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W OW rare is 1t to find a Man, even in
B the Chriffian World, that will give
A= bimfelf the Trouble to go to the Bottoi
ty” o Queftion about any Doctrine or Precept of
Revelation, when the Queftion 15 only, Wbﬂf
Jays God 2
- We love to 7’6’{2/5?2 on. abftraci Notions of the
Desty, and on Points that can never be fixed
by Reafoming, as Liberty and Neceflity, #he
Nature, firft Rule ar2d Principle of moral Vir-
tue, the Being and Nature of material and in-
material Subfiances, and the Immateriality and
Immortality of the Soul.  And the moft 1g106-
rant of us are the moft dogmatick on all z‘/J{:’/e
Ponts 5 prefuming that fine abftralt Reafoning
has decided and determined all : While ave do
not percerve, that our various Perfuafions as to
thefe Toings are influenced the fame Way as
we fee the -moft: fiupid of Mankind perfitaded,
10 whom we ﬁaﬁzez‘zﬁzes appm[ w2 thefe Queftions ;
as, wbﬁz we have done our beft, on the Simpli-
cty of "Thought, and the as great Simplicity
of Motion, 77 the Quieflion about the Iminate-
a 2 rialing;
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riality-of the Soul, we -at laft appeal to com-
won inward Senfé and Feelng for a Principle

of Thought diftini? from Matter.
We bave a mighty Liking to Piffures,
and are fond to fee Nature imitated, but efpe-
cially to. bebold lbuman Nature painted to the
advantage. We fearch Hiftory to behold awith
Admziration the Heroes in warltke Virtue, or
philofophick Virtue,or in political and governing
Virtue : For there we fee what buman Natiire
15 capable of. . And when the dark Side of it
cannot but appear to us in many borrible In-
ftances in fair Hiftory, that ferves but g5 a
Shade 1n-the Pilture to make the warlike, the
philofophick or political Hero rife before us ix
all tas Glory, and [0 affect us witha Senfe of
the Digmity of our Nature, as to [ef us on to
few it in ourfelves.  And bow much bave we
been exercifed in pointing out o one another the
beautiful Stroaks of thefe Painters, the Poets
and Orators. We labour to underfland all the
Languages wherein fuch Philofophy, Hifiory,
Oratory and Poetry is preferved to us, and
think our Labour well beffowed in tranflating
all thofe fine Things in the beft Manner into our
own Language. And fome of us break our
Heads all our Days on the Porch to Learning,
mere Language,
I all tins every one of us, as feverally exerci-
fed, imagines that e anfwers tioe great Endofthe
- * bt
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buman Make : For awho denies that Man is made
for Knowledge and Reafoming, and that this is
the grand I, /ng in Man¢ And as we are thus
employed, we conceive ourfelves to be irifing bigh
above the common ignorant Herd of Mankind,
to fee Beauties and feel Delights far beyond
their Reach, or to be diving tinto mighty Depths
for Trecﬁzres bid there ﬁ o the poor ignorant

Vilgar.,” Yea and by this we conceive o=

[felves fitted to condult the reft of Mankind in
the Bufinefs they bave to do with God,

But if our Honoyr in Life, our Gain and
Pleafure, bas no Connexion with the learned
World, and lies rather in the common Courfe
of the bufy World ; a Queftion or Point of
mighty Moment among tbe Learned, awil] be
the mereft Trifle in the World to us.  Shall T
trouble my Head about Things that will never
sncreafe my Stock, proimnote the Credit and Ho-
nour of my Famly, nor give me a fweeter Re-
hifh of Life? Let the Learned break their
Heads about thefe Matters; Ileave them io
their better Fudgments, to mind Things of
greater Importance, [ubfiantial Things z‘ém‘ a
Man can get between bis Fi naer and bis Thumb,
Conneét Religion itfelf awith thefe Tiings, ( for
Jome Relrgion we muft bave), and I'll be as re!z-
gious as you pleafe, -

But Jays one, who launched as far as any other
into the World of Wifdonr mzd Knowledge, the

World
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World of Pleafure, Politene(s and Grandeur ,and
even the trading World, and from the greateft
Expertence of 1t all declares it to be all Vanity :
Let us hear the conclufion of the whole matter s
Fear God and keep his commandments ; for
this is the whole of man.  This is the proper
Ufe of bim, this 1s all that be [erves for,

If Man was made to know and to love God,
this 15 the Love of God, that we keep bis Com-
mandments 5 to which we are told, that the
Courfe of the wife, the grand and bufy World
25 [0 oppofite, that we muft not be conformed to
it but trarsforined by the renewing of our Minds,
if we would prove what 15 that good, and per-
fect, and acceptable Wil of God,

The Learned bave applied therr Learning to
the Book of God 5 and they are telling the reft of
Mankind what is Ins Will by their Skill 1n
Language, by their Knowledge of the Philofo-
ply about moral Virtue, and by abfiraét Rea-
foning 5 and after all we bear rather from them
what 1 their Reafon be ought to [y, than what
he indeed fays.  Much Labour s beflowed upon
the Quefiion, What God fhould 11 Reafon, and
according fo the Fitnefsof Things, fay to us ?
bow be fhould deal with us 2 where and how
far it 15 proper for bin to interpofe his Autho-
rity € andwhere be flould lay the greatef Strefs
112 s Dealings awith us¢ But, afide from tlis,
we are not much troubled about the Fact: What

8
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55 ndeed bis Mind and Will2 what fays be 2

and what would be have us to do ¢’ It appears
i1 the common Courfe of Doltrine and religious
Praétice, that this plain Queftion 1s far from.
being the only one, as if ought io be; or elfe it
5 too plain, that we rarely feek fo know in good
earneft in order to db.

As to the Book of God 1n our Hands ; 1f we
receive it as bis from Tradition and the Autho-
rity of the Church, we never doubt to take tie
Meaning of ot from the Jame Hand ; and [o we
g0 upon the Queftion, What fays our Ghurch?¢
and what fad the Fathers ¢ But if we recerve
it becaufe to us it appears rational mn the main
Scope of it, and agreeable to our Principles of
Reafon, then our Reafon, that led us to it, muf?
give us the Senfe and Meanng of 1t 5 and fo,
awhatever appears agreeable fo our Reafon, muff
be the revealed Will of God.  And if there be
any thing in that Book fhocking to our Reafin,
or any thing that appears trifling or of no greaf
Iinportance, we are fure God the Autior of our
Reafon (and we bave if r1ght) cannot lay much
Strefs upon that. So we wnquire, What fays
our Reafon? and then the Bible gives us a fine
Syftem of moral Virtue. And next we inguire,
What is it in this Book that appears of greateft
Emportance, particularly as to what 1t requires
of us? and there we begin to cut and carve

wpon 1ty by diftingurfbing betworxt moral and

-
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pofitive Precepts, to lay the greateft Sz‘rcﬁ o
the moral, while we fzegleo‘? or obferve. the-pofi-
t1ve as we fee caufe 5 though the Book plainly

makes-the whole Mifery of mortal Man-the Con-
[equence of bis Difobedience to a pofitive. Pre-
cept, and makes our Satvatton to depend on the
Command, to believe that Fefus is the Son of

God.
Few believe the Bible upon the Evidence that

- God bimfelf” grves i that Book, that bas been
kept indeed by tioe Courch, but is not committed
to any Men to grve it ifs Glofs; for it inter=
prets itfelf : -And there are as few who take it
as 1ts own Interpreter, vaving no other Qye-
fion but, What fays it ¢ and no other Guard
againft a falfe Glofs but, 1t s written again,

Say that this 1tfelf 1s good Reafon.  1f 1t be fo,

then T awould be glad to fee it more bearkened
to and followed ; but I would call it, Heari mg
God [peaking to us in the Scrzpz‘ures |
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B SHEWED FROM.

A 'Vlew of the Tenure by Whlch the
Chriftian Gensiles from the Begin-
ning held their Liberty in Curist

fmm the Yoke of the Law of Mcﬁs.ﬂ

1, HE Revelatlon and Dwme Grant
) @ “of Liberty to all the Gentiles from
ﬁ > the Yoke of the Law given by
f’( * Mbfes, is in thofé Decrees which
= were ordained ATs XV, See from
- verfi22,t0 30, 0
ThIS happened in confequeiice of Gods
bpemng the door of faith -to the idolatrous
Gentiles by the Miniftry of Paul and Bariid:
bis 3 as may be cafily feen by any attentive
Reéader of Af%s xiil. 2: 3. & 44. to 49: %V,
15. 21, 22. 23. & 27, and wv. 120
Thefé Decrees were delivered by Pazzf the
Agofﬂa of ‘the Gentiles, to Churches of %Gfe
A £
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Gem‘zles‘ Who had been turned to God from
Tdols’; 45 wefee ﬁom ﬁﬁs XVI. I 4. com-
pqred with cfmp ‘XLV ~

“And; leng after thls When Pazzl had la-
boured : much. more. ‘among the. idolatrous
Gentiles, Fames and the Elders in Ferufalem
repeat. th13 to-lym, as- a ftanding Law, with
refpect fo the éem‘z/es ‘which then believed,
after he had declgred to them particularly what
things God had wrought aimong the Gentiles by
bas mzmﬂf ¥.. ..Lhey fay to him, s fouching
the. Gentiles 'wﬁzc/a beligve, awe Zwue writlen
and:concluded, That they o{w/erfve no fuch thing,
Jawe only it théy keep-themfebves fraﬁz thuigs
offeréd_to-1duls, anid from:'blood, ~and from
ﬂrazzg)ed and ﬂom fornication. See Acts
XXL. 18, }9. 20, 21, & 26, - -

Thls was-decreed in, the Church at f}’éﬁ*zz-—
fa/em from whence, according: to: the - Pro-
phecies,” zhe  lagw _and the word of the Lord
was to go forzh to the Gentiles, to pu’. an End
to the Enmify and Strife betwmt them and
the Fews, Jai. ii. 3. 4. And it is the An-
fwer of a Queftion that came from Ant7och,
moved there by certain Men which went out
from the Apoftles at Ferufalem, pretending
their Authonty for what they faid, Af#s xv.
1. 2. 23. 24. 'This Queftion was touching
the Neceflity of bringing the believing Gentiles
under the Obligation of the Law of My/es by

Clrcum-
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Circumcifion,~in- order. to - their beéing - held
and acknowledged as . Partakers with the be-
lieving j’ews i;.the Saﬂatlon that 1S by
Chnﬁ AT TL AN KA RETS 1

~The An-reement of the 'w/::folé szm:}b in 37"5_
mfadwiz with the\Apoftles.and Eldess, in theit
Anfwer to thisQueltion, was mﬂuenced fult;
by what Peter faid of the Tcﬂlmony Lhat,
God had given toithe uncircumeifed: Profe-
lytes of the: Gate; who received the Gofpel
at fieft from his- Mouth, | putting.no Differ
ente betWﬁen them apd' thé.ciscumciied, Aéfs
X{; 7 8. ¢.' ro.:i1. 14. with chap.x. & xi,
d. 18.5.and then, by What -Pau/ and Bar:

ﬂéﬂs navrated -¢oncerning the Uncircumeifed
who had been tarned to God “from, Idols by
thieir Miniftry, -aniong whom:they had been
Eabourmg at the ‘hazard. of. their;Lives, As
xv. 12. 20, .withchap. i, 5 xiv. and like-
wife, by the Application that :7{?77285 made of
the Plophecy ‘of - Amos:to all the Gentiles that
had: furned. to God, .without any thing like
a. Foundatmn for an E}..cepuon of thofe turn-
ed from Tdols, + A4éFs xv. fram e 7 18,1020

Or, if we would. g0 about, to make any fuach
Exceptlon, and.reftrain the Decrees concerns
ing the Libeity of the Gem‘z'iqs_tp the Profe-
Iytes-of the Gate, and apply the Anfwer of
ghe Queition that came from Antioch to thefe
only, and not. at all to the Gentiles turned
" A2 from



[ 4 ]
from Idols, as fome do, for'no.other Reafon
but becaufe the Church in Antioch at. ficlk
copfifted of fuch; we fhould find ourfelves,
in that Cafe, plainly contradicted by .Fanies
himfelf, who applies this Anfwer of the Que-
ftion that came from Autioch.exprefily to the
idolatrous Gentiles ‘converted: by Paul,. Acts
XXL '19. 20, 25, e Voo
The- Anfwer "then of the Queftion cornes
to this, That there is no Obligation upon any
Gentile Convert to be circuincifed;: and. {0 to
keep the Law of Mofes 5 but:that all the be-
lieving Gentiles are Brethren.in Chrift to the
believing Fews, and Sharers with them in his
Salvation, to all Intents and: Purpofes,” with-
out Circumcifion, or keeping:-that- Law:
And, at the fame Time, it is decreed by-the
fame Authoiity, and agreed :to in the .fame
Manner, and in the Anfwer .to that fame
Queftion, - That thefe Gentiles are obliged.:to
thefe neceffary things, viz. toabftain from pol-
latjons of idols, veif, 20, 1€, from meats: g~
fered to 1dols, verf, 29. and from blood, dnd
from things firangled, and from fornication,.
- In'this manner therefore 'did the Geéntiles,
from the Beginning, liold the Grant of Free-
dom from the Birden or Obligation of the
Law ; bearing the Burden. or-Obligation of
thefe neceffary Things laid upon them in thie
Charter by which they Held their Liberty. -
' | I, They
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- 1. They wete bonnd to abftain -from Ido-
lothytes, or Meats offered to Idols, - -
- 'They were niot to imagine, that this Li-
beity from- the Law of Mpfes ( by which
every thing pertaining’ to- Idolatry was~ Abos
mination){gave them any more Indulgénceas
to partaking with' Idolaters even: in the Meats
they had offered to their Idols ;. For, as eat-
ing, ‘knowingly and wittingly, of Idolothytes,
was the Wokthip of Idols or -Idelatry, (1:Cor.
%. 7.) it-was:no lefs contiary. to: the trge .
Chriftian . Purification  than it ‘was- fo:the
Fewifh the Gofpel being the cleareft-Dif-
covery.of the true God againft ali Idolsi-and
all Idolatyy, calling the Gentiles every where
to repent of it under the Pam of eternal Judg-
ment, . .. o o
- Tt istroe, fome of the Corenthians realoti-
ed themfelves .into the eating of Idolothytes,
by Inferences: drawn from this Principle; ‘op-
pofite to Idols,: and agreed to by the ‘Apoftle;
viz, That anidol is nothing i1n the world, and
that there is none other God but one. But the
Apoftle declares himfelf much againft :their
Prattice inferred from it, and condemns the
Praftice 'two Ways, 1. He fuppofés their.
Inférences to hold fo as they could eat with
Clearnefs of Conicience, as being firmly per-
fuaded, that the zdolothyte is not .any thing;
{ecing the idol 7s not any thing ; and that, af-
| tcr
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ger all that could be done in the'way of offer-
ing the Meat, 1t {till remained . the . Lord’s 5
becaufe the earth is bis, and the fulnefs there-
of. ‘But, even.upon this Suppofition, 7that
Ihey did not forbear thefe Meats for' the fake
of theit own Confeience, he fhews them, that;
not- only in regard to the Confcience of the
Gentile Idolater, . .who. hardened *himfelf in
his Idolatry agamﬁ the Gofpel by. their par-
taking with-him 1n his. Idolothytes, and the
Confciénce. of the few, who was. ready to
ftumble:at Chrift as an Indulger of : Idolatry
upon - this - Pratice of .the.'moft. knowing
Chriftians ; but efpecially for the:fake of their
weak Brother's Confcience, who, . though
turned to the true God from Idols did not
know, as they, that an Idol was nothmg:
they ought by all means to abftain from fuch
Meats ; becaufe their Brothet, :who had not
their Knowledge to boaft of, and could not
eat with fo clear a Confcience as they, might
be.tempted, by their Example, to-fin againft
his own Con{cience 1n eating thofe. Meats.
See 1 Cor, vill. and X, from fver/‘ 23. to the
End. =~ |
" 5. But then he af’ﬁrms thiat the Thmgs
the Gentiles facrificed, they facrificed to' De-
mons, who affeCted the Worfhip from Men
that is due only to God, or to the Divine
Mediator, (pointing, as would feem, to

Leuit,
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Levit. xvit; 8. 6. %7.) ; and thereby he-thews
the Unlawfulnefs of eating of thefe Sacrifices,
as being a partaking with' Demons, perfe&l}r
mconﬁ{’cent with their. partaking with. the
Lord, or having any Pait in his Table, 1 Gor,

X. 7. 14. 19. .20, 21,22, He fo1b1ds the
eating of Idolothytes, as Idolatry, in.thefe
Words, Nesther be ye idolaters, as fome of
them 5 asif 15 written, The peaple [at dowr to
eat and drink, and roﬁ up to play; and, My
dearly belafued fly from wdolatry.” He takes
up the Forceof all they had to fay for it, and
of their- Evdfion .{rom the Strength of -his
Exhortation, in thefe Words, #hat fay 1
then 2 that the idol is any z‘bzwg or that the
idolothyte 15 any thing ¢ And he anfwers'it
and ‘fets it 'afide in thefe Words : Bur 1 fay,
that the “things which the Gentiles [acrifice,
they ﬁzcmﬁce-ﬂ to demons, and not- to God :
and 1 would not that ye fhould have fellowfhip
with demons. « Ye cannot drink the cip of the
Lord and the cup of demons 5 ye cannot be
partakers of the Lord’s table and of the table of
demons. Do we provoke the Lord to jealoufy 3
are we fironger thon be ¢ 'Thus he fays, the
- Sacrifices of the Gentiles went really to De-
mons, {o that they could not be partaked of
without partaking with thofe who were not
at all Gods, as their Worfhippers {uppofed
and called them but in reality ‘wicked Ri-

vals
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vals tocthe Lord; iwhom. the Partakers of iué
"Table- provoked cto - Jealoufy by partaking in
their. Sacrifices.”. . And “thus; in- the -plaineft
Manner, he' makeg Abfinenée’ from- Idolo-
thytes a Term: of :Chriftian . Commurion
even as-after this, in the Epiftles to.the Afiar
Churches, Rev. i, the Lord declares his
“Hatred of the Do@rine that taught the’ Law-
fulnefs-of - eating, Idolothytes,: and finds fault
with the Church in Pergamos for having fuch
as taught it 7in their. Commumon verfl 14,4
15, And by:this we fee how. it was a necef~
j&ry thing to abftain from Idolothytes..

1L They were obhged fo abﬁam from Fors
mcatlon. - *

~ This has an extenﬁve Meamng 1M the New
Teﬁament as we may fee from 1 Cor. vil: 1.
2.1t is goaa’ for-a man not to touch a woman
but, for fornications, let every. man have bis
own wife, and let.éverry woman. bave her own
bufband. . "This i according to the primitive
In{’cltutlon of Marriage to Afa’m}z to which
our Lord refers when fpeaking of Divorce,
And whatever is beyond or befide this; in gra-
tlfymg the natural Appetlte that the Creator
gave to-the Male and Female for Generation,
1s-Iornication according to the New Teﬁa-l-
ment ; as we {ce plainly from this Text; that
all other ways of fatisfying that Appetlte, but

by
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by the Benevolence-due from the Hufband to
his own Wife, and from her to her own Huf-
band, are called Fornications. .

And it appears from 1 Cor. v, that FOT?ZZCQ-,
t10m takes in Inceft, even in the higheft Degree
of it. See verf. 1, The Gentiles knew very
well the Evil of uncovering the Nakednefs of
any one whofe Nakednefs is called our own-in
the Law of Mofes. 'They generally abhorred
Inceft upon what we call the direct Line ; and
fo the Apoftle fays, zhat one fhould have bis
- father's wife, is fuch jfornication as is.nof fo
nuch as named among J¥ the Gentiles : But they
did not fo well know the Evil of Inceft upon
all the other Degrees forbid in the Law. of
Mpbfes, not did they ftand fo much upon them.,
And now, when.God declared that they were
not obhfred by -the Law of Mafes, they were
not to think that this gave them any more
Liberty than Ifiae/ had, as to the Degrees of
Nearnefs of Kin, or any more Indulgence to
fuch Abominations as for which God faid he
cut off the Canaanites before his People, and
would likewile cut off them, and the Stran-
gers {ojourning among them if they fhould
be guilty of them, Leviz, xviii,

When Formcatlon is taken {o largely as: tq
include Inceft as one foit of it, it muft alfo
comprehend in its Meaning every fort, as is
before faid, And the Apoﬁle plamly excludes

B Forni-
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Fornicators without Diftin¢tion from the
Chriftian Communion, forbidding Chriftians
(1 Cor.v. g. 10.°11.) 2o company with for-
nicators; yet not altogether with the fornica-
tors of this world, or, &c. for then muft ye
needs go out of the world : But ~— 1f any man
that 15 called a brother be a_fornicator, or &c.
with fich an one no not to eaf. And the Lord
{ays to the Angel of the Church in Pergamos,
Revel. 1. 14. 15, But I have a few things a-
gainft thee, becaufe thou HAST THERE
them that hold the doclrine of Balaam, who
taught Balak to caft a flumbling-block befare
the chitdren of Ifrael, to eat things facrificed
unto 1aols, and to commit fornication; fo haft
thou alfo them that hold the doltrine of the Ni-
colaztans, which thing I bate, By this again
we {ee how it was a neceffary thing to abftain
from Fornication. But there is {fome Ground

for a Queftion, If the Senfe that the Chriftian
World has of this Nece/fity be mﬂuenced from
thls Authority ?  For,

III. They were the fame way obliged to
abftain from Suffocatéd and Blood, amo 7o myix-
Tou xas vou eipratos 3 thatis, from Blood, either
mixed with the Fleth, (as in Creatures {mo-
thered), or {eparated from it, "Thus the an-
cient Chriftians underftood it, as Tertullian

mfmms us In his Apology, cluzp 9. Erubefcat

€f'?’0.r
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ervor vefter Coriftiams, que ne anmalium guz
dem fanguinem in epulis efculentis habemus, qui
propterea quoque fuffocatis & morticings a!ﬁz..
nemus, ne quo_janguine contannemur Vel intra
‘UZ/CE?’d Jepulto. And {o 1t is the fame thing
that was faild to Nvab i the Grant of Fleth
for Food, Gen.1x. 3. 4. But flefb i its life,
[or Soul] #zs dlood, fhall you not eat.

Nature did not teach Man to kill and eat
his fellow living Creatures ; his Reafon could
not thew him any Right he had to do it:
And therefore the Practice took its Rife from
Revelation ; even that fame Revelation which
we have in the ninth Chapter of Genefs,
where the Grant of animal Food to Man is
thus exprefled, Every moving thing that liveth,
Sfhall be wmeat for yous even as the green herb
bave I given you all things. But flefb in 1ts
foul, its blood, you fhall not eat, By the Words
immediately following, And firely your blood
of your fouls will I require, at the hand of every
beaft—and at the band of man, 1t would feem,
that this Prohibition of Blood-eatmg to Men
killing and eating Flefh, 1s intended as a Guard
againft the thedding of Man’s Blood, But we
muft likewife obferve here, that, in this Grant
of Fleth for Food, there is a plain Reference
to a former Grant that God, the Lord of
Man’s Life, had made of Food for him : For,
when he fays even as the green herd, he plam-

B 2 ly .
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Iy points to the firft Grant of Meat to Man,
which we fee Gen. 1. 29. Bebold I have given
you every herb bearing feed which 15 upon the
Jace of all the earth, and every tree in the
which 15 the friuf cyf a tree yielding feed, to
you tf fhall be for meat. In that firlt Grant
there was a Lunitation, that ferved to {hew
Man’s Dependence on his Creator and Lord,
of whom he held ius Life and his Food : For,
Gen. 11, 16, 17. The Lord God commanded the
man, faying, Of every tree of the garden thou
may /z‘ Jreely eat : but of the tree of the know-
ledge of good and evil, thou fhalt not eaf of it ;
ﬁr 1 the dczy that thot eateft thereof, thou ﬂmlf
furely die, ~ As Man could not be independent
of his Creator, in whom he lived, and moved,
and had his Bemg, and who made meats far.
bis belly, and bis belly for meats ; it was moft
meet, that he {hould live, not by what he did
eat alone, but by the Word of his Lord God,
that gave him Food for his Life, with a Re-
{tri¢tion and Referve which declared his De-
pendence, and manifefted that he held his
Life of him. ‘So that his breaking through this
Limitation, 1 eating of the forbidden Tree,
was a plam Renunciation-of his Dependence ;
by which his Life was forfeited.

When Man was condemned to Death for
his Difobedience, and when God had intima-
ted his Defign of Redemption through the

Death
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Death and fhiedding of the Blood of that Sub-
ftitute, zbe feed of the woman, which was pre-
figured in the Sacrifices, he.gave to Man an-
other Grant of Food, for fuftaining his mor-
tal Life more comfortably in the time of his
Long-fuffering : And in this new Grant of e-
very living Creature for Meat, he referves the
Blood, even as he did that T7ee 1n the former
Grant of Herbs and Fruits of Trees. So that
this Precept about Blood 1s of the fame Na-
ture with that concerning the Tree: Only, |
whereas that declared Man’s Dependence on
God as the Author and Lord of his Life, of
which his Difobedience deprived him, this de-
clares the finful Mortal’s Dependence on God
as redeeming him from Sin and Death by at-
oning Blood ; and Difobedience to this Pre-
cept, imports Difregard to that Blood, as be-
ing in effe@® a Renunciation of Dependence on
the Lord God, the {overeign Author of Re-
demption by Blood. ~

For that this Prohibition of Blood-eating
refpefted the Atonerent, is moft manifeft
from the Repetition of it to frael by Mofes,
Levit, xvii. where the Lord gives charge a-
bout offering the Peace-offerings (whereof
Ifrael did eat with him) at his Altar, n
oppofition to facrificing their Meats to Dewils,
verf. 7. And he forbids them, or firangers

{ojourning among them, to eat any manner of
blood,
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blood, under the Pain of ferting bis face o-
gainft the foul that eateth it, 7o cut bim off,
ver(. 1o, And he gives this Reafon for it,
verf. 11. 12. For the foul of the flefb s in the
blood, and I bave given it to you upon the al-
tar, to make an atonement for: your fouls; be~
caufe, the blood, it [hall atone for the foul,
Thus he plainly tells them, that this Precept,
on which he laid fo much, ferved to manifeft
their Dependence on him the fovereign God,
oiving them the Blood upon the Altar to atone
for their Souls; that, by obferving it, they
might {hew their humble Submiffion to his
Sovereignty in the Subflitution, and teftify
their Reverence and awiful Regard to the At-
onement by Blood, But the true Atonement
was not by the Blood of Beafts, which could
not take away any real Sin, and the Refpect
due to it was on the account of - the true At-
-_onement, prefigured by it, which 1s only in
the Blood of Chrift fthed for the Remiffion of
Sins: And in this alone God’s Words con-
cerning the Atonement by Blood are verified.
Therefore, when the Gentiles are admitted to
fhare in the Salvation that is by this Blood,
without the typical Sacrifices of the Law, they
are commanded to abftain from Blood : For
ftill the true Reafon of the Prohibition re-
mains : The everlaftiing Atonement, whereby
the Gentiles, as well as fews, are eternally

faved,
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{aved, is by Blood that God hath given us up-
on the true Altar. And {o'this Prohibition of
Blood-eating was always, and ftill is of the
greateft and higheft Importance,
- It never had any relation to the Diftinéi-
on betwixt Ifrael according to the Flefh and
the Gentiles, which was  eftablithed by the
Law of Mofes. It had not the Peculiarity of
the Few:fh People as the Reafon of it, like
the Prohibition of Meats that God pronoun-
ced unclean to them. Nor was Blood (by
which almoft all Things by the Law are pur-
oed ) ever forbidden as unclean, like Swines
Flefh, or like that which died of itfelf or was
torn of Beafts, whereof a Stranger might eat,
providing the Blood was feparated from 1t
For the Stranger might not eat Blood, Dext,
xiv. 21. with Levit, xvil, 13. 14. 15. 16,
As Men do not ufe to buy and eat that which
dies of itfelf unblooded, {o any thing that-
died of itfelf or was torn ( however blooded )
was unclean to the People of Ifrae/ by the
Law of Mofes,

'The Gentiles therefore were not to think,
that the Declaration of their Freedom from
the Obligation of that Law, which forbade
the Fews the Ufe of {everal Meats as unclean,
gave them any Liberty from the Obligation
of the Precept about Blood, which was in the
Grant of Flefh for Meat to all Mankind, and

that
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that with a View to the Salvation of Men

from Sin and Death by Blood. The Apoftles
declared this Precept to be fiill in force to the
Gentiles, whom the Law of Mbofes did not
bind, and made the Obfervation of it necefla-
1y in oppofition to indifferent, even as Abfli-
nence from Idolothytes and Fornication, and
of as great Importance as any of thefe: For
when they decreed again{t the Neceffity of Cir-
cumcifion and keeping Mofes’s Law to the Gen-
#1les, in order to their being held as Members
of the Church that is faved by Chrift’s Blood,
they did then by the fame Authority decree
the neceffity of thefé things: For this was the
Neceflity pointed to in the Queftion to which
the Decrees are an Anfwer ; and this is the
Neceffity to be looked for in that Anfwer, if
we {uppofe that, when the Apoftles and El-—
“ders of the Church in Ferufalern came toge-
ther to confider of that Queftion, they gave
it an Anfwer to the Purpofe,

It is odd, to fay, that by thefe neceffary z‘bz;zgs
- weareto underﬁand thefe indifferent Things,
. made neceflary at that Time only by the pre-

{fent Difpofition of the believing Fews ; the

fame of which that Church in erufalem then
confifted who 1t feems were well difpofed
to give up Circumcifion and the keeping of
the Law of Mrﬁs to the behevmg Gefzz‘z/es,

_____
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give up the Article of Blood ! They who -
cline to talk at. this rate muft fay further,
That, by thefe neceffary things; we muft un-
derftand, partly {fuch indifferent Things; and
partly Things necefary in oppofition to indif
ferent § For fome of thofe Things that are
here declared neceffary, are owned to be very
far from indifferént, and affirmed to be bind=
ing on all Chriftians in all Ages to the End of
the World.  Yet all this paffes current among
Chriftians as good found Interpretation of

Scripture; N |
But a Neceffity arifing merely from the
Offence of the Fews, was full as great in the
Matter of Swines Flefb as in that of Blod
and it was as neceflary for the Gensiles to keep
the reft of the feventh day, to which the Pro-
{elytes of the Gate were as much obliged; by
the Fourth Command; as they could be, by
any Precept, to Abftinence from Blood ; which:
yet, we fee; s declared neceffary in the fame
Decrees that make thefe not neceflary.  Mo-
Jes’s betng read i the [ynagogues every Sabbath:
day, can never appear to be a proper Reafon
for the Neceflity of the one; and not of the
other. But a very good Reafon it was, why
the Apoftles, Elders and Brethren in Ferufa-
fem,; {hould write unto the Gentiles that had
been tronbled with a falle Gofpel palmed on
thiem as comidg out from them ; a very tro-
hor et
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per Reafon why the Apoftles {hould begin in
- this Manner to write the New Teftament
Revelation, that, as the Law was read in the
Synagogues, fo might the New Teftament
be alfo in the Churches, and particularly this
notable Part of it, firft committed to Writing,
concerning our Liberty from the Yoke of the
Law ; which was accordingly delivered to the
Churches to keep, even as the Law was kept
in the Synagogues.
And thus we may fee, with what Limita-
tions we Gentles tfrom the Beginning held our
Liberty in Jefus Chrift from the Yoke of the
Law of Mofes ; and particularly, that we held
it with an exprefs Obligation laid upon us to
abftain from Blood, which was never allowed
to Men for Meat, neither before the Law of
Mofés, when the Grant of Animal Food was
as full to Noabh, and as largely exprefled, as
it 1s any where in the New Teftament, nor
under that Law, nor under the Gofpel, which
15 the cleareft Difcovery of Salvation by ato-
ning Blood : For, in the New Teftament,
which takes away the Mofazck Limitations of
the extenfive Grant of Animal Food to Noab,
Blood 15 once and again as exprefily excepted
as 1t was to Noab 5 and, unlefs fome part of
Scripture-revelation can be produced that par-
ticularly removes this Exception, it will be
I11~
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impoflible to fhew the Lawfulnefs of Blood-
eating, ,
- They who would fay that this notable Ex-
ception is removed by the general Terms
wherein the New Teftament Liberty to eat
of all Meats is exprefled, may in the fame
Manner affert, that the Exception of Blood
is fully taken away by thefe Words to Noah,
Every moving thing that lrveth, fhall be medt
for you 5 or that the Exception of the Tree of
Knowledge was fet afide by thefe Words to
Adam, Of every tree of the garden thou mayft
Jreely eaf. And if their Argument be good,
{o was the Devil’s Argument to Eve, when
he commenced Interpreter of Revelation, and
went about to make void the Exception of that
Tree in this Manner, Yea, hath God faid, Ye
Shall 10t eat of every tree of the gardené Tt needs
not, one would think, be told Chriftians,
that heis not a fit Pattern for them to imitate
in the Interpretation of their Law. As for
thofe Infidels commonly called Dezffs, or their
enthufiaftick Brethren the Quakers, they can
have no Room to fpeak on this Queftion,
till firft, from their Principles of Reafon and
from the Fitnefs of Things, whereof they fu-
ftain themfelves Judges both for themfelves
and for the only wife God, or from their Light
within, their only Standard of all Scripture-
interpretation, they be able to bring us their
| C2 #Wﬂ.rﬂ
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Warrant for killing and’ eating the Fleth of
their fellow living Creatures.  And as for
their beloved Diftinction of moral and pofitive,
Chriftians thould leave it with them, as un-
fcriptural, and full of doubtful Dliputatlon
to make the beft of it they can to help them
out with their malignant Sneer at pofitive In-
ftitutions and Precepts ; that is, ‘at the grand
Inftitution of Atonement and Salvation from
Sin and Death by Blood, and all the Inflituti-
ons and Precepts: relating to it and depending
upon it ; ‘which muft be of little or no Con-
{ideration with us, in comparifon with their
moral Wifdom, or knowledge of good and eil,
if we hearken to their Interpretation of Scnp-
ture, But they have as little Right to inter-
pret Scripture-revelation to us Chriftians, as
their Father the Devil had to Interpret the
Word of God to our firft Parents, |
As for the Arguments ufed commonly by
Chriftians for the Lawtulnefs of Blood-eating,
drawn from what 1s faid in the New Tefta-
ment, of Things that were unclean (as Blood
could not be) to the Fews, and of Idolo-
thytes, that needed a Queftion to be atked be.
fore they could be known to be iuch, and
from the Circumftances of the Profelytes of
the Gate, and from the Strangers being allowed
by theLaw of Mofes to cat that which dieth of
itfelf ; thefe Arguments are fully. obviated,

by
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by what is above faid, to any attentive Read-
er ; and it is not worth while to write for any
other, | S
~ Proteftants who find many Faults with the
Church of Rome, have not blamed her for
making void the Commandment of God con-
cerning Blood, and giving Men a Liberty to
eat it ; but, while they agree with her in this,
againft the Greek Church and all the Eaftern
Chriftians, fome of them have complained
much of her taking upon her by her Autho-
rity to eftablith a DiftinGtion of Meats in her
Days and Seafons of fafting, binding Mens
Confciences where God hath left them free 3
and o have ‘applied to her that Prophecy
concerning the Apoftacy of the latter Times,
which we have 1 T, tv. 1. 2. 3. 4. §,
yet, from that fame very Paflage, they can
bring an Argument to juftify her n the eat-
ing of Blood ! ._
But the firft Chriftians, (who were not the
worft of the kind), knowing the Import of
the Precept concerning Blood, obferved it mott,
religioufly. And though Queftions arofe. a-
mongft them about Idolothytes and Fornica-
tion, yet we never read of any of them who
had the Confidence'to fay any thing in favour
of eating Blood, or to move any Objection a-
gainft the Obligation of the Precept about i,
in any Cafe, Yea {0 notour was the Teft-
| MOny
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mony they gave of their Regard to the ato-
ning Blood of Chnift in the ftrict Obfervation
of this Precept, that, long after the Time of
the Apoftles, their Perfecutors diftinguifhed
them by it, even as the Perfecutors of the
Fews had afed to dittinguifh and prove them
by Swines Fleth.  Tersullian fays, in his A-
pology, cap. . Inter tentamenta Chriftiano-
rum, botulos etiam cruore diffentos admovetis,
certiffime ferlicet tllicitum effe penes illos, per
quod exorbitare eos'vultss. Porro, quale ¢ e/Z ut
quos _Janguinem  p:corts hovrere cwzﬁdz 15, bu-
mano nbiare credats ¢ mf Jorie jzm‘vzarem
e experts. quem quidem & wpfum proinde
examinatorem Chrifizanorum adbiber: ut focu-
lum, ut acerram, oportebat, &c.- And they
appealed to this as a moft notour Falt, to thew
their Enemies the Falthood of the Accufation
again{t them, of killing and eating and drink-
ing human Flefh and Blood : For this 1s alfo
the Anfwer Minutius Felex gives that Accu-
fation, Nobis nouncidium nec videre fas ce
azm’zre tantumque ab-bumano fanguine cave-
mus, ut nec edultiin pecorum i c1bis fangui-
nem noveranus, And the Conteflion ot Bibls,
one of the Martyrs of Vzenna and Lyons, is re-
markable to this Purpofe, and fhould not be
flichted by thofe who {hew much Regard to
the Teﬁlmony of Martyrs i other "Cafes,
_ 1'[&;5
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And they who pay Deference to the Au-

thority of Synods and Councils, thould confi-
der one of thefe ancient Canons, commonly

called Apoftolick, can. 63. B 7is emiaromos, n per-

Burepos, 1 Jacuovos, 1 07w TOU KATUAGYOU TOU ISPAT IKOV, P21
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For here they have ancient Church-authority
for Abftinence from Blocd and unblooded
Flefh, as being a Precept of the divine Law,
and as a Term of Chriftian Communton ; and
it will be hard for them to produce as good
Authority of the kind to the contrary.

It was before obferved, that there 1s a Con-
nexion hinted in the Precept to Noah betwixt
the Blood which 15 the Soul of the Beaft
and the Blood of Man’s Soul. Agreeably to
this, we fee the ancient Chriftians in their A-
pologies, and the Martyrs, pleading and ar-
guing upon, this Connexion : And therefore it
could not appear {o ridiculous to them, as it
may do now 1n the Chrithan World, to for-
bear the Blood of Beafts out of Refpect to the
Atonement 1 the Blood of jefus Chrift. As
it is without Controverfy, that all Chriftiaps,
for {everal Ages after the Apoftles, forbore 10
cat Blood or unblooded Fleth; 1t 15 evident,
that they could not then believe the Tranfub-
ftantiation of the Wine in the Euchantt: Bug

N
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In-after Ages, they, who came the length of
believing that, and offering the Cuap of Blood
as 2 Drink-offering to. God, had no more Rea-
{on for abftaining from Blood, than the Gent#/es
had who offered Drink-offerings of Blood to
their Gods. ~ | '
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