pror

teft againft the. Name® of . drianifm, becaufe’ di
fenting. from him in fome . peculiar ModCS».PE
Speakivg. . hia e
_ Tuese things I have. taken, [eave to obferve
that it may: appear, we had oqd’.i{cafon to declare
our_ Fojth in more exprefs T'erms, than by aflerg-
ing that we are no drians,, or that weutterly difown
the Arian -Dolrine. - For it is; yery certain that.net
only they whoare in the' New Scheme, but tf_}q So~
cintans them{;eés})\igs are ready tadeclare that they be-
lieve the Dofrint ‘of the Bleffed Trinity, if. they
may be admitted to explain their Senfé of this -
Dodrine in their own Way, and alfo that they be-
lieve the" proper Divinity -of- our -Sawiour, or that
he is Ged by Nature, if you underffand this only
as oppos’d to Idols which in reality are no Gods,
s having no branch of divine Glory put upon
em, nor any warrant from God to be called fo.
Thereforea Declaration ‘of this Nature will not
argue the Perfons that make it to be. altogether
free from the Sufpicion of Arianifin ; and tho’ ma-
ny of our Brethren who have thought fit to affert
no more, -appear by better Eviderce to be unjuftly
Charg’d with it ; yet I hope they will not continue
to reckon others Jmpofers who thought fit to exprefs
their Faith in" Words which never were reckon’d
exceptionable amongft us till of late ; and I hope
the Impartial Enquirers afterTruth, who take
the Pains to know what has been advanc’d on -
"both Sides, will fee Reafon to conclude, that the
Explication of the Dodrine of the Blefled Trinity
' : containd
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¢ontain’d therein, is not only above Contempt, buf
is, as has been prov'd by feveral judicious Writers
fupport'ed by the jufteft Confequences deduc’d front
Scripture, {o that it is no Crime to recommend it
by our Subfcription as worthy .of Belief; tho™we
are hatdly thought' of as Zmpofers, not only by ‘our
Byethren, but by many who profefs tliemfeives open
Enemies to us, and at prefent are more than ordi-
. narily exafpefated.-againft us, congernilg whom
we are bound to believe, that their ThveQives are
not levell’d meerly at our Condu&, but atthe Do=
&rine which we profefs ; in'whofe Writings a better
"Temper is defir'd, as well as more’ cogent Argu-
- ments, that if we are miftaken we may be con-
_ vincd, and not neceffitated to judge that our Con-
vittion is the leaft Part of the Defign of many,
whom we have no otherwife injur’d than by de-
claring- our ftedfaft Adhereénce to that Dodrine,
on which our Religion and our Hope is founded,
viz. that.the Father, S, and Holy Ghoff are the
one and only God bleffed for evermore, -
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