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. 'Té the Impartial

“Am apt to thimk, thou mayeft-wonder at my under-
taking to oppofe the Dedrine of [o Learned a Scribe, :
-us Doitor Owen : but 1 [ball give thee the Reafon :
_ of it~ I know well, through the tender mercy of God,
that I am on the upper ground with bim ; for 1.ftand for the
defence of a (anfe that will [ave it [elf, amd bear ont. me;
- . it was far from my heirt, to contend with this worthy
b Man, sf there had not been a jufpt necelfity. For, 1defire
. Mot comtemtion with giod men, wnor did I ever draw
the long [word againft any Antagouift, for wantef fowa
to him, nor do I mow, and hope Iwever fball ; norbath
any finifter end whatfoever prevailed with me in this
matter of controverfies but knowing right well) thas.. |
- if I [bould fland flill, and fee the truth of God troddew . Lo
dowm at fuch & rase, min his Book it %, ABA Ialtoe * -
Az . gether
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_ gether holdmy peace being, by bis grace, put into fome capa:
¢ity to defend. it, be would never take it well at my
hands, in the day of account. Soreferring thee to my
following Lines, for the trial of the Controverfie: mot in-
tending to meddle with it here : but intreating thee to

- pray thine heart into an honeft frame, to. give true
Fwdgement between the Doctor and me: and that as

thou lovest thy beft Interest, take heed thy wordly

Intereft do not byafs thee. Sofubferibes, -
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Thy Souls well. wilhing :

Friend,
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Having mét with 2 Book of De&or Owen’s, 2 man of-
note for Piety and Learning : 1 gladly fet time apart to
read, and tonfider it, concluding I fhould find fome wor-
 thy fervice. dunc by him, that would tend to the good .of
- the prefent, and fucceeding gemerations :. although 1 did
expc&a difference might remain between him and me, about the
‘precife Day ‘of Reft ; but it 1 had found no other difference be-
tween me and him, nor between the truth and him, then I might
in’ reafon ¢xpe@®.  1-was 1cfolved, to fignifie to him ina Leuter,
what in his Book did dil-fatisfie. me,.and- fee his anfwer, (if it
“might have been obrained ) before I did openly appear againft him.
Not greatly fearing, thar he would kave gone farther out of the
‘way in this martter, than many Worthies that have wrote about
- this Subjc& ; as Mr. Dod, Dr. Bayly, Mr, Chaudry, Mr. Shepheard,
and (everal others, who, from a canceit thar the Duy of Sabbath
was changgd to the firfl day of the week, by Chrift ; argueditat
“the beft rate they_could, but fill with this circum(peét care, inall -
“they faid, to heep the Crown. as tionourably as.they could, upon
the head of the fourth Commandment, Now my expe&ation
was, that Dr. Ower, who I conceive hath the advantage of them,
wouid not have turned more crookedly our of the way than they
‘did : but when I came to read his Book, | faw it was no Letter
‘matter, but it was a piece very dilhonourable to the'Chriftian Re-
‘Irgion : but my intention is not to. meddle with all'T diflike , but
to fpeak.to fome of the moft dangerous miftakes, that are moft
likely to-fnare the fouls of men ; but withall,l freely eonfefs, there
te miny excellent paffages of Truthafferred by him, if he had not :
plucked down with one hand,. as. falt as he built with the other. -
The beft of his fayings [ thall not canceal. - B '
‘And firft, to whatl findin his Epiftle, take,and it is worthy.
The publick profeffion of Religionyand the rule it bears in.the minds
and lives of mem, cannot be maintained wishout a due obfervance of.
a flaed day of Sacred Reft, which had its beginning by. Gods own
appointraent. . Now this is a true faying, and the fenfe of the moft  *
Judicious.and Godly Minifters among us this day, whe will beas-
ready to fay as he, no Sibbatb, no Relgion ; gdW‘cOn&a}y;fo-. :
) S DO RCTRION S RoW, ever
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.. aver both they,. 3nd the ongregations with them, walk jo. this
~ Rule, " Like T s we find i she chied page, [ wherete, com-
. plaining of mens inventions,eniverfully pervesting <he ftare of a1l
. things made of God, fgiv:,? inftance in that.Sacred day, whenall
- things wiere made very good. ]° Now nothing can be more evident
than this, that in this place fie means the feventh day Sabbath, ex-
. preft Gen. 2. it he.intended his meaning thould b known by :his
...words. But again, afte fome worthy acknowledgments [ of the
. Advantages, th’at}lay in that day, and duty ofckcgﬁing it, then he
- fayes, it might be fo-ftill to the fons of men, but thar they are
. continually .hinding out new inventions ] now would any ‘map
think that it were poffible, after fuch ateftimony borne by hin.
.. felffor that day ; and tellingus, that.it-might b:-asgoo! for us
. Now as it was-then, if it were.not-for our own inventions, that he
. "himfelf fhould prove fuch aman of inventjan, as prcl'eml’y to face
. abour, and write 2 Book of inventions, againit chis very day and
.. duty, he hath borne fo high a Teftimony for 5 -as in the.fourteenth
page of his Book, he falleth to Nick-name this very day, calling
. it the [ Fudaical Sabbath ] with reproaching them as [ unwary
" . .and unadvifed perfons that keep it ] but whether againft his Gop-
fcience, | dare not fay, but againit his principles, | dare ay, he
. dothit ; fee his thirty feventh page, where he faich exprefly, [the
.‘name given in Scripture to a day, it muft be called by, and not
~-otherwife ] now thisis true 5 for if we.call any thing by a wrong
~ . name, we deceive the underftandings of all we (peak to, and alio
‘tranfgrefs the Scripture Rule, 2 Tum. 1. 13. ‘Hald faft the form
. of found words: Therefore, how he hath abufed Gods Word,
. and his Reader, both here, and in his whole fourth exercitation,
where he brands the Sabbath with that name of Fadaical; both the
. Reader and ‘himfelf may judge ; nnlels he can find the Spirit of
. -"God naming the feventh day Sabbath Fudaical, any where in Scri-
- prure. But I hope the Dotor,in the writing of his next Book, will
" remember to keep. a [ittle clofer, to that good Doétrine expré(t
.in his twentieth page namely [ icis onely walking according to -
Rule that will pleafe God 7]'burby what Rule the Do&ors Pen
. writeth, is meer for his own fecond thoughts , for To irreconcile-
“able a man with himfelf, .1 think is hard to be.found on carth’y
for in his twenty third page, there he fir(t proveth, from Gez. 2.
and Exod, 2¢. 'hat the Sabbath'is called the- Séventh day, and
.within‘a few tines after, he faith, ‘it is not ablolutely fo calied any
! ' _ where, -
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ed ] but being confeious to himfelf that this aflerrion tends
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o . o, (" .....- _. N idem - )
whete," b fet me tellhim, ke w& take upon'hind & geert work,

when he taketh in hand theproof of this ; for, where-ever it is'

made mention of, with relpet tosny appellations af any day

in the week, the Seventh is mumed, and no-other & but in the

" . nest page he tellsus;: [ the:Apoftle eaftout of ufe this -appel-

latiori of the feventh day , now under the New Teftament,

where we (h

and ‘bath"-*ami?md it-J- but: whar Apeftle he meancth, and-
il:find: any preof for any. eof this, the Diftor
tells ‘us. -mot & But another note I 'cannot but mind the

Reader of, ‘in hid fecond Bxercitation, ‘where, after the writing

of at Jeaft fifry pages, proving phe: Sabbaths beginni? ih Pa- - -
Zreation, -

radife , and being nawrally moral; the law of our

“and the like; hefayes, it was [ ablolutely commenfurate tothe’
Chureh-ftate of the Fews, beginning andjending with it 7. To -
this, I fay,- for the Sabbaths being commenfurire xo the -
Jewifh Church-flate, I fee no reafon to gainfay him ;* for my- -
own Judgement is facisfied, that the Sabbath is commenfu- -
rate to every flate of the Church,: and to every age-of the- -
world ; <there is no reafon to the conirary 3 wherefore fhould” :

it not as well as its fellows ? fielt; fecond, third,- Afth; fixth;

“feventh, eighth, ninth, and temth. But how it comes vo begin: -

and end with the Church of the Jews, bad need-10 be well'

proved firlt; and fecondly, well reconciled to what the Do@or =

hath faid of it in his Book , which two werks will- coft himy

two great Books more , before it be effefteds but indted I ©
“~ cannot but wonder, that he fhould ‘think his bare word proof -

EEY .

enough for fuch things as few men inthe Land believe 1o be ' - |

true, befides himfelf. - But now,.on the contrary;, the Do&tor,
like 2 man led by two contrary fpiris, fdlls a comradi@t+-

ing. this by frefh arguments, to prove: the feventh day Sabbaik ~
nawrally moral, and univerfal ; as inthe121; 122, 124,123, -

126, 127 and 128, pages, in all which places, he makes it his bu-

_ finefsto proveitfo, with more tothe fame purpofe, in the 149,

165, 178, 179,.and 180 pages, unto which I referr the Reader,
as being too numerous. to- be here inferted. :But I fhall nxme

- a paffage or two, and fo proceed; for he'argues, [ thatthe -

€Caule he pleads, the command in the Decalogue will bear, and that

the Sabbath hath an original tight by birth, among#t the fociery of -
the Decalogua, the reafon s rendred, becaufe the feventh day, or

a feventh day, ina feptenary revolution, is exprefly -command-
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to confirm- thofe rationall nien, thac believe and fay, that fot hidg:
more nor lefs is commanded in the fourth Command, but the'
feaventh day Sabbath ; he prefently falls to contradi&t both him-:
felf and the. wuth, faying, [that they [peak not only uncertainly
but ceruainly falfe, who fay the fourth command injoynes
the keeping of the feventh day, precifely, and that the words of
the Apoftie feems to lye exprefly againft ic] but the beft ont s,
he neither names the Apoftle, nor the place ; bur you mey well:
know the reafon is, becaule they are not to be found in Scripture.
- But notwith{tanding thele and fuch like contradi€tions,yet he goes
o to prove the morality and equlaity of the fourth command
with the Reft, and amongt many other lively paflages, this is
‘one : [That it hathan equall fhare with the reft of the nine in
all the priviledges of thc whole page 186. and ‘this he backeth
with pregnant arguments, taking from [Gods declaring it with
his own voice, ard writing twice with his own finger in Tables
of Stone, and faith, it is the Law, God promifeth to write in the
hearts of his ele€t,and obferves that the Church of England prayes:
a3 well for the writing of the law, of the Sabbath in their
hearts, as any other of the nine.] And 7 fhall fecond the Do&or’
with 'this obfervation, that indeed it appears to me beyond 2
-doub:, that this-Law is written fair enough to beread in the hears
of men; and fuch men who never. kept Sabbath, nor never inrend-
todo, thould it norwithRanding pray fo feriovfly at the readirg
of that Law, The Lo-d havemercy upen us,andincline our bearss
tokeep this Law. ‘ . -
_ Another fubftantia} argament he draws from its being lodged
in the ark with the cther nine,where none of the other Laws were:
pars andindced the cenfideration of it alone is enough toin-
gage any corliderirg perfon tomake great confcience of keep~
ing every tittle of that Law ; for who that confiders Chrift was
1y pified thereby, to rercve the curfe of the Law, and to write it
in the hearts of ‘his el &, as the D &or faith, with what is fur-
_ ther vrged by himfrom page 181 10,193, can well harden his
heart fo high againft God, as to find or feek out. irventions to.
brésk the Sabbath,or any other of thefeten words. =
Next, the De@or proves the duration and morality of the
‘Sabbath, and that undeniably : unlefs you will deny the Sun
fines when the fhadow fhows the time of day on the. Dyal
‘from Mat. 24. 20, & Hat. 5.17,18; 19, Fumesi2. 10,1 r,ivgr;:s
L s T s e ehily
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- Knowable, but let us fee the Do&ors anfwer,” © .- |,

. o €8) .
“oglyr endezyouting vo pull down all he hadtmilt in faying ‘[ihef
what: be had tanghi reached Rot:tp-the (eveadr day. precifely,
896 -butinthe 303 paged fndan.argument :levied ayinﬁm
wholg. Dotrine, and fcope of his Book, which guts the finews

- and frength of all nis-defign intwo. The fom. of all which i

this, thatghere is but one Sabbatht only-(poken-.of in the Old
Tellament.; for the BoRors bulinels is to find she Aiclt- days, Sab-
‘Dach,and the feventh days (abbach,: hoth i the fourth Command-
ment, orclfe the Book is, without defign, br she defign of. it un;

And firlt hie anfwers by way of Conce(ion .[That. never any

- fobet perfon fancied two fabbaths in the Old Tefamenty to which °

- &fny, what-hach the Dr. peenidoing all - this: while them; for he

hath writren two hundted psges 50 ‘prove the firk day fabbath
from the fourth Commandment, the 2 Gen. and Efaich §8. he
nead. frot o thaye -been (at the trouble 1o 'write two pagesito

- prove the feventh day fabbath from thence; for that was evey

-any mans dowb. . .

" Secondly:the Dr. [puts prudent = == . S
med to-ditinguilh betyeen the fab- - Bus will wor the Reader think
bath expreft in che Law of our cre~ -ir fivange 1. find bim afer
agion; and the fame feventh day - ‘thss sndeavonyeng to prave §
fabbath fitied-to the JewithChurch  Sabbaths from' thigde, om
Saate,and the Cavenant they were - o 3oral, and - another Fudaie
wnder) But-lidare be bold to- fay -eal, and 4 third s firft day
that _he that can find two fuch fea~ .Sabbatly of AGafpel Netwre.
‘venth days fabbaths, diftinguithed ;- oot
in:the fourth. CGommandement, in any Bible that shis. 1ge affords;

L

-+ is 2 man of skill, but what if he ‘could find his' itmpofible: diftine
- &iony he is il but where he was; and neither the .Sabbathin - the

forrth Commasdment, nor shat ficied 1o the Jewith @avepune,
ashe callé it, gan be firlk days Sabibath 4. he'is il asflyors: of sha

-~ ds he was before he diftingnifhacd,. bmhfpo.,M;WinbEghm
+ words, till he: concludes his -anfwer with this.canfuion.  TNof 1s

hére thie leaftappeatance of two fabbaths, et oné opby:is netd-
manded untoall, and-determined unto: & oertdin diny, . for r}nio&
of fome for akeafon] what he means by no sppearanice of 1wo
Sabbaths,is. warvhy - one “khowledge 3 -¥on»if"n¢‘ fpeakis of: thie
the Scripsanek; then it is tru there is no appeatante of 'any- mutie
then.ane Sabhath only ; but if hefpeaks of his own heok ;ﬂd
_— o B ) " Words,

T



L Teey ,
words; ‘nothing can'be fpokehmorc-falfe, ‘for fe<hath afferted
twoin. this vefy fame 205 pagt EThe one day belonging to the!
Qovénant of works, and the'othér £ the: Cévenant of grace by’
Jefus Chrift, and this of the ‘precife- feventh day to the Cove--
nant of works]' and ifthere be the precife: feventh day, andthe.
precife Arft day, and thefe belong to two fo diftiné Covenants, .
how can he fay thefe is o appearance of any more then- one ?
and yet he adds inthe - fecond’ linc .[Qut one only is commanded’
untoall] thefe things ‘hang together Jike Pibble Stonesin a Hal-

ter ; fot if ene Sabbath be commandid:-unto »ll, ot what ufe is
the Do€ors book in the werld, unlefstowork firi’e ; burhe
proceeds Land determined antq & cerrain day for the ufe of fome

fora' feafon} this-hath a-(trange look, what commanded unto .
all, and yiet but fot thie:wfe of fome ; but ‘1fhall leave this: for the:
Do@tor tdinferpres, -~ - 10 T oo 0 o

Negt he tells us: [that:one dayin feven olny; and ‘nor the-fe--
venth precifely, “is dire¢tly indimmediately enjoyned in the De-,
_calogue] but who knows not how contrary this aflertien isgk

tiurkGod himfelf dire@ly in che Letier of the Text, calls the feventh
' {diy the Sabbath day, givinig both the names to one, and the felf
fame day; s all menknow ahat: ever read ‘the Commarnd nents..
This e ghes over again with, in the nexs page; affirming, [The-
" Reafons 1n-the command do no more refpedt the feventh day,
thenany other in fevend:which:how contrary itis te the exprels:
Letter of the fourth-Gommandment; is manifeft, bur with this:
netable dontradiction. [ days are granted to: labour, :that is;iny
rumber, and not more ina feprendry 'revolotion.]- Now . this-is
srut Beyond all reafonsble meris doubts, and therefore it s itapof-:
fible for the' firh day to be a-Sabbath ; for though it be often
faid chat thé Sabbath was:changed from the feventh dayto the:
Srfly Yeu itiis altogether impollible to prove it, either by Serip-:
‘wire ép amiqiigg}{aﬁdiﬁat aguinft theDotors own words ;- for if.
{ix'daysininombet begraticed: 10 work in between: Sabbath :and
Sabbath, s it cerminly.isvin-the great *Charter of the fourth
' @oinmand; Six.days Jl:alt:thou Labowsr und do all thy werk.~ Then.it.
. isimpofiibleiarthe firft daynest infuing the Sabbath, can be
+ . madeéa Sabbath without the manifeft breaeh of that great grant .
«im that dixind Gharierconfirmed by Jefus the ‘Mediator, to ones
_jorertjuldf which joxjs the fmalleft Eetter in theHebrew Alpha--
“het Y wow iff:zhrift have -eftablifhed ‘that Law in all its comm:nd; ,
e : Lo _ o am
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and grants, <3 as. 5. 18. thcn(it7is impoffible for more then fes
ven days, ta be between Sabbath and Sgbbath, the next. week af-
ter the Refufretion ‘withoutas manifeft an’ intrenchment vpcn
that facred command wheré all flelli 1s"thins limircd, bue rbe fe-
Denth day thk Sabbath of the Lord thy God, thon JBalt 'not: do” dry
work 3 ‘now for a man' to [dy fo freqocnidy {ihe fabbath’ baih-3
feptenary return, and that its ong in feven abfbluiely, of ‘onein .
the revolution of: feven; and' that every wWeck orfeven days-had
a fabbath in it] and that fo ofien repeated; arid yetatditiet rurns
fpeak that which js fo aﬁfolu(%!j -inconfifient Rerewith danifeft--
ly difcoverimg' how he' was bewildered and 'hatd pyjt 1 it be!
tweer the' two parties he fights againft 5 to the «tie be' faith
“Lit beganin Paradife and all the Patriarch -kept if, “and'the De-
calogue will bear the-caufe he pleads, and ‘the ‘accepted rime- of
@ods Worthip is declared and ‘deteimired in-the fodtih Ceinl
‘mandmeht]  With-miny - like expeflioris 3 but’ wiien fre ¥peaks 1o
the Sihidr party thar pradtice whar hie teschetly (e, theri‘he tells
s {'wk ateunwary and uﬁadvifg‘d? perfons fci keepirg it, putting
- anick name upon it Fudaical] and wonld make os beljeve jit be-
gan and endéd with the €hurch State of the Jéws and fuch like -
centradi€ions; not onlyte the exprafs teftimeny of Geds word,
- butiohis own sffiimations pla‘ﬂfd,a‘n&g;?ré'fs -in a muoltiode
of places dsin the dcg page, where he hath to doe ‘with thofe
thatwouldHave the Sabbah Typical, there h¢ rifeth vp fike 2
Gyanr, and tells them (it was given before the firft promifé of
Chrift, and thatin .k fiate of Innccency, and under the ‘Cove-
tiant of works in perf. ¢t f-rce, whereinthereé was'no: f¢fpcét (o -
the Mediation of lefus C: 1] now herethe Br. -may’ be belie!
ved jbut then it is not piflible to believe ¥, when' he'faith, [i¢
beégan-'and ended with i{\t lewifh Church State] nor inthefe ma-' -
ny contradi@tions to itallalerigin his Book 25 ‘In’’this very page
he undermineth this Building'to fet vp that new dévice of thefirf}
day Sabbath, he fetcheth bis compals ‘(as all'muftdo)-that have
- no dire®t proof Fbrings in this ftofy, TOf @hrift, lying the
‘ 'F&l‘nda‘fiohs"of the new ‘Heaveris ‘2cd the'ficw Farth in bis Retir-

f

fon.] .~ ST N AN
“This{peech;,with more of like fore arenot té be owned ; and
_ gnough’ 16 make the Jews abhorr the Chriftiash Religion, ‘when .
fo great 2 @hriftian Dotorfhall fpeak fuch-things as they and all
meén know 10 be foifalfe;fuch things ;re lookt for indeed, 3 Pet. 3.
02 e . 10,
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913,313,438, 14 bk thar need ot be, if Chrift fell upon this

ﬂo:_k’(ig,l?ng-ago N o
Secandly, [ an(’v{er,;if the firft day were Sabbath, now by . ins.

fticurion, as he faith it s, page 2 5, or if he could proye it by ex-.
prefs tpﬁ_i_mdnicf‘of,Séfipturc, as he promifed to dae, Page 17, L
cannot believe he would have brought fuch pittiful proof as ‘this
is, that needs proving every word of it, bt here isno Text urged
for any of ‘thefe affertions’; but if any cquld "have been found,
there was greaz need of them. . - '

" But thyrdly, fupgale thar, at the ‘Refatrcétion (there had been
the foundation of ithe Heavens gnd the, new Earth laid, what.
%'z;»und had this been to make the day 2 Sabbath.? without an in-
tliution ix would have been. but will worflug... & - -
- But Fourthly, it itwere true asic is not, what.agreement is-
t.b:s:ﬂn-b%ss‘.asa fel.? what feafgniis there that his new- Sebbath-
mul begin the iy, day ¢ the foundatans. of fhe nev - Heayens:
and, agw Earth (5 12id, ‘whereas God did riot foy. be. finifhed his.
work before, he fagétihed ghezgabba;h',b\J,t, the. Dadlor, is. very, fors -
ward in the” agvance of his new Sabbath not ftay ing till the work
is finithed .5, moge forward then he is like:to have any thanksy
for bjs Jabopr atshe daar,?;ludmm inthe 2,2 20d 213.pages,
be comes to fho [the fad inconvenigncics and contufion thay
 comgs by taking qut of Gods band, the divilion betwesp the time
that is allowed, us for;our own gccafipns, and what is fobe,
{pens in his farvice,; and panticalarly, for cafting off: his example
in wosking (in days,, wgrsqﬂsns the feventh] what. for fubftance
¢ana S bbaﬂi keeger (ajf mote, wha, would not take the, L), o,
to b ohe i, he wergcongsuausso himfelf. . See alfo the (wnfy of;
i i'sfl,mmnv».nas;w 39, where he confofleh [the day of reft,
hath uncontroulabic mﬁamonr im Seriptute, .in the Jighe.of nawr
wre, and pradtice of the Cﬁp:ch,é:om the:beginging of the world, ,
not cosfining:himiclf; to. Gefpel days]. (as his own Phrafe is) now
 if the Dufto mean,ag heaith, the ievench day is the Sabbath by,
* Bis, opn, words, apday filll 2 Teftimaqny, as eyer, came or. can.- -
comefrom thia Pen of any, Stiive; foc what cap he mare evident -
then this, that Gods example leads ws ro the feventh day, ‘the @, .
controulable Feflimony, of Scriptose duth the lilte; and thar this
mufk needs be- bis meaning) fometimes. is. cvident, fee pag. 23 .
where he hath thefe words, [ This {acred. day, is: called the. fe- °
vepth day, Ge..z. Byod 20r,) Give: he, cannot. poffilily. imend :yr

[
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RyOthtfdaY,‘bylbfl proof, nor will the light of nature’ ever
geide us 10 the keeping of the fitft day, for tha:r is fer up upon
the account of the Covenant of gtace, ii the Do&tors Doétrine be

true ;. fet his 205 page, where he argaesthe Cafe thus, [That

- every. Govenann of God with man moft ave one of the fevert

days of the week for a Sabbath, whether that of works,or that
of grace by Jefus Chnift] now that which ftands by Grace, the
light of nature. will never take notice of, and the feventh day
preaifety he faith, belongs to the Covenant of .works ; now this
precife feventlt day for a weakly fabbath, is! the known day by
the Ghurchey pradtice from the beginning of the world; tothis
very laft age, as may appear by Dr.’ Heylsns Hiftory of the fabs
bath ; where heaffirmeth that the invention of keeping the firft
day by vertue of the fourth Command, was mot till the year,1 5 o5
by Duéor -Beund, whichis but feventy. ix years ago. Sotaething -
of what | have gathered up from the fecond beok of his . hiftory,
Fhal) hege infort, andi] find his Boak full of pregnant proof from
end-to end,, that none of the profeffed Chriftiar Churches in the
world, Baftnor Weft, did never own sfor keep the firft day of
the week as a fabbath nor did any of them judge the {abbath wag "
sran(mitted from the (eventh to'the firft day by any Divine Infti-
tutiom ;. fioxr Was it_ever by-any accounted more then the other
Roly days were, ‘of Eafler, Whitfontide, Ghrifinas, Saints days;
and the WakKes kept for the Dedjcation of Churches; nor weré
‘any of them fet apart but bythe Church; with an opinion of
their being holz,by any commandment of God, or €hrift, or
any Apoitle, bur of the Church-only ;. and proves thar they
werenever kept, nor intended robeke‘pusa fabbath, but fer a- -
part, partly for Worlhip,. and partly for Recreation, and that in
zcafe of great bufinefs (-as Seed time and Harveft it was lawfult
o laboir ) and chat neither work nor.recreation was counted 2 -
wranfgreflion; if pexfons did'notnegledt the publick worthip, bur
came t0 Church.  This- is-the fcope: aad bufinefle of i hig
Book. -~ S L T AP L S
 And turther he sffirms chat vhe fir broachets of this inven:

‘sion of the fitlt day being lrpt by verrue of -thé: fourth 'Come:

mandment, was not till the.year: 1 595 by Doftor Bound, whom'

" heprints for’ ablemifh-and fcandall vo the Chriftian profeffiony

for his affrming vhat the-fomrrh cumimund binds' usto keep:the®

 Rondsday; as heoally it s inboumdhic Jows 16 koep the mbiﬂ"ii :
N . - af :
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and for faying it is asturally ‘moral and perpetual, fee his 8
chapt. pag. 250. and yet fetteth the honour of a fabbath onthe
head ofﬁmday,"-as he often calls ir. Now | fhall name a few ~of
many ot the teftimonies mentioned in his book,as irhis third. pag.
he ingeniocfly and truly acknowledgeth, that if che fourth Com- -
mard were @m@abe naturally moral, it is immutable, no jot or
fyllable hall decay till Heaven and Earth pafs away. And fur-
ther, that law muft ftand till the frame of nature be diffolved, and

- ¢ tes: Luke t6. 17. to proveit; but hetakes it for granted, thac

t e fourth Command ds Ceremonial and abolifhed, as the onely
teafon wherefgre the feventh day is not to be kept now, .and -in
the (eventh page he affirms, that neither Chrift nor his Difciples
ordained any other fabbath then the feventh day, as if they in-
tended tofhift the day, and transfer the honour to fome other
time, -hesagh their Doftrine and Pradtice isdire&ly contrary toi
fo new a fancy; bor {aith he ivis true, thatin fome tra@ of time
the Church in honour of his Refarreftion fer that day apart, and
goingon with the fame difcourfe, he tells-us, it was only done on-
the authority . of the Church, and not by -any precept. of our
Lord and Saviour, or any one of his Apoftles, nor any precept.
extent at all in holy. feripture for it, and brings in.Athanafas ay- -
ing, it was taken up by a voluntary ufage in the.Church, -pag.8:
and not him-only,--but many fathers ‘by name, both in the 7 and
8 pages, and in-the ninth page he urgeth in thefe words the-whole
cloud of witnefles, all the: CatholickFathers, and in the.11 pag.
he twice exprefleth it, tharin rraét of time the Chorch did- folem-:

‘nize itas a Feflival day and no otherwife, giving fubftantisl rea-

fons from the fcriptures to prave that neither Chrift.nor. his -A-
poftlés had any hand in 5 and goesop in feveral pages so e
move (uch objcctions as might carry any fhow of wait in the 22
page,: and.s-or, 5 pages following he. argues the gréat miftake iof:
thar which is urged -for the firft day from e4¢%s 20. 7. and 1 Cor. .
16, 1..dentyingibat in the 2d of theyd&s, there. was more then

- common eating,and affirming that the time was not the firft day:
_inngither:place,. but fome fabbath day, and brings fevetal wic-.

- neffes;both:Fathers and Proreftant writers upon the place, ren=:

R

deing it (abback, as:Chryfoflom, Lyra, Erafmus,Cabvin, Pellican,
Gualter, allnoted men faith he; who both in their tranflations

- apd.ewpolitionysall it fabbath day; page 23. and: afterin the: 27"

page citgs furcher wisnellcs, Ficborinus, Strigchins, Hannins, sod:

L o _ Aretiug
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eAvetins, now in the 31 '92.pages hegived us this dcconnt, thag
“in the-firft ‘chaice of the Sunday:for :the honout of -the Refurre-
&ion, the Friday was chofe for onout of- Lis, Paffion, the Wedy
nelday for that on.it he-was bewrayed, the: Saturday or anticar
fabbath, being the mean while rerained in the Eaftern Churches,
and further tells us it was rhe clofe of shat firft age before the
Sinday.had the hondut to be called the Lords day, and clofes his
fecond chap, declaring rhat it is far lefs'danger tacsll the firft day
funday, then to xall it fabbath, iv bciﬁ%* contrary.to all antiquity
- and fcripturey ;and.in the.o4 pagehe tells. us;:that for 300 years
there was no Law to bind 1them 16 Keep it, nor any.reft from
Tabour or worldly bulifnefls required vpon i, and that it met
with foch oppofition, that it was more-then athoufand years
sfu;;‘n - Chrifls FAfcention, before it could attain the. Stase s ftany
eechan. .. .~ 1 . R N S ot S R
In.the next place, he faith, '.th:';' that - fer it up, may takeit
lower or quite away, or festle the honone it hath en another day;
and {airh it is the do&rire of Schoolmen and divers Proteftant
writers of great name and credit in the World, as that which no
mdn will.prefume to fay concernipg the- fabbath, who in_the s }
pag~;heQauth, it was near 900 years from our Saviours Birth, i
noc guite fo much before husbandry. was reftrained in the Eaft
on this.day jand it is obfervable how much adoe there was in
all ages from the firft making of the Law in Conflantines time
for a 1000 years togetherto force the people -to keep it, no not
fofar as to ferbear Plowing and ‘Marketsing, and -all manner of
bufine(s whatfoever,-although the Councells made Ganons,.and
‘ v_theﬁx!ng and Emperours made Laws againftit amongt a ihulti-
tude of Orders, . obferve one inthe year 1444 whax time the
Arch Bifhop . Stafford made-a- Decree, that Fairs and Markets
thould mo more bekept.in Churches. and-Church-yards, nor . on’
‘the Lards day, or other holy days, egpept :in-harveft ; this was, -
in Henry the V1. time, pag- 230, *And in the 180 and 181 pages,,

‘e brings the teftimony of more then I ¢anftand toname of mo~, |

dern Divines, afferting it. to-be a Church appointment, and no’
more voluntarily taken up; (and: tellsus of a confultation once
to change it unto Tharfday) gmong - which he aames Urfin, Bren-.
tius, Calvin, Dr. Predinx, Chemnitins, Zuinglins, Buger, Bil
linger, cighteen by name,. faith he, and all .the, Latkerans. in,
General; and by what appears in the laster pagt of she §;b..’cha%.;

. and ’ .
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and foveral plaees,che Eaflerm Churchies keep. the feventhidey all
aleng fromthe Primitive timestto chis time ; but lam weary of
citing teftimonics, for if i fhould gather up all | ohighr, 'my an-
fwer would weary my Reader, he that hath 2 mind to know
anore, lethim look into the book it felf, where he. (hall find pew

- ftimony full and clear for this matter.

e

ahii‘R‘erd&f

< Now:let every perfon of Ingenuity and Inregrity, weigh the
matter, for the Doétor havh not fpok);n thefe (hings’ at et‘lgovmt,
bat names the' Councels, the Antient Fathers, the Princes, and
the.years of thefe affertions and tranfa€ions from she Primitive
times , to the year 1636. (o Ifhall leave Dr. -Heylins Teftimony
to be-confidered, and return again to Dr. Owin. o
¢ :Come we now to- his4th. exercitation, in whichhe indesvours
to make uébelieuc the Jews had the feventh day fabbath injoy-
ned unto them- upon differing grounds the zrﬁ infticution of
ity and [now ficted'to the Church State,and [uited ro the Shadd
Law, .a0od made liable to be abolithed with irj and abufeth the.
Apoftle, Col. 2. 16. to fesve this intereft, page 247. for evidens it
.4, the:Apoftle names thofe Sabbaths that are ‘(hadows of the bos
dy of Chrift, ind the Dr: himf{elf hath difcharged th-fevenih day
fabbath from being. of that number in proving itche Law of oue
Creation, and naturally Moral, indifpenfable, and perpetual; and
univerfal, 124, 152 pages, and that this is the 7th. day that muft
be meanty fee the Drs. own Teftimony pag. 3. where hecomplaing

o gof mens perversing the State of all things made of God] and in<

- Hances in-thac facred day. of relt, which God made for the ad-
- vantage of the Sons of men, and fays Liv mighic be (o Rill, if men -
‘were not Aating out new: inventions) und in the 25 page hie faith

|  (itis both Gods reft and outs, ard.thac from his intitarion; he

calls it my Sabbath, and prefleth Gen. 2. and the Drcalogue to

. prove it, and yet more: pkin in page 147.he faith, -God ha<

-ving finifbied bis wotk in6 days, and refting om the 7th. giving
nianthereby, and therein, the Rule knd :Law of ‘his Obedience
%ot hitn to- aflign any ether-meafure: ot poztion: of, -
_time for-his reft-uni6 God-in his folemn worfhip, isto decline.
- the achphf:? of God for the fake of Kis ewn invertions) and ir
: p,’aﬁiré#‘! #ith (b Creation of ttie. World in 6 days, withtlic
- ¥efBof ‘Bod gn-the:7th. and:that declased,gives unto jall: men -an
cverlilting>haw) now & it sot firange that this (kme mian Giould °
. fpMow-his ovn invedtiens till he-quite faceth aboar, and fitly s(:!:

Loa N : . C ;
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" fabbathwis Jedaical, and s -ablojusely . abolithed -and taken ¢

way, page 250] but let us fee thé ground sud jreafon of the
“*Dodtots difagredment with himfelf, grd-alihough -his: inventions
be teo.many,and tog treublefome for me ta.trace, yet I fhall take
“notice of fome of them 3 the firft I (hal) nate js ‘this,_ thac be is
conceited that there is two (evanth days fabbaths enjoyned ini the
fourth Commandment, and the ane Mgral, ‘the other Ceremos
nial ; the one a feventh day fabbath, the other the fcventh day pre-

- cifely 3 the ont inflisuted in Paradife, the other.at Simsi 5 this

© > is (o notorious; as all-:men know that arc canliftent ‘with ther-
felves and truth, tharit-néeds mp argament to confute it ; for

-+ meither in'the fourth Command, nor in the whole book of Gud,
is there the leaft mentjan of any fuch thing as.a Rventh day fab-
- bath, befide the precife fevemb day, ,no fych shipg will the Dr.

* firdin my Bible, 1 am dextain, :whagever he can_doe in -his ‘own.
‘Another of his inventions is this, [ page 240, that the Law pro-

_ mulgated onSinei, refpe@ed only the Ifraclites or them pecu-

- liarly] but how contrary to truth thisis, kdoubr not buc ir-will
~appear evidently, if  liveto fee the Drs. proof forit 5 for as ye-
*-we have no mote for.it, bus bis ownbareword.  © 7

_"Another of his fnventions is, that the fabbath 4nd the cere~
* monial:Law is all one, page 235. ftands upon the fame bortom ag
Es own words are 5 but how untrue and unreafonablehis is, any
- man of judgement may clearly. fee'with half an eye, for if it be
" true that the Doctor fajsh, and I belicve, as weltashe, that the
* Sabbath was inftituted in. Paradife, and hath'its place by birch.
xight in'theDecalogue, and is naturally moral, ‘being ‘madeor -
.~ 'appointed when it could haveno eyetothe mcdini’ongt%hr’iﬂ,' as
+ he faith himfelf, 'pqc-a,qg, then is it impoffible it fhould lofe its
- natpre; and that for no fault of its own tobe degraded of its birth-
right, to br miade a vanithing fhadow: . . o
_ Again, his abfurdity- is as great in endeavouring to make us bes
lieve the Shaddowy Law isany part of the @ovenant of Works
: for how ean -that be, fecing it was ,,‘,%”m“' aLaw of Otdie -
" nances, fhaddowing the body of Chrift,and ‘,,rrefcnt’ hisdeath
and the’ benefits of it to the World, untill the time of Reforma- .
1109, Cel 2, 16, 17. Feb. 9. 9,1 0 and although it prefented him
- darkly, ay. & fhaddow will 3 man, not fo ively as an Image
wonld 5-yes iv did preferit him, Hg 10.1,t013, ¥ andfois
S d Tat0 12 o
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- toall which; I anfwer:" Firft, ‘thefe things are a

S € D '
of a Gofpel nature a: trucly as any promifes o branches of the
Gefpelarcor'canbe, - : AR :

Again, in the 229 and 23 1 pages, he brings forth another in-
vention, but a€lame rate, his bufinels isto perfwade us that the
people of Ifracl were under the Covenant of works, and shat it
is his istenuon to make us believe it ; obferve his drift in page

" 228. wherein you fhall have his own words, vizi [ from the na-

tureand tenor of the Covenant of works, fo rencwed among
that people, therg was bégotten in their minds fuch a :refpeét un-
to the rigour of its tommands, the manner of their obfervance or
of obzdience unto thiem; with the dread of its curfe- awfully de--
nounced amongft them, as brought a fervile and bondage frame
of fpirit upon them, inall, wherein they had tidoe with God,
- by vertue of the Law and Rule of that Covenant ;- this frame o
Spirit is that which ffarids in dire& oppofitioniunto the; freedont
and liberty purchafed for us by Jefus Ghrift] and if this be not
plainenough, nbte how he exprefleth the terms of the Cove- -
nant of Works in the. nexc page, which he concludes they
‘were undef.' Namely, [D9) thisand live, and the: man that doth -
thefe things, (hall live in" them; ws- allo, .curfed: is “every one
that tontinues not in all things weitted in the Law tb do-them;and
in the'231 page,the foundation,matier,mahser of Adminiltration,
promifes, and threatnings of-it, were thefameé with the Cove- -
nant of Works] and all this is exprelt to perfwade us againft
keeping the fabbath as a burthinfome yoke,: as agpearvnggzg;
ereed-by him,
with fuch. contradi@ions, that‘makes the flory -in-every: ratios

" nal mans account’ unpoffible to be trug, as that there was relief

againfticin the promife, and thisis often-mentioned, thavrthere
is relief againft its. rigour -and corle, but what promife 7that is,
or how it fhould relicve men'tinder-'a’ Covenant of Works, the
Doéor tells us not, fior | fuppéfe tever can, if he had never fo
greata mind to doeit; forylie "Cbi‘emhtéfiv’vrorkffwi"‘ allew
no other hor ‘beiter promife theh thar ngmed by himfelf; the man
that doth thefe things hadl live in them, -~ © .-
~ Secondly, -and then he hath-other exéeptions againft his own-
Doftrine : as that [the Church ‘of Jfrael was ‘hor wholly Of .

abfolutely under it] “what the' Daétor intends by thefé éxp;tﬂi-.- .
ons is not ‘cerfain, tor he hath the gifi-to yun ~al0ng"W§h ‘gl:qv: ‘

s - o ot‘
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Notions, and large difcourfes, thag want both explanation and.
roof, but we mult guefsat his meaning as we can , and to the
et of myunderftanding, he muft mean that they wers under -

part of the old Covenant, but not under the whole of it, or elfe

that they were partly under the Old Covenant, and partly under

‘the .new, Butlet him mean which he will,and what he will, uch ~

a party-coloured do@rinethe fcriptaré knowsnor, cither they

were under the Law or under Grace ; God hath not two ways

to jultifie and fave one and the fame perfon or people, Rom. 11..

6. if of grace, thennot of works, but if of warks, then not

of gracey thefe two Covenants will yoak - together in, this

~  marter, much worle then on Ox and an Afs, but if he thinks
that thefe fayings of his have any truth inthem, he fhall do

- well'to helpusin his next book, and 7 would intreat him not to
forget to anfwer this queftion, how and by what means the
“Church of Ifrael came by Relief again{t the Old Covenant, if
they were under it, in whole or in part, whether they had it by
-vertue of Redemption by Chrift, or withour it 3 if by the

- means of Redemption, how unlike z Chriftian Dr. doth he write,
Jet all men judge, thar they fhould be redeemed, and yet remain,
and that by Gods defign under a.Covenantof works for sll
that 2 If without Redemption they obrtained that Relief, then
what (hould hinder but that all other ages might obtain the fame
without Redemption, and then to what uie will he put the
blood of Chrif? , /

.. But.thirdly, if the matter and manner of Adminiftration, Pro-
‘mifes, and threatnings of the Scriprure of the Old Tefthmentbe -
the fame with the €ovenant of works,; then how.comes it to pafs -
that there is fo much gracious acceprance of finmers, and gir- -
don of fin expreft therein 2 or how .fhall the two Govenants
pe diftinguifhed, they be fo like one another ? it is to be feared,
that if fuch: Doétrine as this pafs -for.currens, this poor ge-
neration will be cheated of their Savionr es¢ long 3 for if by ver-
tue of the old Covenant fo much hapeinefs can be injoyed, there

= . willbe no great necefty of the sew Covenant, or of the Medi-

"2 ators blood through which i only was n3ad_¢ ¢ Butifthefe be the -

grounds.upon which the Ur. ere@eth his .new Sabbach, blefled
7 ishe that keepeth jraot 3 for howdamely foever he prefleth the
"~ Old Govenant apon therd, and wonld Ratter them with fome re.
“ifef againft fts rigour 5 yet he con%ﬁ.«h it begetteth- that frame -

——
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of [pirit that ftands iin dire@ Oppolition to the freedor and-[i-

bersy purchaled by Jefis Chrift, and fo by & true-interpretation -

would maké us beffeve, they were not fedeemed, for if they be,

what Thould hifdes thar they fhould notbe heirs of the fame Co: .
venant-dlgrace, to béget as good a frame of fpirit in them as -
the Door Rimfelf hath ? but I fear he thinks his penis as .-
much at liberry as fome men think their tongues, or elfe he. would :

never let it run fo at randeme as he dothy for there is of thyt race .

that ‘underftood the nature of the Covenant’ Ged .made with -

thiem, as well as the Do&ar doth, who were as free from a fpi- .

rit of bondage-as he isy and if he fhould offer to compare with -

~ them for eminency in grace, | fhould 1ake him for a proad man

butfirange it & that a Dr.of his Ledrnirg and parts fhould be igno.

“fant that it is reckoned bg that great Apoftie Panl,the great Privi:
Tedge of the Gentiles, to be fellow heirs, and of the fame body, and

parcakers of the fame promife in Chrift with them, Epb.3.6. Note -

.alfo,the context-in the chap. before.

* But fourthly, if the Do&ors book fhould fall ifto the hands of
the Jews, how can he chufe but think he inforceth them to feorn
ehe Chriftian Religion, can they ever believe that God hath 2

- greater kindnefs for the Gentiles then he had for the feed of

Abrabam, he muft make them very fools before they: w"iﬂgn.‘: :

teftain that ftory.. - I RS
- Again, with how high ahand doth-he: Rablifh them in their’

L

unbelief 5 for they (ay and believe that the CTuvenant their Fa- :

thers and themfelves are under, is a Covenant of works, and

- fhativafforded them promifes and mercy, and that they have -

* fuch ihings as t

. thfongh‘ his blbb&he.’n‘\ight make a New "Go've?lan’k:hu”mshgy;g

* acceptance and;ﬁarddn upon, and for cffcring (acrifice, and doi
¢ book™ of the Law requireth; now the Dr, -

~ for fubltance ‘faith, the  fame thing in terms* plain: enovgh

in thofe three pages laft named, and when they fhall ger fuch'a

Teftmony “for thetr bad and upbelicving principles, from a pro-
feffed @hrritian Dotorof fo great fame, Ofrhow will they glcfé
themlelves ; for it is wellaown (har the ground of their reje-
ttl‘mghe Lord'kfus,. is their M believing ‘that -grest’ thuh. of
the :

ofpel, namely, *that. the old Cowenant, fince it was broken -~
by ﬁn,.wilino: fave afy fioner, b“nhm'(%ﬁ m‘:;h: bc'i:?i :: 3
n e

fhewing mercy to finners, he gave his Son Toe Sactifice, thar -

-~ yon upon-mbre gracious 'terms or-betrér promifes, (25-she Scrip.
Sure phrafeth: ir) then theficft had, chis if yon could perfrads - -

//,v/
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shem "of ‘the troth of , and that Zu):he grace and kindnefs that’
they and their Fathers injoyed; came this way,as indeed the trsth
is, they would foon believe inAXefus Ghrift, for -they look not
for'a Meffish more holy, nor 4ne. thar Beall confirm his Do-
‘Gtrine by more of greater mirackes, or any more excellent qua-
lification then he-had, but theiralone quarrel againft him, is for |
pretending to die for the torgivenels of {ins, and to open 2 door.
of falvation ; a work lhe'Z corceive they nieeded him not for,
but only to fet them in a-Kingd¢m' ftate. in -this world: now if
the Dr. had ftwdied their h‘::g' ing in- unbelief (as God forbid -
Fhould think he did intentionaly ) yer if hie had, e could. never - -
have taken 2 ‘more milchicvons tourfe to effe@ his defign, then - -
to tell the Jews, the Church: ofijrqclﬂood, orwaspwt under a - -
Covenant of works- by God in the wildernely: of Simai, and -
that the matter and manner of adminiftration and promife; be
‘ whe (ime with the Covenant -of works. Thefe two conclufions -
" will roundly and rationally follow, that certainly,-if there had -
- been any fuch sew Covenant that had been better then the Co-
venant of Works; it would have been madé ar that time, or. bew
fore. that they might not have lof their fhiare in ir, and to per- -
fwade shem againfl this conclyfion; is to tell them non-fencefor -
~. Reofon; for who in his right.mid can. believe that 3 people’ of -
» *fuch glorious promifes, and partakers of fuch fignall love,thould -
* not ftand under a Govenant, as fichly advantagious for the Sal-
vation of the foul, as ever God intended for any. other people
inthe world. + . - ~ ' :
- Thefecond conchufionis this;and it runs as clear, thatif this
great Chriftian De&or fpeaks the truth in faying, thatthé mat- -
- ter and manner of adminiftration on%the Jews isthe fame with -
the'Covenant of works, -then carithe Chriftian Religion be but
ameer cheat ; for impoffibleit is vhat it-can-be apart of the
. -~ Govenant of Works, if it bewhyt all Chriftian Preachers- have -
-~ pretended it to be hitherto, for they have all pretended il now -
~ ' that the Mofaical Ordinances wer¢ fhadows of the Body of Chrift,

" .amdifthey had indeed been-appdinted to fuch a Service, then
e wﬂld they have been of the murure of their Gofpel difpenfation, -
o . and fowauld:have preached Righteoulnefs by grace, through the
. - .- Mediarours blood, to whom, and to whofe death, they pointed,

-and {e could-not have been .thefxnye with the Covenant of works;.
. .. Jorif theybe fo,then they would have been our duty by Crea-
© - #fem; elthoughe we had not finned not fallen'in oAfdam. Thes
PN - B { . -
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hath ¢his Dofkor conmdi&ed[_aﬂ) his Brethren, the Apoftlei®al.
- And thus may the poor Jews go on triumphing sgainft the
_Chriftiza_Faith and Religion, to the further hardping of them-
{elves and poferities again(t their Saviour, and their own fouls ;
bat1 cannot ftand to anfwer all, nor many of the abfurdities 1
_find ig this book, nor yet can llet fome few more of them-pafs.
- without fome little. examination, page 232. he faith [1 Sabbath
or an'holy. relt belongs unto, eviry Covenantrbetween God and
_man] to,whichlfa{ Grlt, how ame the.Dr. to know this, un-
le® fome text in holy writ had told him fo; but fuppofe I let.che
. Do&or, have his faying about his new }'qund Govenant ; for
V-fuppofeit is as new to other mes, as it is to mé ;. namely, that
. Govenant of Works thatis not abfolutely fo, nor. fo in ‘whole,
. but ludaical and Ceremonial, beginning and . ending with. the
.. Church State of .the Tews. P .
.+1fay. this Covenant, and that which was a Covenant of works
_ abfolutely, and foin whole, both thefe @ovenants although he
.- will have them tq. have two Sabbaths belonging to them, <he
- one tocontinue; the other,abolillied at the.Death-of Chrift, yet
~ he cannot deny but the very felf fame feventh day. was.the' day’ of
Sabbbath to them both; now if. that day ferved two Covenants
~ wirns, wherefore may it not_ferve ithe shird Covenants turn alfo?
1 (hould (ay if there were fo many;, forindeed | never underftood
*_ more Covenants then that of warks, and shat of grese.. T owhich
gl other Covenants mentioned in Scripture.da referr, or are.bran-
. ches ar fruits of it. That which he pretends was-made with /- -
- gatl, éan be no pther but one of his§nventions, but here.itis pof-
fible the:Dr. may {tamble andmifs his way, that becaufe God
. broughe. Jfrael by a_folemn agreement or Coyenantto fubmit to ™
. Nis. will, and calls clfewhere, the 1gn Commands, the firft Cove-
_ nant,and the old Covenant; he therefore concludes.that God made.
- -2 Govenant of works with them, impofing shofe hard tezms he -
fpeaks of upon  them; the man that doth thefe things fhall live  ~
~_in them, and curied is he that contigpes pot. in all things .written.
"in the Law to doethem elie. l.c‘%mot. {ee how he.comes tqrun,
intoall thole extravagancies with which his.book. abonnds; but -
although that grear myfiery may kequire a vollume by it flIf -
_ {which | am nqr without thoughts; of) yet thus much. I (hall fay
- here, -that no fuch Gayenant. was intended by the Lord to yoke
+ . that his dear people appears plz‘in';";"qugh, Rom. 30..5s in thefe.
S e T e o w o words: -
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words Mofes deferibeth the ﬁﬁbgegufbcfs; which is ofthe. Law,
that the man that doth thofe things fhall live inthem,” =
. From which place it is evident, that God expeé¥ed no fuch le-’

- gall obedience trom them, for Mofes is bat here faid to defcribe’
the Laws righteoninefs, aad to let the Jews know, or any thas’
were polluted with their principles, that if they would bave

* Righteoufnefs by the Law, they muft have it upon thofe impofli-’
ble terms, asalfo te let them know upon what terms the world-
ftood.;-in the day . of irinocency, the chicf defign being to pur .
men upon-fecking righteoufnels by Chrift, as appears by the’
words before ; and that Evangelical obedience .only was the’

~ummoft God expe@ed at_their hands, fee the words followirg :
but the righteoufnefs of Faith fpeakcth on this wife, the wo:d s’
~nigh thee inthy mouth, and in’thy heart. I'nced not repeat all
the words, but every man that hath any reafonable: underftand-"
ing, may {ec that God required rio othér obedience from them,but

-the ob:diénce of faith ;. to the which they were gracionfly in.'
abled by the mediation-of Chrift, that fliall bat compare, Rons.'

. 10. Deut, 30. now -for the Scripture calling this Law the old *

- Covenant, it is unreafonable to fuppofeit fo, from its being" de-
clared at- Sinas; butfrom’ its being givento Adam in innocency;
for this fee the Synods large Catechifme, where it is proved wich’

reatauthoritye < - - co T i
~ One thingMore from this part of the Book 1 fliall note, and
that is, the Do&ors great miftake of Paxls fenle of Gal. 4. 24. -
- . hisfenfeis thac Wk Gods Law by his defign, or the- Laws tend- -
ancy, genders tos bondage ; whereas. it is evident from the fcope’
. of the place, thatit is the trufting to thie 'works of the Law for
righteoufnefls that genders to bondage; through mens errour and
corruption, perverting the mifid and councel of God in trufting’
. tothe Law, for thathelpiiwhich it could not relieve them with-
« all; and (o1 fhall come’to confider how well the Dr. performethi
,his promilcs in the beginning of his Book, pag. 24. he faith [tha,
the day of Sabbath is now inftituted under the New Teftamenty - -

‘ an inftitution all men know is an appointment frooi God, ot fome . - -

‘. . oneorother by his authority, ‘This if the Dr. perform, I will

.~ promile conformisy if the Lord ill, forhe is fo fairastopro-

-~ mifetoproceed.dn his proof by exprefs teftimonies of Scripture,

o A"\'}ggjwithout the lighe thereof, he faith, we hadbecter fecfRill ¢+ al o

- dopagy <. he would nottave smen shink thelr opifitorts ‘fieal - - -
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-and ¢fablifhed upon the feeming countepance of twa o thre§
~ duoubtful Texts, and thereforein the 18 page prefleth the ex.:
-ercifeand beft improvement of the -ufe of our Reafons, to judge
of the clearnefls of the proof by fcripture teftimonys: - :Now here
- iy as much ingenuity in thefe acknowledgments and promifes,as-
. can. be defired, and if the performance be but-accerding, there
- isnoreafon but to fubferibe. - : S
" My intention is therefore in thre reading of thefe two laftexer-
- citations, to (ay little to fome difcourfes that I meet- with, but
carefully to mind what is browghrof clear andexprefs teRimony
from Scripture for his firlt day fabbath, knowing hew litcke the
Drs, own words have figaified in his four firft exercitations, al.
- though there be ten times more of them, then there-be of Gods
‘words there, yet wouldI not wrang him for 2 world, for | tree-:
ly confe(s to his praife, that when his concern.lzy roconvince the:
.- men-that are for -no Sabbath, he proves the feventh day fabbath
- fubftantially from the Scriprures that will bearit fo, that | need -
not fay any thing more then he hath :faid for.me, having no o-
. ther bug our-Sctipture weapons to -defend  himfelf againft- themy
- but when he'takes up arms againt us; then we have words enovigh
- df his own,if that would fexve the turn; but-if in-the seading of*
~thele 255 pages; I had found: but one line ‘of Gods words that:
~ had proved the-firlt .day the fabbath, either a changed fabbatls
from the feventh day, or a new. inftituted fabbath (for there-is
. .greacdifference berween thefe two) it wonld have fatisfied e,
-but to find Tuch 2 multitude of Notions without proof; when’
. praof. was-{o needful, -and when' every notion wheréwith- }e
would perfwade. hisReader to believe the firlt:day is of divin‘g

)

. inflitution,needed proof as much as thar for which it was brought,;
. I'then thopght it -high time to take 2 more exall view of Mg

- book,-and to epen the treafurcs of it unto the world. And now

- to his fifth exercitation,the which I' find- for the moft part'of ir

. filled with new inventions, 1-fhall ‘begin ‘with the -362, 363

. 464.pages, as the top of the leaf directs me, ‘where ‘I fidefimi

. L ;‘gllmg itwith as much confidence asif it were fo inficed fthat |

L his Lords day hath-an inflitution in the New Teflangenr;spd thae --
- anthisday of his RefurreCtion he began and finithed’the et

“»Creation of Heaven and Earth, and that then all the Starrsfang =
-, . qgether,and all the Sons of .God fhoured for joy] thefe thras . — -

- s
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firahge ftories will never be proved, if he (hauld write as many
" *Baoks to doe it, as a Porter can carry.. But the fourth is werfe
-then his fellows, for he affirmeth : Gif that-be but a fufficient
‘proof) that with the inftitation of his new Sabbath; came. in 2
:new Jaw, and the new covenant of grace, the very naming of thefe
- things is enough to reprove them ; what« become of the na- -
tural Moral Law now ? thatis perpetual indifpenfible,’ and’ uni-
werfal, but this is the fruit of writing great books abont matters
wnwiritten 3 [ meaninholy Seripture, they ufe to forgér at one
£nd of the book, what they wrote at the -oth¢r, but he might have
done well to have told us what Law-this is, and where it may:
be found, for Iremember no text in the Scripture looking that
way, except he fhould putitupon that text, Heb.7. 12. which
fpeaks of the difference between e M elchifedrck’s Prielthood and
Levie's, which would beimpertinenr tothis bufinefs, bur.thent
he faith,came in the €ovenant of Grace, and Law: of Faith; for«
geuting what is written in £eb. 1. chap.-and Rots. 4. chap. and
Gal. 3. chap. with much miore if needs wese, but a woful thing
it is 10 hear fuch Do@rine from a Dutor of Divinity, for no- =~
thing is more certain thenhis, thag thereis.no falvation by the
Covenant of ‘works, except we can be faved without juflification,, -
fee Rom. 3.-20, bus- 1. forbearnaming” Texts, hecaufe. itis rhe.te-:
nour of the Gofpel: ; and. therefore if the new Covepant of
Grace «entred not till the Refurre@ion of Chrift, Adam and: -
his whole poferity that dyed before his RefurreQion are eternal-,
ly perithed withowt any remedy. - .- . . ..
- .. Thefe Shipwracking  Do€trines this man hath run into, to. -
- father that humane. invention of his firlt days Sabbath upon Je-,
fus.Chrift. For, right or, wrong, upon, him he Fathers it, asa,
proper Gofpel new Covenant Sabbath,. which- he faith, [the
+ Church could notpafs one week withou1] pag, 365. but | have,
two confiderations to lay before him beforewe can agree, The firft,
s, bow he can_prove it is poffible that the Inttitution of this
%Sab_bnth mult be betore the. week. was paffed, unlefs ‘it
ba n-Inftitured upon the firft firlk day of the week that Chrift
was rifen, but on tharfirft day it is cerrain it was not kept as a
Sabbath, nér ssaholy day.; for although the Doflor hath the,
confidence to" draw fo large a confulion from the 2e. chap. of
- Jobn. Yer manifeft it is that the day there mentioned, was the
game day, Luke in his 24. chap. gives‘argcco,qng of the two. dif-,

plesy,
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ciples travelling to Emaos, and Chrift with them; and came back
that evening, which going and coming was fifteen miles, and
came to an affembly "of his Difciples met in the night following
that firft day, which the Door pretends was inflitared a Geofpel
Sabbath, one of his vaininventions ; for itis evident that the
two difciples did not believe he wasrifen rill the firft day fup-
pertime ; nor the aflembly of his Difciples till the night follow-
ing that firft day ; nor is there one word recorded out of Chrilts
mouth about keeping it then, nor at any other time; nor could
the nex: firft day be theinftituted fabbath, for although the Dr.
_ takes the libérty to fay our Savidur left Themas under hisdoubts
till the nexc firlt day, thatin the prefence of his Dilciples he
might convince him; Yet with his leave the Text faith, after
eight days, Fobn 20. 26. and this firft appearance was upon the
fecond day of the week, ‘therefore he is an ill reckoner of the
times if he bring it back tothe fecond firflt day after his Refur-
" fetion : but this is a (mall fault withshim, fo thac the time he
faith, it was inftituted, is manifeitly 2 miftake. :

"Bur the fécond confideration I fhalllay before him is- this, to
defire him to help us inthis great martter. Firft,-how we (hall
cometo underftand three feveral Sabbaths, of a quite differing
nature, commanded in the fourth- Commandment; one afeventh
day (abbath, narurally, moral, perpetual,. indifpen(ibie, univer-
fal, the Law of our creation commanded in the day of innocen-
cy, when itecould haveno eye to the mediation of Jefus Chrift.
~ Another the feventh day precifely, commenfurate to the Church-
* State of the Jews, and tobegin and end with it. A third com-’
menfurate to the Covenant of grace, ‘and of 2. quite differing 'ma-
ture from both the other, which was not to take place in the
“world, norto be obferved till the Refurre&ion of €hrift. Thefe
arc of great concernment to be cleared, whichi this book hath
not done; although it hath aflerted them ; for they are a piece
of a very new and deep Divinity, or elfe-a very deep pit to
fnare poor. ignorant fouls, but befides, how this Gol'pel-Sab-‘
bath.he talks of, if there were fuch an one,(hould come to eatwp |
that paradice inftitution of the feventh day labbath fanQified,|
then when all things were very good,and could not poffibly bef
appointed with refpe& to the Gofpel difpenfation, or any end!
the Dr. affigns itto, is meet to be further examined and cleared §
for .doubtlels it isa miracle altogetheras grear, as-itis for R \
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Prieft to make anew Chrift of a piece of bread; but let us-now
- come to confider of that Text where he layeth the ftrefs of his
- inftitution of the firlt day fabbath, Heb, 4. 10. for he that i
entred into his reft, hath ceafed from hisown wotks, as God
did from his. Before Icome to examine the Text, 1 muft put
~ himin mind of his own good rules, 16, 17,18. pag, to whicth
good Laws if he had bound himfelf, as well as his Antagonift,
he would not have alleadged this Text to prove the firft days in-
ftitation, For firft, this Text is too doubtful for 1 conclufion of
fo grear importance. Secondly, there is in it no exprefsnefs of
Teltimony, and fo by his own Law he had better have fate ftill.
‘Thirdly, no mans reafon but the Drs. own, can underftand this
Texr as the Dr. doth, for himfelf contefleth in the fame place,
page 377 that generally Expofitars be of another mind.And now
1o the Text it felf ; for him to take upon him to expound .the
word he in the text to be meant of €hrift, when the verfe before
exprefly nameih the people of God, and the verfe following doth
the like, but no mention there of Chrift. Secondly, nothing
can bemore evident then this, that the Chapter treateth of thac
Glorious reft prepared for the people of God, in anosher world,
which the Unbeliever will fall hort of. Bur not a fingle word
~ about the firft day of the week ;it is not fo much as named
there, nor is there any mention of any Inftitution of a Gofpel
Sabbath, more nor lefs ; nor is there any ground for him to
fuppofe that any fuch Gofpel Sabbath is needful, for the ‘world
had ftood by vertue of .the Covenant of Graee, almoft 4vo0.

years before the Refurre&tion ot Chrift,and had as true athare

in his Bloed and Gofpel promifes, as thefe have that came after
him,: and that live in the world at this day, and no fuch mew
Covenant Sabbath was neceflary then, nor canl fee any reafon
wherefore it fhould be thought fo now by any, but only men of
new inventions, and that their flate was a Gofpel difpenfation
before Chrifts coming, as well as (ince. Take one Text inftead
of many,in this foarth of the Heb. 2 ver. For unto us was the Gof-
~ pel preached, as well as unto them ; words plain enough to prove
“that a Gofpel difpenfation as well as. this, but becaule it is to
the beft of my knowledge, no learned mans judgment to differ
. from me in this martter but Mr. Owen, : I fhall fay no more to
"~ it, but give him one reafon more, wherefore his new Sabbath is
- meedlefs, or rather diflonourable 0 God, forit cannor be deny=
-~ . - o N z N . ‘ :
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ed, but when Godgavethe Liw of the Sabbath, it was holy,
jutt, and good, nor can there be any colour;frcafon, forits de-- -
_generating of it felf y ‘but it muft be as good aLaw now, as when
it was firit made, unlefs the fin of man have made an alteration,
Now can it faic with Scripture, or any wife and good mens rea-
fon to believe, that becaufe wicked men make void Gods Law,
that therefore God joyneth with them, and maketh void his own.
Law: but if any fhould obje@t, that the works of Redemprion
hath made a nullity of it ; 1 anfwer, that is as ablurd as the o-
ther. For what fenfe or pfibility is here in this, thar Chrift
fhould come to redeem us from the curfe of the Law, as the
- Scripture faith he did, Gal. 3. 13. and from the obedience ofir,
alfo thefe two ends are ab(olutely irreconcilcable, but if the DA
fhould come iR, as 2 man alone, and (ay, that the Law that iu-
joined the keeping of the Sabbath from' the beginning, injoines
the keeping of the firlt day fabbach{as in fome places of his book
feems plainly to be his fenfe), yet this cannot help him, but ra-
ther fhews him to be a man that needs ne man to contradi€t him,
but he can doe it faft enough himfelf ; for manifeft ic is, that
it cannot agree with what he here faith, and in the fcope of this
_ fifth exercitation is often aflerted, Namely, that his firlt day
fabbath comes in with the Covenant of grace at the Refurreétion
of Chrilt; and was appointed for the honour of beginning and
compleating the new-Heavens and new Earth by Chrilt, with
many like exprefions, quite contrary to what himfelf afferced in
the former part of his book, concerning the morality of the Sab.
bath, as you have read alictle before; which, withoutall con-
troverfie was, as hath been faid often, of the fame birth and' dig-
nity with the reft of the D.calogue, and fo cannot be of the
nature of the gofpel, but it muft have been the duty of the
world,lif we had kept -our innocency, and therefore co think
that this Law of the Sabbath, and his gofpel Sabbath (if fuch an
one there were) both ftand by orie and the fame command in the
Decalogue, is below a rational man to believe. Now for his
other Text, e4¢ts 20,1 Cor. 16. they have been diflcharged of
the fervice the Dr. would put them to, by my felf; and many
other, long fince in my Quzries to the Minifters of London,
and in the appeal to theParhamenr;to whichl fhall add thus muich,
that all that he can urge from thele Texts, isno ground of a fab-
bach, for if they were, the Thurfday will bear away thechllf
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from the Sunday 3 for on that day at night was the inftitution of
the Lords Supper, aud on thatday he afcended to hisreft in glo-
ry (this is beyond a difpute) but did not reft on the day he rofe,
as hath been proved ; norcanthe Dr. prove the firft day is na-
med, in thofe Texts,the word being one of the Sabbaths; let him
ask his Greek Teftament if |lye, and for Rev. 1. 10. 1 oncly
fay, if the Scripture bad in any place called the firflt day of the
week, the Lords day, then that Text muft have had fome confi-,
deration. But for him to interpret that Text to be meant of the
6irft day of the weck, is to geg the queftion ; in this part of
his book | find bim infinuating this leaven into his Readers ear
in many paflages, that the Apoftles and Apoftolical Churches
“owned and kept che firft day of the week as a Sabbath, inftead of
the feventh day ; to which | anfwer, that for thofe read in anti-
quity, he cannot deceive them, but the moft that may fee his
book, | fear may be too apt to pin their ears to his lips, for whofe
fakes | would have him remember what is written;Deut. 27. 18,
Curfedbe be that maketh the blind to wander eut of the way, and
‘there will come a day when all the people fhall fay Amen. For
the truth of this manifeftly appearsin the fecond Book of Dr.
Heylins Hiltory, to which I fhall add the teftimony of that learn-
ed Scribe, Dr. Prideanx, in his bok of the Sabbath; who affir- .
meth, that the firft day of the week in thofe pureft times, was ne-
ver kept asa Sabbath, bur the feventh day was kept by them
without noife or fcruple; and that all antiquity is fo manifelt for
this, that places need not to be named, with more to the fame
purpefe. Alfo in the fame book he diffwadeth from prefling any
Texts of holy Scripture to prove the firlt day kept by divine au-
thority, faying plainly, that if we meer with an Anragonift
that will not be eafily bifll-d, there is nothing in the Scriptore
_ that will bearit; but indeed.it is vain for us toexpé& thar Dr.

Owen fhould deal faithfully with antiqaity, when he dealeth fo
unfaithfully with the Law of God, asin page 399. he affirmeth,
that [the feventh day fabbathis not direé y nor abfalutely re-
quired in the Decalogue ] and inftead of offcring any proof from
Scripture, to fhew that he might be allowed by the (caie of fome
other Text todeal (o with the fourth Commandment, he gocs
on with one quibble upon another, till he would -needs pur this
abfurdity upon his Antagonift, that in cafe they will not al-
low more fabbaths in the command then the feventh day, that
then we' muft read i, the fevench day is the feventh day ; jult as
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if we muft be as abfurd as himlelf; for what need we read the
feventh day the feventh day, fo long as God hath warranted and -
commanded us to  read the feventh day the fabbath of
Jehovab thy God 3 but now let us look into the root of this
. cunning fetch, whether he hatha real advantage given unto him,
*or makes bold to take one without leave , thus to quibble with
~ God and Man, and you fhall prefently fee how he fuck’s it out
of hisown fingers by his [is, and his [2] is often repeated a
" feventh day and a feventh day, is another of his own inventions,
for there is no fuch a feventh day in Gods word, and therefore
fo oft as he hath ufed it he hath prophaned Gods word, and fo
his holy name and will, ill anfwer it one day unlefs he repent,
Solikewife for his 4s, it is the fame, a meer humane invention,
there is no fuch is in the Commandment, as the feventh day is the
fabbath, let him leave that out, and read the commandment as e
- ought to be read,the feventh day, the Sabbath of the Lord thy -
" God, giving the fame day both the names, feventh and fabbath,
as God himfclf doth, and then let him fee how many fabbaths
tiecan find in the fourth Commandment, more then the precife
feventh day fabbath : if he were an: ignorant man he were the
lefs to be blamed for his miftakes ; but he may know, A4 and j¢
- which he hath built his Judaical and new Govenant | fabbaths
- upon,are not in the fourth Commandment, and this is the com-
“wendation of learned eAinfworth, although he were for the
it day fabbath, as many other good men were, yer this is his
hunour, that he to favour his private opinion never falfified the
- facred text, but tranflates it faithfully, and where he puts in
~ fuppliménts, he fo pucs themin, that all men may fee- what isin
the Hebrew Texr, and what nor. | fhall write what he tranflates,
‘a8 Gods own words; Remember thouthe Sabbath day to. fan-
.. @fieir, fix days fhal thou labour, and fhalt do all thy work,
~ burthe feventl days fabbath to Fehovab thy God, thou fhajtnor
"doe any work. So that let the Do€tor read no more then the
facted Text hath in ir, and he will never find more then vre fe-
vinth days fabbath, but ia his 407 page, he would fright us from
. Sibbath keeping, by threatning an lmpoffibility of -Communi-
. on with them that keep the firft day, bur he may be miftaken,
for it may be fome of thofe men that keep the firlt day, may not
. befo (hie of Communion with us as the Dr.is ; but if they alt
_ ‘fhould be of his mind, if they be men of no more skill in preach. .
R . A ~ ing
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ing the Golpel, thenhe hath in handling the  Law, the lofs will
not be great ; but in-the nexr page he feemeth to dilcourage
fabbath keeping, from- what the fabbath keepers hold' touching
the penalty for breach of it 5 but all 1 fhall fay tq this mauer, is,
that hie that would know our fenfe herein truly, may. fee beftin -
our own words;my anfwer to Mr, Graxtham, will not only fpeak’
for my felf, bur alfo for the generality of Sabbath kgepers inihe -
land,to the belt of my knowledge, which if the .Dr. had read be-
fore he had printed his. book, .he would bardly-have found any
argument thence to difcourage Sabbath-keeping, buc it were well
if the Dr. had “told us- wherefore he calls that penall Law the
curfe of the Law. - I would hope he fhould have more judgement
then to think that bodily punifhment in this world is all the curfe
that the tranfgreffours of Gods- moral Law are like to meet
with, of that Chrift came into the world to deftroy civil Go-
.2vnment, and to: fet free from punifhment evil doers,or to trans- .
form Gods Law into the Dr. knows not what.. For,if he have
any good meaning, ‘it is hard to underftind it, for in the whole
difcourfe following, he talks ar fuch a firange rate, as if fab<
bath keeping neceffarily brought men under a yoak of bondage, .
_ufing ‘many hard fpeeches, either againft . vs, or againft" Gods
Law ; .but plainly-upon fabbath keeping his- charge is , which
_inreafon muft refle upon the fervice and work done, and on .
men only as the doers of it. For he faith, itis a yeak of bon-.
dage to the perfons and fpirits of men, and pretends” it unbear--
able and againft the mind of @hrift,409. page. But by the way
there fhould have been fome clear proof of thefe high charges § *

. bu this is like to tarty till the Dr.. writes another book'toprove - .
thofe many aflertions in this that pafs withour. proef hitherto. . -

And now I fhall to thefe charges fay, Firft, - this cannot be chare
%ed on us, -our well known principles and do&rine be as.purely -

vangelicall as the Dotors, for .his Jife, 1ooking for rightequf- -

nefs by the works-of the Law, no -more then he do:h, .nor can’ .
fee no manner of reafon, wherefore we fhould be in any more -
danger-of that fnare in‘keeping the Sabbath, then heis in keep-

ing the ficft day ; but the charge muft lye againft the Sabbath it.

felf. : Therefore wemuft fearch out the reafon: and in the next’
page theDr. he gives us fuch.as he hath, he would make us believe

-1t ivat eperl. tontradi@ion with the fpirit, rule, and word of the . -

‘Gofpel, and contrary to the liberry wherewith Chrift bath made: -
o g ‘ s
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us free. Toall this I fay, That if this be the nature of the (1!
“bath to work us fuch ruine, how cruclly did God deal with his
‘people Ifrael, to command them a fervice, which fer them ac
.0dds, both with fpirit, gofpel, Chrift-and all; for we have our
Diberty in him by vertue of his death. But certain it is, Nehem.
9. 13, 14. was not of the Do&ors mind; for had he took it to
be (o deitructive to mans happinefs, he would never have num-
bered it amony Gods grear mercies to come down upon mount
Sinai, to make known tothem his holy Sabbath, And the Dr, -
confefleth it was the precife feventhday fabbath that- God fit-
- ted o that Church State, and he fitted them with a. witnefs,
. if the Drs, Docttine be true, to fet them at open contradi®ion
‘with all their great and erernal happinefs, - :
. But fecondly, it is fomething {trange methinks, that Sabbath
-keeping thould be fo dangerous, feeing it is of the fame birth,aad
hath the fame priviledges with its fellows in thie Decalogues -
‘Cerrainly,if the ten be of one birth and breed, and one of them
‘of fo ill 4 natare, the Dr. hadneed to confider whether he hath
‘not opened a gap to Rantifm wider then he will flop in hafte.
" But thirdly, if fabbath keeping have no conliftence with Chrift,
his fpirit, and Gofpel 5 He that bzlieveth this can never believe
tharany happinefs by Chrift was intended for them thar were
injoyned to keep it; a Doétrineas black as hell’; let him turn
it which way he will, for if he fay they are perifhed, the black-
nefs of that may be feen without Spe@acles 5 if he fay they mighe
be faved withous him, that is as bad, if not worfe, as will ap-
pear (if he'(hould fay 1y if he thould fay they might be faved by
Chrift, bur we eannat. How plainly deth. this condemn the
defign of his whole book, for hath it not been his ‘main work
hitherto to perfwade us the Jews were under a Covenant of
works, and had a fabbath (uted to that difpenfation, And the new
Covenant came in at the Relverection of . Chrift, with 2. Gofpel
Sabbath futed to this difpenfation. Butif he confefs they might
be faved by Chrift, then it will roundly follow that he had as
true a fhare in- Chrilts- blood as we, and fo were- as truly un-
der the Covenan of grace, for otherways they could not be fa-
ved by him, and if fo, it cannot be denyed buttheir flate was
a Gofpel Difpenfation 3 and if fo, then the precife feventh day
fabbath futed the Gefpel difpenfation very well :and then.what
isthe Drs.-beok good for? -~ . .,
v . L - - Now.
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£ Wow 1et b5 fee Hiow He winds up ()ln's. difeobirfe in'thé 411 pag)
there e Afféiterh theé feverth' day fibbath, (for of that he treats -
éth) i¥ 4 irledr pickpt Of thie old Law as fuch { and .what the Law
{peaks, it Iptakd td them hat avurnder tve Law.. To which | fay,

I fréely confefd ic is & precept of the otd Law, what will he have
out of this, if ke (pé:iR thisto petfwade od thae becaufe it is fo,it is
_truth; and mufd_be wadkedin, a2 Fobn 6., It were like a Mini-
Ret of the Galpél 5 but-hisfeope fhewéth he hath a quite con-
‘Erary enth) vik. 10 difparage GodiLaw,-hecaofe it is ansient. Nei~
theér'is’ tliere any doubt but thé Law fpeaks to thofe that are
undérir; bur wherefore doth he-urge it (o perverfly 2 It is evi-
dent che-Apoftle, Rgin. 3. tg. urgeth itito prove, thatitis all the’
Worlds duty to owa its duthiority and: power, to command obe-

- dience at their Rinds, and to'humblethem,and ftop their mouths
Teford Gud; becauilé they have no betrer obeyed it ; byt this Drq
hath a qoite contiary delign, he aims to get: from under itsdo-
miniof, and becaufe it is (evere overilie foul and confcience of
thiefe that are under it, theréfore he talks' of exrricating himfelf
ahdthofe hé can-pérfwade to follow him from under its power and
authority: ‘A braive bak for the flefhi Iconfefs, if ix were bur es
fafe a way to-the Crown, thete were no courfe lixeir, but leaft
any fhouid think-I w‘tf:hg‘r him, take him in_his own words;: [in
‘ ifech a (évere dominion over the fouls

‘ahd conféiences of them thatare under it, and we have no way
to-ex-ricate our felves from under that daninion, but by our.be-
il‘?dédd unta its power and authority as {iich, through the death
of Chri'] Now let us examing the drift ot this difconcfe,and
firft to'the Ar it words of it : ‘Tn uH its- precepts it exercifeth afe~
vere dotfiinion; herc we are to note hie quarrell in the firft place
is with'th€ fabharh, butiv feems not wien thar only, but with
atl the preceprs of the Decatogue, and wherefore conld he nor
fave told us (o ac fitlt, buttu l:ad usalong with firarge flories,
ficft,-of a Moral Sabbath, then of 2 Judaical Sabbath, then laft-
l§-of 2 Gifpel' Sabbath, nevér:heard,.on’ i the: world before §
~ with this riddle,thav che_fourin -comirand is- thé root of them all,
although the lait be of 2 Golpei naikire, pértaining 10 the Co-
venant of grate; ‘anid when all comesro alk, the buiinels i¢ this,
that alf the precepts of the morallLaw arc too firerghit 8 yoak for
th Dre. neéck 3 andlet ps conlider hus reafon for it,and chaiisex~
_ preft in‘thete words. Overshe (oulémfdcm@cmc;gpg thofethae
ot T N -5 A SR | | -
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are under frj Murk-this geafon well ;" men that fometimes feer
the coyrfeofierror With'a high hand, -yet the rrush will drop out
- of theif mouths fomecimies againft their wills, for by the role of
his own reafory, here fome - are -under ir, and that it hath o jufk
an authoriry over them, that it binds their fouls and confciences
unto obedience, for nothing can bigd the, confcience but juk au-
thority ; now if juft power bindthe. confciences of fome, | can-
niot fee how :any'can be juftly difcharged.of the fame obedience.

- Bat then the Dr.tells.ns,..we :Hate no.: way: to deliver our felves -
from under thacdominion; but by: being dead ungo its poiver by.
Chriftsdeath.  Well le:thisbe confidered alfo,and by the way,.
it would be known whether there be any difference hetween extri-.
cating theLaw it felf,or ouc felves,from under its apthority, but le¢
os confider farther how we tho of can become dead ro.the Jaws au-,
thority by the death of Chrift,for.as he hath exprefl himfelf,l am ai

- ftranger to the-matter,3nd o she be(t of my knowledgeshe Scrip-:
“tureis fo alfo;. | very well remember the Apoftle, Rom. 7.4. tells
us; we are become dead- 16 the Law by the body of Chrift,which, .

- if he expoundy it is meant of his death, I will allow Jt_him, - bot.
he muft remember thatshis:deach 9; the Law is in. order sq fruit..
bearing unte -God,) -and net to its joft pCo.we.r,‘,and -apthority dn;
commanding-obediencé at dur 'hands 5 Chrift never dyed for a-

- ny fuch unworthy vnd, .therefore et him not flander Ghrift-

whatever -he cafts upon the Sabbath-keepers 5 but this I fhall fay.

for my brethren aswell-asfor my. felf, weareall of us of the

. Apofties mind, quite deadao the Law, not having the leaft hope.

- érexpe@ation to bring forth- any acoeptable - fruit wara God by

verrue of ir, we fook not at allto réceive grace or ftrength from ,
the Law, to (an&ific us, no more then to juftifie us. Bur what,
then ? becaufe it will not ferve our turns inftead of a Saviour.; -
Muft it be turned out of all office,and be degraded of its domini-,

‘on, power, and authority ? Se that it fhallnot bind our confei-;
ences to obey it ? We have better learned Cbrift then fo, to.
make h#n the minifier of fin.. Thisdo&rine of being dead vo the
authority of the Law, would:pleafe the eAntinomians (the Fa-
thers) very well, and-the Ranters (their children) aswell, bat - .
the Sabbath- keepers-like it nat = Bat then the Drs. heart mifgi- .
ving him, 251 am apt to think; in this.rath undertakingyto difcharge,
believers of their obedience to Gods Law, upon the account: of;
Qhrifts death 3. feems in his- next words rather.to, put it upon. .
the fcore of his alual obedicnce in thefc words ot by faith™
E . et P . A - : ; . “}/ -
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" inthe benefits,that through his fii'lf?lling and fatisfying the Law,
doeredound unto the Chureh] Toall which, I fay, | have heard
the aétual obediened of IChtifz abufed émough<before now, butf
never heard any man fay before, that Chrifts obedience to Gods
~ Jew fhould difcharge the: Ghurch from her -obedicqed shereuntay
But the Lord delives me from being megber of that Cherch,
that- makes no confcience of keeping the ten commandments.
Bur a paffage or two more Ifhall note. Among othet \infavotry
fentencesthis is one [doe men appeal to the Law, to the Law
rhicy mh(tjgbj{j uft g5'if therc were po pofMibility of {fddipg any
' Evénge‘jicai‘lﬂdbgdié e to the Law, bue that. it mufc be kepy for
to obrain righseoulnefs orjuftification, br‘_'not‘kgépf it &1‘5 i, but
he prbceefds{\'[lts ameer legall duty, propéily ZQ cilléd, and in a
bondage frame of fpirit without ary efpéciali a iltance of grace
it mult be performed] whowould think thas fuch Word's cameé
from a Dt of Divinity,how much Jéls from, hitir wha haihi affer.;
ted in the beginning of his book,the na;}u;al,"modlit‘j}; indifpen=
- fiblenefs, and univerfality of obediencé due to this yery Law,
that he now thus brandeth with the Chata@ters of legal and- bori>
~dage, and threatneth men that they fhall have no efpecial al-.
fiftance of grace to perform it. | But thar which isworft of all is,:
that he Fathers this Do&rine upon fome author or other, under.
the name of our Apoftle (which men "that read not, nar heed not.
the Scriptutes,may think he means fome Apoftle of Jefus Ghui |
but fuch Do&rine as this 1 am well fatisfied never came from an';.
Apoftle, except from fome one or other fent forth from the
City of Aiheilme. The a# exercitation of his Book) if ir . con:
< cern’d the Sabbath, or that it were dire@ions for the ripht obfer-
vation of it, I could not well agree with the Dr. in 3 things
but feeing itis a day of humane inflitution, humane dire@ions .
- about the manner of its' dbfervation, may well' ferve the turn,
Ard fo muchi for this controvetfic at shis sime, the third moneth.

-called May 24. 1671,
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A POSTSCMPT

l] my of an Append:x, ina Bm/ a[mr t 4 lm
Book wrmm &l Mr. ihchard Baxtcr, n}wﬁ tl:efme
5#51«:67. n

Sgc tam called in: t{us ew}day to 1fhcu1t \york (mmcly,
r;hc defente of Gods haly Law of the ten Pm::pts, Exed. 204
wh;ch is nof fo.in ic f51F, no nor yet is it difficulr for want of 3
ﬁhou df witri tquxhat avegme betore, giving-great light to
the perpetual co(mnuméc of this Law, a5 a rul qof life to 3l
men; but it i§ gnly. made dxfﬁcult gh;o h thc amfold and;'
mtfchlevous inventipns of men, ¢ at wou bres(k (‘hm C;o)ﬁgq
.Chain,tg rob it of tha' facred day v IC? gad himfelf ha,th fan-,
&tﬁed and moft folemnly commandzd for his Worﬂnp, every.
ohe qm ing forth of his’ baq trea urc ngw- inventions againfti ity
and all wo ® and wor fc ‘ qrnf! ampng ;h¢ many oppol: tes it
Kath had of Tate, 1'} a.vp yet, fecn, nong that have matched ‘Mr
Baxters's ﬂmotm "fich bolks as | riever. expi fhed would flje ¢ out,
of any Proreftdnts Bow : I’\low mdeg Tdo nct judge it worth,
my. prgcious nme, to grace this man yﬁﬁ tigular anfwer to all’
the partsof his 'book,kbgt the moft 1'im: cn(‘l is to deal with bim.
Wheré hig firength lics, in hxs fevem ch~ yer I muft give the -
Reéidér to ‘taki nquce “of Mr. Wiles, the bulinefs
: I\Ghath- do"s to. ptové“;he ceﬂ"mon of é\q feventh day. {abbath,
aslappear pag. 1. 3 ' unp ulc. fo hm to do, either by.
cr?pture, or amlqmty, if antiquicy werq as confiderable a5 -
he would m1ke 'if, Anuqmty may pafs for &proof of what the
cuflon of the Churches then, Was ; bus it is notorsous Popeq to
e it as d pioof of whiat ought 10.be. " And yes Mir. Baxter Ton-
fefleth in his Pretace, thettre's of the mattet liet here: and per-,
fwades his Reader, that.the C€hriftian Churches meeting on the
firll day is 2 fufficient proof, that Chrift inQitured it inttead of
the Sabbath, and then drawsthis bold corclufion, that the cef-
“farion of the (abbath is proved thereby 3 but neither of thefe is
‘fupd Dudtrine, the Churches: mecting on the- firft day is alilly
proof for irs inftiration by Chrift; tor if antient ca‘tom will -

go fo far, what branch of Popery mift be rejefted ? Nenher hlf ;
3
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" fecould prove by twenty Texts of Scripttrethe firft days infti
- gugion, it will not follow jhat the Sabbath fhould be ceafed
ver themore for that ; che reafon is, becanfe Mr. Baxter, and
all that plead the firft days caufe, do it for the honour of the Re-
furre€tion, and compleating the work of Redemption,and fach

- Jike pretences, is all their grourd for it. Now this can go no -

furcher if they had fome Scripture for its inftitution, then to prove
it an ordingnce of the Gofpel, fuch as baptizme and the Lords
upper is, butno Law from the fourth commandment, for char
was not ordained to fer forth Chrift crucified 5 but ® comme-
tnorate the ¢reation of the world : But let us examine this mans

- proceedings, and this citle he fixeth to his firflt chap [the Divine

oiatment of the Lards day proved as a feparated day for ho»
?ngq(ﬂiip,'efp:cia?‘:y in the Church-affe nblies] where xote,ﬁrft
{ng.) h the title promifes a proof. of the firft days being of ‘Di-
vine ppointment, ‘yet there is nor one Word or Text of Scrip-
wre in all the cbap. fo much as named for proof theraof, but this
is delay ed,till the text can be found that afferteth ir, which is not
like to be till wehave fome new Scriptures written. Secondly,
. ?oumqy note the” lamenefs'of that expreffion- [a feparated day
welkfee by this paffage how true the TeRimonies are of.Dr;, Prs-
deanx, Dr. Heylin,and Dr. Ironfide, who all agree, thac the firfk
day called Sunday was never kept holy by the antient Churches,
nior no reftraint-from labour- nor recreation, but Chorch affern-
blies only kept up, and to work again. See Dr. Heylins book: of
the Sabbath, &c. what I have noted out of it inmy anfwer to
Dr. Qwen, norcan 1 find thatit was ever better kepe in the- pri-
mitive time then Wednefdays and Fridays, but all kepr alikeill
 of ldte years, and although neither of the three Drs. were fab-

bath- keepers, nor intended it the-leaft fervice: yet it is plain to
. all unbyaffed men that fhall read their books, that the primitive .

-Churches kept the fabbath for fome hundreds of years:See more
of this in my anfwerto Mr. Granthamalfo ; forlamnor willing
to writé over thefe things again ; fee alfo Dr. Prideaux teftimo-
ny in the Rams horn founding how exprefs it is: and Mr.. Baxter
knowing the truth of thefe things doubtlefs ro fave: his credit, ex-
prefleth this fo often efpecially in Church Affemblics, that if any
read in gniquity fhould rebuke him for falfeiffyie antiquity
and tell him that for fome hundreds of years it was left as free

for

orholy worthip, efpecially in the €hurch affemblies} you may -

fulf zhﬂw’;
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for field husbandry and all manner of {abour 15 the other days nf -
the week were, he might have this creeping hole to fave -himfelf,
and (ay,be often expreft it was kept holy inChurch aflemblies,but
is it not a milerable thing to confider that a Preacher of thie Gofpel
fhould carry it at fuch a rate to deceive the ignorant,te write fo as
‘atlealt to make them think the firlt day was kept holy from the
v,er(y' days of the Apoties, though himfelf knows the contrary 3

n

_ For his fecond Chapter, that Chrift commillioned his Apo<
ftles,he might have faved that labour, for that isno mans doubr,
And for his third, that he promifed them his fpirit, it is work -
as.needlels. And for his fourth, that he performed his promife,
might bave been fpared as well as the reft, here is clear proof for
that which needed no proof. But for the I‘ifth ch;p.tqr that Qhrift
did a@tually feparate the Firft.day for_his worfhip, ‘one text that
had hid fohad been very needful ; but this was notto be found
in the Scripture, for if it had, it would have ferved the turn,
ard it would have faved him the labour of writing all
the reft of his book : and for thofe Texts alleadged by
him, .1 Cor. 16. o435 20. Rew. 1. 10, I refer him to thofe
three Do&ors before named, for if in his own judgment
there had been any Text that wauld have ferved his toen,-he
would never have exalted tradition as he hath done, nor put fuch,
a whipinto the papilts hands to lafh his own back. pag.52.53,
.54+ But it is worth noting, that where be hath to do with Dr. Hey-
Yir, who would neither have the Sabbath, nor the firft day kept holy,
there he is negiffirated to prove the perpetnal.obfervarion of aweekly
dzy for Gods wor(bip, from Gen. 2 Exod. 20. Which all men knew
hath not the lealt thew for the firft day, bur for the feventh day
cnly : but to note a paffage or two more ere 1leave this. chap. 3
bout the 57,58,59.60.pages, he would bear his Reader in hand
with as mych confidence as if it were true indeed, that the firft
- day was owned .as_ an Apoflolical appointment univerfally ip-
ftead of the fabbath, and that there were no diffenters ; bur either
he is not fo skilful in the knowledge of antiquity as he makes him-
felf, or elfe he 2@s with a bad confcience ; for if there were not
d:flenters in this change, the €ouncel of Laodicea had never made
. alaw to excommunicate fuch as would not work on the Sabbath
- day,. and keep the firft day ; fee Mr. Brabourn. on the Sabbath,a- .
gainft the ten Minifters, pag. 482. and in the 63 page. Mr. Bax.
‘4er would make us believe (if Godin hjs mercy did not give -ug

. . more
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moré wifdom and grace) thatno [fingle verfe or Text of Scrip-
ture, hath anthority without Hiftorical Tradition.] But by the |
- way,frft no Jeluite or Roman Prieft .could have faid more, nor
can there be a fairer foundation laid for Popery and taking away -
the Scripturés’ from the Laity. But fecondly, tradition,which this
mans Fabrick is builc upon, agrees not with it felf; the fathers
were of different minds, and fpeak many things darkly, and
were failable meh as we are, apd many eof them fuperfiitions e- .
nough, and ‘no wondér, for,it came on apace in Panls time,
2“1‘6{/‘:'21 . their teftimony far what is done | do efteem, but to
fdy or think, thatallthey did was-well done, is wicked, and of
no better ufe that | know of, but to make provifion for the Popes |
Kitchin. N . R o
¢ But thirdly, if what Mr. Baxter faith be true, what is become -
of the many ten thoufands dead and living that Kave believed the
Striprures to be a fure guide todirc& them to pleafe God, but
never kriew what was coritained in Church Hiltory. But if this .
man be nat facing toward Rome, yet he cannot well blame them
thatmay have fome fear of him ; for in my jodgement he gives
fome occafion for fuch a jealoufie, but yet | have fo much charity |
for himras to think the neccflity of.a bad caufe puts him upon this .
temptation, For lefs it cannot be gnen a very fore tempiation .
doubtlefs to magnifie fo high, fome Articles of faith whatever he,
means by faith or articles, without the knowledge of the Scrip-
rore, and makes the Scriptures doubtful without tradition, page
65.. 1 wonder what articles they are that are not grounded on the .
knowledge of the- Scripture, or how the believing fuch *Articles
can be counted faith, or if a man (hould doubt of Scripture autho-
rity, how human hiffory can remove that doubr : but for the
name he hath given the firft day, frequently calling it the Lords
day, I wonder where he found it ? for from the fir(t and beft anti-_
quity he had it not, as Dr. Heylin witneffeth, and from Rev. t.10.”
he hathit nor, for he can never prove from Gods word, that the’
firft day of the week isfo named ; nor is there any good reafon
to believe, thatin the beginning’ of the reformation the Godly
here in England had any fuch efteem_of it, for if they had Iam
ape t0 believe we fhould have found it in the Common-Prayer-
book ; but there they knew it by a more common name, there it
is numbred with the Church holy days in the Rubrick by the
name of all the Sundays in the year, and that antiquity
: ©as
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s well 25 Scripture falls fhore of anfwering Maftér Bixdirf:
defires, rake one note more from the reftimony of Dr. Imié.;‘
fde, who among ather paffiges' wherein he proveth the firft ddy” -
was never kept by divine appointment, in the 222, 223, piges’
of his book of the Sabbaths he faith thus, The whole Cbriiisan’
Church inall ages bave delivered this for an undonbred trush, and
abborred a Fewifh refting onthe Lords day, and ever accurfed it
where they found it , with more to thé fame purpole; but to
prive the tirlt days inftiwtion, Mr. Baxrer takes pains to produce .
from hiftory thefe inftances ; namely, that we could not Know
whether baptifm were sdminiftredin the form of words Chrift
commanded, nor with what confeffion of faith members fhould
be reccived into Church-Fellowfhip, or whether the Lords
Prayer ‘wereé ufed in the words commanded, but for Church
Hiftory - and then triumphéth in thefe words; [ 1 think now | have.
fully proved co fober confidetate Chriltians, that the Lords day
was appointed by the Apoftles peculiarly for Church Worfhip.y -
Now indeed it well becomes fuber men to confider ‘the Congriity
of this argument ; is it not 2 worthy preof that the Apoftles
appointed the keeping of the Erfy day holy, becaufe Ch.rch hi-,
{tory tells us how they ufed to baprize, receive members, and
ray, he that “canmiot fee fufficiency of proof in this; muft ner .
gélieve what Mr. Baxter {aith [to the preamble of the fixth chap, -
I fay that if Mr. Baater had or could prove that the Apoftles had
appoirted the firft day to be kept holy, the fabbach-keepers-
would nevr have doubted but the (pirit of Gud had guided them .
therein ] his large proot tor chat is need lefs, bur one «cxt to prove .
that ever the Apoftles did appoiritit, would have faved him_ that
labour.and 2 great deal more. . _ .
But now to the feventh Chapter, where the main work lies, his'
quefiion is, whether thefevenchddy fabbath fhov'd be kepe flill
by Chriftians as of divine obligation: and he anfwers negarivelys

but to hisnegation I fay his very queftion is a grant avunawares,

that it ought to be kepe by himfclj,if he bea Chrillian, for chac
which is eric Ghriftians duty is anothers alfo, bur he confents-
Chriftians were formerly ro keepitby divine obligation, ovelfe
‘what means the word, fhould be ftill kepr by Ghrifrians, . if it
had never been to be kept by them, he begins this' chapter wich .
three promifes, thg firft is this, 1t’s an errour he concludes, fuper--
fiiticus, rroublefome,and of evilt confegnence to keep both.days,

o : ’ - againit
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.- againft this | have nothingto fay ; the fecond is this, that it &
- lefs dangerous to kecp both, then to keep none 5 and ta this Ionly

» bad is the belt ;- his third is this, he thinks to keep the fe<

venth, and negleét the firft day, is worlt of all ; his reafon is, it
-isto (in to rejeét the right day, and to keep the wrong, ~ To thig
1{ay, firft, tothebirft part of this furmile, it is nor what M-,
Baxter thinks that is our role to_{quare our converfations by, but
we know it is Gods holy Word and Law that muft be our guide,
and he faith, and we dare belicve, (ix days (halc thou labour and
“doall tl\?v work but the feventh day (abbath to Fekovab thy Gody
. thoufhalt not doe any work s to keep the feventh day God faith

is our duty, Mr. Baxter faith it is 2 fin. Which muft we believe?

for both cannot fpeak truth, and | am perfwaded God cannot lye,

but-be goes on to deny the feventh day (abbath, and argues it at

fuch:a rate as makes my heart totremble to read ir. [That day

which we are not obliged to keep by the Law of nature, by the
_ Law pofitive given to e4dam, the law given to Noah, the’ law of
' «Mofes, nor the law of Chrift, that we are not obliged to, and
that is the feventhi day fabbath, Before 1. come to examine this
proof, I would have the unfavourine(s of his tearms noted, as 1.
the Law of Nature ; 2. the Law given to Adam ; 3.the Law gi-
ven to Noab 3 4. the Law of AMofes ;5. the Law of Chrift. What
would Mr. Baxter have the ignorant gather out of all thefe di-
fin&tions of laws left without explanation 7 is it not eafie to ga-
threr that there is five forts of laws, that in feveral ages have born

~* ruleinthe world: and that which is the law to one age o fort of

men, is not a law to another ; and can any man think thar lefs
then this lies in his own conceit, and thefe laws of a quite con-
trary nature one to another ; rendring God as filly and changea-
‘ble, as the weak fhallow witted (ons of men, Now for thofe two
forts of laws he pretends were given to Adem, 2 Law Naturaland

a Law'Pofitive, if he hadexplained himfelfto this effet 5 that

:

when 4dam had broke the Moral Law, God in mercy to lét him
know his love in Chrift, gave him the Shadow law by YPofitive

command, this had been to fpeak like 2 'man of onderflanding ; -

bur he fpeaks of a Pofitive moral law, fuch.as the ten commands,
itis evident inchenext page, where he confeffeth the feventhday

to’be Adams day ; and fure he cannot have any placein his hea
= fofoft as to think the Sabbath was given as a thadow of the bod'{
"of Ghrift before the fall ; nor can anpy man bedo filly asto chihi
S ! S the
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the Sabbathwas not.fm&iﬁcd(in insocency that will confefs it
was given to Ademarall; feeing the creation of man was the
lalt work Ged did before he fanftified ic ; and the Scriptures de -
clare that all things were very good when he did it, Gen. 1. 31.
Gen.2,1,2,3. and whercefore he thould dream Noab had another
Law giyen him, and not that: which was given to Adwmeno Text
or realon is given, nor none to be found in che Seripture 5 nor will
he !;x:;ablc‘ to prove with {cven -years tudy, that Mofes and Chrift
had any laws of their own, or that there ever was.or will beany
more then one and the famellaw to all the-world; ifhe fpeak of
taoral laws to govern the converfations-of men in godlinef(s-and
righteoufnefs, fuch as the ten commandements be; but what-I
might furtlier fay, to this Scripture-de@roying argument will fall -
in, in the examination of his proof he brings for ir. Now to the
fir{}, that the law-of - nature bindeth-not te it, this is his proof. 1.
In the nature'and reafon of the thing, nature will not evidence. i
tobe Gods will; to this | -anfwer; how comes-he-to be wifer
then God ? Gad brings reaflon from natuee, to teach and convince.
us of our duty to keep the feventh day.fabbath, Exed. 20..9,10,11.
he there fets his own eximple boih in working and s:fing be-
fore us to follow,and tellus what his work was ;.namely he made
us and the world, and all things in it for ourfikes, and fandtified,
the fabbath for us likewife 3 torit-wis made-by him fer man or.
for Adain; as the word “imports, <Mark 2. 27. .now {tronger
natyral reafon more copyincing and obl.gitg ro a duty [ no where.
find {, and thefe reafons are the fame to ail men and times {0 long,
as the Sun and Moon-“endures!  And if mans owh beiag, and the.
whole frame of narare be no natural reafon .to teach and per-
fwade us' to our dury, with Mr. -Baxter L fhall leave.him.as an
unteajonable man. Nuatures voice .cries loud ennugh for this
commandment, to all-that have reafon and will ufe it ; but he goes
on and tells us ,no mdn.firid¢ hiimfelf convinc'd of this duty by mere
. nature, but to this 1 fay narare preacheth this law, a duty as clear-
y as any law, except the firft: command, the book: of nature, |
mean his glorious worky of ‘creation and.sprovidence do prove
* thereis a God beyond controule; (o likewife they do as ‘truly
‘declare that the feafori he fan@ified to commemorate this.work, is -
ok tacét for his (olemn’ Wootthip of anyday in the week ; but
fure he hath fome other opinion of nature, J am apt to think elfe
* bewould nevzr deny, the Sabbath to be a natwral moral law, bar I
T T v fear
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“fear he thinks chat che corrupt hefr; and blind mind of forry fald
ten man, thould find out this duty. without any other help, if it
werethe will of-God it (hould be now. kept,-but:if this be the
thing he calls.nature and reckons it a guide wo find_our Gods law;
I'do not wonder at his oppofition . to the Sabbath, noratany er-

_ rour that he:fhall receive, beit never (o grofs. W hat :may ot
come in'at this door,the dofrine of the purity of nature without
blemith # for if it:be pelluted, .1t muft be in- the undeiftanding as
much a5 in any thing; but pelutediit exnnor be, if it:can find out

* itsduty in all natoral merals, -Forfurshier, there is no reafento
believe it.comld ever fee, and free-will is and muf} needs be the i

" bough of this tree'; but let it be once admiited of, and then b

Quikers and Ransers will. rejoyce over ir,- and I am ¢pt to think'jc

will be found o bear very- hard upon (ome principles, , that may

deferve rebuke from his brethren, . but | am in (ome thirgs willing

10 forbear him, .to fee whether all-his bretbrep have {0 greata

quarrel againft the Sabbath, fo as to: root it.out, and carg nat

how Religin and the Scriptures fuffer ther¢by. But Ldelire him
and all men toconfider, whether thic plea for Sabbath-breaking
will not altogether ferve to exculeabe. Papists in breaking the fe-

“cond Commandement every whit as well. . ., S g

r..Now to the nexchead in his Argument, therg he firft d@hiﬂi\

the pofiuve Law given to Adam before or afier the fall, urio

" Noah, ‘bindeth us to.this dury ; his reafon is, becaufe, faithhe,

we are under a more perfe(t Law 3 what he means by the, Laws

-given to eAdam and Noab after the fall, 1do not kncw, -p.ris

it material-to this bufinefs ; but for the:Law made t¢ Adam be-

fore the fall,Mr.Baxter is the firft man thas I ever knew deny that
to be all the worlds dury,theSynod of Divines in the Book entitu-

Yed, Articles of Rgligion, Printed 1648. have {o fully.proved the
truth of what he denies, .that I need fay:no more; bugtbat it is his

great fhame to gainfay fo learned and godly an Aflembly, with:

out taking off the weight of; their lazge proof,: but he goes againft
the known: jud‘genre:agt of all godly Wrjsess, Q;,;Qf:‘g .'a;;%“ afl,
and leaves no bufinefs for Chrift to do in thewerld for thay (ot of
men at leatt that:are not -bound by thatdaw given 1n innocency ;

. burhis reafon of this derial is :as:bad as the.denial it felf, for he
faith, we are under amore perfet Law, wnd thatmore imperfe&t
ceafoth,  Now Reader, if thoabeeft not an Atheift, here is -

' nopgh to epsen thine cyes 10 fe_gﬂménbhm thy duy, k’rj" the
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Jight ef thofe Arguments broughe againtt it i thou feeft Mr, Baws -

ters Reengeh againft it lyes in chis grand blafphemy, that Gods.
Law mat,givgm 1o Adamwbefort m‘f fall is imperfeét, eventhas
‘Law fo tAagnified ¥or its perfe@ion in the Soriptures, Pfal. 39, 9,
10,11, Pfal.119.from end soend, of which it is faid, that it was
-otdained for life, Rem.7.10. which cannot impott lefs, thanshas
#t would have perpetuated-the life of the world o erernity; in the
<fame happinefsin which it was created, if ir.had been kept by.
‘them ; and sléhough wearcgrown worlfe, yer the Law retains its-
‘pétfeétion, ds appears, Lew.18. 5. Exrkao. 13,21, Kom.ye.5
Gl 3.12. Now he that can. rake the boldnefs to fly in the face of
*God himfelf, and difparage bis perfeét Law, what may ke nor

* Y=y, or who can belicve him ‘when he may {peak truth; or-who

‘can excafe him from being one of thofe that have fpoken hard
-words againft God, Jude 15. 1f:ever any man deférved to be-

" reckohed a-blemifh anda fcandal to the Chriftian profeflion, he

may, ‘whe faih, that the Lawgiven before the fall is imperfedt;.
‘But now if any man {hould think he may have ftrength againf the-
‘Sabbath, although he have fo dreadfully mifs'd it here;. I fay for
the'informartion of fuch, alk he hath or could fay in comparifon of
this,if it could have paficd for current, ‘bad-beenbut Like fmall fhos-
‘irra Birding- Pecce sgainft a Caliewall, of na fignification with

" ‘any'man of judgemert ¢ this Cannon.(hot wewld have brought it

‘down, and all rthe Towers of Religion to boot; he is the hate
‘dieft man that ever ventured an encounter againft the Sabbacy,
“Bur although Dr. FroAfide were againft she Sabbath-as much as
‘Mr. Bidxter carr be, ‘yeche kuew this: was oo high an atrempe,
‘and rherefore (aith chap, 3. imdeed had it-been given to our Arft

. Parentsin Paradife and ftatc of innocericy, s it muft univer(ally

*have bound all men, fo neither could it bave been in any thing ce- |
‘remonial relating unto @hrift, snd we muff Rill have kept tha
day on which-God reficd: . Andagainin;the 7oth. page he. faith;
Thie Sabbath-tmaft behe fame ‘wirh the féventh, . orelfe thereis

io wolerdble fence orcongroity in that Law: . Hisfecond-reafon is; .

Becfe faith he,’ theLaw of Chiift cosuinerh adi exprefs revo-
t4tion of the fcventh dayes Subbatiry bt I fay,.itisfadco hoara-
‘yesfon with fiever s word of inwih incit, for'there is not one word:
ftv the Seriptures for revolrimgit, and it is' very meceflary -that :in
His ne¥t Book he dillisguith berveeni Gods Law amd Chirifls Law,
?gﬁiiﬂiivﬁ%& Lewothiviewn, thatisnone ‘of the Ea*;s: -
T T Lo ‘ ~ “bus
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But.] am apt to think it.is a meer device Satan hath buzz’d. int8
‘Mt. Baxters'ears, to lay mort ftumbling blocks in che way of ttte
Fews converfion : bar when ke thould- prove-this Rrange new
tathiontd reafon, he yddes ( as'fHialt be fieiwed “&non } butthat
~ nonwill never come while Mr: Bukter Yives. -Again, his third
realon is this, God nevér required two -dyes-in-feven, and the
‘fitt day being proved 1o be ot di\:’i;rt'e inflitution; the ceffation,df -
‘the feventhis thercby ‘proved., Fhe firft part ‘of this reafon is
“only true’; God féquitett bt one Sabbath i ¥ wegk, and all
*ttiat can read B lifh know:chut the Seriptire faith-thar'tha s the
‘feventh day, 2nd if tvev had ejthet fehror Thame, they would not
fay the firlt day is of divireinftitution, barifit could be proved,.
s it fiever cani, ¢he corfequence wauld riot follow. ' His fourth
is, that Infidels-aré not bound ro kee eAdams day, ( as he fcorn=
“futly calls the'Sabbath ). for wart of notice., To wiich | anfwet,
1) Y: is ftot granred hitn thit any want notice of it'that are found
‘in cheir duty feeking after Gud andhis holy will; or fhall not al.
waY want the knowledFe of him, if they feek as they may, Bug
2. 1 fay, Ignorance will beno excafe at the day of Jud gement,
‘Gud is not bound to comie from' ticaven every age to proc ajm his -
+ Law," or to proclaitn it at every mans ‘ddor, or elfe he ‘may pré-
_tend want of notice.- But 3. Mr. Baxrer may do well to conifl-
_der whether there be any greater Infidels in the world than thofe
men that ufe to read, Bur the [wemh day Sabbah of the Lordthy -
“Godthan fhak not do anywork,, and pray ovzr this Law, Losd
“have mercy upon we;_and incline our heares to kéep this Law, and
_ystnever keepits ' 4. and daflly, Mr. Baxres-himitelf wanis no -
“norice of it, ‘and it can be no extufe for him not tg. keepiir; ‘b-
caufe fome poor Heathietis may not know it, and how far fpever -
_ mect ignorance may excufe them,  yee this is far from-Mr, Bai- -
terscale, His ?’th; is expreft'asa probability thae Chrift and his
- followeys would trave mentioned chis pofitive Law, if it be bind- -
g 5.2 very firange thing tor'x man-of his pansro bring fuch
j%lbblgs; agdioft 2 Eaw’ fo* delivered’, as “he contelfcch thae
_Law tobe, whettierthere biad been any-afrer merition of it or no, -
. But Twonder how he can'be fobhame-worthy 45 to deny the Sab.
 baih to'be mentioried by Chrif and hiv Apoflles's ‘manifel i js-
 thia e wauld nocive ué think e ey fo readd Harthgry i
«‘f'ﬂ.c'#?ﬂ?‘.‘i‘f°!;t!}n?rs Rrdpgely-forgers-wilt 'he reads. If it had”
¢ en ke Queeu Mericy' dages, be mighe bave thosght co
:’t' ‘ o - ool . .- e e . N .ra“ it
3v - . . - -~ T . B
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ave his credit, becaufe few if they could have reproved him, durft
do it, for fear it fhould be known they had.a Bible, and fo might
be barned for hereticks ; but now every Boy.and ~Girl. can 1ake
aotige how, broad Mr. Baxter can fpeak 4 and for his faying, he
never heard the Sabbath pleaded otherwife than from. the fourth
€ommandement, I muft beg an excufe for not believing him.
Next he per(wades.us, the. Law of the fourth Commiandement
;binds us not,, becaufe faith he, .Mafes Law never bound any but
Jews dnd. Prof¢lytes that. voluntarily fubjcéted to thar policy, .
.with other frivolous matter,. calling. Mofes Legillator, jult as if
* the Law had noy heen Gods, but Aefes Law. Bui it is not caffe
-for me to. believesthat heis fuch 2 Baby in ReJigion as he makes
- himflf, for how came the Law to bind Jews and Profelyres and
" nobodyelfe ? can he think God made his Law . for fuch acertain
. plot of ground, and for all that {hould .dwell upon it, and leave
the relt of the world lawlefs-? for it it were made for men, whas
Lreafon can there be wherefore it fhould not bind one as well as
* “another, Gentile as.well.as Few? and if he.do not purpofely
_ .make himfelf a child to deccive others, I cannot tell how he
* “fhould think otherwile 5. for were not the Profelyres Gentiles of
_other Nations, and if thofe Nations were not bourd to Kkeep
. Gods Law, how came thofe Profelytes to be bound 1o keep ic 2
. for impoffible it is thatif it had not been Gods will thac they
~fhould profelyte themfclves to his Church, and keep his Law,
. their'doing fuch a thing.of themfelves could nut have pléafed him,
. icoald have been bur Will-woiship, and God and his people Jf-
raclal(o might well have faid to them, when they came to offer
- thetfelves to the Chyrch, Whorequired shis at your hands 7" The
" fiffcrencg he would pyt berwixe the ten Commandements written
__innatare, apd jn tables of ftone, "is infignificant with all wife and.
 eonflidering men ; the 1alk he makes of Laws pofitive, formal,
- -and natural, i a, parcel, of ‘ambiguoys, words, which being lefc
_wichout inferpreration; tends to decsive the figple, to make
“them believe God hashi fcvéral moral Laws, and Toiné -bind ope
", ageand fort of men, . and fome another, And then anotfier de-
- vice is, tg loag iy, with names o make it look like a monfier, the
. Jows Law, &Mof¢s Law,. macerially it is this,. and naturally it js
- fhat, aid forgially it is porhing asall, and allsheleThiftsace no-
. thing'bar a pack of devices to'lcad the Keader igto 2 wood, _that
¢ he may thére lofe the Sabbath; and not knowWhere to find itin
Lo 14 ) - ‘l /, . ‘h‘
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* the midft of this confufion, But the truth is, Revte is honefter
tha all this comes to, for although fhe have. thrown out Gods'
haly day, and fet up.her own in the ftead ot it, yet fheis fo ho-.
neft as to tell v fo, and notto deceive us with lies, and father.
them upon the Scriptures; for the Queftion.is abour the ren
Commandements, and Mr. Baxter can find no other moral Laws,
but thefe emongft all his five forts of Laws, for if he couldy he
would doubtlcls bave named them, and told us where we thould
find stem, and how we fliovld know them.ori¢ from arather, but.
this is a work too hard-for him | far the truth, is, .the Law given
* ininnocency, whether naturally or pofitively moral 3 the Law of
righteou(nefs Nwah kept, the Law condemning fin’and comt-
‘manding righteouinefs in -the New Teftamenr, ‘the Law written’
. intables of ftone, all of them in all che drefles Mr. Buxter Siath.
of e2n paint them out with, .are-but the.very fame Law expreft,,
- Ex0d.20.3. to the L 8ih. and-this | would prove befo- o4 ent fur-* -
ther, if the Affembly had not faved me this labout. ipips fore-
mentioned Book. - Aad for his calling it the fewiﬂ;‘-h"g@ﬂdl,hw, :
never given to any other people,. ir is fo firange and conirary to -
the whole Book of God, as alfo to all Authors that ever weieac--

. counted orthodex, that I need Tay nathing to fo blalphe disa -

device, efpecially feeing.this and (uchlike ablurdities are’sf ;r‘&gdf L
by him without all fhew of procf. "Bur Jaflly, he concludes1t’s
fory with.thisbold afficmation, thatin eMofes dayes this Laiv
bound no Nation but the Fiws,.and thercfore faith he, it needed
ro abregation to the Genrsles, but a declaration that it did. not® :
bipd them 3-to which I (ay, this ‘declaration that .the  ten Com-~
mardements never bound any but the Fews,. was. never made be-
fore by Prophsts, : Apoftles,..or any godly labourers fince their
time ; .only now you may take notice it is Mr, Baxters declara- -
tion, .but who commiffioned him-<¢o put forth this declaratio,
< himfelf muft give an account, for 1 find neither Authot nor Téxt -

-~ for any fuch thing; orly Mr. Baxter faith it.

' His next is this, The whole Law of Mofes formally as fuchis - -

abrogared by. Chrift ; mark Reader this do&trine, 1. He faith,

it never bound any but the Jews.: 2.-<He faith, ‘it is abrogated by

Chrift formally.. Now if this' be true, that the form of e 3o/es

-~ Law Chrift hath abrogated 16 the  Jews; and it never bound the -
- Gentiles, Mr. Baxter hath at once difcharged all the world of all

obedience or regard to be hadto the five Books of e Hofes ;""for

N - L N ) " how -

~
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“how can any man be obliged t(o reﬁml a LaW that concerns his
not.  Secondly, This roundly follows, that the do&tine of the
Prophets which naturally dependeth thereupon, muft fall of
courfe, and can be of no ufe to the world: What he means to do
with thefe blind ftories I know not, unlefsit be to bring in Athe«
ifm by whole fale ; but 1 defire him to confider that what(oever
milchicf he doth elfe, he cannot do a greater to the poor Jews for
his lite ; for can the Jews believe, or any body elfe that hath com-
mon fenfe, that the Prophet mentioned, Dens.18.15,16,17,18,
19,20. inftead of fpeaking Gods words like-unto Aofes, thould
come to abrogate AMofes Law ? Now if this do&rine come to the
ears of the Jews, and they fhould come to Mr..Baxter, and ask
him, Whether it is his own do@rine and conceit that the e 32¢f~
fiah abrogated ¢ Hofes Law ? Or whether he hath fufficient
5rvound fo eaaclude that it is the do&rine of Chrift himfelf ?

~ What wbuld this man fay ? Ifhe took the fhame of it upon him-
felf, whar'tquld they iadéehof him ? If he thould put ir off frem
‘himfelf, and (ay it was Ghrifts own doétrine, how could . they

. choofe gjgt rejoyce and blefs God, that neither they nor cheir Fa-
thets Bt put their truft in fuch a Saviour; and how can they

: c;hf&};m ‘but look upon Mr. Baxter as an addie-headed man, to fe-
_ parafe from the Church of Rome for breaking the fecond Gom.:
mandement, -when Mr. Baxrer himfelf faith, Chrift hath abro-

. gated allthe ten. ‘Butto ftand to anfwer all his impertinent ex-
_preflions,-and to difcover how-he wreiteth the Scriptures in every

. particular, is too, tedious, as the matter of the Law, and the
form of the: Law, the Law of nature and of Chrift. Bat accor-

. ding to his reafoning, whatever thereis'of the Law of nature, of
of Chriftin the ten Commandements, yet as it is written in the

- Scgiptures, hemill have- it allat an end,. elfe: what can be the
- meaning.of this word fo often repeated, thewhole Law of Aafes
-is abrogated as fuch. Sothat any man may fée his-delign is (o
.. perfwade men to difefteem the exprefs-Word of the Lord, asit.
. fs written in the Scriptures of truth 3 and therefore we have all
.this, the Law of natiite, and the matter of the Law: of narare, a
-mere piece of deceit to blind mens underftandings, to keep them
from knowing the will of God, for thereis no fuch thing -as &
~Law of nature in ‘any proper fence, nor. any ‘other morat Law
. fmm the beginning of the world to the end of it,. but thar of -the
.tén Commandements, as it is.contained in the Writings of Mofes
, - . . “in




" jathe 20th of Exod. Now th(;s*l},aw may be called Chrifts Law,
“asitisrevealed, taught, or confirmed by him,’ or ‘through_ his
“mediation, but to talk of any fuch Law of Chrift under any other
_conlideration, is either grofs ignorance or nen-fence. 'Likewife

this Law'may be called the Law of nature, eitherr as the Book of
“patare teacheth it, oras we by nature, or the Law of our Crea-

tion are bound to keep it. But what is all this to make any alte.

[

e

ration in that holy and perfe@& Law of God, the Dccalogue ?

_Men may as well ralk of more Geds than one, as of more moral

“Laws than that of the ten Coinmandemants, ‘and 'as foon it will

_be proved. Now he ‘hath ‘moft notdrioufly broke the third

@ommandcment in abiling the Scriptures, to make his Reader
think the whole ten Commaridemeras are abrogate, which I here

" fetdown, Luk.16.16. Job.1. 17, Fob.7. 1923, At 15.5,24.
'Gal.g.3. Rom. 2.12,14,15,i6. Rgm.3. 79,20, 21,127,28,31.

and 4.13,14,15,16. and’s. 13,20. and 7. 4,5,6,7,8,16. and g,
4,51,32. and 10.. Gal.2.16,i9,21. and 32. 10,11,12,13,19,
21,24, and'4.271. and’§. 3,4,14:23. and 6.13. Eph.2.15. Phil;
3.6,9. Hebi.11,12,109. and 9. t9. and xo.-'zﬁr. 1 Cor.9. 21.
Now if naming ftore of Teéxis weuld deftrcy Gods Law,” Mr.

"Baxter hath laid it for dead, but not one of them is opened by
_him to fhew how it ferves his turn, but there is good reafon for

that, becaufe there is not ane of ther all but what fpeaks dire&tly

“againft him, or to fome othier thing quite different from that he
"would have it prove, Bur I muft note one paffage more,thus ex-

eft by hine'; Ii’s not ‘part but the whole Law of Afofes which

anl excludeth, (which I ever acknowledged to the Arrisiomii-
ans, thovgh they rake me for their too grear adverfary. ) Mark
this acknowledgement, and fee whether he might ‘nor well .be
To accounted by them, but it muft then be for hardening of them
dn their lawlefs tenants.  But he not trufling to all thefe Texts,
prefleth another to this fervice, which he thinks he tnay argue,
2 Cor.3. 3,7,11. for the ceflation of the ten Precepts 3 where,

note Reader, his fallacy in picking out fome Words of the Texr,
‘and leaving others, juft as the Devil did, e/at.4.6. invrging

Pfal. 91.11, 12, to our Saviour ; fch dealing with the holy
Scriptures may, if God prevent it not, foon hatcha brood of A-

. theifts, torender both them and Mr. Baxtérs painfull labours

al{o in former Books, a fcorn ; Yor,might not an Atheift,withas

good a colour of reafon fay, thce;' God is dead that broughe up the

‘chitdrent

2

-

)



o (46 ,
children of Ifracl ot of the Land of £gypt, and name Jer.23.7.8.

and then fay, as his Commentary upon the place, nothing bug
partial violence can evade the force of this Text. &nd nowro
the Text it felf, evident itis that the fcope of the place is nor to

" perfwade the Corinths againft the continuation of thé ten

‘Commandements, as a rule of life, but to exalt the miniftration
of the Gofpel, as more powerfoll for the cornverfion of men un-
to God, then thé miniftration of the Law when ir was writen
in tables of ftone. *For though they had fo glorivus a diftovery
of God and of his counfel in that'.déff)ehﬁt‘loh in that day, yet
they remained blinﬂﬁﬁ_and‘hhrﬂcq@d_ for ‘alt/thit'; but the” minj-
firation of the Gofpel and prefence of 'the 'Spirit with it, had
wrought that in the hearts of the Covinthians by Pauls Miniftry,
which che Jews h:egl,é_f[\ing and refuling fell thort of, namely, a
faving, fan&ifying faith. For dlthough they did believe Adsfes,
yres rejetirg the light bf the Gofpel ‘that came into the wotld
tince Ghrifls cominginthe fleth} were {till, or became thereby,
whiich yoy will, fo blirid, that Hey ' undérltood not the end of
e Mofes ‘Miniftry, ‘but read the Old Teftament without fruir,
as appears in the 14, 15. verfes of the Chap. But it will never
be proved from' this Text, that either the Law it iclf or theglo.
rious miniftration of it either, is done away in Mr. Baxters
ferice, bur to this day thé miniftration of it thines bright énongh,
for Dr. Owen 1o argue with greit’ authority the perpetvity of
the Decalogue, But I fhall grant him, thar the minifiration of
e Wofes there pointed at, is done away in fuch a fence as the
- light of the Moon is put away by the riling of the¢ Sun in atlear
fnornin%_; out-fhining of it, as may be inftanced from that fore-
named Text, Jer.23.7,8. Can Mr, Baxter or any man ever
imagine, that the dayes will ever come, that the fanie God that
brought up Ifracl from Egype, ecither doth not live, or that
fnen fhall either be afraid or alhamed to fay he lives, or to make
any the leaft queftion againftfthe ever-living of the God that
wrought that deliv erance, but only to fignifie thav there was a
work inthe heart of the' fame God to do, ‘which when it-was
done would out-thine the other. And this any mdn may fee to
be the fence of 2 Cor. 2d.'chap. that is not wilfully blind, that

-~ although the glory of God did fhine in his writing the Law to -

‘put in the Ark, w hich according to Phil.4. 19. with other pla-
ces, if need were, may well be interpteted grace or rich’ mercy,
- : ‘ - yet
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yer the grace or. riches of glory that followed in & mote clear dil-
covery of the Gofpel, and the gracions ends God_had in the then:
delivery of his law as he did, being now with plainnefs expreft,
Rem, .20, 21. Rom. 10, 4. with other places, which in that
day were darkly hinted, is much moreglerious, and this is Pauls
fence, asappearsin‘the 8, o, 10. verfes of that 2 Cor. 3. forif ir:
were done away in Mr. Baxters fenfe, how could it be a killing:
Letter, aLaw of Dzath, and @ondemnation ? Sure if it be the
Law that bringeth death and condemnation, it muft be in force’
ta injoyn obedience. Again, there were no place for Panlto com-
plain of the Jews blindnefs, and of the vail upon their hearts in-
reading theold Teftament,ifit be wholly abrogated ; for what
miakés it matterwhether 2 Law be underftood or ne, that binds
- no body, for he told us before that it was abrogated to the Jews
and for the Gentiles, thereneeded nothing but a declaration that -
itdid not bind them, but I havedifcharged this Text inan Ap-
- pendix to Mr. Spittlchonfe book of the morality of the Sabbath
long agoe, or fuch abfurdities Mr. Baxter puts on it, -and 1 {hall
'here give fome reafons further for clearing this truth y namely,
that the moral law of God, or law of ten Commandements re-
mains to the end of the world a role of Godlynefs and
Righteoufnels -in every jot and rittle of it, therefore the
fourth Command muft needs remain with the fame names
God himfelfhathi baptized it with, or with his own mouth given
to it, the feventh the Sabbath of Febovah thy God; which cannot be |
taken from it without offering much more violence toit, then to
job it of a jot or a tittle.. Now befides this Text hinted, Adat. §.
17,138,19,20, 21, where it is plain beyond all poffibility of de~
nial, that the ten precepts expreft, €xod. 20, are meant or inten»
ded; in which words with the context itis moft plain, that our -
Lord would-not have us think he came to make void.one tittle of
- it to the worlds end, but to confirm it a rule of life, toall his
difciples, to make them fhine as lights in the world j unto which [
-might add a hundred more, bur confider thefe few moft. plain
and readieft in memory, Lake 16. 1%7. Rom. 3. 19. 31, 1 Cor, 9.
8.21.and 14.34. and 15. §6, 1 Tim.1.5. 9. Fames 2. 8, 9, 10,
rr.and 4. 111 Jobn 3.3, 0012, 2 Fobn 4,5, 6. all which pla-*
ces be [o plain, they need no expofition, bug | fhall add tothefe
; ' ‘ G2 " plain
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p}ain,"rcxts'tbcfe “further reafons to prove the perpetas’ coniinus,
-ance of this law, _ o :

Firft reafon, becaufe it is pronounged by our Lord Jefus him-
felf to be a law of equity, ear. 7. 13. Now whatever is done..
againftalaw of equity, is done 2gainft equity it felf, but mani.
felt it is, Chrift commandgth equity, and that from_the sutha-

* gity of the Law, therefore he did.nat abolifh.ir., o

- 'Secondly, it is. declared by him, eMar. 22. 40. that this. law,,
is._the Epitome o (ubftance of allthe Prophetf, and if it be ab-
rogated, the whole old Teftament mnft fall with it of courfe 'y .
but o fay chat, Chrift came o abrogate the. old, Tellamenr, is 2
- Blafphemy high gnough fora Ranger. _ -
. Thirdly, this. law is the law. by.which the Lord Chrift will -
judge the manners of ali the world at the Judgrent day, Rom. 2,
chap. which could ot bg except it were 2 ruleof life to all the
world, . ~

. Fourthly, it is one great work of the Holy.Spirit, to write this .
law in the hearts of his people, which would be but a vain work if
it were not a continging law.. - ‘ -

Fifthly, the Law hath an office affigned it, which is.of perpe- .
tual ufe to all the world, Rom.3.20. and 7.7. therefore it muft re-
main a law for ever ; forno mancan know fin by the law, -unlefs .
it be his dyty to keep it. : v -

Sixthly, the Law hath nothing in it contrary. to the tendereft .
part of the Gofpel, no more then the Faith or the Gofpel hath a:
gainft the law, but they dotheir diftinét offices without jarr or .
interrupting each other in their courfe, Rom. 3. 19,20, 28, 29,,
30, 31. and therefore there is no reafon whereforg the .Law
as. a rule of life fhonld be abolithed any more then the Gof- .
pele ' .
Seventhly, holinefs, juftice, and.goodne(s, being. the riature of;
 this law, it cannot be abolilhed, except holinefs, juftice, and good-

nefs be fo alfo. But this is the defcription Paul gives of the Law, .
Roem. 7. 12. and in the next words tells s, that there is nothing in .
the nature of the Law by, which mian becomes a fufferer but in.
fin, which is contrary to the Law, and for my part | cannot fee.
no reafon wherefore _any man (hauld once fuppofe or imagine he.

.

is not bound to keep the ren Gommandments, unle(s he grearly,

-wan eicher wifdom or horefty, '
' . ’ The..
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.~ The eighth teafon wherefore 2bis hely Law it needs be

perpeval, is, becaufe it was one of the ends of Chrifls ccming
ard dying, that his people might ‘be_fupplycd with ftrength o
grace to keepit, yea, to keep it fully, Rem. 8. 2, 3,4. the words
are moft exprefs, that the.righteoninefs of thie Law might be ful-

filled in vs, he doth not.fay for us, but in us gy bue if they didfo -
fay, yet were the proof for this-thing firor g ard clear § for there’

can be.no nece ffity for Chrifts fulfillirg this law for us, if we our-
{elves were not bound to fulfillit, ard he can never be fuppoled to.
defign the Sul6illing of it;that weekly breaks the fourcth Command -
with allowance, =~ ' -

Ninghly, the Eaw hath an unchangeable goodnefs in it as ever
it had, and in and of it felt; it will do mankind as much goed as
ever it would have done, and no more harm then in. the day of-

.imnocence. For however the Law kills, or condemns, it comes’

not t6 pafs through any defc& in the Law, but through that fin-.
ful alreration that is in. man, and that-the Law retains ijts
primitive goodnefs, fee Rom. 10, 5, Now it is againft all’
reafon, that Gods good law fhould be abolifhed for mans fault.
Buor, T

- Tenthly, Secing the fpirit.of God hath given this Law the name .
of a perfeét Law, it moft needs remain for ever, without the leaft .
alteration ;' for if any thing be added to that which is per-
fect, it cannot mend it, bur blemjfh it $_Dor cam a jot or.
a.tittle be taken from.it, but it muft lofe fo much of jts per-.

o fettion.

Eleventhly, this Law hath fo perfc@a congruity with that -
biding grace of love, 1 Cor. 3 3.8.13, Rom.13.8,10. thatitis.

- unreafonable to think the one can be abrogated any more then the

other.

Twelfthly and laftly, the Scripture exprefleth, Gal. 3. 13, that .
the great work of redemption confifteth in bearing the curfe of
the Law for us, to free us from the curfe thereof. nd impoffible

it is that we can be delivered from the curfe of the Law, and from

the obedience of ir alfo 5, for it can never curfe him that oweth it
no obedience, _
And unto all thefe Texts and Reafons, I fhall ‘add thus much 5

* thatall the mention that is made of the law in them muft of ne.

ceffity intend that law proclaimed by the Losdat Sinas, if Chrift -



" end ofhis Pullirip Bgoiiis he will ot allow e beane |

and Kis Apoflles intended any body fhould underftand what they

meant By what they faid ;evident itis beyond all doubt,thidr thofe
well known commandments they every where intend, and for his
urging thofe Textsin the Heb. Epbef. and Colof, as he doth. 1on-

~ lyfay ivisbelow a, man vha proteflech fo much knowledge as to

undertake to write books;to bringthofe Texts to prove the abro-
ation of the ten commandments, which never were urde;tood, -
to be fhadows of the ‘body of Chrift by any man but Mr. Baxter
nor thofe Texts. Colof. Ephef. and Heb. otherwile then fhadows,”
muich lefs does it become a Minifter of the Gofpel. For if it be
ignorance it is both finfull and fhameful, and it myft fpring from
that reot ora worfe, but this is.an ordinary fjn with him, to,
prefs whole files of Texts at a time, to ferve in his warfare, whe-
ther they will orno. Now for the Obje@ions and Anfwérs
which takes up the latter part of thischap. any rational man may
fee the lamenefs of his caufe, by his frequent denials and grants,
touching the very fame law 5 for when ‘he hath doneall he can
10 render it {tanding in the book of God for d Cipher, yet can
he¢ find no other law of natuire, or of Chrift, butit : See the 77
page, and note, how far that Text is from fervinghis intereft,
with which he would put all out of doubt; page 8o. Col. 2. 16. -
where the Sabbaths there intended are exprelly faid to be thadows |
of the body of Chrift; which no- man will fay of that Sabbath
appointed in innocency,that. isin his right-mind, but the feventh
day on which God refted from his work he appointed for his
worfhip by Mr. Baxters own confellions 89 page-; but | am not *
willing to trouble my &lf or Reader. with all that might be

~anfwered, ‘cxcept the whole book were more confiderable then

Atis. I'findin the end of his book an Appendix, wherein | per-
ceive fome worthy pen hath wrote unto him, it may be toltop
his courfe,when he might hear whar work he was about, bat this. .
is my conje&ure. But evident it issthat the reafons given him by
that hiand are fubftantial, and grounded upon the Scriptures, and
feeing fuch arguments fo headily wrned offby Mr. Baxter, with
a found of enipty words, fozkes me to fear that he is-a very wilful

 man,bucl will Ret takework-ont of fo worthy awerkmans hand,

or 'cfre;l fhould not fé:,lé;‘!{l‘r,"‘Eaxtér-go.. - Byt Mir. Baxter. in the -

~

fwered
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2.ro0f reafon.p.33.L39.r falfified,
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fwered except Do&or Toung be anfwered alfo 5 but thig
forry fhift to ftop the Pens of men till he be anfwered, .

that hath written as ill as himfelf, muft not ferve his
turn, he cannot be fo excufed, asill I fay, if he fpeak truth, and 1
was not very willing to take up my time co anfwer fo much of his
book as | have done, ifthere had not been ajuft neceffity. - Se-
condly as 2 more full an{wer, if Mr, Baxters book and Dr. ¥oungs
be fo neer a kin, that the one is an Appendix to the other, more

 Jarge; buc the fame for fubftance, then the anfwer to Mr, Bax-

ters, anfwers the Do&lors alfo.

-

Courteons Reader, thefe Brrataes thouart defired to mend 3
with thy Pen.

P Age6.1.18.read to truth. p.7.1.33.r.and brings.p.10.1.3.r2the Sunday.l.é
leave out Chyift, and add or. l.15.leave ottt though. p.11.1.33.r.130.p. 13,
L-15.leave out upon, r.from.1.16. for thaddery,r.fhadewy.l.3 2.for given,r. gi-

'ving.l.34-r.and for him.p.14. L.#4. r.ata, p. 16. 1, 5. for Covenant of Grace;

e s g,
P L
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r.Covenant Grace.p.18.1,1.r. Apoftles and all. p.#9.1:26, Jeave out ofepe 34.le
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