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TotheRight Honourable the i
Marquis of New- i
caftle , &c. it

IR, ﬂv >
If T pretended 1o
wSsoe compofe 4 complete
treatife upon this fubjedt , I
! fhould not. refufe thofe large
recrsiites of reafons and autho-
rities , which offer themfeluves
to ferve in this caufe , for God
and man , Religion and Poli- ]
¢y, Church ¢ (bmmau»wm/t/), ,1
againft the blafphemons, defpe- |
y 7atey and deftrutive opinion of
Jatall
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fatall deftiny.But as mine aim,
in the firft difcour e , was oncly
to prefs home thofe things in
writing , which bad been agi-
tated between us by word of
month , (a conrfe much to be
preferred before verball confe-
rencesyas being freer from paf-
fions and tergrver[ations , lefs
[ubjelt tomiflakes andmifrela-
tiom,wl;minfm‘zz/ogr/}nrr are!
more quickly detetted, imperti-
nencies difcovered (o~ confufion
avoided.)Somy prefent intenti-
on is onely to vindicate that dif-
conrfe,, and together. with jt,
thofe lights of the Schooleswho
were never [leighted but where )
they

they were not underflood. How
farl bave perfbrmed it, I leave
to the judicious and zmpm'tul[
Reader , refting for mine owi
part well contented with this,
that I have [atisfied my felf.

Your Lorfhips i?]Oﬂ o[z/zg"d

to love and ferve you

LD

{
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AL A e e 3 ’4-0—’_“
g e TR R R R

TO THEREADER.

The fame was Mr.
shis defire at thas time, as appeareth by four paf-

his Book jwherein be requefteth and befeecheth, . x8;
+ may be kept private. But either through forger- 2635
sefs or c),’v_w/(kr'i‘zdgmtm,lu bath now fupn{f or 82 8
permitted it tobe printed in England, wihout either ad-
Joining my firft difcour(e,to which be wrote that anfwer, |
‘or fo much ax mentioning this Reply, which he hath bad |
in bis bands now thefe cight years, So wide is the date
of his letter, in the year X65 2. from the truth, and bis
manner of dealing with me in this particular from in-
genwity , (if the edition were with bis own confent.)
How(ocver bere is all that paffed between us ypon this
[ubject without any addition,or the leat variasson froms
the criginall.

Concerning the namelefs Authonr of the prefuce, whe
takes spon hins to hang out an Ivy bufh before this rare
picce of fubliniated Stoacifme , 1o invite paffengers to
purchafe ir, As I kuowmoi who be is,fo I do nor much

regard, either his ignorant cenfures, ar by-

Jions, The Church of Englad is a
msch abo 1ratlion,as he is beneath this quefti-
on. Let hins lick upthe pittle of Dionyfius by himfelf,
as bis [ervile flarterers did,and protefF', shat it is mare
[weetthan 1 ¢ envie hins not, much good may it
y frontifpiece is a fuffcient “confatation

whole prefice, wherein he tells the world as falfly
and
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adignatastfy, ds cinfl
cerning Predeftinai

Limits of 17 :
Zedge in Theologicall Contr at mu, i in-
towhat milerable times we we when blind men A i
will be the anely indges of colonrs. Qm tanto dignum

ferec hic promiffor hiatu ? VINDICATION

There is yet one thing more, whereof I defire to ade
OF TRUE

vertife the Reader.Whereas M Hobbs mensio

s Book Dz Cive; It is trwe, thar
2 e hins abowt 6o. st ks balf of; LIBERTY

thers Politrca tllthe other half all,to that Book,

Lot SRS INE L by coonier ofreslons

which e never yet vonchfefed any anfwer. Nor do | -

o defire it for ine that . be hatb publied bis Le-. AAntecedent and Extrin-

ban s Monfirum horrendum, informe, ingens » cui

luncnsdempum, which affords much more matter of fecal Neceflity.

exteption, And [ am informed that there are abve

e R S

o e aken i picss the whaleE abrick af”.,m, ¥

that was but builded in the air, andrel D

mafs of his [eeming o0 o 4

that their labowr will fpeedily be pus

information bows

Fis defire,God

FROM

te Numb,z,

and
fed. Butif :h:
e 1 will not grudge upon
o demonflratethat his principles
ave pernicions, both to Piety and Policy,and defbruttivt
to allyelations of markind,betsscen Prince and Subie8,
Father and Child, Mafter ard Servant
Wifes oAnd that they, who man ain them ob[Finately,
ave fitter to live in bollow-1yces among wild beafts,thasy
in any (hriftian or .I'a]:ltmllsvun), [0 God blefs ns. 2
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T. H.
Ight Houonrable, I had once vefolvedto
D’s. objeétions to my Book,

this difeourfe of Liberty and Neceffi-
ty, which (becanfe 1never had utered my
it) corcerned me the lf

vas both yourLord[bips,and ].D's
hips, g

I bontdbegin with the Luster,
(o%0do, And bere I pre-

ntented
[bmit st toyonr Imm,, judge-
. <

~ﬁrnd1y:haz1mdnmw 7. H,
defence of the neceffity of al
20. 1646 which

proceeded % ot out of any difrefpedt tohim;

for if .“'1 s difcourfes had been Gcom:-
i

perfwade, but
had been one to
erwards

¢, fislt my j mu\(y and
ome other- trifles (which we
call bufinefs) having diveried me uncill

then. And then my occafions per
an advertifement from a
awakening me, I (et my felf 0 a ferious
tion of it. We commonly fee thofe
ohtin Paradoxes, if they have
Jine enough, confute themfelves, and their
1;Lun[w(>,and! eir praticks familiar
e Sl daddy The yery
firlt words of T. H. his defence trip up
the heelsof his whole caufe; 7 had oncs
refols

ng

(3)

To sefolve prafuppoleth deliby
tations but what deliberation can there b
of that which is inevitably determined by
fes, without our fclves, before we do
? can a condemned man d
whether he fhould be executed, or
s even 0 as much purpole, as
a man to confulc and ponder with
himfelf whether he fhould draw in_his
Breath, or whecher he fhould increafe in
ftature.Secondly,to refolve implies amans
dominion over his own adions, and his
a&uall decermination _of himfelf; But he
who holds an abfo! 7 of all
h hath_quitted this domi nion s
himfelf, and (which is worle) hath- quits
ted it to the fecond extrinfecal caufes,
which he makes all his adtions to be de=
termined; one may as well call again Yes
fterday, as refolve, or newly derermine

that which is ucmm.nul to_his hand al
ready. I have per atife,w (v"ncd
7. H. hisanfwers, confidered his reafons,
and conclude. that he hat! d and
mifled the queftion, that the anfyvers ase
evafions, that his
gifms, that the o
univerfall neceffity is buta refule of fome
groundlefs and ill chofen p les, and
thagthe defed is not in himfelf, but that
his caufe will admic no beteer defence; and
thereforé.by his fayour Iam refolved
to adhere ‘to my fick opinion, peg
2 hap
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(4)
haps-another man reading this difcourfe
with other eyes, judgech iz tobe_pertinent
and ‘\d founded ; How comes this to
pafs? the treatife is the fame, the -exteri-
s CulEvase the Mithe, yecthe sefol
iscontrary. . Dohe fecond caufes play
faft and loofe ? do they necefficar
condemn,and neceflitate him to
what s it then ? the difference muft
onr felves, mlurm our intellectue.
caufe the one fees clearer th
orinour a

e@ions, which betray our un

desflandings, an implicite ad-

harencein theonemore than in the other.

Howfoeverit be, the difference is in our

« The outward caufes “alone do not

chainme to the on
el

T. H. may

sefpedtive de-
ion ¢ the
caufes of our contrary v(\u\v(om and do
concur with the outward caufes, ‘to make

p one cotall ‘and adequate caufe, to the
neceffary production of this cfie. . I it
¢ {0, he hach fpun a faic thred, to make
all this ftir for fuch a neceffity as no man
ever deniedor doubted of ; when all the
caufes have aQually - determined  them-
felves, then the effe@ is in being; for
though there be a priority in_natare be-
eween the caufe and the cffe®, yee they
are together in time, And sule s,
swhatfaever is, when it is, i wecefirily

(s)

a5 it s is no abfolute neceff
onely upon fuppofition, that a m
determined his own liberty. When we
queftion whether all occurrences be ne-
ceffary, we do not queftion, whethe

be neceffary when they are, nor whether
they be neceffary in fenfi compofito, aft

we have relolved, and finally detesmined
what to do, but whether they were ne-
cellary before they were determined by
our felves, by or in the pracedent caules
before our felves, orin the extcriour caus
fes without ourfelyes«. It is not incon-
fiftent with true liberty t t

flf, but ic s

tent wich true libere

another without

7. H. fih fuser, that wpon your
ey he was consented
20 beginmith o fs of TWeesy Al
aecfiy, i s, tochange bis former -
folution, Ifthe chain of neeeffity be no
Sronger, buc that it may be fapped fo
cafily in funder, if his will was no o
wife decermived from wichou:
buc onely by the figni
Lordthips defire, and my_mod
then we may fafely conelude,chat humal
affaies are not alwaies governed by ab-
folute neceffiry, that a man is Lord of
ownaions, if not inchicf, yetin mean,
fubordinage tothe Lord Paramount of Hea=
ven and Barsh, and thac all chings
B

cation of your

f inceacy,
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Numb.z,

(6)

ot fo abfofutely decermined in the out
ward and precedent caufes, but that fair
inreaties, and morall perfwafions may
work upona goodnature fo far, as to pre-
vent thac which otherwife had been, and
toproduce that which otherwife had not
been. He that can reconcile this with an
Antecedent Necefficy of all things, and
Phyficall or naturall determination of all
caufes, fhall be great Apollo to me,

Whereas 7. H.faith that he had never
uttered his opinion of this queftion, 1
fuppofe he intendsin writing; my conver-
fation with him hath not been frequent,
yet Iremember well, that when chis que-
{tion was agitated becweenus two in your
Lordfhips Chamberby your command, he
did then declare himfelf in words, both
for the ablolute neceffity ofall events, and
for the ground of this neceffity, the Flux
or concatenation of the fecond caufes,

T.H.

AN firfp L affure your Lordftip, T find

it nonew eArgument, scither from
Scripture nor from véafon, shas, I bave. not
often beard before, which ds as mich as to
iy, thas 1 am not [srprifed.

D.
T Hough Ibe fo unhappy, that I can pre-
fent no novelty to 7. H- yet T have

his comfort, chat'if he be not furprifed, |

thenin reafon T may expe& a more ma-
ture anfwer from him, and where he failes,
3

(7)

T may aferibe it to the we
caufe, not to wan of preparation. But in
this cafe I like Epitferus his Counfell
I p fhould not brag how
much they have eaten, or what an ex
ecllenc pafture chey do goin, but fhew
in their Lamb and” V Vool. Appofite
wers and downright Argumen
fe. To tell what we have |
oricen is to no purpofe,when a refpon
leaves many thingsuntouched, as if they
were too hot for his Finge
the weight of other things
true ftate of che queftion,
fign cither that he hath not weig
things i relfe that he maintains
a defpesace cau

nefs of his

T.H.

[ He Prefice s an bandfo

appears sven inthat, that he hath mi-
[baken the qucftions §or whereas be [aics
thus, If I be free to write this difeonrfe,
1 baveobteined the caufe, I deny that to
be true, fortis ot enonigh to his freedom
of writing, that be bad: ot writter it, un-
Lefs be would him[elf; if hewill obtein the
canfe, hemuft prove that before he writ
it, it was not necefJary be (bould write it
afeerward. 1t may be be thinks it all one
o fay I was free towrite it ,and it was not
neceffary I fboutd write it, Bur I think
otherwife s for be isfree to doathing, thar

may do i if he have the will to do it, and

me one, but it Numb.3.
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vy fitbea

Andyer Hehere b

cording to bis

d

20 writ

ding 10 any s

forbear, fpeakor be filen:

ing el in bis_own s
acknowledge this iberty, 1
Iwill, butro [ay

3)
the will to forbear,
ceffity thas be (hall
odo it, the attion i
if there be

pecef-
[Lhave the will ta forbear,

necef

vill

will, but whether the

the will to forbear ,come

cording to i il or aecor-

ey 1 canmill if T w/ll i ,u

#10be an abfurd (peach.” Wherefire 1

cannot grant b

fuce,

T Acitus fpeaks

mans praife, The C

phe of theiy ‘( fc
to their, bur,
man, ut he b
hei is 2 wife ma

ome
a s b

this, tha

This is to give an Inch, thal

away an Ell wi
the handiomne
may gain cre
Houfe.

i t I,L casfe upon this Pre-

adle fe kind of adver-
hich evermore begin with 2
Caraftro-

urfe is when they come
As he is a goo 1,~~W-d
ach ality ; o
w1 he haeh comnel e
follics, So here the Prefice
bt it appears even in
,‘,,/; ker the qucf?
e may take

chout fufpicion, to praife
fs of the Porch, thar he

the vilifying of ithe
rof ushath miflaken che
que=

9)
queftion, Tsefer to ¢
T hus much T will maj
true neceflity, v which he «J"\ n «.crn y,nor
that Iibercy which he calls
the queftion which he makes the que

Firf for liberty, that which he ¢
berey is 10 true lmmy

chyee, Neceffry, 5¢
Neceflicyand Sponzaneity nny
times meet w('c:\‘cr, fo my fpontaneity
and liberty, bue reall ncctl’ﬁ(/ and “trae

Jibersy can never meet togech
are neceffary and not volunta P
neous, fomethings areboth neceffary and
d

not
free; Bur (hmc :h,ms\\)uch are
ceffary can fiever be free, and ehofe things
which are truly free can niever be necefla-
£y+ Necefficy confifts in'an Antecedent
determination to one, Spontaneity confifts
in a conformity of the Apperitc, cicher in-
telledtual or fenfitive torehe objedt; T
confifs in_the eletive pnw of
That which is det:
my concurence, may neyer=
e well enough with my fancy
g defices, and obtéin my fublequent con
fent; But that which is decermined with=
out my concurrence or confent, cannot be
the obje@of mine cletion. 1 may like
shat whichls ineyitably impofed upon r;e
%
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(10)
by afother, bue if ic be inevitably impo-
fed upon me by extrinfecall caufes, it 5
bothiolly for me to deliberate, and impof:
fible for me to choofe, whether I hall yn-
dergoicor not. Reafon is the roor,
founcain, the originall of true liberey |
which judgeth and reprefenceth to ¢he
will, whether this or thac be convenient,
whether this or that be more venjent,
Judge then what 2 pretty kind of liberty

is mainwined by 7. H. fuch
& libertyasisin litele Children before they
have the ufe of reafon, before they cay
confule or deliberate of any ching, Is not
this aChildifh liberty2and uch a liberty as
isin brute Beafls, as Bees and Spiders,
which do not learn their faculties as we
do our trades, by experience and confide.
ation; This is a brucifh liberty, fuch 3
liberty as a Bird hath to_flie, when hee
wings are clipped, or to ufe.his own coms
parilon, fich a liberty as a lame man
who hath loft the ufe of hi lims hath to
walk; Tsnot thisa rid culous liberty >
LaBly (which is worfe chen all chefe) fuch
aliberty asa R jver hathso defeend dovgy
#he Chamnell; what will he afcribe 1iber:
Yy to inanimace Creatures alfo, which
bave neitherrealon, nor fponcancity, nos
fo much as fenfitive appericer Such is7
H., his liberey,
His neceffity is juft fuch another, 2 ne<  §
aeffiey upon fuppalition, arifing from the
concourfe

(1)
caufes, incl

e e hasing i -
e Ti adaqiiie e and
o g are topecher n time, and when
the efictt is decermined lfo, and i
comefo necellary, that it is aflw
being ; Butchereisa great difere
tween decermining,and being detcr: ek
ifall thecollaeral caufes concurring ¢
the prodution n:lar:\(\:fxt-};\x:uilhcf e
Jently determined, whatchey mi ne-
duce i, then there s nodoube ©

fe@ is neceffary. But
operate frecly, of cont
might bave fufpended
cencurrence, or have e s
nothermanner, then the lﬁ% s not
wly and Anecedenly neceffary %
cicher frec o contingent, This will be yee
clearer by confidering his N infancs of
cafting eAmbs-Ace, [.:ougu"_l:“p(:"
more of contingency then ¢ d
Suppofing the pofieureof che._par

who did throw the Dice, fuppofing ¢
gure of the Tabl hear-
f:‘lr;:s, fuppofing the meafure of fc K;‘*g;
plicd, and fuppofing all o e bings

lhich did concur © che production ¢

B v ok ey e
theredgno doubt butin chis cafe the al
is neceffary, Buc il chis is buc s

g the

[
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(12)
ceffiey of fuppofition ; for if all the(e
concurrent caufes or fome of chem were
contingent or free , then the caft was

o
ablolutely neceffary. To begin wich the

Cafter , He might have denied his concur.
sence and not fiave caftat all ; He migh

have fufpended his concurrence ; and g

have caft (o foon ; Hemight have doubled
ordiminifhed his force incafting, ific had
pleafed him ; He might have chrown the
diceinto the other table. In allthefe cafes
what becomes of his ambs-ace? The like
uncertaintics offer themflves for the ma=
ker of the cables , and for the maker of che
dice, and for the keeper of the tables, and
for the kind of wood, and T know not how
many other circum@ances. In fiicha mafs
of contingencies , ic is impoffible that the
effect hould be antecedently neceffary.
7. H. appealesto every mans expericnce,
Tam contented. Let cve y one reflect up-
on himfelf,and he fhall fiadno convincing,
much lefs confireining reafon , to neceffe:
tate him to any onc of thefe particular aés
morethan another, but oncly his own will
or arbitrary determination, So7; H. his
neceffity isno abfolute , no antecedent,cx..
rrinfecallneceflicy , buc meerly a neceffiy
upon fuppoficion,

Thirdly, that which 7. H. makes the
Quettion, is not the queftion, The queftion
is not, faith he, Whether a man may write
if hewill, and forbear 5 he will , s whee

ther

(132

sher thewill o wrie o the wil to forbear
come wpon him ac mm[g to ]I;fr;);:/ll, ;I,::

ina 10 any thing €ls in his own_ power.
YF his will do not come upon him accor=
ding co his will , then hejsnota trcc., x‘wy‘
et fo much asa voluntary agent , which is
¥ . s tberry. Corasnly alfthe free-
dom of the agent is from. che freedom of
the will, I the will have mo power over
it filf , the agent is no more ficethan 2
faff in'a man hand. Sccondly, he makes
bu an cmpey (hewafa powe I chewill
cither to write ornot to wsice. If it

ifely and inevitabl ne
i‘.fffim, whatibever , what 3 man (hall

will, and what he fhall not will, what he

fiai wrice, and what he hall noc vwice
what purpofe is chs powier ? God and
Nature never made any thing in vain, buc
vain and frufizaneous is that power which
never was and never fhall be deduced into
A&, Eiches 1) is determined be-

all not will , wh $
1 a&, and then heis
an he is to will

and what he fhall no
no more free to adk th )
els he is not determined, and then there is
10 neceffity, No effe can exceed the ver=
sue of its caufe ; if the aion be free to
witeor to forbear , the power or faculty |
20 will,, or nill , muft of necefficy be more
fice. Quod eficit tale illud magis eft P
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(14)
If the will be determined , the writing or
qot writing is likewife determined , and
then he (hould no fay, he miay write or he
may forbearsbut he mu({ write, or he muft
forbe nmﬂy . this anfieer contradicts

ay thing in his pow

; Why do we
ask men whether they will do fiicha thing
ornot? Why do we reprefent reafons to.
them? Why do we pray them Why do
we intreat them? Why do we blame chem
if their will come not upon them accor~
ding to theirwills Wile thow be made cleany
faid our Sav.cur to the Paralitike perfon ,
Jobn's. 6. to what purpofe if his will was
extriniecally determined;Chrift complains
We have piped wsto rogon, an Mooyl
dunced 17. How could they
ills were decermined
bear?And Match.
A have gathered your chile
v as the Hen gathereth
Chickens il ber ¢, bur ,.e‘w:,j:
. How eafly anfwer accor-
- H. is SoHIe FoAl blame
10t Us,Ouir wills are not in our own power.
or difpofition , if chey were , we would
thankfully ‘embrace fo great a favour,
1.; n‘b A4, Moft truly faid St, Auﬂ'u > Onr will (bould
34930, ot be.awill at all,, if it were not in o
power. This is the belief of 2l] m ankind ,
which we have not learned from our Tu=
tors

(15)

tors, but isimprinted in our hearts by na<
ture 3 We need not turn over any obfcure
buak: to find out this truth. The Poets
chanc it in she Thearers , the Shepheards
untains , The Paftorsteachit in
urches , the Doétoss in the Uni~
v Thecommon people in the mar-
ketts,; 1~ul 11 mankind in the whole world
doaffent unto it , cxcept an_handfull of
men ,who have poifoned (hcn incelle@u=
w., with pasadoxicall principles. Fourthe

, this nc((ﬂny which 7. H. hath devi-
4, which i grounded upon h he neceffitas
tion of a mans will without his will, is the
worft of all ochers, and is fo far from lefle-
ning thofe difficulties and abfurdities which
flaw from che facall deftiny of ,csmk,
t feth them, and rendreth them
unanfwerable. No man blameth fire for

burning whole Cities,No man taxeth poi~
fon for defl \.Lym“ men , but thofe perlons
who apply them to fuch wicked ends.
I the will of man be not in his own dif-
gent than

tion, 'lmvs no more a free
the fire or the peifon. Theee thin
quired to make an aék or omiffion culs
pable ; Firfi,that it be in our power to per-
form t, or forbear it , Secondly,that we be
obliged to peeform it , or forbear it sefpe=
@iyely. Thirdly , chac we omic that
which we ought to have dome, or do
that which we ought to have omitted,
man fins in doing_dhofe. chings
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(16)
whighhe could not fhun , or forbearing
ehofe things which never were in hig
power, 7. H.may fay , that befides the
power, men haye alfoan appetite to evill
objeds, which renders them culpable. It is
e, bucif this apperice be determined by
another: , not by themfelycs ,Or if they

have calon to curb or re-

ule o

ppecices , they fin o more

clcending downeward , ac-

its naturall appetite, of the

s who commic_voluntary er-
g the v

soussin followin,
yet finmoz,
The queftionthen is ot whezher @ man
neceffisated to will or nill, yez
ack or forcbear. But having the ambiguous
acceptions of the word, frec , the queftion
is plainly this , whecher nd all
evenss nasural,
not now o
concerns nc
mined extrin

nverfion of a finner,that

allyand

their_own concurrence in the
tion; (o s all

determina-
actions and eyents which ci
e, cannotbut be, norean

2&

be otherwile , after any.other manner , or
inany other place, time, number, meafure,
order, nor toany other end, than they are,
And ]l thisinrefpe& of the fupreme caule,
or a concourfe of extrinfecall caufes deter
mining them to one,
Somy preface remaines yet unanfwered.
. Eithes

(17)

Eicher T was extrinfecally and incy
termined to write this difcourfe, without

currence of mine in the determination,and
out any power in me to change oroppofe i
Twas not fo predetermined ; If T was , th
ought not to be blamed, for noman is jultly bl
fordoing cthat which never was in his p
ver to fhun. IfT was not fo predetermined,
then mine a&tionsand my will to a,aze neiches
compelled nor neceffitated by any extrinfecall
fes , but Ielect and choofe, either to. write or

mine own powe:
and ele&ed, it is -
which may an,
not a real ant,

i 5

upp
ue
two hornes

1 doch confift with tr
cedent neceffity, The

mma-ase {o frait , that no mean can
be given, nor soom to pafs becween them, And
I 0 confequences arc {o evident , that in

Rl 4
fread of anfwering, he is forced to decline them.

ND o o fall in hand wich the queftion,
Withoutany further proems or prefaces, By
¥ » Tdo underfland neicher a liberty from
berty from mifery, nor a liberty from
liberty from wiolence , buc
y from neceflity or ra-
ther from neceffitation , that is , an univer~
fll immunity from all ‘inevicabilicy and de-
termination to one , whether it be of the exer-
cife only which the Schooles call a libeg=
ty of comteadittion, and is found in God, and
inthe good and bad Angells, that is nog & liber=

C y

Numb, 4,
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(18)

¢y to dototh good and evill, buta liberty to

notco do chis ‘or that good , this or that cvill
xclpedively ; or whether it be a libercy of fpe-
eification and exercife alfo, which the Schoolcs
call liberty of contrariety , and is found in men
indowed with reafon and underftanding , that
is a fiberty to do and not to do, good and
evill, this or that. Thus the coaft being cleared,

T, H
xt place be maketh certain diffin-
and [ayes , he meanes not li=
i1y 107 from [ervitude, nor from vic~
ce, but from neceffity , neceffitation ,
biliy, and determination to oné 3 It bad beer
to define liberty than thus to diftinguify,
for Lunderftand never the more what be meanes
. Ard thongh he fayes , be meanes li-
1, yer 1 wnder ffand wot how
d it is a taking of the
procf , for whew els ss the quen
en w5 bt whether [uch a liberty be
There are in the [ame place other
diftinttions., as a liberty of cxcercife only , which
he calls a Lberty of contradiction ,(namely,of do-
ng ot gocd or evill fimply , but of doing this or
that good, o this or that evill velpeétively.) And
a liberty of [pecification and exercife alfo,which
hecalls a liberty of contrariety , namely, a liber=
ty ot only to do or ot do , goodor evill, but als,
todoor ot da , thisor that good or evill, oAnd
b thefe diftinitions he fayes , be cleaves the
. ereas ntruth be davkenes  bis meaning,
ot

vita-

fech a biberiy can be

queflion with

[Hion et

gon of exercife ane
ition , contrariety
nélion where none i
 the liberty of do
goodor evill , to confifF ( 4 he
[ayes it doth in God and eAgells) withont a li-
berty of doing or not doing good or evill
D

T isa rulein art | that words which are hoa
monymous, of various and ambiguous fignifi-
ations, ought ever in the firft place to be di-
ftinguithed. No men delight in confufed gene-
salities,but icher Sophiffers or Bunglers. Vir da-
lofua verfatsr im generalibus , deceitill men do
noelove to defcend s parciculars; and when bad
Archers fhoot , the fafeft way is to mun to the
marke. Liberty is fometimes oppofed to the
flayery of fin and vicious habics;as Rom. 6. 22,
Now being made free_from fin. Sometimes to
mifery and oppreffion, Ifay 58. 6. Ta let the p-
preffedgofree, Sometimes to feryitude, s Levits
25. 10, In the year of Jubilee ge |
liberty throughont the land. S
lence, as PAl. 105. 20.
Lt him go free.

from neceffitaion that is 2
another, or an extrinfecall dece n,
diflincions, do virwally imply a defeription
of true liberty , which comes neerer the effence
of it, then 7. H. his roving definition as we
fhall fec in due place. And though he fay that

Ca he
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(20)
Le underStands wever the wore what I mean by
liberty,yes 1 his own ingenuous con=
feffion,both that he dothunderflan
this is the very queftion where the \,\:nu flicks
between us, whether there be fuch a bu()
fromall neceflitation and excrinfe
nation to one. Which b
the queftion , he calls it o
gueffion, Xc wer
% mEuum now
all :M Schoole
and Claffick Auzhors of
former ages, asif chey were not wo
Joofe the fhoe-frings of fome maderne Auth
fic in darknefs, andin the fhadow
, untill fome thisd Cato dropped down
from heaven , to whomall men nm’t rcua‘r"
the Altar ¢ g > light the
! rc 2 raw
¢ declare againft Schoole
his equally ignoranc Audicors 5
is but as 'n Fox in the Fable, who hay
his own taile by a mifchance d have per-
fuaded all his fellowes to cue off theirs, and
throw them away as unproficable buschens, By
it troubles me to fee a Scholar, one who hath
been Jong admitted into the innermoft clofer of
mnature,and feene the hidden fecrets of more fub-
til learning , {o far to forget himfelf , as to fiile
m,.m Jearning no beteer than a pla; argon,
afenfelclsgibrifh , ora fuftian language,
clattering noyfe of Sabots fuppofe they

or delightin abf
Iy chis diftinction

ly
y ¢

ch fcorn, is 1o true, foneceflary, f

cived, that there is fcarce that w ¢

rer Divine or Philofopher, who did ever

rea bjec, but he wfech it.

Gl itidovillare Conmiblais oppol
kinds of things , therefore to be able to choofe
both good m-d evill, isa liberry of contra-
riety or of fpecificat
and not to L\U,
ouwhich is all oz,

thefame obje B it varying of the kind,
isa liberty ofccmudl&\o Jor'of cxercile onely,
Now man is not oncly able o do or forbear o
do good onely, or cvi ‘1 \"hly, buc he is able
b‘ ch to do ando forbear to d .vo(\’n?m\wd
¢ fohe hach u’non/ly\ liberty of the a8
on, b foa liberty of contrary objeéts;
Unc;y.ﬂ.u\ ty of exercife, but 11moA fpecifica-
tion; not onely a libe con on, but
alfoof contrariety. On the othe fide, Godgaa
the good Angels, can do or not do chis or that
good, but they cannot do and not do,both
and evill, So chey have oncly a liberty o.;m.
ercife or congradiction, but not a lil of {pa-
cification or eontrasicty. Irappears chen r!am-
Iy, that the liberty of man bmnrclarvc i
B 3
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(22 (23)
two Squadrons, the one of Chrifians, the o
ther of Heathen Philofophers, ic will be beft
Bl to difpofe oursalfo into two Bodies, che
all, the liberty of man comes {h " mer drawn from Scripture,, - the lat
fion of the power. Man is not fo free in ref- | Reafon.
& of good oncly,as God, or the good Angels T, H
becaufe (o to fpeak of God whofe liberty is | [ He net thing be doth after the cle
uite of another nacure) the undertlandings of the confhyis the dividing of bis forees s
the Ange cater, their power and dc calls them intotwo Squadrons, one
on over sheir aftions i3 greacer, they have nofl - Seviprare,the atber of resfuts, which Alleg
pofe becanfe b adreffeth s
who is @ Military
hing this it
hi. fo

fenfitive appetitesto diftradt chem, no Organs | 77 be #fesh, 1 fupp
d then this diftinion is|  difeowrfeto your Lordpip,
cleared from all darkncfs. Man, Allthas T baveto fay, tosc
S And Where T Hy-demands how it ispof- | #hat L obfervea great part of el
fible for the libesty ofdoing, or ot doing this | ook ard march anether wy,
orthac good or evill, to confift in God and | o fight amo

th

f doing or not do- D, :
ris obvious and IFT. H., could divide my forces, and commit
them togetheramong themiclyes, it were his

cbjedt refpedlively .- God | onely way to conquer them. Buche will find

s haved powe to do 2 noreo| that thofe imaginary contradi@tions, which he

‘Angels have a power | thinks he hathefpied in . difcousle, &7 but

r tiat el fo boch | fancies, Andmy fuppofed impertinencies will

joynily confidered, have power refpectively to prove his own reall miftak
D.

, rendering eve-
ndering eve

do good or evill . And ye according <o the

lilcourfe, God,and good,and bad T

Angels being fingly confidered, have no por- Y I, whofoever have power of
o do good orevill, chat is, indifferently, as true liberty, for the proper ac
man hath. eledtion. ASpontancity may confilt with de-
1 Dy terminadion to one, as we fee in Children,

P Hus the coaft being cleared, the next thing Fools,mad Men, bruit Beafts, whofe fancics are
tobe done, is o drawot our forces aguintt | descrmiied to thofe things which thzy a&

Proofs of iberty ont of Seripture. £
cledion have Num
% of liberty is 1

e ; And becaufe they are divided into fponcancoufly, as the Bees makes Hony, the
= B 4 Spiders
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(24)
rs Webs. Butnoneof thefe have a libes-
ty of ele€tion, which is an a& of Judgement
and underflanding, and cannot poflibly con-
fitt witha determination to one, He that is
d ed by fomething before himfelf or with-
mfelf, canno be faid to choofe or eled,
unlefs it be as the Fumior of the Mefs choofech
bridge, whether he will have the lealt

ake a vow its
her to eftablifh

itor
yoi this day whapz ye willferve, cc.
my bosfeswill ferve'the Lord, He makes his awn

choice, and Jeaves them o - the liberty of
of their clection. And 2 Sans.
thee three 1h,
fhall do. 1f one ¢h
ceffarily determined, and che other two
fible, how was it Ieft to him to choof
thould be donc »
berey,
T. H.

Ndthe firft place ptwre taken

Numb. 36,14. i one of thens thus fo

4; Thewords are, If & wife m,
» itislefetober Husbands choice,cither 79

or make it void, for it paoaves no more

the Husband is afree or voluntary eA-
gent, bt gt that bis choice therei
eeffiean

n s not nem
<d oot determined, to what he fhall
€ 0y pracedent neceffary canfes

sk

7 D

(as}

3. D.
Y fisk Argument from Script

M formed, Whofoever havea liberty o
erof eleion, arc not determined  to o
precedens neceffary canfes.

Buc Men have liberty of clectio

The affumtion or asior propofiti
ved by three places of Scripture, Nwrb. so.14.
Jofb.24.15. 2 Sam. 34,12 1 need noc m[{\t
upon thefe, becaufe - H. acknowledgeth, thas
it is clearly prooved thar there is eleGtion in
Ma

. .
Buc he denieth the major Propoficion, be-
4 or-dorere

of things poffible, or aclcaft of things concei
ved to br-l;o(ﬁhlc, That is efficacious cle@ion,
whena man hopeth o thinketh of

the objedt. - Whatfoever che will choofech,
choofethunderthe notion of good, cicher h
neft or delightfull o pro

be 1o reall goodnef

isknown to be impoffible h

be fome wandring perdulous wiflies of known
impoffibilitics, as a man alfo hath e
an_offence, may wifh he had not commit
sedit, But to choofe cfficioufly snd impol
fibly, s asimpoffib impoffbilicy it felf.
No man ¢an think ¢ that which he
knows impoffible to be obceined, But h’cmwhg
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knows thatall ehingsare antecedently d

ned by neceffary caules, knows they ¢ o ..
gelfilefor any ching o be otherwife then i
lé’t’u nlﬂz:z;\i:ij aferibe unto him a power of el
o o1 “‘= :4. or that indifferently, is t
Jieke the e thing cobe decmined 1o one,
and obe not determined co ane, which. ax
contsad Goriss. Agtin, wholoeve bt an
e powesara ety o choe, th al
Zheend C8 oWer o seule, Ifa7.10. Before
b Ol il kgomo el evl s e
i Mo who chooich s aches hen
s, refuech chac_racher chen this o
{;’_: él::;ol;n‘gim fuffer afu@ion wich 13;:A scgfie
o herchy rffe e plstices of fin
Hbax 24, Butao man hath sny_pover 1o
el chc which s necfrly predicrmined
ey sl be g ch Fox e e Grpes
ich were beyond s rach, Wien one ching

&

lutely determined, th
(hcsx aremade chercby i yiym\putﬁ%?c’.’ e
gecondly. Y proove i by inflnces, snd by
Shac imivertal noion , which the world ach
of eldtion; whatis th difcrence becween an
leBiveand hereditary Kingdonpbucthas in an
&ive Kingdom they have power or libere
tochoofethisor chat Man indifferendly, Buy
inan hzreditary Kingdom they have no fuch
power norliberty. ‘Where the Law makes 2
certain Heir, there is a neceflitation to %
where the Law doth not name 2 cerin Heir,
there is o neceffication to one, and there they
bave poweror. libenty o choofe. An heredi.
ary

(27)

cry Drincemay be as gratefull and acceptable
to bis fubje@s, and as willingly received by
them (according to that libesty which is oppo-
fed to compulfion or violence) as he who is

chofen, yet he is not therefore an eledti
Prince . In Germany )l the Nobility and
Commons may affent to the choife of the Em-
erour, or be well pleafed wich it when it is

concluded, yet none of them eleét or choofe the
Emperour , but onely thofe fix Princes who
have a confulrative , deliberative., and determi-
erin his Ele@ion. And if their yotes
be equally divided , three to three ,
emia hath the cafting voice.
So likewife in Corporations or Common-
wealths, femetimes the people,, fometimes the
Common Councell , have power to name o
many pesfons for fuch an office, and the Su
preme Magifirate , or Senate, or Jefler Councell
refpetively , to choofe one of thofe. And all
this is done with that caution and fecrecy , by
billects or other means , that no man knowes
which way any man gave his vote, or with
whom to be offended. If ic were neceflarily
and inevicably predetermined , that chis indivi=
duall perfon and no other fhall and muft be
chofen,what needed all this circuitand caution,
to do that whichisnot poffible to be done other-
wife , which one may do as well as a thoufand,
and for doing of which norationall man can be
offended , if the Elc@ors were neceffarily pre=
determined to cle this man and no other. And
though 7. H, was pleafed to paffe by my Uni-
verfity

native pow
or fuffrages
then the King of 2




(2%)
verficy inflariee,yet T may no, unt
he is able to fay untoic. The Junio g
in Gambridge divides the meat into fouse par
The Senior choofeth firt, then the fecont] and
third in their order. The Junioris determined to
one, and hath 1o choife left , unlefs it e 1
choole whecher he will take that
xeft have refufed , or none at all, Tt may be che.
pare ismoreagreable to his mind than ang of che
others would have been, but for al that he can.
not be faid to choofe it, becaufe he is decermi.

liberty of eletion
chis eftablifhed by 7, H. Or rather
mich Worfe i ewo refpets. The Junior hach
yealiberty of contradiétion lefe to choofe whe.
sher he vill ake that pare or ot take any pare
but he who is precifely predetermined o the
choife of this objeét, hath no liberty to refufe ir,
Secondly , the Jur ¢ g
preferve (o himic , but he who
is wholly desermined by excrinfecal
eft altogether to the mer n ifp
I alo he mercy and dify
Thirdly , 1 prooe ic alledged
Numb. 30. 13. 1fa wife make a vowsic ic Lefs
o her husbands choife, cicher to-eftablifh it ¢
make it void, Butif it be predetermined | th
he fall eftablifhic, icis not in his powes t
mak ic void. IFitbe predetnmined, that he
allmake ¢ void, icis not in his powet to eflas
blifh it, And howfoever ic be determined , yes
being determined , itis not in his power indiffes
¥ » cither toeftablifhit, or to make ityoid
at

(29)
iis pleafitce.So Jofhua 24.15.Chaof.
dy whom yewi : But I and my b
ferve the Lovd. o late to choofe that thss
day,which was determined otherwife yefterday
swhons ye will ferve, whether the gods whom yowr
futhers (orved , or the gods of the Amorites.
here is an ele@ion of this or that, thefe
s,r thofe gods,there muft needs be eicher an

indifferency to both objes , or atleafta poffi-
bility of either. 7 and my houfe will ferve the
Lovd. T§ he were cxinfecally predecermineds
be fhould not fay I will ferve, but T muft ferve.
And 2 Sam. 24, 12 [ offer thee thre things,
choofe thee which of them I ball do. How de
God offer thrce things to Davids choife , if he
had predeterm m to one of the three by
a concourle of neceffary extrinfecall caufes ? I
a foveraign Prince fhould defcend o far as to
offer a delinquent his choice, whether he would
be fined , or imprifoned , or banifhed , and had
under hand figned the fentence of his banifh-
ment , what weseit els but plain drollery , or
mockery 2 Fhis is the argumenc whichin 7. £
his opinion Jooks another way. Ific do, it isas
the Parthians vled to fight, flying, His reafon
be confidered.

lowes nex

Or if there come into the husbands mind
reater good by eftablifhing than abrogating
fucha vow', the eftablibing will follow neceffam
vilye Andif the cvill that wil follow thereon in
the hushands apinion ontweigh the good, the cons
srary moufEneeds folloy

Numb7.

A yes in this following
of
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(30)
of oncs bapes nd feares: confifechs the matuye of
leition, So that & man may both choofe this |

(31)
s her trufty counfeller , which givesno adyife,
b -whcnzu required by the wall. And if che

and-camor but coofe thiz, And confeg
ofrg and neceffity are iopned together.
D

othing faid with more fhew of
e patrons of ne-
true libercy than chis,
the will doch perpecually and infallibly
follow lictace of the underflanding , or
the laft judgment of right reafon. And.in his,
and this onely, Icwux s 7. H. hath good fe-
conds. Yet the common and approved spinion
is contraty. And jullly = For,

Firlt, chis very a of the underflanding
is an cffedt of the will , and 3 teftimony
of ics power and libercy. Tcis the will, which
affeting fome particular good, doth ingage and
commmand the y;.v\a»vnaww to confulc and de-
liberate 1s are convenient for a
ning that end. And though the will ic felf be
blind, yet itsbje@ is goodin generall, whichis
the end of all human a@ions. Therefore it be.
longs to the will as to the Generall of an Army

her powers of the foul. to their
the reftthe undcrﬂaudm" alfo,
itand reducing its power into ack.
Soas ‘whaltastes obligation the underflanding
doth put upon the will,is by the confent of the
will, and derived from the power of the will
which was not nc:cﬂ\u'cd to_moove the up-
derflanding to confult, So the will is the Lady
and Mifiris of human a@ions,the undesftanding
is

ac o

firft c or benot fuffi-
cient, the will may moove a review, and requirc
the underftanding to inform it felf bettef , and
take advife of others, from whence many times
the judgment of the undesfanding doth receive
teration.
3] 'St :;,uy for the manner how the underflan-
ding doth determine the will , it is not natral-
morally. The will is mooved by the un~
derflanding , not as by an cfficient , having &
caufall inflaence into the cffect, Lur cnlyhy
propofing and seprefcncing che cbj
chereforc as it were ridiculous to ﬂy; at the
1t is the caufe of feeing , foit is
, chat the propofing of the obje& by the
will,is the caufe of willing;
and thercfore the underflanding hath 10 place
in that concoutfe of caules which according to
T. H. do neceffitate thewill.
Thigdly , che judgmient of the undesRanding
is notalwayes pratiicé praéticum, mor of fuch a
natugein it (dEP as tooblige and determine (h:
one. Sometimes the undesBanding pr
o eth two or three means equally ikt
the altering of one and the fame end. Some-
times it dictatech , that this or that particulat
good is eligible or fit to be chofen, butnot thatit
fsmeceflarily eligible, or that it muft be chofen.
Trmay judge this or that to bea fit means , but
not the onely meanes to atteine the defired end,
In thefe cafes no man can doubt, but ma:‘:ni

will
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will may choofe, o notchoofe , chis or that in-
differenly. Yea, though the underflanding fhall
judgeone of thefe means to be more expediens
than another , yct for as much as in the lefs ex-
pedica there is' found the reafon of good , the
will in refpect of that dominion which it hach
over it felf,may accept that which the underfta
i t be lefs expedient, and refufe
judgeth to be more expedien
t metimes the will doth not will
he end fo efficacioufly, but that it may be,and
often is deterred from the profecution of it by
the difficulcy of the means ; and notwithftan.
dingehe judgment of the underfanding,he will
may fill fufpend its own ac. g
Fifdly , fuppofing but not granting, that the
will did neceflarily follow thelaft diGate of the
underflanding, yet chis prooves no ancecedent
necefficy , but coexiftent with the ac , no ex-
ainfecall neceffity , the will and underflanding
being but two faculties of the fame foul, no ab-
folute necefficy , but meerly uponfuppoficion,
And therefore the fame Authors who maincain
chat the judgment of the und ritanding doth ne-~
ceffarily’ decermine the will , do yet much more
carnellly oppugac 7. H. his abfolute necefficy
of all oceusrences. Suppofe the will thall apply
the underflanding o deliberate and not require
a review. Suppofe thedictate of the undesftan-
ding fhall be abfolute , not his or that indiffe-
sently, nor chis rather than that comparatively,
but this poficively , not chisfreely , but this nes
ceffasily. And fuppofe she will do well efficaci=
oufly,

oufly, and do
here is a necefficy e
nor extrinfecall , nor antecedent , flowing f
a concourfe of caufes without our felves , buc 2
neceffity upon fuppofition, which we do readily
grant, So far 7, H. is wide from the truch’,
whileft he maineines, cither that the appre~
henfion of a greater good doth neceffitate the
will , or that this is an abfolute necefficy.
Laftly , whereas he faith, that the natare of
elettion doth confift in following our hopes an
feares, T cannot but obferve that there is not
one word of Ast in this whole Treatife , which
he ufethin the right fenfe ; T hope it doch not
proceed out of an affeatio: fingularity, nor
out of a contempt of former Writers, nor out of
a defire to take in funder the whol® frame of
Learning,and new mould it after his own mind.
It were to be wifhed that at leaft he would give
usa new Dicionary,, that we might underfland
his fenfe. But becaufe this is buc touched here
fpaningly and upon theby , T will forbeay ic ,
untill T meee wich it again in its proper place.

And for the prefent it thall fuffice to fay |,
hopes and feares are commor to bruce beafis,but
eletion is a rationall a&t, and is proper only to
man , who is Santtins bis animal ment
pacius alte,

TH,
THE fecond place of Scripture is Joth, 24.15.
Thethird is 2 Sam, 24. 12. whereby tis
sleerely pravved , that there is elestion in man
bt ok proovedehat fuch lettion ywas ot mecelo
Srmed




S
(34)
frated by the hopes, and feares , and confidéras
sions of good ard bad to follow , which d
onthe Will , nor are (ubjeit to eletlson
sherefore one_ anfwer [erves all fuch pla
they were  thosfund.
‘His anfwe; ng the very fame with the for-
s, wodfor word; which bath alteady been
fufficiendly fhaken in pieces, doth require no
new reply

*s“m, that necefity e icht ,,m,
sogerber, and-inf s of C
fools , and-bruse beafts , whefe fancies 1m
fa.  are neceflitated determined to o
fure'thefe bis proofs out of Scrip:
prevent that inf th
th
st hey pre-
s eleltion , nor from. free , but from
ﬁ” tancons Agents. A% fob cxample,vbre ohe Ba
whes it maketh honey docs it (pontancor(fy;eAnd
whes the Spider makes his webh, e does it [pas
tanconfly, and not by eleébion. Though I neve
mawt 0 rourd any anfiver upon sbe experient
afwhat u,,m foools , mad-men and beafls
do, yer that your Lordfbip may nrnderfland wha
can be meant by f,,,, vovs , and b it diffrs
from wolsntiry T will anfwer that diftinttion
ard (s, hat s fighterh agdinft ies fellow Ao
gwments, Yowr Lovdfip'is thercfire mm/dn
thit all Jolintary albions, where the thing this
indeeth

(35)
induceth the will is no fear,are called
taneons , and [aid to be dore by i
cord. - eAs when a man giveth money vo
rily to ansther for merchandife , or out of affe
&ion , he is faidto do it of bis v aceard , which
in L
[pontancons. 'I/‘augﬂfﬂ give ones money willing=
Iy to athief to avoid killing , or throw it into the
Seato avoid drowning, wh frscsliemivrivess fear,
h nat called [pontancons. Bus every [pontancons
ionis ot therfore voluwtary, for wolsintary pres
/rwm Jome precedent deliberation,that s to fay,
fome confideration and meditation of what is like~
Iy tofallow., both mpon the doing and abffaining
from the ail b ereas many
2 4 oW ace m,m be there-
tancons a( which neverthele(s ar be
nks we never confulted, nor deliberated of in
our [elves , as when making no queftion , nor axy
the least dowbtin the world , but that the thing
me are abont s good,we eas,or walk, o innger
Prike o revilewhich be thinks [pontaneons, b
ot waluntary wor eleftive attions, Avnd M:b[ntly
kind of aftions he [apes nece(fitation may [ba
but nat from fuch as are voluntary , and pr ,,,,,{
pon elechion and deliberation. Now if I make iv

antity , and which be af

eribes only to fools , Children | mad-men , and
beafts,proceed from deliberation and eleSbion, and
that attions inconfiderate,rafh and fpont aneous are
ervdinarity found in thofe that are be themfelves,
ol vy Movethonghe as wife or wiler than or=
D3 diniry
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(38)

dinary meware Then bis Arga
that neceffity and elet
which i contrary 1
allvhe velf of bis Arg

Ufbips awn. experience furnifhes yors with
proof enongh, that borfes, doggs , and other by
Geafts do demurre oftentimes spon the way 1
art 10 take.The horfe retiving from (ome
fignre be g o oidthe
fpur. And what els does man that deliberaterh
but one winle preceed. toward altion , asother

while retive from it , as the bope of gresser good

ng on aga

dra s him, or the fear of gre 1l drs

bim? AChildmaybe [o yoiing s to do all wh

it does without all deliberation , b
barce to be burt by doi

it be of age to unde

wherein he bai

that
foniewhat, o

edenthe [eco

r.”/, ./L dtime, Fools and mad men
acliberate no lefs then the wifeft »

thoughthey

nake not [o good a clo
of things, be

e ot the images
¢ by difeafes altered. For Bees a
be had o little to do as 10 be 4

tor of their allions , be won
enely Elettion, but alfo Ayt
licy inthem,
l‘(l:m,Ar:A_lo:}c (ayes s their life iscivill, He

ery neer equallto that of mankind,

is deceived, f he th

k any fpontaneons attion afs
ter once bein,

1g checked in it differs from an aéli-
o voluntary and eleGlive, for cven the fatting of
amans foor in the pofture of walking , and the
atlion of ordinary eating , was once deliberared,

wherit flowld be done 5 dnd though &2
aftermad

Afrerward bcome ecf)
dobe withons fore-thong
binder, busithat the att
Geeds from-elettio
Eions of cliolevick_per(ons voluntivy and 1
deliberdvions for who is there but very you
Children, thas bas noi confidered, v

far he ought or fafely may fbrike or revile, f

then he agrees with me that [nch atlions are ne
ctffcaredys and the fancyof thifethards them is
deteminedto the ahions they doyie follows ont of
bis o datbyin, vhat the liberty of eletion” does
sot take away the necelfity of. elefting,” thisor
that individsall thing. And thus one s Are

E have pa ow T. H. hath
coined a new kind of libercy, a new kind

of neceffity; a new kind of cletion, and now
in this (ection a new kind- of fpontancicy, and
a new kind of voluntary a&ions. Although he
fay, that liere s nothing new © him; yet I
begin‘tofufpe&, that cither here are many
things new to Him, orotherife bis e
fult of a ferious'mature dcl tion,

ng that I offer, is; how often he mi-

ngin this one feftion; firlt, T

make voluntary: and fponrancous actions ta
be one and the fame,he faith T.diftinguifhthem,
(o8 fponsancous acions may be neceffary, but
voluntary actions cannot. - Secondly, T diftin-
guifh bétween free aéts and voluntary adts. The
Tormer areraliaies deliberate, the Jatter may
be indcliberate; al} free acks aye yolungasy, but
D3 all

on is




{38)

all yoluntaryas are not free, but he fith 1
confound them and make them . che fame,
Thigdly, he aich 1 afcribe (pontaneity onely to
Fools, Children, Mad-Men and Beafls, Buc 1
acknowledge fpontaneity hath place in ratio-
nall men, bothasit is comprehended in Jiber.
ty> and as i is diftinguithed from liberty.

Yet Thaveno realon to be offended at it §
for he dealsno otherwife with me then he doly
with Bimfelf. Here he tells s, that vodunrany,

beration, But Numb. 25, he

Y, that whatfoever followeth the

sary, and where there i bus

one appetite, thit.is the laft. And that 50 attion

of @ man can befaidto be withaut deliborasion,

'gh never [0 fuddain, So Namb.33. be rel]

us . thac 8y fpostaneity is mean

frnr: proceeding, o elfe nothin,
; % f

¢ he te

£s inconfi-

is meant

Voluntary
from fear, are [pontan
7o, whereof many are deliberate, a4 that
wherein he in b himfelf, 10 give pony
for merchardife, T hird) ben T faid that
Children before. they have the ufe of reafon,
28 fpontancoufly,as when chey fuck the Breaft,
bitdo not ack freely becaufe they have not
judgement to deliberate or eled, Here 7. &,
undertakes 10 proove, that  they do deliberate
and eledt. Andyew prefently afier confeffuch
3gdin, <hot aChild may be (o young, as 10 da
what it doth withont all deliberation,

Befides thefe mifakes and contradictions he
bath other ersours alfo jn this fe&ions As this,

¢

01 ich proceed nos

10 adtions proceeding f
taneous Hr‘ ho throws "h(i;,» :
AR LS T
willsthe means conducing 1 thac end: Ic is
tucthat if the aftion be confidered nakedly
wihout all circumflances, no man
fpontaneoufly cafts his goods into the Sy e
we take the aétionas in this particular cafe
invefted with all the circumftances, and in or-
er to the end, that is,the faving of his own ife
ic s noc oncly voluntary aad fpontaneous, buc
clective and chofen by him, as-the. molt_pro-
bable means for »:‘ A
cquent (ponsaneicy
ent, grounded upon
neousfrom fpante,weighs
we have learned in t‘uc_ rudiments x
K that conjugates are fomerimes in name
He who cafts his goods

oncly, and ot indee
t Sea, may d 1
ity Scandly, he esresin this allo
nothing is oppofed to [ponca
avincible and Ante ¢
are of fponcancity or volunta-
sinefs, by removing that knowledge ]\A\{.;;‘h
1d and would have prohibit ¢ adtion.
g.‘f: man thinking tofhoot a wild Beat in a
Bufh,(hoots his friend,which if he had known,
he wonld not have This man did not
kill bis friend of his own accord.
For the clearer underfanding of thele :)ur:,or,;i

4
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(4°)
nd to know what fponcancity is, let us cons
fulta while with the Schools about the diftin&
order of yoluntary or involuntary acions,
i Some adts proceed wholy from an “extrinfecall
caufe; as the throwing of a flone upwards, a
sape, of the drawing of & Chriftian by plain
force to the Idols Temple, thefe are called vio-
Tent a&s.Secondly, fome procecd from an intrin-
fecall caufe, but without any manner of ko
ledge of the end, as the falling of a flone downs
wards, thefearecalled naturall adts Thirdly,
fome proceed from an internall principle, with
animperfedt knowledge of the end,where there
is an appetite to the obje&, but no delit
tion nor eletion, as the a&s of Fools, CI
dren, Bealls, and the inconfiderate as of men
of judgement. Thele are called voluntary or
fpontaneous a&s. Fourthly, fome proceed from
an intrinfecal caufe, with a more perfect know-
ledge of the end, which are eleéted upon dels-
beration. Theicare called free adts, So then
the formall reafon of liberty is ele@ion. The
neceflary requifite to cleion is deliberation,
Delibesation implieth the a&uall ufe of reafon,
But deliberation and clcction cannot poflibly
fubbt, with an cxtrinfecall pradetermination
to one. How fhould 2 man deliberate or choof
which way 10 go, who knows that all wayes
aze huc againft him, and made impofible to
him, but oncly one  This is the genuine fenfe

thefe words valuntary and fpontancons in
is queftion. Though they were taken cwenty
yes vulgarly or metaphorically,. as we

3

fay

(41)
taneows uleers, where there is no ap
¢ nothing to this

fay [pon
petice at all, yet i n
woverfy, which is not about Words, buc about
Things ; not what the words Voluncary or Free
do or may fignifie, but whether all things be

extrinfecally pradetermined to one.
Thefe grounds being laid for cleasing the true
fenfe of the words, the next thing to be cxa-
minedis, that contradiion which he hath ef-
picd in my difcourfe, or how. this. Argumens
fights againt its fellows. 1€ I Claich 7. H.)
make it appear, that the fpontancous a&ionsof
Fools, Children, Mad-Menand Beafts, do pro=
ceed from election and dcliberation, and that
i ate and indliberatc aétions ase found
fcft men, then his argument con-
cludes, that necefficy and ele@tion may fand
together, which is contrary to his affestion.
Ifthis could be made appear as eafily as it is
fpoken, i¢ would concern. himiclf -much, who
when he Mould prooye, thatsationall men are
not free from necefficy, goes. about to_proove
that brute Beafts do deliberate and. ele®, - thas
is as muchas to fay,are frec from necefficy. By
it concerns not me acall, It is meichcr my affer=
tion, nor my opinion, that neceffity and cle-
&ion may not meet together in the fame 1‘\4‘.‘-
je&, violent, naturall, fpontancous, and deli=
Tiberate or eleive ats may all meet together
in.ghe fame fubje&. Butthis I fay, that ne-
ceffity and eleion cannot confift together in
the fame.acr, He who is determined o one,
s ot free to ehoofe out of more then one. To
begin




(42)
begin with'his Tatcer fuppoficion , tha
may do inconfiderate and indeliberate
X do readily admic it. But where did
infer a generall conclufion from particular pres
mifles 2 as thus , becaufe wife men do fome in-
deliberate aéts,, therefore noa:
orweletive, Secondly, for b ner fuppofic
on', That fools, children , mad-men , andbeaf
do delsberate and eleét,if he could make it good,
itds not T who contradit my felf , nor figh
gainft mine own affercion, buc itis he who en-
that which I altogether deny.
He may well find a contradi&ion
and me otherwife to what end is if
Buthe fhall not be able to find a difference bes
tween meand my (elf :But thetruthis,he is not
able to proove any fuch thing ; andthat brings
me to my fixth Confideration, 5
That Horfes, nor Bees , nor Spiders,
, nor Mad-men do de-
libesate or clect. His firft inftance isin the Horle
o1 Dog,buc more clpecially the Horfe, He told
me,that 1 divided my asgument into fquadrons,
© apply my felf to your Lordfhip, being a Mi-
ml;y man ; And Tapprehend, that for the fame

on he gives his fisfk inftance of the Horfe ,
ha fubmiffion to your own experience. $o
r well buzotherwife very difadvantagioufly to
his caufe. Men ufe to fay of a dull fellow , that
he hathno mote braines than an horfe, And the
Prophet David faith , Be not like the Horfe and
HMile which have no underffanding. Pfal, 33:
9. How do they dcliberate without underftan=
ding?

(43)
ding? And Phal. 49. 20. he faith the fume of all
brute beafts. <HMan in honour ha
derfoanding, but became like wntothe beafbs that
perifls The horfe demstirres wpon his way , Why
1ot ? Outward objeds , or inward fancies may
produce a flay in hiscourfe , though'he have no
jigment , either to deliberate or elec. He re-
ires from (ome firange figure which be (ecs,and
comes o again to-avoid the fpur. S0 he may and
yet be far enough from deliberation. Al this
proceeds from the fenficive paffion of fear, which
a perrurbation arifing from the cxpé&ation of
fome imminenc evill: Bt he urgéth , what els
doth man that deliber: g ch.The
orfe Feareth {c
ration §s a comparing of feyesall means conglu-

fame end] Peas is commonly of one
deliberation of more than one fear is of thofe
things which are not in our power, deliber:
of thofe things whichate in ‘our power fearar
feth many times out of natural] antipathics, bu
in thele difconyenicrices of ature,deliberation
hath sioplace ac all. ‘In a word, fear isan ene-
my to deliberation , and becra licee
of the Soul. Trehe horfedid deliberate,be fhoul
confult with reafon , whether Ttowe;
pedient for him to go that way or not; He
fhould reprefent to himfelf,all the dangers bot
of going, and flaying, and compare the one with
theiother, and cleét that which is lefsevill ; He
fhould confider whether it were not better to
endhire 2 fittle hazard,than ungratefilly and dif=
honteftly to faitin his dury to his maftes, whodid
breed
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(44)
breed hion ; and doth feed him, This the horfe
doth not 3 Neitheris it poffible for him o do i,
Secondly, for Children, - H. confeffech thas
they may be (0 young , that they do not delibe-
rate atall; Afteswards,as chey areein co.the ufe
of seafon by degrees, {0 by degrees they become
frec agents, Then they do deliberace,, before
they do not deliberate. The rod may be 2 means
to make them ufe theit reafon , when they haye
POWer (o exercife ic, but the rod canno produce
the power before they have it. Thirdly , for
fools and mad-men, Tt is not to be undesftood
of fuch mad-men as have their lucida intervaila,
yeho are mmad and difcrect by fices ; when chey
have the e of reslon, they ate no mad-men. bur
may deliberate as well as. others. Nor.yer of
fuch fools as are only comparative fools , chat
is, lefs wife chan athers. Such may deliberac
though not {0 clearly , nor fo judicioufly as.on
thers , but of meer mad-men, and meer natue
rall fools, o fay that they, who. have not
she ufe of reafon, do deliberate or ufe zeafon,
implies a contradi@tion. But his chicfelt confin
dence s in bis Bees and Spiders, of whofs atti.
ons Che faich) if I had been a [peltator., I would
bave confeffed, 5ot quly Election bt glfo ot
Prudence , Policy , very neer equall 0 thar of
d s whofe life,as Ariftotle faith, is ginil],
Truly I' have contemplated cheir 2&ions mam
times, and have been much taken with their cu
rious works, yet my thoughts did mo reflect fo
ch wpon them, a5 upon their maker., who
ic magnts in magnis, that he is nioc, mior in
parvis

(45)

g their rare works , I have

fute all the bold-faced A-

s age,and their hellifh blafphemies.

, but T praifed the marveillous works

of God,and admired that great and firftincelle@,
who had both adapted their organs , and deter
ned their fancics to thefe particular works, T

o fimple to aferibe thofe Rarities to
their own invention, which I knew to procecd
from a meer inftindt,of Natwre. In all other
things they are the dulle@t of creatures. Natue

saljfts write of Bees , that the

enfe,fpread

p
ole body , and only pesceiving
s prefent. When eArifforls calls them Pf’f
Jiticall or Sociable Creatures,he did not intend i
seally that chey lived a civill lfe, but according
wan Analogy, becaufethey do fuch things by
1 , s truly Policicall Creatures do out of
judgment. Nor when I read in St. eAmbrofe ,
of ‘their Hexagonies or Sexangular celler ,
Gid T therefore conclude, that they were M-
J,Zy invoke God to cheir aid, when they g0 out
of their Hives,bending their thighs in forme of 2
crofs, and bowing themfelves ; did 1 cherefore
think , chat chis was an a& of religious piety,
or.that they were capable of Theologicall ver~
tes; whom I fee in all other things in which
their faneies are not determined,to be the fillieft
of creatures, frangers notonly to right uaf:;n:
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but to all gefemblasices of ic.

Sevenchly , concerning thofe ations which
are. done upon precedent and. paffed dcliberas
dions; They arc not only fpontaneous, but free
adks. Habits contradled by ufe and experience
do help thewill t0 & with more facility , and
more determinately , as the hand of the Artifi-
cer is helped by his tools. And precedent
berations, if chey
prooved by ex

the labour of

were fad and ferious , and
erience to be prefitable , do faye
lequent confultations , fr/ffra
fit per plra, quod fieri poreft per panciora , yet
neverthelefs the ations which are done by ver-
we of thefe formerly acquired habits ase no Tefs
fiee , then if the Xcl’xbnauon were coexiftent
with this pasticular ation. He that hath gained
an habit and skill to play fuch a leffon > needs
10t 2 new deliberation how to play every time
thae he playes it over and over 3 yet I am far
from giving credit to hi s, that walking
ox catinguniverfally confidered are free attions
or proceed from true liberty’, not fo much be.
saufethey want a particular deliberation before
every individuall a& , as becaufe they are ani-
mall motions , and need rio deliberation of
fon, as we fec in brute beafls: And neverthelels
the fame a&tionis,as they are confidered indiyi-
dually,andinvefed with their due circumftances,
may be and oftenare frec actions fubyerzed 1o
ehe liberty of the Agerie,

Laflly , whercas 7. H. compareth the fisft
motlons or rafh attempts of cholerick pesfons
with fich acquired habits, itis 2 grear miftake,

Thofe

nin this

(47)
Thofe rafh ateempts are voluntary aions, and
may be facilitated fometimes by acquired ha=
bits3 But yet for as much as aétions are_often
altered and varied by thecircumflances of Time,
Place and Perfon, foas that aét which at one
time is morally good , at another time may be
morally evill. And for as much as a gencwall
precedenc deliberation how o do this kind of
aion is not fufficient to make this or that par-
ticular a&ion good or expedient, which being in
it felfgood , yet parcicular circumf@ances may
sende inconyenicnt or unprofitable ,. to fome
perlons , at fome times, in fome places, There=
fore a precedent generall deliberation how to do
any att 0 is not
fufficient to make a parcicularadt , as my wri=
ting chis individuallreply to be frecly done,
without a particular and fubfequent delibesa
tion. A manleames French advifedly , thacisa
free act : The fameman in his cholerand paffion
seviles his friend in Prewch, without any delibe-
ration , This isa {pontaneousast , but it is not
2 freea's I be had taken time o advife , he
would not have seviled bis friend. Yoz asicis
no free, fo neicher is it fomeceflary, as the Bees
making hony , whole fancy is not oply incli
ned buc determined by nature to that a&. So
every way he failes. And his conclufion , that
the liberty of Ele@ion , doth not take away rhcl
neceffity of cledting this or that individual
thing,is no confequent from my doctrine, but
from his own. Neicher do my arguments fight
one againftanother , buc his private apmé;t;:

as for inftance , how to wr
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(48)

fight both again® me and againtt an tindoubted
truth. A free agent endowed with liberty of cle-
Gon , or with an cle®ive power, may never.
thelefs be necefficated in fome individuall a&s,
but thofe ads wherein he is neceffitated , do not
flow from his cleftive power , ncicher are thofe
a&s which flow from his elective power necef-
frated.

. -De

Econdly, they w ﬁ, might have done , and
iy Axunnyunn"x which they leave un~
done; And chey who leave undone many things
which they might do, are neither compelled nor
neceffitated ¢o do-what they do , but have true
liberty. But we might do many things which
we do not, and we do many chings which

we might lcave undone , as is plain, 1 King,
11. Becasufe thou haft mkfd this thing, and haff
fo , neither haft asked

aff asked the |

enemes , c. God gave Salomon his choife. He
might )nvr n<ku{ riches , but then he had not
asked wifedom , which he did ask, He did ask

ave asked I\u]c: w‘\
CAnd A&. 5. 4. it
bire own power? o
is own power to give it, and ic was in his own
power to reteinit. Yetif he did give it he could
not retein it 3 Andif he did retein it', he could
not give it. Therefore e may do, what ye do
not. And we do not, what we m)u].[ do, That

is, we have true llb:r'yim"n neceflity.

of thine

T H

T2 Ef»'vh‘ gume

frerh f ”
when if
ther.

/ .G
ho migh, if # wonld,)
enge , did neverthe
dom at qa.u,, ds. The sther 5s the
St. Peter fo Ananias , A&. §.4. After i
fold , was i¢ ot in chine own power »

Towhich the anfver is the [sme, withvhar T
arfweredto the former places. That they proove
there i elettion, b i
ty which In: b r/q,@ el

7 D.
very fame anfwe;

before, It feemeth that he is well pleaf d
with it, or els he would not draw it in gain o
fuddenly by head and fhonlders , to no purpofe,
if he did not conceive it to bea Panchrefton , 2
falye for all {ores,or Dittamnans, foyeraien Dic-
tany,, © make all hisadverfarics weapons drop
out of the wounds of his v

pofed by necef

hich is abfolutely

fity3and of another thing w
impoffible, is to make ele&tion to be no clection
atall. Bue T forbear to prefs chat in prefent. I
{ may be bold to ufe h‘\ w n phrafe ; His m'

Tiver
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(%)
looks quice another way from min
ent. My fecond reafon was th
have done 1
which they Jeave undone , and who lc
done many things which they might do, ate not
necefficated , nor precifely , and antecently de-
termined to do wha they d

But we might do many chings wh
st and we do many hings whic

ave un-

fore weare notanteced endly arnid
mined , nor neccffitated to do all
b Wh:

precifely der
thi gs Whis
this Argument? To what pro
tearm doth 7. . apply hisanfw
affirmes, nor denicth, nor diftinguifheth of any
thing cnn':\mrd in my argument, Here I muft

anfwer.

D
no true bur all
¢ pm by ineyitable n::(ﬂ'\»y »
1 Jm!c interrog : u\n ob-

(51)

eat, and yee fecretly by himfelf or by ck 1'rc0nd

caufes necefficate im to cat? D P
} hend him for doing that, which he h:m antece

dently. decermined chat he muft doe 7 Do

propofe things under impoffible conditions? Oy

were ot uu;plam mockery and derifion? D

a loving Mafter chide his fervant , becan
doth not come at his call , and yet knowes that
the poor fervant is chained and fetcered, §
cannot moove, by the Maffers oywn order,wi
out the fervants default or confent?. They w
aalk here of 2 ewofold will of God,fecref andre-
eled, and the one oppofice o che oﬂ'\cr, un~
duRand not what they fay. e 11
congerne 1:vcr:\"

him{eIf ; The revealed
1T Eod is viar bt prid i aeie oI
may be chefecret will of God to take away 1
fifeof the Fachers yet i is Gods revealed wil

¢ his Son fhould wifh bis life,and pray for his
Hire s no contradion whee he Agents
are diftin@, Buc for the fame perfon to com
mand onehing, and yet co neceffitate hmhlm
dto do anothes thing ; T

sand e
in holy Scriptures,
& ) but feined
| \vypA crit s 2 Haft thou ea-
1enof the tree whereo mmanded that thow
frondef? ot eai Gen, 3. v1, And ver. 13.. he

aithto Eve , #hy haft ihos done this 3 And o
(‘am why art thou wm!v, and why is thy coun=
tenance caft down 2 And why will ye dy, O hosfe
of Ifrael ? "Doth God ;vmmand opealy not to
2]

(bcv on

man for doing that , which-he hath d
inevitably and mcﬁﬂ ibly that he muft do; Th
were (T am afraid to utcer what they a-
fraid to affert ) the higheft diffimulation. Gods
shiding prooves mans fiberty.

Ez I. H

s

sam

bes |
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O o
O the third ard fife srgumiens ,
make bt one anfwer,

Ertainly diftiné A
and fifc are , the «

pa i
ke an nfweris contained , » Num| b 12,
hich be do

bi's

d cz\m.(m,m

o b:d as (hc words

andas l:lp 1 T

Satfhood to i th 0 ji-

ation mbud as l.c doth

ranny , by the mhmmms of )us power,

the ab'olmcnns of his dominion. And there-
¢ byhis feave, 1 muft once again tender lin

er he wereor not, is more than
1 knéw. nm chis fee plainly, that cither hels
¢ provided, or that kis caule admits no c)mn»

(53)
ws dealt ingenucully when
It knot,which they could
i !

D.
Fousiy . 3£ cicher the decree of God , or the Nu

God,or uﬂu»n».: f the Stars, A77.4

the ph,u
or the laft

cxees, the {ame prafcience, che fame confiella-
tions, the fame_caufes, the far a

quid oft

teft oppofers of our 1.Lﬂ
ta it

s s to s effect, If s
szk/nwl:dg:, o the
" of

es, or ¢ ;pyufxll .,,,m,M/. iy of ca
Lute of the. wnderftanding , or
sy rae Gbersy, then

wing, is the fiuns of
Ingnow exiftens,
el

es | 40695991
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G54)

iowof that aflion hereafier, whereof
one thing now were wanting, the effect coul
beproduced.: This conconrfe of canfes, whereof

ve is determinedta be fuch, as it is b
concar(e of former caufes, may well be
called (inve(pect they were all v and ordered
by the eternall canfe of all things God Almighe

ledge of God, fhould ke
cannot b iruly [uid, fez-
e ‘s knowledge, and knowledge
xiffence of the things known,

oF the whor
1l oA,

coriconr(e of all cas
Fimple chain, or concat ; 4
ether 7ot in,

aAlmighiy; and

e casfe of an event,docs not

por one fingle chain bt ox

Naurall effcacy of obietls. does derermin
Wolintary Agents, and neceffitares the will, and
Jy the attions bt for »

T yonderfiand not what he me{m 2’7::.” 7"{? I{:J’
are ofehesudgemen concerning the good or

ad that may follow on any atlion, is ror pro-
Perly the whale' canfe, bus the laff part of its
Adyes maybe faid to produce the effeét ne-
cciTirlly, in(uch viamer as the laff feather may
be [wid 10 break an Heorfes buck., when there
were

confequently

o fo many lnidon beforeas there wanted bus

todo it.

o hi
1

s Argument, That if the con=
eceffitate the cf

7.
the confequence, for I make ot onely the
ffeit, bus alfuZ: elethion of thar_particular ef
fett to be necefJary, in a5 moich as the will it
[elf, andeach propenfion_of a_man during bis
Ueliberation is as much mecelfisaed , and de-
w 4 [ufficiens. canfr, as amy thing elfe
vever, As for example, it 1s 70_miore uié=

will o
eletion or m
This Dolrin, be
dowbs had better baen fu
Laordjhip, and be

TH‘,s Argumentwas {en:
pic to makea more full difcovery, wh
ds of T. H. his fuppofed
necefficy; which errand being done, and cthe
foundation whereupon hebuilds being found
out, whichis as I called it a concatenation of
camies, and ashe calles it 2 concoufe of ne=
ceffary caules ; Tt would now be s fuperfluous,
and impetinent work in me to undersake the
Tefuation of.all thofe other opinigns, ¥
he doth not undertake o defend,  Aund Theres
E4 §

iore
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(56)
all wave them f
dverfions,

the ¢

relent, with
the ctemall decree of God, |
ds the decree it felf with the
cree. And conceming the f
ledge of God, he confounds that Hmm atiy
knowledge , which is called rhe kuowles
of wifion, wibich doth not produce the in-
tellective objelts, no more then the fen-
h:wc vﬂ\n d ‘1 1‘-\',;&\.

withan :do* m will, of nes do
wruly 137, Ut FeiSthe cafe of ch ngs, as the
knowledge of rhu\mu s the caufe of his w
God made all things by bi
5, by his witdom.
.‘a he Stars, T wif

word, Fob. 1. that
Concesming the influénces
he bad expreffed himfel
learly; Foras Tdo willingly granc, chas
e Heavenly Bodies do act e hefe fub-
nmrynmm, not oncly by their motion and
talloby an occult vertue, which we
i ¢, as we fee by manifold cxperience
in the LoadRoic, and Shell-fith,cre. So if he
ntend, thatby thefe infiucnces they do. na-
wally or phyfically determine the will, or haye
any direét dominion over humane Counfels,
1 whole or in part, eicher more o Jefs,
1an ertor. Concerning the concaten:
cs, whertas he makes not one chain,

[u an innumerable number of chains, { I hope
¢ {pesks hyberbolically,and doth not intend
they area&ually infinite,) the difference
is

o

(s57)

;n\‘ materiall whether one 1y, {o long
s they aré all joyned togecher, bochin the firlk
linck, and likewife in the effeét. ferves to

110 end, but to fhew what a (hadow of liberty T
H.doth fancy, or rather what a dream of a {1
dow. As if one chain were not fufficient to load
poor man, but he muft be clogged with innu-

mesable chains, Thisis juft fuch another fre

dom, as the Turkifh Galli-flayes do injoy.
Buc Tadmire thac 7. H. who is o verfed i
<his queftion, (hould here confef, that he un-
derftands not the .uﬁmm becween phyficall,
or natuzall, and monl] effiscy. * And” much

sby 2 na-
> > "1 fecond agent,
qu“, can determine the il of

d alone, in relpedt of his
» all things. Then the
ST ettty whea God-Al-
mighty, befides His génerall” influence, where-
ulanal fecond cautes do depend, as well for
cheicbeingas for their adlting, dath moreoyes
ac fometimes, when ic plea

rdinary, concurte by &

wureof anaét
moved , and 0
choofe this or that. Tn n the will is deteymi-
ned morally, when fome object is propofed to
it with perfwafive reafons and arguments to
induceitto will. Where the determinaion is
nagurall, the libérty to fufpend its adt is caken

away




(58)
away.from the will, but not fo where the
termiination is morall, In the former cafe, the
will is determined extrinfecally , in the latte
eafe intrinfecally; The former producech an ab-
folute neceffity, the latter onely a neceffity of
fuppofition: 1f the will do not fufpend, but ai
fent, then the aék is neceflary ; but becaufe the
will may fufpend and not affent, therefore it
is not abfolutely neceffary. In the former cafe
the will is moved necclfarily and _detesminace-
ly, In the latter freely and indeterminately.
is immediate, the latter
& diante invelleéin , and requires
the help of the undesflanding, In a word, fo
great n difference there is between nacurall and
morall efficacy, as there is between. his opini
on and mine in this queRtion,

There remains onely the Jaft diGtate of the
underflanding, which he maketh to be the aft
caufe that concerneth to _the determination of
the will, and to theneceflary produ@ion of the
a8, as the Ly} feather may be faid o break, an
Hopfes back,, whenthere were (o many laid o
before, that there wanted bus that to do
bave hewed Nurb. 7. chacche Jaft diftate of
the underftanding, is ok alswaies abfoluce in it

1f, nor conclufive o the will, and when it is

e, yet it produceth no. Antecedent nor

nfecall neceffiey; 1 fhall. oncly, adde. one
thing more in prefent, That by mgking the Jaft
judsement of right reafon to be of no mare
weight then a fingle feather, he wrongs the
ingas wellashe doth the will, the
indea~

(59)

indeavouss to deprive the will of its fupreme
owerof application, and to deprive the under-
ftanding of its fupreme power of judicaturc and
definition. Neither corporeall agents and ot
jeds, nor yet thefenfitiveappetiteic felf, being
an infesionr faculty, and affixed to the Organ
of the Body, have any diret or immediate do-
minion or command over the rationall will, I
is withont the fphear of their alivity.. All die
accefs which they have unto. the will, is by the
means of the underRanding, fometimes clear,
and fometimes difturbed,, and_of seafon cither
tight or mif-mformed:~ Without the elp of the
undesRanding, all his fecond caufes were mot
able of themfelves to load the Horfes back

weight as the leaft of all his. fea=
thers doth amount unto. But we fha
with hisEor(e load of feathers again Nun.23.

Thefe things being thus bricfly touched, he
proceeds to his anfwer, My argument waschis,
T any of thele,or all of thele caufes formerly re-
cited,do take away tuue liberty, (thats,fhill in-
tenided fromneceffity ychen Adam before bis fall
Tiad no true libercy,

But Adam before his fall had true liberzy.

He mif-recites the argument; and denies the
confequence, which is fo clearly proyed, that
10 man living can doubt of it. Becaufe Adan
was fubjected to all the fame caufesas.well as
weg the fame decree, the fame prafcience, the
fameinfluences, the fame concousfe of canfes,
the fame efficacy of objets, the fame, diGtates
©f geafon, Butic is oncly a miftake, for iz-ap~

pears




(60) )
s plainly by his following difcous
ntended to deny, not the co

1ml {\m(
world b»c.«\
sly, and cffenially from C
Ity of icand m
aufe man s cxirin

y before his fall,
ceeds (o far, as :nafh.m thiat all lm
lls, hisand ours,
of our wills,even (un'\n
much neceffi:
that we haye o more
&ions which we do,

& thofe
o keep upor whom they were impofed, and pu-
i then for brsking chofe Lawes which be

Dodtrin from oy e B if hd necefiated
have reafon fo to o, an¢

all odhers whoThall eroutly ponde e Lo | e e

sid confequences which” flow fromic, It de. 1 hate t

fhroyes liberey, and difhonos. che Shtise oF

man, Lemakes the fecond caufsand utward

bjeds to be the Rac

B,

whm Pl e v
feal of neceffity, to be hanged of neceffity, and
o be damned of necéfliey. And therefore T muft
fay and fay again ; Quicquid offendes mibi

incredulis odi. Tc were bettet tq be. an Acheift,
<o believe 1o God ; or to be a Manichee,
<t Cols g God o

Levill,

cer of al i
asMan, then Man, ‘by 25
the motion of the Watclh is more f A
tificer, who did make : up, then
ng, or the whecls, of ¢}
f Go Ly his fpeciall influenee
the fecond éaufes, did ncceffcace them to ope-
y di if they being thus de-
e Ad - inevimbly, ir-
b dentall, but by an cflen= 4. D
Ifubordination of caufes o whatfoeyer he
l,; Then one of thefe o abf

ty thou {ind Gods , than chus to charge the true
God to be the propercaufeand the true Author
of all the fins and cvills which are in the
wosld,
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(62)
7. D.
Ty, 3 ghse b oo Fibery, hoe Gl be

16 day of Doom, no laft Judgment , no re-

wards nor punifhmerics after death. A man cag

never make him{elf a criminall, if he be not left
Y to commit a crime. No man can be

jullly punithed for doing that , which was o
pawer to thun. T

ity of all ¢ ar
it will follove bt praife and reprehenfion, eward
and pinifbent, are all vain and wniult. nd

that if God fhould openly (orbid , and Jecretly nea
ceffitate the [ame attion . punifbing mex for wha
theyc 7 .

id, there wouldbe ro belief g~
7 hel

o, L muft borrow an anfwer
f Rom, 9. ver. 11 from the 11.
werle of the Chapter to the 18, % laid dows the
ery fame objettion in thel: words. When they
( rmeaning Ela and Jacob) were yet unborn, and
had done weither good nor evjth; That the purpofe
of God accarding to cleftion, mot byworks, but by
bins that uunlf, might remain firns, it was (aid
20 her (viz.toRebekah) that rhe elder (hall ferve
the younger. Avdwhat then (hall we (ay, is there
srinlice with God? God forbid, It is ot there.
fore in bim that willethynor in him that rumeth,
butin bat [hewsthmercy. For the Seripture
[ait

& (1)
(uth to Phasaolt , T bave
‘;"7’,‘1 ,:W;my ewer in thee, and thi
sty b orh il e carsh Ther

ieticn in thefe words following , Thes: wils
why will God yet complain,for who
(ted bis will? To this thercfore the o/
vs , ot by denying it was Gods wi
the decree of God concerning B@u was not be-
fure he had finned , or that Efau was not_neeeffi~
tated to do what be did, bt thus, 17 art thow,

fFGod? b

ke one veJell
According therefi
of St. Pavl , Lanfer §. D's cbjeltion , and [y,
The porver of God alanewithont other belp, s fuf-
ficient JufFificaion of any attion he doth, Thas
which nen mrake amang themfeloes bere by ps
and Cavenants, and call by the mame of Juitice,
and according whereanto men are_counied and
jufF anduniuft , is nor
ties attions are to be meafi-
more than his counfarles are
Thas which

alts

)y bumsan wiledons
2 juft by his d o} 1 fay i
bin, not always juit in ws by the Exaniples ; for
o manthat all command a thing openly . and
plot [eovetly she hinderarce of th i

iflihime, be (o commanded for not doing 7 ”j:j’;.




properly in o 7
dos 7o And hm(, fﬂzlvpmn isinGod only
be 114 aftions.o And v,

P Conr e cal i

A alfo forekpoweth
hegermsiezesall b
we it I kuow alfo
[ the ailson from the fin of the
mm, God Almighty dacs indeed canfe
he allianmhasfocver altion it be., bus o Je
fiuls r'f:w irregulavity of it , :m is , the di
tween the Attion andthe La
as thefe daxell my snder]
{ find o differcrce between the will to ha
dshe permiffion todattywhen e hat pere
bt can hinderis , and knowes ¢ will be
ne

(65)
done nlefs he hinder it. Nor find I iny diffe-
rence between an attion that s ag
th

. oA

hween the killing of Usish , and the finof D
Uriah, Nor when one s canfe both o
¢ and of the Law , how another canbe
canfe of the difagreemens batsween them o more
than bow one man making # longer and. fhorter
garment , another can make the iequallity that
% betsoeen thems. This I know,God eannot finbe=
canfe bis doing a thi s it jufty and confe-
quenly no fin, eAnd becanfe whatfoever cam fin,
s [ubjest to anorbers Law; pebich God is or. And
iherefre tis blapheny o foy n fin, Bt
e ot 4 s A
aman , 1 do ot
Howfoever, if

St. Paul did not think Efaus or Phataohs ations
proceed from the will and purpofe of God or thas
proceeding from bis will could nor therefore with-
ant iniuftice be blamed or punifbedy 1 will as foon
« Lunderftand them tnrn wito T. D's opirion
For 1 som bold notbing in al this quefion be-
tween s ,but what [eemeth to me nos_obfcurely,
but amoft exprefly [aidin this place by Saint Paul,
Ad thus miuch in anfiwer 10 bis places of Seripe
ture.
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(66)

7. D.

- H. thinks to kill two bisds wich one Rone,
and fatisfies twoArguments with one anfuwer,
whereas in truch hefacisfieth neicher. Firft , for
my third reafon. Thoughall he fay hete, were'as

true as an Oracle. Though punithment were

a& of dominion, not of Jullice in God 5

this isno fufficient caule why God. fhould d
his own A, or why he fhould chide or expo-
ftulate with me they did that which he
hem to do , and whereof

sey they being

chrew

he never heard, that o propofea do
an Argument, Nec /“,.‘ g

olvit. B 1 will not pay him in his
owncoin. Wherefore « this place

him, Tanfwer, The cafe is not. the fame. The
noyed there, is, how God

mife-made to Abraham ro be the God of him

his [eed, if the JL',\»\ who were the legi-

seny of Abraban: were deferted. To

vv‘n(‘wur/\” file anfwers ver. 6. T

s not made to the carnall feed of

an ythat i the Jewes , buc o his fpie

suall

cuall Sons which
that is to the beleevin hriftians ; whic
fwer he explicatech, firlt by the Allegory
/,and after in the place ¢
neither doth he
fpeak therefo much of their perfons as of ¢
ofterities. And though fome words may
accommodated to Gods pradeftination
are there utcered, yet itis not the feope
text, to treat of the reprobation of any man to
cll-fire. All the pofterity of Efam were not
cternally reprobaged, as holy ob -and many
others.  Butthis queltion w‘nrh is now agi=
tated between us, is quite of another nature,
how a mancan be a criminal whodoth nothing
but that which he is extrinfecally neceffitated to
do, or how Godin Juftice can” punith a man
with zternall torments, for doing that, which it
was never in his powerto leave undone, That
he who didimprefice the motion in the heart of
man, fhould punifh man, who did onely re-
ceive the impre(fion from him, So his anfwer
looks anather w.
But becaufe he grounds
text, that if
change his
paffages ‘which may feem to fa
Fil,chele words ver.11. being nor e bt
neither having done any ¢ or evill, upon
which. the whole weight of his argument doth
depend, have no reference atall to thofe s
ver. 13+ Jacob have I loved, andEfxu have
bated, for thofe words were firft wtered by, z)w
Fa Prophet
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P Jachy
Efan were dead, ,w
wm. ty of Efiss, who were not redee
cy, asthe Ifpactives were. But chey are
12, The el-
e which indeed wiere
:pokan fi o fax were Born,
And though thole words of AMalack
jado[uvllm\ Facob and E be t
| advantaged his

impoficionof punifhment, nor any o
sy o love. God fawe sl that he s
Goodnefs it felf cannor |
good. Buthatred <

acob la
tie dorh fully. cx-
ed Rachel

+. No man can
e will hate, the
one and love So Luke 14. 26. It
»mehmnm his and Mother, &c.
annot besmy Difciple. Sc. Marber cll

¢ fenfe of it Math.10.37. He that loverh

Sher o AU hOOR e s weE Vet Y

mare then Lml», (a Mat .5,
ferve two Maft

thofe words. ver. 15. 7 will have |

w1 wilthwve mepey, do prove
]

o a pey, Lt ot Lol f
iy Is
canfe I am good 7 A@s of N
a&s of Jufticeare due
That which fol
nearer the caul

e ight [f
Lu[ chis pmmu(am) doth notaly
¢ themain end. of an adion, bt {

s onely a confequent of it As

He depared into he be fulfilled

ch was fpoken by theProph

or end of his journey was ot to ful

fies, buc to fave the life gCh\H

caufe the

fequent of Fofephs journy, he fa

might be falfilled. $ohere, I b —:wﬁd:bu
b

denotethe intencion of God o deftroy Pha
in'the Red Sea, yet not the Axmccdcuc
F inteqtion
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(70)

tention of God, which evermore refpe@s the
ood and benefic of the creature, bur Gods
confequent intention upon  the pnv.mn of
Pharashs obftinacy, that fince he would not
glorific God in obeying his word,he fhould glos

fie God undergoing his judgements, Hitherto
we findno ztemal punifhinicnts nor no tempo-
ral punifhmenc without juft deferts.

Ic follows ver. 18

]vur[ is the mwu‘
1 a finner in chis

how doth God harden the heart ? not by a na-
curallinfluence of any evill a or hab
the will, norby inducing the will with pe
{ive motivesto ob(hn'\cy and rebellion, for God
tempiethno myan , bueevery man is tempred

b ol

1hen be is drawn amay of his

arc thy t:wx)m I
pofitively, ot by im
Lv not imp ace, as mc Sun dc.(cmhw'
to the tropick n] C faid
£0 be the caufe of Winter, that is, not by im-
fatting cold, but by notimparting hear, - Ieis
an a& of mercy in God to give his' grace free-
 butcodetein itisno ack of injuftice. So che
(,rpult(h hardning to fhewing of mer-
¢y, To harden i as much a5 not to fhew mercy.
Secondly , God-is faid to harden the eart
oceafionally and not caufally , by doing good
le finness make an occafion of
viorle and worfe, and doing evill; as s
Mafter

ml;nc‘.'s doth incourage an ob
¢ more rebellious, S0, w
Gods frquent judgments upon P
d favours in removing and with=
judgments upon Pharachs re-
of them in cheir feverall kinds, were
occa Gons of hardning Pharaohs heart , the one
making bim more prelumpruous, the other more
defperately r:.)tll\tus So that which >
in it was Gods 3 that which was evill
raohs. G e theoccafion , but 1}'u.~nub\
the tue caule of his own obduration. T}'?ls
dleerly confirme dGen.8.15. When Phara ohjm

was Pk

that thers was vel
And Gen. 9. 34- When Phataoh [ thas the
4~m,v: Hail, andthe Thunders were cea-
yet more , and hardned his hea
e and ijm,m So Phal. 105, 25. 11;
wed their bearss,fo that they hased his
(ubtilly with them: Thatis , G
whereupon the £gyptians
did take occafion to hate them,as is plain tu’
)i
7
nd Pharaoh hardened his own hear
it by not (hewing mercy to Pha
as he did to N ebuchadnezzar,who was as grea
finner-as he, or God hardned. it occafionally,
but fill Pharaoh was the true canfe of his own
obdurasion, |

. v .4—.}3,9 10. So God har
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(72)

and confiming himfelf in his obflinacy, So aze
all prefumptucus finners Pll, 5. 8. Hardey
gt yowr hearts as inthe provecationss imshe duy
oFtemptationin the wildeynelr, b
rdly, God is faid o harden the heart per-
aiffively , but not operatively, nor ¢Fe@iyey
as he who only Jets loofe a Greyhound oucof
the flip,isfaid to. hound him at the Hare. Wil
you fee plainly what St. Pasd incends by had-
ning ? Read Ver. 32, What if God willing to fhew
bis nrach andto mxlg bis power known ( that is
will,which in order of nature
followesstlic=provifion of 'ﬁx‘,")}.f:»lf, I with
satch long jxj}]rrmgrhz vaffells of wr,
efiruclior. ednd that- be mighe. maky known
the riches of his glary on the veffels of more
%2 Thereis mich difference berween mdurrg
» or inciting the veflells of wrach,
mescy,that God pr
the veflels of wra

! ! Y wer
atis,notby God , but by
1, that Godwdothe:

clves. St, P

2  T.H. faith , that G
wilsand cffcts by the (el salce A
3&ions good and bad,that he neceffateth thens
and determiinesh chem irrcfitibly to do thofe as
which he condemnech as evill’, and for which
chew, Lf daing wilingly , and on
o w:/:ﬁz::x fuffering , and necefitan
"ply mota contrariety one foancther,sed-

am Diogenss, Bt hinm

a&ions good

that taught
me

|

ration,by determining hisown will to evif, |

(73)
e Logick , give me my moncy again.
But 7. H. faith , that this diftinction bea
cween the eperative and permiffive Will of
God 3 And that other between the action and
the irregularity dodazell his undesftanding.
Though he can find no difference between
thefe two , ye others do , §¢. Paxl himfelf did,
At 13.18. Aboutthe time of 40. yeares fuf
fored be their manners in the woidersefs, And
A, 14. 16. Who intimes paft fuffered all Na=
Yions to walk, in their oven wayes. T Hy would
make fuffering tobeinciting, their manness to bo
Gods manmess ; sheir wayes to be-Gods wayes-
And wAék, 37. 30. The times of this ; ;
Godwinkedat. T was neves heard that one was
{aid to wink or connive at that which s his
own a&. And 1 Cor. 10. 13. God 13 faithfull
who will ot [uffer you to be tempted above that
you are able. To tempt is the Devills a&, there-
fore he is called the Temprer , God tempis no
man to fin , but he fuffers them to be-tempted.
And fo fuffers , that he could hinder Sathan , if
he wonld. Butby 7. H. bis do@rine, To tempc
to fin, and to fuffer one to be ed to fin ,
when itis in his power to-hinder it is all one.
And fo he transforms God (T write i¢ wich hor-
rour) into the Devill, and makes tempting to be
Gods own work , and the Devill to be bur his
inftrument. And in that noted place, Romss 2.
4o Defpifeft-thow the viches o bis goodnefs , and
forbeavance, and long-fuffering, wof kowing that
the goodefs of God leadeth thee to repeniance ,
bwt'after thy bhardse[s and impenisent heart tréa-
fureft-np unto thy felf wrash againft vhe. 44y ;1’
wrath,




(74) |
wrath, andrevealation of the righteons 3
of GoduHere are a5 many convincing
mentsin this one textagainft the opini
H.almoft as there are. words.Here we lears tha
God is rich in goodrefs , and will not punil. |
his creatures for that which is his own ack s Se.
condly, chat he [ufers and forbeares fimmers
and doth not /

wdgnsen |

I
s long,

-not {natch them away by fudden deagl
as they deferve, Thirdly , thee. the sk

Gods forbearanceis to bring men 0 repontance

bly , thac hardnefs of heart and sy
 is not cafually from God, but from ourfelyes.
ifily , that it is not the infufficient propofall of
che,means-of their coitvrfion on Guds obe.
which is the caufe of mens perdicion . but cheis
gum convemp and dofyfing of thele means
Sixtly, that punifhment is not an & of blogue:
dominion , but an act of rsghreons Judgment
whereby God renders to ever Condi

1 deeds , wrath to ¢

n” according

vrath unto them,

ting of God, what do chey who uttesly den
¢, and make Gods doing and. Lis fufieriny
t0 be all one? Ido befecch T H. toconfic
der whata degrec of wilfulnefs it is, olit of one
obfcure text wholly mifunderftood, to contradict
the clear cureent of the whole Scriprure. OF the
fame mind with St. Pant wassr., Perer, 1 Pec, 3
- The long [uffering of Godwaited oree iy shy

¢sof Noah, And 2 Pety 3. 5. Acconne that

y i¢ of the Lord is [alvation, This
s

(75)
is the name God gives himfelf. Exod
The Lord, the Lord Gody mercifull and gr
ong fuffering, Gre.

Fec 1 do acknowledge that which 7, H.
Gaich to be commonly true,, That he who doth
permic any thingto be done, which ic is inhis
ower to hindes, knowing thatif he do not bin=
derit, it will be done, doth in fomefort will ic.
1fay in fome fort, that is, either by an antece=
dencwill, or by a confequent will, cither by an
operative will, or by 2 permiffive will , or he is
willng o lc e be done, buc noc illing. €0 d}a‘

t)

it, Sometimes an antecedent engagement dot
canfeaman to fuffer that to be done,which o

wife he would not fu So Darisus i
wiel into the Lionsden,, to mal
Fis rafh decree;So Herod fuffered Fob
be beheaded , to make good his rafh oath; How
much more may the immutable rule of juftice
inGod , and his fidelity in keeping his word,
draw from him the punifhiment,of obftinate fin=
ners , though ancecedencly he willeth their con-
verfion? He Joveth all his Creatures well , buc
his own Juftice betcer. Again, fometimesa man
fuffercth that to be done’, which he doth not
will dire@ly in ic flf , bur indireétly for

fome other end , or for the producing
that 2

fome great good ; As 2 man wi

putrid memberbe cu

the-dife of ch

rous tafave a mal

wer 0 repreive him , doth yer condemn him fop

example {ake,, that by the death of one, he r'par
ave

bbes | 40695991
obbes |, 40695991



(76) |
fave thelivesof many. Marvell not then if Gog
fuffer fome creatures to take fuch courfes
tend to their owa suine , {0 long as their fuf
sings do make for the greater manifet
his glory,and for the greater benefit of

full fervants,- This is a moft cercain truch , tha
God would not fuffer cvill o be in the world,

s he knew how t
Yec this ought not to be foundesftood , as if we
madeany p or pofteriority of timein che
adts of God, but onely of natire, Nor do we
make the antecedencand confequent will to be
contrary. one to another , becaufe the one xd
pedts man pure and nncorrupted , the othes ref
pecs him as be s lapfeds The objedts are che
fame,, but confidered after-a diverfe manner
Nor yerdo we make thefe wills to be diftin in
God, for they are the fame with the divine el
fence,which is one. But the diffin&ion is in op
der to the obje®s or things willed. Nor,laftly,do
wemake this permiffion to bea naked or a meer
permiffion, God caufech all good,permittech al
evill, difpofechall things, b | i

7. H. demands -how God fhould be the
caufe of the action aud yet not be the caufe
of the irregularicy of the -aétions Lanfwer,
becaufe he concurres to the doing of evill bya
generall, but not by a fpeciall influence. As the

Earthgives nowrifhment toail kinds of plani

aswell to Hemlock as 1o Wheat,but the reafon

why the one yields food to our fuftenance, the
other paifon to our deftrution, is not from-che
generall nourithmentof che earch , but from the
fpeciall

aw good out of

(77

fpeciall quality of the soot. Even o che genes
sall powerto ack is from God, In him we e y
nd mave, and have onr being. Thisis good. Buc
e fpecification, and deremination, of this ge-
perall_power , to the doing of any evill s from
our felves , and proceeds che e will of
; Thisis bad. And tofpeak properly <
ce will of man is not the c{ﬁm;m caufe of fin ,
a5 che root of the Hemlock is of poifon, fin ha-
Jing o fruentity or being in it, as poifon hath.
Buc rather the defigient caufe. Now no dn?; t
can flow from him who-is the bigheft, perfeti=
on. Wherefore T.. H. is mightly miftaken, o
ake-the particular and determina il-
ling® Zriab to be from G n .
3 @i from Ged , but the fpecification.of
s general] and good power to murther , of @
any particular evill, is not from God , but from
+ce will of man. So 7, H, may (e clearly
will,how one may be the caufe of she Lav,
and likewife of the aion in fome fost , chat
is, by generall influence ; and yec ;.\mgm caule
concurring by fpeciall influence and deesmi-
sing chis generall and good power may make it
{¢lf the true caufe of the anomy o che -
ty. And therefore he may keep his Jonges an
fhorter garments for {ome other occafion, Cer«
tainly, chey will not fic this mw.&, unlefs
he could make generall and {peciall influence to
e 2, preffech ye fusther, chat the cafe
is the famejand the objecion ufed by the jim’,
5 £.9. Whydeth e yet find fanle 2who bﬂfﬁ/i'l!d

1

s e 2
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ame with my arguaf
ment; “And Sr. Panls anfiver ver. 70 O man
nft God > (hall the |
2 th ‘ formedic , why hafp
i 5 b et <56 Bireer power
with his an.

deny., that it was God
ce was before &fass

s not atall me, but
quite different , as may appeas by thefe particu-
ars 5 fisf, thole words, before they bad done civ
ther /'.,7(/ or evill ; are not, cannot be referred to
thofe other words, Efan have I hated; Second-
ly,Ifthey could , yetit s lefs chan nothing, be-
caufe before Efas had actua Nv finned, his future §
fins |
ters

mafs,but upted mafs of mankind. Fourth-
ly,m,ulnv.,m nentioned is ortely a co
parative hatied , that s, a lefs degree of Jove,
Fifily, che hmv ning which St Panl {peaks of,
is nota pofitive, buta negative obduraion, or 4
not imparting of grace. Sixdly, St. Pand fpea-
Keth not-ef any poficive reprobation to ecernall
punifhment, much lefs doth he fpeak of che
Suall infid ting of punifhment wichour fin ;
w}u(ln) the q uelhon between us, and wherein
7 ers 'romull thae I rcm(‘wlm to haw [

; Thirdly, by the Pots
be n.xmcvrmm the pute |

(79)
is never adually infli&ed but for fin. T dhe
ion be put , why God doth good o one

wore than to another , or why God imparcech
1¢ grace to one thanto anocher, asit is chere,
ecanfe it is his plea
fure , and it is fawcinefs in a creature in this
aale to seply » May nor God do what he will
with his own , Matths 20 15, NCie o
tethbut God impastethgrace beyond mans de-
ert 3 Buc if the cafe be put,why God doth pu=
i nsimare s ocher O vhrone
one ino hell-fire, and not anocher, which is'the
prefen cafe agitaced between us 3 To fay. with
7. Hi that it is becaufe (:» s
or becaufe his )

P
the anfwer is jult and fir,

, s not only not ‘warsa
, bug is plainly corn ned by Sc. Pasl
" place. So many differences there arebetween
!.mlr two cafes. It is not therefore againft God,
that I reply, butagaintt 72 . I do not call my
Creator to the Bar, but my fellow creature ; T
ask no account of Gods counfails , but of mar
prefumptions, .Igis the mode of thefo times to
father their own fancics upon God , and when
lh\v cannot juftific themby reafon , to plead
his Omnipotence , or to cry. O-altitndo , that
the wayes of God arcunfearchable. If they may
jullifie their drowly dreams , becaufe Gods po-
wer & dominion is abfolute;much more may we
rejeck fuch phancafticall devifes which are in=
confiltentwith the truth,and goodnefs &, Jutice
of God, and make him to be a Tyrant,who is the
Father of Mercics , and the God of all confola=
don
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(%) ) (81)
The unfearthablencls of Gods wayef totherigheonfuefs o God.And yet moftex-
1d bea L reftrain prefumption , and ly Chap. 11. V. 20, Becanfe of unbelicf they
fan& irits of error. were broken off but thou ffandef? by faith Neither
teined ver. 19,10l Was there any precedent binding decree of God,
< chem to unbelief;and confequently
to punithment, It was in their own power b
their concurrence with Gods grace to e
thefe judgments:, and to recover their former
oftace, ver. 23. /f they ( that s, the unbelicring
» which honour they s)abide not [tullin unbelscfthey ball be graf-
ropriated to- the pofierity of | ‘e i The Crownand the Sword are, immos
Apoftles anfweris not only yable, (to ufe St. /mes comparifon) but io
fro  Dominion of Godo |15 We that move. and change places. Sometimes
¢ his grace to whom he pleafeth,, as hath | the Jews wereunder the Crown , and the Ge
b Sw nes the Jewsunder

impa
Py ) already , but alfo from the obfti- | tiles unde
nacy and proper fanlt of the Jews, as appearceh | he Sword, and ntiles under che Crown,
ver. 32, %hat if God willing (thatis, by a con. | ~ Fhirdly, though I confefs, that human Padts
{equent will) #o (bew bis wrath, and to make his | 3% Dot the meafure of Gods Juftice, but his ju=
power kzown , enduredwith much lony uffering | flice is his own immutable will,whereby he is
) of wrath fitted to deffruction. They | 34y 10 giveevery man that which is his owns
> God endured ; They were tolerated by asrewards to the good, punifhments to the bad,
God, but firted to deftruétion by themfelves,for | [0 nevershelels God may oblige himfelf frecly to
their auch wrong doinghere is Gods much losg | His creature. He made the Covenant of works
ffering 5 And more plainly ver, 31. Ifraet | Wichmankind in edda , and thesefore he pu-
bathmat aticined 10 the Lavw of righteoufnefs, | Milhcthnotman contrary o his own Covenant,
wherefore 2 becanfe they foughe ie nos by faieh, | bt for the ranfgreffion of his duty. And Di-
bt akgs weredy theworks of e T T vens | Yine Jultce is not meafured by Omnipozcace or
1 is fetdown yec more emphatically in che | 23 ifrehftible power , but by Gods w
aext Chaptexver, 3, They ( that is, the Ifraes | 0 do niany chings according <o his ablolure
Lives) being ignorat of Gods righteonfoef; (thar | POWeEwhich be doth not; He could raife up
is, by faith in Chrift, ) and going about to effas children to Abraham of (tones,bus he never di
b iheir own vighteaufufs , ( hat iz, by sho | 0+ Te5@mlein Theology, hat God cannoz
he Lawy bave not [ubmiried thema | *PY-W0ing which argues any wickednels or im=
felves G perfe-




(82)
pesfeion,asBodcannot deny himfelf, 2 Tim. 2.
13.He cannot lie, 7ir. 1. 2. Thefe and the like
ase fruits of impotence , ot of power. So God
cannot deftroy the sightcous with the wicked, |
Gen18.25, He could not deftroy Sodome whilft
Lot wasin it,Gex. 19. 22.not for want of do-
minion or power , but becaufc it was not agree-
able to his Juftice , nor to that Law which him-
{elf had conflitured. The Apoftle faith Heb. 6.
20. God s not unrighteons to forger your work,
Asitis a goud confequence 0 fay , this is from
God, therefore jtis righteous, fo is this alfo; This
thing s unrighteous , therefore it cannot proceed
from God.We fee how all Creatures by inftind
of nature do Jove their young , as the Hen ha
Chickens , how they will expofe themfelves to
death for cthem ; And yet all thefe arebut (ha-
dowes of that love which is in God towards his

Creatures. How impious s it then to conceive |
that God did creat {o many millions of foulst
be tormented eternally in hell , withoue any
faule of cheirs, except fuchas he himfelf did ne:
cefficate them unto, meesly to fhew his domins
on,and becaule his power isirrefiltible?The famt
privilege which 7. H.appropriaces here to powet
abfolutely irrefiftible, a fiiend of his in his bock
de (ive cap. 6. pag. 70. afcribes to power i
fpetively rehible , or to Soveraign Magh
firates, whofe power he makes to be as abfolie
35 a mans poweris over himfelf, not tobe Jimit:
tedby any thing, but only by their firength. Th
greateft propugtiers of Soveraign power thinkit
enough for Princes to <hallenge an imm;m"Y

rom

(83)
fron coercive power, bucacknowledge , that che
Law hatha direétive power over them, Bur 7
H.will have no limits but their ftrength. What.
foever they do by power,they do jultly.
But, Gich he, God objected nofin to Job,but
juftfied his affi@ing him by his power, Firft,

g nc from authority acgatiyely |
, worth nothing. Secondly, the af
fidions of 7ob were no vindicarory punifh-
ments to take vengeance of his fins,, (wheseof
we difpute, lout probazory chaftifements to make
wiall of his graces. Thisdly, Job wis notfo
pure , bu chat God migh jutly have laid grea-
ter punifhments.upon him , then thofe affiicti-
ons which he fuffercd. Wicnefs his impatience,
even o the curfing of the day of his nativi
Job 3. 3. Indecd God faid to Job, where waff
show when 1 lsid the foundations of the carshy
Job 38. 4. thatis , how canft chow judge of the
things that were done before thou waft born 2 o
comprehend the fecret caufésof my judgments 2
And Job 43. 9. Haff thou an arws like God 2
Asif he fhould fay , why arc thou impatient >
docft thou think thy felfableto firive with God>
Butthac God fhould punifh ob wichout defere,
here is mot 2 word,

Concerning the blind man,mentioned Jobn g,
bis blindnefs was rather 3 bleffing to him than s
punifhment , being the means to raife.bis Soul
ﬂluml_nz[zd 5 and o bring him to fce the face of
God in Jefus Chrift, The fight of the body is
common o us with Ancs and Flies , bu the
fight of che foul wrich che bleffed Angells, We

Ga

that is
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(84)

séad of fome who have put out their bodily eyes
becaufe they thought they were an impedimen:
o the eye of the Soul. Again acithes he nor s |
parents wese innocent, being. conceived and
born in fin and ‘iniquity , Pfal. $1. 5. Andin
many things we offend all, Jam. 3. 2. Butou
Saviours meaning is evident by the Difciple
ueltion,ver. 2. They had not fo finned;chat bt

hould be born blind. Or they were not m
grievous finners than other men , 1o deferve i

exemplary judgment more than they 5 but
corporall biindnefs befell him principally by i
extraordinary providence of God , for the
nifeftation of his own glory , in reftoring
to his fight. Sohis inflance haltson both fides;
neither was this a punithment , nor the blind
man free from fin. His third inftance of t
death and torments of beafts ,is of no m
weight then the two f death of brut

bealts is not a punifhment of in , buta deb
nature. And though they be often flaught
for the ufe of man, yet there is a valt differenc
between thofe light and momentary pangs, anl
the unfufferable and endlefs pains of hell 5 be
tween the meer depriving of a creature of tert
porall life, and the fubje@ting of it to cresud
death; T know the Philofophicall fpeculation
of fome who, affirme, that encity is better tha
non-entity , that icis betcerto bemiferable, aré
fuffer the torments of the damned , than ot
annibilated,and ceafe to bealtogether. T hisew
tity whichthey {peak of, isa Metaphyficall e’
tity abftrated from the matter , which is bmh:;
chas

(85)
than non-entity , in refpec of fome goodnefs's
not morall nor naturall, but tranfcendentall ;
whichi accompanies every being. Buc in t
conerete it is far otherwife , where that of
Saviour often takes place, Matth. 2 . Wae.
wnto that mas by whim the Son of Man is bes
trayed, It badbeen good for that wan , that be
bad rot been born. Tadd, tha there isan Ana-
logicall Juftice and Mescy due,éven to'the brute
bealts. Thow (bale not mwuffle the month of the
Oxe that treaderh out the corn; And, @ juff man
smercifull to his beaft,

But his greateft errouris that which T couched
before,co make Juftice to be che proper refult of
Power. Power doth not meafure and regulate
Jultice but Jultice meafures & regulates Powers
The will of God, and the Eternall Law which
isin God himfelf, is properly the rule and mea~
fure of Jultice, As all goodiiefs whiether Nacu=
#all or Morall,{is a parcicipation of divine good=
nefs, dnd all created Re&icude is but a partici=
pation of dwvinerc&itude , fo all Lawes are but
parcicipationsof the ccernall Law, from whence
they derive their power, The rule of Jul
then is che fame both in Godand us, but 1t 1sin
God, as in him chat doth regulate and meafure’;
inus,as in thole whoare regulated and
As the will of God is immutable, al
lingwhat is juftand right and good
fice likewife is immutable. And
duall aion which is_july punifhed as fin.
full in s, cannot poffibly proceed from che fpe=
ciall influence and decerminagive-powes. of &

G3 Jut
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(86)
juft caule, Sec then how groffcly 7. H. doth
undesftand that old and true principle, chac the
Willof God isthe rule of Juflice, as if by willing

things in themfelves unjuft, he.did render them |

jut , by resfon of his abfolute dominion and ir-
sefiltible power. As fire doth affimilate other
things to it felf,and converc them into the nature
of fire. This were to make the eternall Lawa
Leshian rule. Sin is defined to be that which i
dase,or [uid , or thaught contrary o the eternal
Law. Buc by this do@ine nothing is done oz
faid , nor thought contrary to the will of God
eAnfelm fxid moft truly,then the will of max
ie good qnd juft and vighe , when be wills thy

which God. yauld have himto, will: but accor:
ding 10 chis: do@sine every. man alwayes wills
shacwhich God would bave him o will, 1f i
be true, we need not pray , Thy will be doe i
earth as it 15 in beaven , T, H. hath devifed
kind of h upon carth. The worlt s,

is an heaven without Jultice, Jultice is 3 con- |
5

flant and perperuall a of the will,to give
rg one his own 3 Butto inflick punifl (hument for
thofe things. which the Judge bimiclf did deger-
mine and necefficate co be done  is nos to. it
every one his ownsright punitive. Juflice is a re-
Lation of quu“uy and proportioy between, the
demerit- and.the puni(hment 5 But fuppofiog
this opinion:ofabfolute and univerfall neceffitys
there is no demeric in 'the world; we ufe to fay,
chat right (prings from Law and fa& asin th
Syllogiim , Bvery. thicf ouight to be punifhicds
here's the Law ; But fuch an one isa thiel,
there's

(87)
these’s the fadk, therefore ke ought to be pu-
nilhed, there’s che right. But this opinion of
7. H. grounds the sight to be punifhed, nei
ther pon Law, nor upon Fact, but upon
irrefiftible powes of God. Yea, it overturneth
as much , s in it Jies all Law ; Firlt, the eter-
nall Layy, whichis the ordination of divine Wif-
dom,by which all Creatures ase direed to thac
¢nd which is conyenient for chem. That is, not
o neceffitate them to eternall flames. Then, the
Law,, participated , which is the ordination of
rightzeafon , infticuted for the common good, to
fhew unso man, what he ought todo, and what
he ought not to do. To w\.u purpofe is it to
fhew the right way is drawn and
haled a contrary way by Ad,\xmmm: bonds of
inevitble necefficy >
Laftly, howfocver 7. H. cries out , that God
cannot fin, yecin truch he makes him to be the
‘principall and moft proper caufe of all fin. For,
he makes him o be the caufe no onely of the
Law,and of the adtion , but even of the irregu~
lasicy ic felf , and the ’ difference between the
a&ion and the Law, wherein the very effence of
fin doth confift. He makes God to determin Da~
wids will , and necefficate him to kill Zriah, In
caufes phyfically , and effenially fubordinate’,
the caufe of the caufe is evermore the caufe of the
effeit. Thefe are thofe deadly fruits which
fpring from the poifonous root of the ablolute
neceifity of all things, which 7. H. {ecing,
thatneither the fins of Efan , nor Pharach , nor
any wicked pesfon do proceed from the opera=
tye,
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(88)

tive, but from the permiffive willof God; And |

that punifhment is an a& of juftice , r
mminion onely, 1 hope chat according to
mife he will change his opinion.

A

of do=

Proofs of Liberty drawn from reafon.
vis H
Zewo and his rvant had comni
ted fome petcilarceny , and the mafter wias cud
; The fervant think
; s blind-fide . and pleades
for himfelf; That deftiny did com-
gell-him vo fFeal. The matter anfwess , the [ame
ty of deffiny compells me to beat thee. He
thatdenies liberty is ficter to be refutcd with
sodds , than with arguments , uncill he confels
s free © beates himeither 1o
ive over , that is,c0 have

« therefore called A

%

pleaded

Sothat sot be “that miai
ided the neceffity of thing

7y to thir

wis

(89)
sas rather withdrawn than drawn from the
Jory.

7.D.

7 Hehe th argiment be sithdrayn from
the fory , or the anfwer withdrawn from.
nt , let the Reader judge. 7. H. i~

the fcope of the reafon , the firength
rereof doth not fie, neither in the authority of

Zeno,a rigid Stoick, which is not worth a button

in this caufe ; Norin the fervants being an ad-

verfary to Stoicall neceffity , for it appeares not
out of the ftory, that the fervant did deride ne-
ceffity,but rather that he pleaded it in good ear-
neft for his own juftification. Now in the fuc-
cefs of the fray , we were told even now , that

110 power doth juftific an a&tion , buz onely that

which is irrefi@tible. Such was not Zenos, And

therefore it advantageth neither of their caufes ,

neither that of Zerio , nor this of T. H, What if

the fervant had taken the Raff out of his ma
flers hand and beaten” him foundly , would not
the fame argument have ferved the man as well
asitdid the mafker 7 that the neceflity of deftiny

did compell him to firike again. Had not Zeno

fmarted jultly for his Paradox? And might not

the fpeétators well have taken up the Judges

Apothegm , concerning the difpute becween (o=

rax and his Schol will egg of an ill bird?

But the frengeh of this argument lies pardly in

the ignorance of Zeso, that great Champion of

neceflity , and the begearlinels of his caufe ,

which admitted no defence but with a cudgell.

Noman (fith the feryant ) ought to be bea;_m

or

thé a




|

(90) |
fordoing, that. which he iscompelled inevitably |
todo,but Yam compelled inevitably to fteal. T}
major is fo evident, that it cannot be denied, If |
aftrong man Mall take a weak mans haod per
force , and o violence with it to a thizd per
fon, he whole hand is forced, is innocent , 2nd
he only ¢ulpable who compeiled him, The mi
nor Was Zemos own do@rine ; what anfwer
made the great patron of defling to his fervansd
very leatnedly he denied the conclufion , and
cudgelled his fervant , telling him in efie) chas
though there was no reafon why he fhould be
beaten,get therc was a necefficy why he muft be
beaten. And pardly , in the evident abfurdity of
fuchan opinion which deferves not to be confu- |
ted with reafons, buc with rods. There are four
things,faid the Philofober,which oughtnot to be
called into queltion, Firft, fuch things whercof i
i wickednefs to doube ; 2s whecher the foul be
immortall,whether there be a God, fuch an one
fhould ot be_confured with reafons , but cat
into the (ea, witha millftone about his neck, as
unworthy to breath the aire , or to behold the
light. Secondly , fuch chings as are above the
<apacity of reafonsas among Chriftians, the my-
fiery of the holy Trinity.. Thirdly , fuch prin-
ciples as are cvidently true; as that two and
wwo are foure in Arithmetick, that the whole is
greater than the part in Logick, Fourchly , fuch
things 25 are obvious to the fenfes ; as whether
the fnow be white. He who denied the heat of
the fire, was jultly fentenced to be fcorched with
fise ; and he that denied motion, to be beaten
untll

(91)
uncill he recanted. So he who denes all i
besty. from necefitations , (hould be fcourged
until) he become an bumble fuppliant to him
that whips him,and confe(s,chat he hath power,
cither ro ftsike, orto hold his hand.

Econdly, this yery perfwafion , that chere is

ties and Commonwealths in. the world, The
Lawes are unjult which prohibite that which 2
man cennot poffibly fhun 5 All confilltacions
are vain , if every thing be’ cither neceffary or
impoffible, Wh ever deliberated , whether the
Sun fhould rife to morrow,or whether he fhould
fail over mountains > It is tono more purpofe
to admonifh men of underftanding than fools,
children, or madmen , ifall things be neceffary.
Praifes and difpraifes, rewards and punifhments
are as vainas they areundeferved, if there be no
liberty. All Councells, Asts, Arms, Books, In-
fruments, are fupesfluous and foolifh, if there be
noliberty ; Tn vain we labour, in vain we fu-
dy yinvain we ake Phyfick , in vain we have
Tutoursto inftruct us, if all chings come to pafs
alike, whether we {leepor wake, whether we be
idle o induftrious , by unalterable neceffity. But
itis faid,that though fucure events be certain, yet
they arc unknown tous. And thercfore we pro=
hibite , deliberate , admonifh , praife, difpraife ,
sewad, punifh , fudy , labous , and ufe means.
Alaghow (hould our not knowing of the event
be a fufficient motive tous to ufe the means, fo
long as we believe the event is algeady cestainly
determi-

o tru fibersy is able cooverthrow all Socie- i‘;’j:j =
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determined; and can no miore be changed by all
our endeavours ; than we can flay the courfe of
Heaven with our finger , or add & cubice to our
Rature > Suppofe it be unknown, yet it is cer-
tain. We cannot hope to alter the courfe of
things by our labours; Let the neceffary caufes
do their work, we have noremedy but patience,
and fhrug up the fhoulders. Either allow liber~
ty, or deltroy all Socicties.

Ti Hi

T HE [ccond argument is taken from cer
sncomeniences which he thinks would fo
[uchan opimian, It is true , that ill ufe miybe
‘made of it yand therefore yonr Lordhip ard]. D,
onght ar my vequeft to keep private , thar'1 fay
here of it, But the inconveniences are indecd
wones and what ufe focver be made of sruth | yer
#ruthis truth s and now the queftion is nor what
#s fit 10 be preached, but what is true, The foff
inconvenience he [ayes, is thisthar Laweswhich
probibite any attion ave then wninft. The fecond,
that “all confiltations are vain. The third,tha
admonitions to men of wndevflanding ave of o
more ule than to fools,children andmad-mien.The
fomreh that praife, difprasfe , veward and punifl-
ment-are in vain, The fift, that Conuncells, Arts,
Armes , Books , Inflrisments , Study, Tutours;
Medicines ave in vain. To which argumens
eaipelting I [bouldanfiver by [aying, that the ig=
navance of the cvent were.enongh to make ws ufe
means y be adds (as it were arveply to wy anfwer
forefcenythefe words. Alas , how (hould our ot
Kpowing the event be a (uficient miotsve ro make
"

(93)
ws e the means? Wheréin he [aith right , but
y anfiwer is ot that which he expetiesh, I anm
R A s WA
he Law which probibits it uninft. . To ler
ot the neceffiry, bus the will to break,
' uff , becanfe the
Law regardeth the will, and no_other precedent
caufes of attion. eAnd tolet pafs , thas vo Law
can be poffibly sninfF, in as much_as every man
makes by bis confent the Law heisboundro keep,
and which confequently mnft be juft unlefs 4
man can be unjuft to himfelf;] (ay, what neceffa-
vy canfe foever preceds an attion,yet if the attion
be forbidden, he that doth it willingly may juftly
be punifie. For inftance , (uppofe the Law onpain
of death probubit [Fealing , and there be a man
who by the [trength of temptasion is nece(fitated
to fheal, anidjs thereupon put to. death , does nos
this punifiment deserr others. from thefi 2. is it
ot @ canfe that others. fheal nor 2 doth it not
frame and make their will to juftice 2 To make
‘the Law is therefure to make 4 canfe of Jufbicey
andto nece[fisate ufbice, and confequentlyit 15 no
injufbice to make (uch.a Law.
he inflitution of the Law is natto grieve the
delinguent for that which i pafled , and not to
be wndone, but to make bim bers juft, thas
els wonldnor be 0. And re[pecterh not the evill
attpaft , bus the good to come. dn_[o much as
without this good intention of future, nopaft A
of & delinguent could juftifie bis killing in the
fight of God, But you will fay , bhew ss 35 ;a/fkrz
e kill
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Rill one moanto amend anuthers if what were done
were neceffary 2 To this I anfwer, that men are
iufblykilled, nst for that their ations are not re.
sifficated, bus vhas they ae [pared and preferved,
becaufe they are not noxions ; for where there i3
no Law, there no killing , nor any thing els can
be wunjuft. And by the right of Nature we de-
Srroy, withous being unjust , all that is noxions,
4ol beafts and men. And for beafts e killthen
Sufbly,when swe do it inorder to osr own preferva-
sion, eAndyes T. D. confefferh , thas their atti-
ons , as being only [pontancous and not free , are
all nece(Jicated and determined. to that one shing
whichthey(hall do, For men,when we make So-
cieties o¥ Commonmvealths ,we lay down onr right
Yo kill, excepring in certain cafes , as. murther,
thefy , or other offenfive attions; So that the vight
which the Commoxwealth bath 1o put & mar to
deah for crimes , isnot creared by the Law, but
vemaines from the firfF vighe of nasuve , which
every man bathto preferve bimfelf , for that the
Law doth ok taks that right away , in cafe of
svimsinalls, who weve by Law excepted. CMen
are not therefore put to death,or purifbed for thar
sheir thefi proceedeth from eleétion , bus becanfe
it was noxioss and contrary to mens prefervasion,

and the puniflment conducing to the prefervasion

of the veft. In s mnch 4 to pnifb thofe thar do

woluntary bure , and noue els., frameth and soa-

kesh mens wills fuch as men would bave thew.

thu it 5 plain,that from neceffity of a ve-

luntary attion cannot be inferredthe injuftice of
the Law that fovbidderhy ity ov of the Magiftrase

thas punifhesh ity Secondly,

Co5)

Secondly , I deny that it makes confultations
to be in vain ; tis the confultarion that canfeh
& man, and neceffisateth him to. chaofe to do one
thing raher than another, So vhas snlefs a ma

that canfe tobe in vain, which nece fisateh
, be cannot infer the (uperfinonfiefs of
confultasion ont of the meceffity of the sleGion pro-
ceeding from it. But it fremes be-veafons thus,
If I muft needs do this rather thanthas., then I
fpall do this rather than that , though I conful
wat at allywhich is a falle prapoficiony a falfe con-
Jequence, and vo better than :his , If Ifball live
sill to marrow, I (hall live tillto morrow, though
Lrun my [elf through with a [word to day. If
there be a neceffity that an attion (hall be done ,
or that any ffeét [hall be broughs to pafs , it does
not therefore follow , that there is nothing necef=
[arily required as a means o bring is to pafs.
Olhde 1t e desels e s ks oo
thing (hallbe chofen before another,’sis desoveni=
ned alfo for what canfe it ball be chofen , which
canfe for the moft fy»ﬂn is delibepasion or confuln

tation, Andthevefore confultation is ot invain,
and indeed the defs in vainby how mush the ele-
dion ismore neceffitateds
The [ame anfwer is to be givento the third
Juppofed snconveniency s Namely ghat adwonitin
onsare in vain , for admonisions are parts of eoni=
[uieations. The Admonitor being a Connfiasler for
the time , to bim that is admonifbed.
The fourth presended inconveniency is , thae
praife and difpraife , reward and puniftment will
¢ invain, To which I anfwer , that for prai[;
e
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and difpraife , they depend not at allon the
eeffty of the attion praifed o difpraifed. For, vl
ssit elstopraife,but to [ay athing is good ? God,
L[y for me, or for fome bodyels, o for the

and Commonwealth, And whas is it to [

altion s good ,but to fay , it is as I would wifh,
or as another. wpu!nl have it , or according 10 the
will of the State,that is to [ay, according to Lax)
Does J. D. think, that 10 attion can pleafe ne
or hins,or the Com dlshyshas [bonld procecd
from neceffiry

Things may be therefore mceflary s and yo
prayfeworthy, as alfo neceffury,and yet difpraifed,
and nither of both in vain, becanfe praife and
praife, and dikewife reward and punsfiment, do by
example’ make and. conform the will 1o good o
evill, 1t ‘was o very great praife in my opinion,
that Velleius Paterculus gives Cato , where It
Jayes, he was good by mature, Ex quia alicer cff
non potuit.

The fift and fixt inconvenience,thar Gouncells
Arts, dvms, Books, Infrruments, Study, Meds-
Cines,and the like, wonld be fper finons, the [amt
afover ferves vhat to the former 3 Thas is to [uy,

thatehis confeqence , f he efeé fallnecea |

by come to pafs, then it [fall come to pals withont
53 canfe, s falfe ne. Ard thefe things named,
Councells, Arts, eArms, e are the caufes of
shofe e}f:t‘h.

7

Th
do -u(‘\:rb

n of the necelficy of
do prefcribe ablolure
o be done  and_punifh
The h'mcr propafitic
m:‘u canno ed. JultLawes
s of rig]

which prefer

¢ not inflituced for the publ:
Lawsdo fhewuntoa man whatis tobe done,and
what is to be fhunned ; But thofe Lawes which
prefcribe impoffibilicies , do not dirc a man
what heis to dw and what he isto ﬂvm ]

Minor is as evi
a&ions
cedent

even the wil
thus  determine d ore whatfoever
Laws do p any e done which
'> notdane, or to be left \‘mm e which is done,
do preferibe abfolute im; es, and punith
men for not doi . Inall his

anyer
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anfiwer there i§ fiot one word o ¢ full and more punifhable than man-flughe
but only to¢he conclufion. He faith, i
he will tobreak the L Ho faich,hat 5o Law can Pl

nakies the will o break | 1 fay., chat this is to deny
i it ot bis meceffity ? What gettshe | defowves noscply ; Bat
l by this? A perverfe will caufech injuftice , and, | Fwill follow him in chis alio
necefy. canfeth s pervete vil, H fich, the | o, bue that unjuft Lawes ar
L

’ Lawes , nor bind to aétive obedience , becaufe
¢ propofition , to what | they are not the ordinations of right reafon, n
he neither denies, nor dic | infftuted for the common.good » nor pr
, the queftion here is 1ot | chat whichought ne, he faidtruly , bae
Tk nu ons to be unjuft, but what | nothing acall to his purpofe. But if he tend
s Law jult. $o hisanfwer is ime [ (as he doth) thas these areno Lawes de fatto |
tinent, Firft, | whichase theordinances of reafon ersing, inftis
| tuted for the common hure,and prefcribing th
| which ou, done , he is much-mi~
Raken. Pharaohs L'J'v to drown the Male Chily
drenof the Ifraslves,Exod. .32, Nebuc hadnex.-
zars Law,that whofoeverdid not fail down and
worlhip the golden image which he had fu A
fhould be caft into the fiery furnace, D
Darins his Law , that whofoeyer ﬂmnld ash ]
g bt Petition of any God or man , for thirty dayes ,
i Jooks ot uponic Jbecaufe | fave of che King, fhould be caft into the Desy
e there wanied 2 power to defiberate, and confe- | of Lions, Dan. 6.7. Abafhwerofs his Law
i quently wue ibercy. Man-fléughter may be as | Rroy che Jewith Nation oot & branch »
H voluntasy as murther , and commonly morc vor | 3, 13.
Decaufe being done in ot blood, there | confeffed Chrift , ﬂmuld be excommunicated;

3
h the Law regards , is not {
H.imagineth, Tt isa free will,

ft:

is the Iefs relidation , yet the Law confiders | Gubn o, 22, were all unjult Lawes, I
chat s done out of fome fudden pal |~ The ground of this errour is as gredtan erou |
fion wi eration , and the other | 3¢ felf { Suck an arc hc hath \mrncd of repac=

outof prepenfed malice , and defire of revenge , | king Paradoxes) whichis this. That eviery man
refore condemnes musther as more »yl" makes by bis oonfent m Lm whish ke uhwﬂi
ful
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10 keep 3 JE chis were true , it would preferse
them, if not from being unjuft, yet from being
injusious: Butit is not true, The pofitive Law
ot God . conteined in the old and new Tcfla-

: The Law of Nature,written in our hearts
by the Finger of he Lawes of Con
1ors, who come in by the powver of the Sword 5
The Lawes of our Anceftors , which were made
before we were born, do all oblige us o che ob-
fervation of chem,yet to none of all thefe did we

r actuall confent, Over and above all
Thefe exceptions, he builds upon a wrong foun-
dation,chat all Magitrates at firft,were cletive.
The firk Governors were Fathess of Families
And when thofe petey Princes could not aftord
competent proteétion and fecutity co their fub-

jedts , many of them did rcfign cheir feyerall |

e@ive interefts into the hands of one

Give, which s falle,
Is , for it was done in
hopeand truft,chat chey woul
1f Magiftrates abufc this truft, and deceive
hopes of the people , by making Tysan
Tawes, yeticis without cheir confent. A pre-
cedent tuft doth ot juftifie the fubfequent er-
sours and abufes of a Truftce. He who is ducly
eleéteda Legiflator, may exercife his Legiflacive
power unducly. The peoples implicice confent
dosh nos render the Tyrannicall Lavwes of thei
Legiflstors to be juft,
‘Bus bis chicfelt anfiger is 3 that 4 atkionfor=
* bidden

(101)
Bidden, though it proceed fr
yet if it were done willingly, it miay
vilhéd,whichaccording to bis cuftome
by an inftance 5 A man nec: ed to freal
the firength of tenipr be fieal wil-
Lingly s juitly put to death Hleseae two chings,
and both of them untue.

Fistt, he failes in his affercion. Tndeed wie
fuffer jultly, for thofe necefficies which v
felves have contracted by our own fault, bu
for extrinfecall , antecedent necefsisies, which
were jmpofed upon us wishout our-faule, 1€
that Law do not oblige to punifhment which is

aufe the fubje& bl
7 es,unlefs perhaps
ceffity be not as firong a pl
jnvincible igaorance. That which he adde
were done willingly , thoughit be of great mo=
mens, if it be rightly underltood, yetin hisfenfe,
that is , if & mans will be ot in bis own difpofi-
tion ,and of bis willing do wot ome upon bim ac-
cording to biswill , noraccording to_any thing
els in his power.; it weighs not half fo mucha
the leaft featherin all his horfe-load. For f
Law be unjuft and tyrannicall whih commas
2 man todo that whichis impoffible for him to
do, then that Law is Jikewife unjufk and tyran-
nicall, which commands will that which
is impoffible for him to w

Secondly, his inftance {uppofeth an untruth,
and isa plain begging of the queftion. No man
is exinfecally,antecedently and isrefitibly nc-

H 3 cefsitated.
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cefsicated by temptation o feal. The Devill may
{olliciteus; but he cannotpecefsitate us. He hach
a faculty of perfwading, buc oot a power of
compelling, Nos ignem babeasws, fpirisas fiams=
am ciet, 45 Nazdanzen, He blowes the coles,
the fireiis ourown, AMorder duntaxt fofe in
fuces illivs objicienscrs , as St, Auflin, he
brtes not unzill we thruft our felve: it l._.
oft , he may fug

from yon, Jam. 4. 7. By
" he fiery darts of
she wicked, Eiphs 6. 16. And if Sathin,
both propofe the dbjectand choofe out
cimies and laces, to-worke-upon our. frailties ,
and can fuggeft reafons, yet -cannotnecelli

ehe ill "(which-is moft certain, ). then much
lefs cah outward objects do
Il efficacy to dec
buc o ot
appeice may-cngender’a
, ‘but not aneceffity to fleal.

e MofiljoiorNiviral 3E{jpochesicalynoe
Bbfolute ; Coexiftent, not Antecedont from our
felves , nor Extrinfecall. This meceffity 5 or 1a-
er procliviey , was frec inits chufes , we-our
sy our own negfigénce in’ not oppofing

our paffions when we flould ; and ight, have
freely given it a kind of dominion ovér us.Admit
fudden paflions mayand do_extraor-
furprile us 5 Andtherefore wefay ot
f motionsare not always in

ous

and it s our own fault
. Neither doth the Law puj
theft, but the az‘.nir«l:&
ntention makes the thicf, Butof

lc\dum’)rtoycl that the Law i

, that nfmr,u the wills of men t

thas the punifment of one doth

b " his is moft
vf:l;u(”_fl»]ul ly ex is i

mercy to 7. H. his opinion of ‘ablolutc

Tecefficy. Ifall aions, andall evenc s be prede-

y, Nece (‘: i

y
s nothing for the eiwto
hich is done already
1

a ial a& which
and from every, a8t which he doth not, by in-
diffolyible bonds of inevicable neceffic

draw him from i¢
e fire fhall n
c o ( acc

do it as neceflarily , as the fire
upa thoutand Thecves, and ifa
i 1, he muft

feal norwichftanding.
He addes, that the fufferings impofed by the
Law upon delinquents, ve[pett not ths evill alE
ot s she geod o come, and shacle puiting
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of a delingtient to death
any crimewhatfocver , carnot be nft

of delinquents by La
2& paft, and the
is che eyl ad |
od to com
cannot juftifie ¢

punifh aa i

of otk

fear of an un . Again, though therc were
110 other end ¢ fidted , neither pro-
batory, nor caft

prohibited to the lawfull Ma«
iecegerentor L of
s power of 1

plea more. As a dro:

¢y Bulrufh, fo be

veh our obfervat
fhapes in this onic
his a&i

enly, and

(105)
fectetly, though he be the caufe , not only of che
v, but alfo of the irregularity , though he
both aive man power toaék and detesmine this
oesill , as well as good ; though he p
¥ifh the Creatures , for doing that which he
himfelf did neceffitate them to do. But being
prefied withseafon, thatchis is tyrannical; fift,
1o neceffitate a man to do his will, and then to
punifh him for doing of ic, he leaves
tence in the plain field , and flies to a f{econd.
That therefore a man is jultly punifhed , for
Tat which he was neceffitated to do, becaufe
a& was voluntary on his part. This had
f 1 the former , if he did
his own difpofi-
fion , but maintaining willis irrefifti=
Bly decermined towill whatfoever it d
theinjultice andablurdity is the fame ; Firft , 0
fecefficate a man to will,and chen to punifh him
for willing. The dog oncly bites the flone
which is thrown at him with a ftrange hand,
buc they make the firlt caufe to punifh the
infrument , for that which is his own pro-
per 2. Whercfore not being fatisfied with ¢
he cafts it off , and flies to his third b
are ot purifled (faith he) therefore becaf
thefe proceeded from eledtion (that s, becaufe it
was willingly done, for to Elect and Will,faith
he , are both one 3 Isnot this to blow hot and
cold wiith the fame breath 7 ) bur becaufe it
voas noxious and contyary to mens prefervations
Thus far he faith true , that every creature by
the inflinét of nature, fecksto prefesveit felfscalt
water
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o e globes, thac s, o preferye i (. Aud
N e rotions o eye of the Laware
Jultly punifhed by chem to whom the exccution
of the Law is commitzed; but che Law accouns
10 _perfons noxious , but thof who are nosious
byt St e
pricking , becaufe
ad it can dono ot

nifhethnoz a chorn for
is the nature of the thorn,,
rivile, a

2 child before
of sealon, 1F one fhould take
force, and give another a box ca
wich it, my hand s noxious;but the Law
punifhesh che ocher who i And there,
fose he hath reafon to propofe the queftion, hm
it 35" juft 10 Killane mnan o amend awiber
if be who killed didnotbing bur what e »
cefficated 1o do, He might as well demand by
icisTawfull to murthe e company of fnnocent
bath of cheir lukewarm
Ln,_y Tt had beena
more sational way ; firt, o haye demonfiraced
thaic is o, and then 1o have queRtioned why
itis fo. His afTercion it flf is but a dream  and
the reafon whichhe gives of it why icis fo ) isa
dream of a dream.
The fum of it is this ; 7t where there is 1o
Law, there so killing or
; thar before the co
wealths every man i
be. conce;

oeer. to kill amther ,[
d Bims to be bunsfull 10 bims 5 that st
the n/./m wtion of Commonwealths particular
wizen ay down this vight in part.sand in part e
Jerve it 1o thomfelves,gs in cafe of theft,ar mure

thery

er into & dufty place , and it contrals ic &l

107)

ther. Thist the thb!»]mb the Commonwealth
Dash. 10 put 1w malefalbor.to death is.not creared
by the Loaw , bt remaineth from the firfe right
of Natwre , which every man hath 1o proferu
bimfelf, shac the killing of me in this cafe 4s as

thelilling of beafhs in order 0 owr-own preferva-
vation, This may well be called fringing of

Paradoxes.

Buc fiskt, there never was any fuch time
when moenkind was without Goyernors and
Lawes , and Societics. Paternall Government
was in the world from-che beginning ;and ithe
Law of Nature, These m\ﬂht be ‘lometimesa
root of fuch Barbarous Theevift h Brigants , in
fome rocks, or defarcs, or odd corners of the
world , but it was anabufe and a degeneration
fromthe nature of man,who is a poliricall crea
wire. This favage opinionrefle&ts too much.up-
on_the honour of mankind.

Secondly., -there -never was.a tine svhen it
vas lawfull ordnasily for private men o kil
onic another for their own prelervation. If God
wiould-have hadmten livelike wild bealtsjas Li-
obs Bearsor Tygers; he would havear
with hotnes, or tusks , ortalons ,
all creatures ma W
any weapon to defend himfelf, becaule God nm
ptovided a better means of- 1C*u.1»< ¢ him, that
isthe Magiftrate.

Thisdly , that ipht which private men have
o preferve xhcm{e)ves > though it be wit h the
killing of fastosher , when they are fet upon to
be murdered oryobbed , is not a remainder osa

seferve
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(1e8)
selerve of fome greater power which they h
sefigned , but 2 privilege which God hath
them , in cafe of extreme dangerand invinci
neceffity , that when they cannot poffibly b
recousfe to the ordinary remedy, that is,che M
%xﬁ_ratz,:vcry man becomes a Magiftrate to hi

s Fourthly , nothing can give that whi
never had ; The people,whilelt they were a
perfed rabble ( which in fome odd cafes
happen to be)never had jutly the powes of
and death , and thercfore they could not give
by their-eletion. All that they do is to prepare
chomatter., but it is God Almighty , that in
feth the foul of power.
Fifdly and laftly, Tam forry to heara man o
seafon and parts to compare the murthering

men with the {laughtering of brute beafts, T

the Plants , the Plants for
the brute bea r man, Wh
God inlarged his former granttoman , andga

ty 0 eat the flelh of the creatures for
his fuftenance , Gen. 9, 3. Yet man is cxprelly
excepted,ver. 6. 17ho o beddeth mans blood ,b)
wan hallhis blood be (e, And the reafon is al
figned , for in the Intage: of God made he mar.
re fin entred into the world , or before any

bucfull , or nexious to man , he
had dominion-over them , as their Lord and

Mafler. And though the poffeffion of this foye-
raigaty be loft in pare, for the fin of man,which
de not oncly the creatures to rebell , but alfo
faculties, o rebell againft che fi

periour,

(109)
iour, from whence it comes, that onc man is
If o another ,yet the dominion fill re=

es 3 witerein we may obferve how fweetly
proyidence of God doth temper this crofs
¢ though the frongeft creatures have with-
drawn their obedience , as Lions and Beares , to
fhew chat man hath loft the excellency of his
nion , and the weakeft creatures , as Flies
and Gnats , to fhew into whata degree of con-
wmpt he is fallen , yec bl the moft profitable
and wlefull creatures, as Sheep and Oxen, o in
fome degree rerain theis obedience.

The next branch of his anfswer concernes con-
fultations , which (faith he) are not (uper flnows,
though all things come to pafs nece[Jarily , be-
canfe they are the ¢ doth receffitate
theeffect , and the means to bring it to pafi. We
were told Numb, 11. that the laft didtace of
fight reafon was bucas the Jaft feather whict
breaks the horfes back, T is well, yet that sea-
fon hath gained fome command again , and is
become at leaft a Quarter-mafter. Cestainly if
any thing under God have power to determin
e will | it is right feafon. But T have fhewed
ufficiently, that reafon doth not determine the
will Phyfically , nor abfolutely , much lefs ex-
winfecally , and antecedently , and therefo
it makes nothing for that neceflity which T.H.
hach undertaken to prove. He adds fuscher, that
s the end is nece[[ary, [o are s 5 o AN
shen it is determined , that one thing hall be
chofen before another , i is determined alfo for

whas_canfe i ball be [0 chofen, ANl which is
cuch,
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(xr0)

cruch b ot he whole cuch ; for 29 God o
daines means forall ends , fo he adapts and fiss
the means © cheir refpedive ends,fiee means o
free ends, contingentmeans to contingent ends,
effary means to nccc(hry ends, whereasT
& wouldhw allmeans,ali ends, to be necef-
If good hat h ordered the world, that

and may freely ufe thok
iR Gatt Pvbich e , notby
vertue of Gods deciee, but by his own faule; I
hofe means of evill , which he ought

not to ufe , :\nd which by Gods decree , he had
powes to forbear 3 If God have left 10 mania
patt the free managery of human affaires,and o
that ‘purpofe hath endawed him wich under-
fanding, then confultations are of ufe , then
proyident care is needfull , then it concerns him
o ufe the means. But if God have fo ordered
this world, thata man cannot , if he would, ne
which by vertueof

e for him to ufe, an
Frff' lyufe any means of evill,

but thofe which are irrefiftibly and inevitably
mpofed upon him by an antecedent St
then ot only confultations are vain , but it
noble faculty of reafon it felf is vain: do we
think that we can Iv‘p God Almighty to dohis
proper Work In vain we trouble ourfelves, a
vain we take careto ufe thofe means, which a¢
in our power to ufe,or not toufe.And thisis
Hii hich Wi bhcaned icy my Prolepfis of
prevention of his anfyver , though he be pleaed

both to diforder i it and to filence it, We can’
o

{riz)

soc hope by our Isbous, o aler the courfeof
{hings fet dovn by Gods et him perform his de=
erec, lec the neceffary caufes do cheir work. If
we be thofe cauf et we are fiot i our own
difpoficion , we muft do what we are ordined
t0 do, and more we cannot do. Man hath ne
semedy bue patience,and (hrug up the fhoulders
“This is the doétrine flowes from this opinion

bfc mcm»v the gress

0 Lc o5 the dbéred-ofiGiod e
0 of it were \'urv':'lml infallible
m an ingrinfecal pring
is Infalhhlc,Ftcv
‘nnpn(c e lefle

t wheel, without miffi

c, s the fecond caufes do purfue
the determination of the firft caufe, Idefire to
know in this cafe what caufe there is to call s
Councell of Smiths,to confult and order the mo-
tion of that which was ordered and determined
before theif hands. Are men wifer thin God?
yet allmen know , that the motion of the leffer
‘wheels is a neceflary means to make the clock
firike.

But he tells me in great (Adnrfs : L.nr my ar-
giment is uft like this otber s If I fhall live 13kl
o morrow, I {falllve vill to morrors , thowgh
runmy [elf thyongh with a [word to day , which
fiith e, is a Falle confeduence, anda Fufe propo-
pofrion, Taaly, if by running throngh , be un-
detftands killing , ic1s 2 faifc, o raher & foolih

propoofition
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(112)
propofitiomand implyesa contradiion. To
till to morrow, and today tody, are inconfilten
Buc by his favour , this is noc my confequence
buc chis is his own opinion, He would pexfivad
us , that itis abfolu

Bilicy for a man o kill &
ot abfolutely neceffar
o morrow ; but these is fuch a liberty , there-
fore no fuch necefficy. And the confc

which I make here is this, T
neceffary , that a man (hall five
then it is vain and fuperfluous for conful
and deliberate, whether he thould dy to day, o
not. Andthis is a true confequence; The ground
of his miftake is chis, hat though it be tr
2 man may kill himfelf co day.

Yo

produceth , which are half builded upon o
true grounds, and the other half upon his falk

of my argument concerns |
Admonitions, o which he gives no new anfwer
and therefore T need not make any new reply’; |
faving only to tell him, that he miftakes my ar-
gumen; fay notonly , If all things be neceffa-
ry,then admonicionsarein vain, burifall chings
be neceflary, then it is to no mo e t0
admonifh men of underflanding than fool
dren; of mad-mem, That they do admonifh th¢
2 oné

(113)

one and not the other,isconfefledly true; and no
reafon under heaven can be given for it but chis,
that the former have the ufe of reafon, and true
liberty,wich a dominion over their own actions,
which children, fools and mad-men have not.
oncerning praife and difpraife, he inlargech
bimfelf. The icope of bis difcourfe is,chat things
nece[fary may be prasfe-worthy. There is no
doubt of it , bue withall their praife eflects up-
on the free agent, as the praife of a Ratue re-
flects upon the workman who miade ic. o praife
a thing (faith he) s 1o [ay, it is good. Trtic, bue
¢his goodnefs istiot a Mecaphyficall goodnes,fo
the worft of things, and whatfoever hath a be-
ing,is good. Nor a natural goodnefs; The praife
of it paffech wholy to the Author of Nature;God
faw all thac he had made, and it was very good,
Buta morall goodnefs, or a goodnefs of a¥ions
racher than of things, The morall goodue(s of
an a@ion is the conformity ofit with right sea
fon. The morall evill of ana&ion , is the de=
ty of it, and the alienation of it from
tight reafon. It is morall praife and difpraife
which we fpeak of here. To praifc any ching
morally , is to fay, itis morally good , that is,
conformable to right teafon, The morall dif-
praife of a thing is to fay , it is morally bad , or
difagreeing from the rule of right reafon. So mo=
il praife is from the good ufé of liberty,morall
difpraife from the bad ufe of liberty : bucif all
things be neceffary, chan morall liberty is quite
uken away , and withicall true praie and dif-
praife. Whereas 7, H. adds, chat 10 fay « thisg

4 =
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- (r18)
is good isto fay, it #5 s L wonld will, or as an-
other would wifl, or as the State would have it
or according to the Law of the Land, he miftakes
infinitely. He and another, and the State, may
all with, that whichis not really good , but on-
ly in appeararice.We do often wih what is pro-
firable, or delightfull, without regarding fo much
s we ought what ishoneft. Andthough the will
of the State where we li he Law of the
Land do deferve great confideration, yet itis no
infallible rule of morall goodnefs. And cherefore
t0 his quettion, whetber rothing thar procecds
from neceffity can pleafe me , X anfwer, yes. The
burning of the fire plealeth me when I am cold;
And 1 fay, itis good fire, or a creaturc created by
God , for my uie , and for my good : Yer 1do
flot. mean to aeribute any morall goodnels to
the fire , nor give any morall praife to it ,as if it
were in the power of the fire ic felf , cither to
communicate its heat, or to fuf
praife firfk the Creator o
wiho provided it. As for the praife which el
leins Paterculus gives Cato , that he was good
by nature , Er quia aliter effe non porwis , it hath
more of the Oratour than cicher of the Theolo-
gian or Philofopher in it. Man in.the State of
annocency. did fall and become evill , what pri-
vilege hath (ato more than he? No,by his lease.
Narratsor G dsj (atonis [epe mero calui(fe virt,
but the true meaning is, that be was naturally of
agood temper , notfo prone to fome kinds of
vicesas others were;Thisis to praife a thing, not
anadtion, vatusally, not mosally. Secrates was
not

(115)
n0t of fo good a natwrall cemper , yet prooved
a5 good a man;che more his praife, by how much
the difficu to conform his dife

n,
ardand punithment , he faich
ut onely that they frame and con-
found the will to good , which hath been i
ciently anfwered. ‘They do fo indeed , bue if his
opinion were true,they could no do fo. But be-
caufe my aim is not only to anfwer 7. H. buc
alfo to fatisfie my felf ; Though it be not urged
by him, yet T doacknowledge , that I find fome
improper and analogicall rewards and punifh~
ments ufed to bru s, as the hunter re-
wards his dog fler of theCoy-duck whipps
ber, when (e recurns without company. And if
it be true, which he affirmeth a Jietle before,that ¥
have confefled,that the attions of brate beafts are
all neceffitated and determined to that one thing
which they [halldo , the difficulty is increated.
_ But firft, my fayingis mifalteged. I faid , that
fome kinds of a&tions which are moft excellent
in brute beafts, and make the greaccft (hew of
reafon , as the Bees working their H
the Spiders weaving thelr Webbs ,
Without any cont n , or delil
meer inftiné of nature, and by a determin:
of their fancies , to thefc only kinds cf v
ButIdid pever fay , Ic
1 individuall aions are

antecedently determined in th
what dayes the Bees (hall flie abroad , and v
dayes and houres cach Bee fhall keep in

-3 E

bbes | 40695991
obbes |, 40695991



(116)
Hive , how often they fhall fetch in Thyme on
a day, and from whence. Thefeacions and the
like,though chey benat frec, becaule brute beafts
want reafon to delibesate , yet they are contin-
gent , and therefore not neceffary.

Secondly,Tdo acknowledge,that as che fancies
of fome brute creatures are determined by nature,
tofome rarc& exquifice works;So in others, where
it findsa naturall propenfion 3 Art which is the
mitator of N y frame & form them ac-
cording to f the Arciftto fome particular
ations and cnds , as we fee in Secting-doggs ,
and Coy-ducks, and Parrots; and the principall
means whereby they cffe chis,is by theirback
or by their bellies, by the rod, or by the morfell,
which have indeed a fhadow, or refemblance of
sewards and punifhments, Buc we take the
word here properly , notas it is ufed by vulgar
people , but as ic is ufed by Divines and Phifo-
fophers, for that recompenfe which is due to ho-
neft and difhoneft a&ions. Where there is no
morall libercy, there is neicher honefly nor dif=

Honefly, neither true reward no punifhment.
Thirdly , when brute creatures do Jearn any
fich qualitics, it is not out of judgment, or deli-
beration,or dilcourfe, by infesring cx concluding
one thing from another, which they are not ca-
pable of, Neither are they able to conceive 2
seafon of what they do,but meesly out of mem
1y, or out of a fenfitive fear, or hope. They re-
member , that when they did after one maner,
they were beaten ; and when they did afterano-
ther manner , they were cherifhed , and accor=
dingly

(r17)

dingly they apply themiclyes. But if their jn~
dividuall a&ions were abfolucly neceffary, fear
or hope could not alter them. Moft cercainly
there be any defert in it , orany praifes due tn=
toit , itis to them who did initru& chem,

Lafily , concerning Arcs , Arms , Books , Tn-
firuments, Study , Phyfick, and the like, hé an
fwereth ot a word more than what is alrcady
fatisfied. And therefore Tam filent,

" Hirdly , Jec chis opinion be once radicated in Numb 15+
the minds of men, chat there is no cruc liberty, Arg.
:

and chat all things come to paf in
it will utterly deffroy the Study of
ill bewaile his finns h

become icf, that Zeal , that gna-
tion, that holy Revenge , which the Apofile
fpeaks of , if men be once throughly perfuaded
that they could not fhun what they did? A man
may grieve for that which he could not help,b
he will never be brought to bewail , that as his
own fault, which flowed not from his own cr-
rour, but from an antecedent necefficy. Wi

be carefull or follicitous to p
At

neither oo
end fhall he pray God
arcinevitable 7 or to con vours which
are impoffible > We indeed know not what sood
or evill fhall happen to us, buc this we know
that if all chings be necelfary , our devotons
and indeavours cannot alter that which mft be.
13 In

evills which
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Tn & word , the onely reafon why thofe pe
who tread in this path of farall deftiny do {
times pray, or repent , or ferve God , is becaufe
the light of the £

: tranfport
and expell thofe Scoicall fancies out of their
heads; A complete Stoick can neither pray, no
repent,nor »d toany purpofe. I
o Tibert Church , as well as Com
swellas Policy.

ment confifteth in other isn
which be [aith will folln ,
& neglicence of Religions duiscs,
cal to Gods [ervice, Towhich I
anfiver, as tothe reftthat they follow not, I muft
confels , if we confider far th
I, not ai fhey [bonid

Is third 4rg

canvenier

repentance a

principles,
of things
vill rather b
Ard therefare ,if he
ot bave writ

ents does ot of

piety at all. For piety cone

ngs; One , that ve howowt

15, which s, that we think of bis
Fower

(119)
power a5 highly as we can, for to hanour any thing
s nathing els bt to think it tobe of great power.
The other that we fignifiethas honowy and efteens
by onr words and abhions which is called cultus ,
o worfbip of God, He therefore that thinketh
tht all things proceed from Gods E
wnd confequently are neceffary , does he
God Ornipotent 3 does be not ¢ftecns of bis power
as highly as poffible ? which s to honosr God as
wnch as can be in his beart. aAgain, be that
thinketh [o, is be not more apt by exiernall afts
and words to ackpowledge it , then he that thin-
keth otherwifesXet is this externall acknowld
ment the [ame thing which we call worfbip.
this opinion fortifiech piety in both kinds , exte
wally,internallyand sheréfare is far from deftroy=
ing it. o And for repentance,which is nothing bt
& glad resurning into the right way , after the
grief of being out of the way , though the eaufe
that made bim go aftray were necelfury , yer
there is no veafon why be [hould wot grieve ; and
again,though the canfe why he returned into the
way were neceffary , there vemaines ftill the
canfes of joys So that the neceffity of the attions
taketh away neither of thofe parts of rep
grief for the errour  wor joy for the re
For prayer,whereas be [aith, that the nec
Jey of things deftroyes prayer , I deny it. For
thongh prayer be none of the canfes that moove
Godswill, his will being unchangeable ,yet fince
we find inGods word , he will ot give his blz|
fings but o thofe that ask thems , the motive to
prayeristhe fame. Prayer is the gife of God o
efs




(120)

Lefs than the bleffings. Andthe prayer is decreed
vogether in the (ame decree wherein the bleffing
is decreed. Tis manifeft, that thanksgiving s
o canfe of the bleffing paff ; e And that which is
paft is (ure, and weceflary. Yet even amongft
mien, thanks is in ufe as an acknowledgmen of
the benefiv paft , though we (bould expett no new
benefit for our gratitude. And prayer to God Al-
mighty i but thanksgiving for bis bleffings inge-
“nerall and though it precede the particular thing
we ask., yet it 15 7ot a canfe or means of it , but
a_ fignification that we expef?t nathing but from
God, in [uch manner as be, not aswe will
And our Saviowr by word of mouth bids ws pray,
Thy will, ot our will be done » and by exanple
teaches us the [ame , for he prayed thuis, Facher,
ificbechy will , let this cup pafs, &c. The end
of prayer, as of thanksgiving, is not tomove, bt
10 hononr God Almighty, in acknowledging that
what we ask can be effetted by bim only.

D

Hope 7. H. will'be perfiaded in
¢ is not the Covetoufnefs , or An
ty , or Sloth , or Prcjudice

ers wwhich renders this dodtrine of abfolute ne-

is in its own na-

nefs; And though

oppofitions than of
folutic ngly leave one
grain of his matter unweighed. Firlt , he crres
in makinginward picty to confift meerly in the

ion of che judgment. Tf this were fo
e fo,
Devills fhould bave

as

(131)

asmuchinward piety asthe beft Chriftians , for
they cfteem Gods power tobe infinice,and trem
bie 2 Though inward piety do fuppofc the adt
of the undepftanding. yet it confitech properly
i the a of the will being that branch of Juftice
which gives to God the honor which is due une
to him, Is there no Love due to God, no Faith ,
noHope 2 Secondly , heerres in makinginward
picty to aferibe no glory to God , but only the
slory of his Power or Omnipotence. What fhall
become of all other the divine attributes, and
pasticulasly of his Goodnefs , of his Truth, of
s Jultice, of his mercy , which beget a more
trud and fincere honour in the heare than great=
nels it {elf ? CMaguos facile landamus, boros lu=
benter. Thirdly, chis opinion of abfolice necel=
fity deftroyes the trush of God, making him to
command one thing openly , and to necefftate
another privately, to chidea man for doing that
which it hath determined him to do, to profefs
one thing » and to intend another. It deftroyes
the goodnefs of God,making him to bean hater
of namkind . and to delight in the toments of
his creatures, whereas the very doggs licked the
fores of Lazarus in pitty and commiferation of
him. Itdefiroyes the Jultice of God, making
Him to punifh che creatures for that which vas
his own aék , which they had no more power to
fhun, than the fire hath power not to burn. It
defiroyes the very power of God , making him o
be the true. Author of all the defeés and evills
which are in_the world. Thefe are the fruiss
of Impotence, not of Omnipotence, He whohis

the
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the effe@ive caufe of fin either in himfelfe, orin
the Creature, is not Almighty. There needs no
other Devill in the world toraife jealoufies and
fufpitions beeween God and his creatures ,or to
poifon mankind with an apprehenfion | that
God doth ot love them,but oncly this opinion,
which was the office of the Serpent Gen. 3, 5
Fourthly,for the outward worfhip of God. How
fhall a man praife God for his goodnefs , who
belicves him tobea greater Tyrant chan cver ywas
in the world ? who creates millions toburn eters
nally without their fault, to exprefs his powers
How fhall a man hear the Word of God with
that reverence; and devotion,and faith,which is
requifite, who believeth that God caufeth bis
Golpel to be preached to the miich greaer part
of Chriftians , not with any intention that they
fhould be converted and faved, bu meesly to
harden their hearts, and to make them inexcu=
fable 2 How fhall a man receive the bleffed Sa-
erament with comfort and confidence , as a Seal
of Gods love in Chrift , who believeth , that fo
many millions are pofitively_ excluded from all
fruic'and benefic of the Paffions of Chrift , be-
fore they had done cicher good or evill ? How
fhall he prepare himfelf with care and con-
fcience , who apprehendeh , that Eating and
Drinking unworthily is not the caufe of dam=
nation , but becaufe God would damn a man,
therefore he neceffitates him to eat and drink un-
worthily > How fhall a man make a free vowto
God , without grofs ridiculous hypocrify , who
thinks he isable co pesform nothing , but as he
is

(123)
is extinfecally neceffcated ? Fifily, for Repens
tance , how fhalla man condemn and accufe
himfelf for his fins,who thinks himfelf to be like
2 Watch which is wound up by God, and
that he can go neicher longer nor (horter , fa=
lower, truer nor falfer,than
0d? If God fets him rig
1F God fet him wrong, he goes wrong. How can
2man be faid to return into the right way, who
never was in any other way , but that which
God himfelf had chalked out for him # What is
his purpofe to amend,who is deflitute of all po-
wer, but asifa man fhould purpofe to fly with-
out wings , ora begger who hath not a groat in
his purfe, purpofe to build Hofpital
We ufe to fay , admit one ablurdity , and a
thoufand will follow. To maintain this un-
seafonable opinion of abfolute necefficy he is
neceffitated ( buc it is bypotheically, hemight
change his opinion , if he would ) to deal with
all antient Writers , as the Goths did wich the
Romans , who defroyed all their magnificent
works , that there might remain no monument
of their preatnefs upon the face of the earth,
Therefore he will not leave fo much as one o
their opinions, nor one of their definicions,may,
not one of their tearmes of Are fanding. Ob-
ferve what a defcription he hath given us hese
of Repentance. It is a glad reswrning intothe
vight way  afeer the grief of being out of the way.
It amazed me to find x-/amﬁ tobe the firf
word in the defcription of repentance. His se-
pentance is not that repentance , nox his p:;ly
at
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that piety, nor his prayer that kind of prayes
which the Church of God inall Ages hath ac.
knowledged. Fafting,and Sackcloth, and A fhes,
and Teares , and Humiscubations » ufed to be
companions of Repentance. Joy may be  con-
fequentofit, nota partof it. Itis a reruraing,
but whofe a& is this returning ? Is it Gods s
Tone, or doth the penitent perfon concur alfy
freely with the grace of God? Ifit be Gods a-
Tone, then it is his repentance, not mans repe
tance , what nesd the penitent perfon trouble
himfelf about it ? God will take care of his own
work. The Scriptures teach us otherwife, that
God expedts our concurrence, Revel. 3. 19. Be
zealows and repent, behold I fland ar the dore,
and knock, Ifany man bear my veyce, and opes
the dore,I will come in to him. Tt is a glad re-
turning into the right way. Why dareany more
call thata wrong way, which God himfelf hath
determined ? He that willeth , and doth that
‘which God would have him to will and to do,
Isnever out of his right way. It followes in his
deicription,afver the grief, e, Tt is true,a man
may grieve for that which is neceffarily ' impor
fed upon him , but he cannot grieve forit as
a faule of his own , if it nevet was in his powes
to fhuin it; Suppofe a Writing-mafter fhall hold
his Scholars hand in his , and write with it ; the
Scholars partisonly to hold Rill his hand, whe-
ther the Mafter write well orill; the Scholar
hath no ground , either of joy or forrow as for
himfelf ; no man will interpret it to be his a&,
but his Mafters. Itis no fault to be out of the

right

(r25)
he way , if & man had not liberty to have
kepe himielf in the way.
And fofrom Repenance he skipps quite over
New obedience , to come to Prayer , which
is the laft Religious duty infifted upon by me
here. Buc according to ks ufe, wichout either
anfwering or_mentiont®g what I fay. Which
would have {hewed him plainely what kindof
prayer I intend , not contemplative prayer in
generall , as it includes thankigiving , but that
moft properkind of priyer which we call Peri-
tion , which ufed to be thus defined, to bean aét
of Religion by which we defire of God fomething
which we have not , and hope that we [hall b=
win & by him. Quite contrary to this T. H,
wlls us, that prayer is not & canfe, nor 4 meanes
of Gods bleffing , but anly a fignification thas we
expeét it from him, If he had told us onely thac
prayer is not a meritorious caufe of Gods blei-
fings, a5 the poor man by begging an almes doth
wt delove i LRSI e gone along with
him, But to tell us, thatit is not fo much asa2
means to procure Gods bleffing , and yet with
the {ame breath , that God will not give his
beffings, bur to thofewho pray, who fhall recon
dle him to himfelf? The Scriptures teach us o~
therwile, whatfocver ye fhall ask the Fasher in
wy Name , he will give it _you, John 16. 23.
Ask and it [hall be given yo , [eck and ye fball
fod, kpsack and it [hsll be opened wnto you, Match.
7.7. St.Paul sells the Corinthians, 2 Cors tu11.
that he was helped by their prayers , thags not
all, shat the gift was beffomed upon hins by shair

means,
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means, So prayer is a means; And S, Ju
faith, cap. 5. 16.The cffectuall ferve praye
a righteows man availeth much. 1f it be 4
éhuall, chen it is a caue. To fhew this cficacy
of prayer,our Saviour ufeth the comparifon of s
Father towards bis Child, of a Neighbour to-
wards his Neighbour , yea , of an unjuft Judge
to fhame thofc who think , that God hath
more compaffion than a wicked man. This was
fignificd by Facobs wrelling and prevailing
with God. Prayer is like the Trade(mans tools
wherewithall he gets his living for himfelf , and
his family, But, faich he, Gods will is unch
able. Whag then ? He might as well u is
againft ftudy, Phyfick, and all fecond caufes, 35
againft Prayer, He fhewes even in this , how
liztle chey aciribute to the endeayouts of men,
Thereis a greac difference becween thefe two,
mutare voluntatens , to change the will, which
God never doth, in wh there is not the leaft
fhadow of turning by change ; His will to Jove
and hate, was the fame from eternity , whichit
10w is, and ever fhall be. His love and |
arcimmovable, but we are removed , Nox telius
cymban tellurem cymba reliquit,And velle my-
tationem , 1o will a change , which God often
doth. Tochange the will argues a change in the
Agent sbut to will a change , only argues a
change in the object, It is no inconflancy ina
man (o love or to hace,as the obje@ is changed.
Prefta mibi omnia eadems & idem [urm, Payer
worksnotupon God, but us; Tt renders not him
more propitious in himfelf, but us more capablcf
of

(r27)
of mercy. He faich , this, That God doth e

$efs s, exceps we pray , is & motive to prayers
V

by talks he of motives , who acknowledgech
noliberty , nor admitts any caufe, but abjoluc
Iy neceffary? He faith, Prayer is the gift of God,
10 kefs than the bleffing which we pray for  and
wnteined in the [ame decree with the bieffing.
s true, che (piric of prayeris the gift of God,
will he conclude from thence, that the good im=
ployment of one talent , or of one gift of God ,
may not procuse another 2 Our Saviour teacheh:
us ocherwile , Come thou good and faschfll. fer-

+ , thou haft been faithfull in little, I will
nake thee ruler over much. Too mich light is
an enemy to thelight , and too much Law is an
aemy to Jultice. 1 could wifh we wrangled
efs abour Gods Decsees , untill we underftood
them beteer. But, faich he , Thankigiving is no

fe of the bleffing paft , and prayer is but a
ing. He might even as well tell. me,
that when a beggar crayes an alues ;-and when
be gives thanksfor itic is all one. Every thank(-
gving isa kind of prayer, but every prayer, and
mmely Petition, is nota thankf-giving. In the
st place he urgeth » that in our prayers we are
bound , 10 [ubmit onr wills to Geds Will , who
tver madeany doubt of this , we mut fubmit to
Preceptive will of God, or his Command-
ments ; we muft fubmit to the effestive Will of
God, when he declares his good pleafure by the
tent or otherwife. But we deny, and de-
ny again, cither that God wills things,

d extra , without him(elf neceffasily , op thag
3
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7. D.
Numbgeé, JIOurthly, the order, beauty and perfeion of

(128)
it is his pleafure that all fecond caufes fhoul
neceffarily at all cimes , which is the que.
ftion , and that which heallegeth to the contra-
7y comes not neer it.

the world doth require, that in the iniverfe
fhould be Agents of all forts , fome neceffary,
fomefree, fome contingent. He that fhall make
citherall things neceffary, guided by de@iny; or
all things free, governed by eleion;orall things
contingent , happening by chance,, doth over-
throw the beauty and the perfeCtion of the
world.  °

T. H.

T HE fonrth Argument from reafon is this,

The Order , Beanty and Perfe@tion of the
world requireth , that in the Univerle, fhonld b
Agents of all forss , fome neceflary , fome. free,
fome contingent, He that fhall make all things
necelary , or all things fi
gent , doth overth:
of the world.

15 which Argument I obferve, frft s cont
dittion. For, [ceing he that maketh any thing
that be maketh it , be makethis to be nece fary
it followeth, that he that maketh all things,
maketh all things nece(Jary tobe. As if a wor
man make & garment, the garment muft nectf-
farily be. SoifGod make every thing,every thin
mnff mnjﬁm‘ll be. Perhaps the beauty of the
world requiresh ( though we kpow it not ) thar
fome Agents {bonld work wishos deliberation,

which

(129)
which be calls neceffary Agents. oAnd fome
Agents with deliberation, and thofe, both be dnd
1, call fiee Agents. And that fome Agents
fronld o i And them
effetts we borh call contingent hinders
ot but that he that eleétech may have his ele-
&ion neceffarily determined to one by former
caufes 5 And that which is contingent and in
prsed toFortune be neverthelefs nece lary and de-
pend. o precedent weceffary canfes. For by con-
tingent, men do vot mean thar which bath no
caufe , bt which hath not for canfe any thing
which we pevceive. oAs for example; when a
Travailer meets with a bower, .the journey had
scaufe, and the rain bad a caufe (ufficient
enough to. prods but becanfe the journey
canfed not the rain ,nor the rain thejourney , we
(ay , they were contingent one to another. And
thus you fee,though there be three fores of events,
Neceffary, (fontingent , ard Eree , yet they may
be all neteffary , withons the deffruttion of the
beanty or perfettion of the Univers.
D.

HE firft thing he obferves in mine Argu<
ment is contradi&ion, as he calls i i
truth it is but a deception of the figh
candle fometimes feems to be two , o
the water fhewes to be twosods, Qi
pitur, recipitur ad madam recipientss. Buswhat
isthis contradi@ion? Becaufe 1 fay,be who ma~
keth -all things, doth not make them neceffary:
What 2 contradiction, and but one propofition?
Thag were frange. 1(ay . God hath not m;d‘:l
¥ al
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Agents neceffary , he faith, God hath made
all Agents neceffary. Hereisa contradiction
deed , butit is between him and me , not
tween me and my felf. But yet though it be
not a formall contradiion, yet perhaps it may
imply a contradiion i adjecto. Wherefore to
clear the matter , and difpell the mift whichhe
hath raifed; Ttis true , that cvery thing whenit
ismade , it is neceflary that it be made fo as&
35 , thatis, by a neceffity of infallibilicy, or fup-
pofition, fuppofing, that it be fo made , but this
35 not thatabfolute, antecedent neceflity, where-
of the queftion is between him and me. As ©
ufe his own inftance ; Before the Garment be
made, the Tailoris free to make it, eicher of the
Tralian, Spartfb, or French fafhion inidifferently:
Bucaftericis made, it is neceffary that it be of
that fafhion whereof he hach made it that is by
ty of fuppofition. But this doth neither
n being a free caufe , nor the
effect from by a free cffect, buc the one di
produce freely, and the other was frecly produ=
ced. Sothe c
Tn the fecond part of his anfwer he grants,
that there are {ome fiee Agents, and fome con-
tingent Agents, and chat perhaps the beauty of
thewerld doth require it , but likea (hrewd
Cow,which after fhe hath given her milk, cafts
s

3t down with her foot, in the conclufion he t
us, that nevesthelefs they ateallneceflary, Thi
part of his anfiweris a meer Logomachy, (53
sreatpast of the controverfiesin the world are )
ora contenition aboutyiords. What is the mea-

ning

(131)

ning of ece Jiry, and free, and contingentadi-
ons, I have fhewed before what free and ne-
ceffary, do properly fignific , but he mifrecies it.
He faith, T makeall Agents which wan delibe-
sation to be neceffary , but I acknowledge that
many of cthemare contingent. Neither do T ap-
proove his definition of concingents , thous!
fay, Tconcar with him, chas they are [iich az
a5 work we know not bow. For according to this
defcription many neceffary a@ions (hould be
contingent,and many contingent a@ions fhould
beneceflary. The Loadftone draweth Tron., the
Jet chaff, “we know not how , and yet the
effett is neceflary, and
and Antipathies or ocult qualities. Again
man walking in the freets, a Tile falls down
from an houfc, and breaks his head. We know
all che caufes , we know how this came to pafs,
The man walked that way ,  the pin failed, the
Tile fell jult when he was under it ;And yet this
isa contingent cffe, The manmight not have
walked that way , and thenthe Tile had nog
fallen upon him. Neither yet do I underRand
here in this place by contingents, fuch events as
happen befides the fcope , or intention of the
Agents;as whena man digging to make a grave,
finds a Treafure, though the word be fometimes
{o taken. Bue by contingents, I underftand all
things which may be done , and may ot be
done,may happen or may not happen,by realon
of the in decermination , or accidentall concur~
sence of the caufes. And thofe fame things
‘whichate abfolutely Incontingent and yesHys

X2 pothetically
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Pothetically neceffary. As fuppofing the Paffens
ger did walk juft that way , Ju¥ ac thac
%ime , and that the pin did fail jut then , and
the Tile fall, it was neceffary thacit fhould
£all upon the Paffengers head.” The fame de-
fence will keep out his thower of rain. But
we fhall meet with his fhower of rain again,
Numb. 34. Whicher 1 sefer the furcher cxpli=
cation of this point.

¢, take away libertys and you take away
. e very nature of eyill, and the formall rea-
fon of fin. 1f the band of the Painter were the
Taw of painting, of the hand of the Writer the
Javi of writing , Whatfoever the one did write,or
the other paintmuft infallibly be good. Sceing
chesefore;that the firtk caufe is the ruleand Law

T

d n au
nolonger be evill. The effence of fin confifts in
this,that one commit that which be mightavoid.
I there be no libesty to produce fin,there is no
fuchthingas fin in the world. Therefore it ap-
peates,both from Scripture and reafon,that there
1s true Liberty.

S H

O the fifr eArgumen from reafon,which is,
1% thar if liberey e ukes ey ERE ATl
formall vea(on of fin is taken away , L anfwer, by
denying the confequence. The nature of fin con=
fffethinthis ,that the attion done preceed froms
sur will, and be againfiche Law. A Judge in

udging

(133)

udging whether it be fin or nat ,which s dowe
againff the Law , looks at o higher canfe of the
attion then the will ofthe doer. . Now when 1 [a
the aftion was necefary , 1 do not [ay it was done
againfF the will of the doer.bus with bis will,and
(o nece farily; becanfe mans willthas is,every aék
of the will, andpurpofe of man had a [ufcient
and therefore a necelfiry canfe , and confequently
cvery voluntary atbion was neceffisased. A a-
Ghion therefore may be voluntary and a fin , and
neverthelefs be ::erzﬂxy. And becanfe God may
offict by right derived from bis Omnipotency ,
thasgh fin were not, And the cxample of punifh-
ment on-voluntary finners , is the c ¢ pro-
dnaeth Fufice, a b fin lefs frequent, For
God 10 [uch finners, as I have [bewed be-
fore, is ro injuftice. And this you have my
Twer 1o his abjections, borh ou of Scriptire and
reafon,

" . D.

Sm tu fimslare m;nl"m d hoo? Tc was
threwd counfail which Aleibiades gave to
Themiftacles, yhen he was bufy about his ac»
counts to the State , that he fhould rather fu-
dy how to make 110 accountss So it feemes 7.
H. thinks it a more compendious way to baulk
an argument , then to facisfi it. And if he can
produce 2 Rewlandagainftan Oliver , ifhe can
Ugea reafon againt & reafon, he chinks he hath
quisted himfelf fairely. Butic will not ferye his
qurn, And that he may not complain of mifun=
derftandingt,as chofe who have a politick deafs
nefs;.co hear nothing buc what likesh thems T
= K 3 wll
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will firfk reduce mine argument into form ; and
then weighwhat he faith’ in anfwer, orrather in
ion to it. That opinion which takes a-
vay m formall reafon of fin , and by confes
, fin icfelf , is not tobe approoved ; this
» becaufe both Reafon and Rchn.m,
Nature; and Scripture do proove; and thewhole
world mmdrcu that there is fin.Bur this opi-
nion-of the neceflity of ali chings , by reafon of
aconflux of fecond caufes, ordered and determi=
d by che firtt caufe, doth take away the very
mall rcaton of finy This is prooved thus. That
\\hu b makes fin it felf co be good,and jult, and
Jashull takes away che formall caufe , and di-
ftroyes the effenice of fin ; for if fin be good, and
jutt, and lawfull, it is 116 more evilljicdsno fin,
110 anomy. But this opinion of the necefficy of
all chings , makes fin to be very eoodand juft,
andlawfull ; for nothing can flow effentially by
GEEkeAalL n from the firit
cauie, whi d| is'the Law and Rule of Goodnefs
, but that which is ‘good’, and juft,
wlllzbil <his apinion makes fin to pro=
ceed effentially by way of Phyficall decermina-
tion from vhc firft caufe,as appearesin 7. H.
his whu]c difcourfe. Nc\ther 1s it materiall at
all whedber ic proceed immediady-from the
it nnic or micdiately , foas’it be by ane-
ceflary flix ‘of fecond and decerminate caufes
wwhich produce it inevitably. To thefe proofs
anfiwers nothing, buc onely by denying the
nifequence’, astie callsic, and then fings
s old fong Thar she nasnre of fin :;;/7
eth

(135

fleth inshis y that the mm proceeds from oty
will, andbe againftthe Law , which in our fenfe
s moft true , if he undclﬂ:n(lc\)ul{ Law ,and
ce rationall wills Buc fuppofing (as he doth)
that the Lawinjoines things impoffible in them-=
es to be done s then it is- an unjuft and Ty=
oIl Law , and the tranfgreffion of it is no
fin , not to do that which never was in our po=
wer to do. And fuppofing likewife (ashe doth)
that the will is incyitably determined by fpeciall
influence from the firlt caule, then it is not
mans will, bur. Gods Will , and flowes effen=

ually from the Law of Goodnefs

That which he addes of 2 ]v d

inent , as to hisde

¢ proper Judge, nior the T
‘tr Rule of Sin. But it makes
aft him for the Judge goesupon 2
good ground, and even this which he confeffech,
« the Judge losks at o bigher canfe, thes the
vill ofhe doer prooves, chat the will of the doce
did determine it felf freely , and that the male-
fadtor had liberty to have kept the Law, if he
would : Certainly, a Judge ought to look ac ail
materiall circumftances , and much more at all
effentiall caufes, Whether every fufficient caufe
bea nmrﬂx‘y caufe , will come to be examined
more properly Numb 31. For the prefent, ic
{hall fufficeto lny, that liberty flowes from the
fufficiency,and concingency from the debility of

a

me <canfe.Natuse pever intends the generation of

nfer, Jfall the caufes coneurfuffciently, &
m& creature is pr

5 but by seafon of
the
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the infufficiency , or debility ; or contingent 2
berration of fome of the caufes, fometimes 2
Monfler is produced. Yet the caufes of a Mon=
Rer were fufficienc for the produion of that
which was produced , that isa Monfter , other-
wife a Monfterhad nocbeen produced. What is
it then:? A Monfter is not produced by vertue of
that order which is fec in Nature, but by the
contingent aberration of fome of the naturall
caufes in their concurrence. The order fet in
Nature, is,that every like fhould beget its like.
But fuppofing the concurrence of the caufes to
be fuch asitis, in the generation of a Monfter ,
the generation of a Monfier is neceffary ; as all
the events in the world are when they are , that
is , by an hypotheticall neceffity. - Then he be-
takes himfelf to his old help , that God may pu-
nifh by right of omnipotence, though there were
no fin. The q i what God may

fion is n
do, but what God will that Co-
venant which he hath made with man , Fac bos
& wives, Do thisand thou fhalt live , whether
&oddoth punifh any man contrary to this Co-
venant, Hofea.13.9. O Ifracl, thy defirustion ss
from thy [elfbaut in me is thy help, He that wills
not the death of a Sinner , doth  much lefs will
the death of an innocent Creature. By death or
deftruttion in. this difcourfe , the onely {epara-
<ion of Soul and Body is not intended , which is
adebt of nature; and which God,as Lord of Life
and Death , may jufily do, and make it nota
punifhment, but a bleffing to the parcy ; butwe
underRand the fubjeQing of the Creature
. eternall

(137)

sternall torments. Lafly, he tells of that bene=
nefic which redounds to others from Exemplary
Juftice, which is moft tue , but not according
fo his own grounds , for neither is it Juftice
© punifh a man for doing that which it was
impoffible alwayes for him ot to do; Neicher
isit lawfull o punifh an innocent pesfon , thac
sood may come of it ; And if his opinionof ab-
{olute necefficy of all things were true, the defti-
nies of men could notbe altered, cicher by ex-
amples or fear of punifhment,

Numb,18.

U ¢he Patrons of neceffity being driven out
Bof the plain field with reafon , have certain
jecreas or diftinctio

s, which they fly unco for
sefuge. Firlt, they diftinguith between Stojcall
necelficy and Chriftian necefficy,between which

they makea threcfold difference. s
Ficft, fay chey , the Stoicks did fubje&
Tupiter to defliny, but we fubje defliny
t God 3 1 anfwer , that the Stoicall and
Chriftian deftiny are onc ,and the fame , farsm
guaf effatums Jovis. Hear Seneca , Deffiny s
ihe neceffity of all things, and atlions, depending
wpon the difpafivion of Juptter , e, 1 add, that
the Stoicks left a greater liberty to Jupiter over
deftiny , than thefe Scoicall Chriftians do to
God over his decrees , cither for the beginnings
of things as Euripides , or for the progrefs of
of them as Chr fippi, orat leaft of the circum=
flances of time and place, as all of chem genes
nlly, So Pirgil , Sed trahere & moras ducerey
&, So Ofyris in Apuleins , promifeth himso
prolong
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prolong his life Zitra furo’ conflituia rempe.
va, beyond the times fec down by the defie
mies. 3

Next, they fay, that the Stoicks did hold
en eternall flux and neceffary connexion of
caufes; but they believe that God dothad,
priser & contra naturams , befides and againt
nature. I anfwer, that it is not much materiall,
whether they astribuze neceffity to God,, opto
the Starrs, or to a connexion of caufes, {o as they
eftablifh neceffity,. The former reafons do not
onely condemn the ground or fo n of nee
cefficy , but much more necefficy it {elf upos
what ground foever -Eichet ‘they mulk run ino
this abfurdicy, that the efed is determined , the
caufe remaining undetenmined., or els hold fuch
2 neceffary connexion of caufes , s the Scoicks
did.

y Gy, ¢ ks did aakeaway
contingence , but they adm
anfw at Jiberty or contingence was it they
admic, buta tilar liberty , and an empty fhae
w of contingence ? who do profes fifly, thas
alla&ions and events which cither are or fhall
be. cannot but be:, nor can. be ocher f
any other manner, in any othes Place, Time
Number, Order, Meafure, nor toany. ocher €
than theyaase , and that in relpe& of God , de
mining shem to one ; whata poor sidiculo
iberty, or.contingence s this 2
Secandly , they diftinguifh between the fif
caufe,-and the fecond caufes; they fay, that it
sefpect of the fecond caufes many chingsa
freey

(139)
e ; biae i refpect of che firfk caufe , all things
e neceffary. This anfwer may be taken away
o wayes.

Fitft, fo contraries fhall be truc together 3
The fame thing at the fame time fhall be deter=
nined to one-, and not determined co one ; tt

me thing at the fame time maft neceffarily
and yet may not be. Perhaps chey will fay, noc
in the fame refpe&. But that which frikesat the
soot of this queftion is this , IFall the caufes
were onely collaterall , this exception-might
haye fome colour, bu¢ whereall the canfes being
joined togecher,and fubardinate one to another,
do make but one torall caufe , if a caufe

much mote the firft) in the whole feries, or
fubordination of caufes be neceffarys ic deter-
mines the reft, and without doube , makes the
e ncceffary ; Necellicy or Liberty is not to
be eftcemed from oné cavle, buc from-all the
cafes joyned together, Ifone link in a chain
befaft, it faftensall che reft.

Secondly ; T would have them tell me whe-
ther the fecond caufes be predetermined by the
firft caufe or not ; If it be determiied., then the
e is neceffary, even in refpedof the fecond
canfes ; 1f the fccond caufc be not deermined,,
how is the cffe&t determined , the {ccond caufe
remaining undetermined 2 Nothing can give
that to another which it hath not it {clf. But fay
they , neverthele(s the power or faculty remai-
neth free, True , but not in order o theact,
ifit be oncedetermined. It is free , i fenfi di=
ifo, but notun:fenfu compofite ; When s men

holds

; on
y
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holds a bird faft in his hand, is (he therefore free
<o flie where fhe will, becaufe fhe hath wings?
Or a man imprifoned or fettered, is he therefore
free to walk where he will, becaufe he hath fee
and a low motive faculty > Judge without pre-
judice,what a miferable fubterfuge is this, which
many men confide {0 much in.

T, H

Cerain diftin@ions which he fuppofing
may be brough to his arguments
are by him remooved.

HE [faith , a man may perbaps anfwer , thar

e neceffity of things beld by him , is not
& Stoscall neceffity, but a (hriftian neceffity, e,
but this diftinttion I have not ufed , nor indeed
bave ever heardbefore. Nor do 1 think anyman
could make Stoical and Chriftian two kinds ofnee
eeffities , though they may be two kinds of do-
&rin. Nor have I drawn my anfwer o his argn-
ments from the authorisy of any Seét, bus from
the nature of the things themfelves.

Bt here I muft take notice of certain words
of his in this place, as'making againft his own
Tenet , where allthe caufes , (with be, being joj-
ned together , and [ubordinate one to another, do
ake but one tocall canfe; If any one canfe, mich
miore the firfe,im the whole ferics of fubordination
of canfes be neceffary, it determines the reit,an
without doubt maketh the effett nece(Jary. For,
vhat which I call the negeffary confe of any effeit.

i

(141)

is the joywing together of all caufes fubordinate
to the firft inco ane tot all canfe. If any one of thefe,
fuith e, efpecially the firft,produce sts effett ne-

ly,then all the reft are determined,and the
effeét alfo neceffary. Now , it is marifeft , thar
the firft canfe is a neceffary canfe of all the ef-
febts that are next , and ilsmediat to it , and
therefore by bis own veafon , all effeéts are nece]-
fary,” Nor'is that diftintion of neceffary , in re-
[pett of the firft-canfe , and neceffary in vefpect of
{econd canfes mine 5 It does (4 be well norerh)
imply a contradittion.

two difti
together in one pa-

ngraph. Helikes not the diftin&ion of neceffity
ordeftiny , into Stoicall and Chriftian , no mpre
doT. We agree in the conclufion, byt our mo-
tivesare diverle.My reafon is,becaufe 1acknow-
Iedge no fuch neceflicy » cicher as the one or as
the other , and becaule I conceive , that thofe
Chriftian writers , who do juftly deteft the na-
ked deftiny of the Stoicks, as fearing to fall into
thofe grofs abfurdities and pernicious confe-
quences which flow from thence , do et privily
(though perhaps unwittingly ) under another
form of expreflion, introduce tagain at the back-
dore afier they bad openly caft it out at the fore
dore : But 7. H. rufheth boldly without diftin-
&ions (-which ho acccunts but Jargon) and
wichoutforefight upon the grofief deffiny of all
others , that is, that of the Stoicks. He confefe
(eth, chac they may be two kinds of dothrine;
My
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May be 2 Nay , they are without all peradven-
ture. And he himfelfis the fisk who beares che
Chuiftian that I have read ,

chis. fleeping Ghofk out of its grave , and
outin its tue colours. Butyer be likes not

e names of Stoicall and Chriftian deftiny, 1
donot blame him, though he would nor ‘wil«
lingly be account: ck.To admit the thing,

and quarrell abour the name, is to make our

culous. Why mighe not I firt call thac
ined by Chii-
ans, Chriftian deftiny 7 and tha other maig-
tained by Stoicks, Stoicall deftiny? But Tamnot
theinyenterof the tearme, If he had been as care-
full in reading other mens opinions , as heis

defliny , which is ma

confident in fetcing down his oven ; he might
haye found not only the thing, but the name it
felf often ufed. Buc if the name of fatwms Chri-
Srian do offend him , Let him calkie with
L um versm, who divides defliny into
four kinds; 1., Mathematicall or Aftrologicall des
finy, 2. Nacusall defliny, 3. Broicall or vios
lenc deffiny; and 4. true definy , which be calls
ordinarily noffrsm our defliny 3 that is, of Chri-
Sians,and farum pinms,thatis godly deltiny,and
defines it juft as 7. H. doth hisdeftiny, tobe
feies or order of caufes depending upon the die
vine Counfail , de conff. L. 1. cap. 17. 18.819,
Though he'be more cautelous than -T H..©
declinethofe rocks which fameothers have made
fhipwrack-tipon. Yet the Divines choughe he

i

came-too/ncer them, 2z appeates by his Epifte |

to the Reader, in asJater Edition, And by, thit
note
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note in the margent of his twenti
Whatforver 1 difpnte bere , I{ibmie
ment"of the wife, and being admo
4y

u
1y, and true contingency, 7. H. faich , he hah
wt fiscked his anfwer frim any Seét 5 Knd 1 fay
fomuch the worle 3« It is better to be che dif
ciple of an old Se& , than the ringleader of
new,

Concerning the other deftinétion of liberey,
in refpeék ofche firt caufe,and liberty in refpoh
of the fecond caufes, though he will nc hat
which it concerncd |
Dimie , which could put out their eyes when
they lift; As namely,tha the faculcy of willing,
when it is determined in‘order to the & (which
is all the freedom that he acknowledgeth ) is
but like the freedom of a bird , when the is firft
ina mans hand , &z, Yeche hach efpied ano-
ther thing wherein I contradi@ my felf, becaufe

affiem that if any one caufe in the whole few
ties of caufes ,-much more the firft caufe, be ne-
ceffaryic decerminechthe reft, But,faich he, it is
manifeft, thacche firt caufe is wneceffary caufe
ofallithe effecs that are next. Tam glad, yec ic
is notd who contradi@ my felf , but 1¢ is one of
histmamfeft trishs which T contradi®t. That the
Frft canfe is a neceffary canfe of all effelts
which Tfay,isa manifeft fal(lood. Thofe things
wwhich Godwills wichout himfelf, he wills freely
notnecelfarily, Whatoever caufe a@s or works

neceffarily
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feceffasily,doth a@ or work all that it can do
oralithatis in its power ; But itis evidenc , that
God doth notall things without himfelf, which
he can do,or which he hath power todo.He could
have raifed up children unto eAbraham of the
very flones, which were upon the banks of for-
dan, Luk. 3. 8. but he did not, He could haye
fent twelve Legions of Angells to the fuccour of
Chrift , bu not. Masth. 26. §3. God
canmake T. H. live the years of Methufelah ,
but it is not neceflary thac he fhall dofo , nor
probable that he will do fo. The produive
power of God s infinite , but the whole created
world is finite. And therefore God mighe fill
produce more,, if it pleafed him. Buc this it is,
when men go on in a confufed way , and will
admit no diftin&ons. If 7. H. had confidered
the difference between a neceffary being , and 3
necellasy caufe, or betweenthofe a&ions of God, ¢
which are imminent within himfelf, and the
tranfient works of God , which are extrinfecall
without himfelf, he would never have propofed
fuch an evident error, for a manifeft truch, Qui
pasca confiderat facile prowwniat.

N, 15, T Hirdly , they diftinguifh between liberty

from compulfion , and liberty from necel-
fitation, The Will , fay they , is free from com-
pulfion’, but not frec from necefftation. And
this they fortifie with two reafons. Firft,becaule
itis granted by all Divines , that hypotheticall
neceffity , or neceffity upon a fuppofition, may
confift with liberey ; Secondly, becaufe Godm}:

o

(144) : r
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the good Angells do good_necelfasily , and yee
are more free than we. To the firlt reafon
confefs , that necefficy upon a fuppofition
fometimes confift with true libercy , as when it
fignifies onely an infallible certicude of the un-
derftanding in that which ic w0 be, or
thacic fhall be ; But if the fuppofition be not in
the Agents power , nor depend upon any thing
that is in his power ; If there be an -exteriour
antecedent caufe which doth neceffitate the cf-
fek ; to call this free , is to be mad wich rea~
fon,

To the fecond reafon, Tconfefsthat God and
the good Angellsare more free than we areythat
is, intenfively n the d of freedom, but not
extenfively in the ic objed , accor~
ding to a liberty of exexcife, but not of fpecifican
tion. A liberty of exercife, thatis, to doe or not
0 do, may confift well with a neceflty of fpe-
cification , or a determination <o the doing of
good. But a Jibercy of exercife , and a necef-
ity of exercife; A liberty of fpecification; and &
neceffity of fpecification, are not compatible;nor
can confift together, He that is antecedently ne-
ceffitated to do evill, is not free to do good. S»
this inftance is nothing at all to the purpoic.

Toilh

e the diftinition of fiee , intofree from com=
plfion , and free from neceffitation,1 ackyarwn
ledges forto be free from compulfion is to do
thing [0, 4 verrony be not the canfe of his will to
At for @ man is then onely fwidto be compels
tedy when fear makes bims willing teity as when
L man
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wian willingly throwes his goods into tke Spr fa
(ave bim(elf ,or [ubmitts 0. his enemy for fear
of being killed. Thus allmenthat do ary thing
from e, or vevenge,or Inf are fee from: coni-
pulfion , andyet their atlions may bi s yece]
s thofs which arel done wpon comprelfion, for for
ssmes other paffions work as forcibly as fear I»«;
foee from neceffisation 1 fay nothi bey Ay
“sis ¢hat which he endertaok to difprosve This di-
Bintlion, be [apes ufesh to be fortified by two rea-
fons, but they are-not mine. The firft , he fayes
¢ i 4o granted by all Divines, chat ar by

fition

5,1
pabetical necelity , of neceffiey wpon fippolivio
. fhandh wish; biberty. That you viay wrider=
frand this., Twill give you an cxcample of bypo-
thericallneceffity. 1f I {balllivesl (halbéar , 1his
s bypothesivall meceffy. Indecdbie s a nece(-
[ary propofition, that is to (ay, it 45 wece[Jary. tha
that propaficicn froeld be 1rme, whenfocver wite=
red, but tis not the
it therefore ne
that the man fhall eat, 1 donot #fe 1o fortifie
tions with fuch reafons. Let him confare
them as he will it contents me. Bur I would
hatie your-Liovdfhip take notice bereby , how a»
eafy wnd plain thing , but withal falle', may be
with the grave ufage of [uch tearmes , as bypo-
theticall neceffiy , and weceffity npon fuppoition
and (uchiike tearmes of Schoolemen,h cwr’d and
woade 10 fecms prafound lomrming. S
The [econd renfonvhat may confirm the difbin-
Eiamef free fromoompuifion, and free frame e
vaon; i oy shar s oo Angels

da good nae furily,and yes are more free thamwe,
The yeafon thoigh I had pa needof , yer I thing
it fo far forth good, as it is wvus, thur God
and good Angells do good necefarily , and yer are
ree s but becgnfe I fivdnos 1n the eArsicles of
our faith , nor i the Decrees of our Church fer
dowr, inwhat manner I am to conceive God, and

good eAngells to wark., by neceffity , or in
Serfe they work freely , 1 [ufpend my fensence in
that point , and am content, that there may be 4
frecdom froms compulfon,snd yet o freadams [mm
neceffitation, as hash been prooved in that, thas a
mian may be necelfitatedso [ome attions withowt
shreats and without fear of danger 3 But how be
4d the c gether of freedoms and
g God and good eAngells are
wen, and yet do good nece(farily, thar

we muft now examin.

1 confefs ( faith he) that God and good dngells
are more free thanwe, that is, intenfively. in de~
gree of freedons , wot. extenfively. in the lnritnde
of the dbjeit , according toa liberty. of exercife ,
ot of [pecification. eAgain , we have here two
diftinttions, that are no diffintions, but made to
[eens [0 by tearmes invented , by I kpow
whom,ta caver ignorance , and blind the unde
[tanding of the Reader, For it cannot be conceim
ed that shete is any liberty greater than far 4
wan to dowhat he will , and to forbear whas be
Wille Ons bear may be more intenfive than ano-
ther ybut nar ove liberty than mother. He that
Sandowligs e will, hath all liberty poffibly, and
heshas cansos shas none at all, odifoliberty (Z‘

La 3

s | 40695991
obbes |, 40695991



(148)

Fe [ayes, the Schooles call it) of exerdfe, which
is as 1 bave [aid before , a liberty to do , or not 10
do,cannot be wit hout aliberty (which they call of
fpecification ) that is to [ay, a liberty to do or not
todo, this or that in particwlarsfor bow cana man
conceive, that he bas liberty 10 do any thing,that
bath ot iberty to do this or that  or fomewhat
in particular. If aman be forbidden in Lent to
eat this and tha , and every other particslar
kind of fiefh, bow can be be wnderftvod to have s
diberty to eat fiefl , miore than ke thar bath no
licenfe at all?

Toumay by this again fee the vanity of d
Eions ufed in:the Schaoles ; And I do nor doubr
bae that the impofing of thems by anthority,of Do-
eours in the Church, hath been a great canfe
that men have laboured, thoughby [edition , and
«vill comrfes to (hake them offfor nothing is more
apr 10 beget batred , than the tyr over
mians yeaon and underftanding, efpecially when it
isdone, ot by the Scripture , but by preterfe of
Learning , and mere judgment than that of orher
men,

7. D.

H E who will fpeak with fome of our great
undertakers , about the grounds of lear-
ning , had need cicher to peak by an Incer~
precer , or tolearna new Language, ( I dare not
call it Jargon or Canting ) lately devifed, not to
fetfosch thetruth, but to conceal falfhood. He
muft leana new Liberty ;2 new Necefficy , 2
new Contingency,, 2 new Sufficiency , & new

Spontancity,

(149)

Spontantity, a new kind of Deliberation,a new
kind of Ele&ion , a new Ecernity , anew Com=
pulfion, and in conclufion,a new Nothing
propofiion, the willis free , may be underft
in two fenfes , Either that the will is not com-
pelled , or that the will is not alwayes neceffi-
tated , for if it be ordinarily , orat any time free
m neceffitation , my affertion is true, that
there is freedom from necefficy, The former fenfe,
that the will is not compelled, is-acknowledged
by all the world as a truch undeniable , Zolin=
+.s non cogitmr. For, if the will may be compel=
led, then it may both will and not will the fame
thingat thefame time, under the fame notion ,
bue this implies a contradi@ion. Yet this Author
(like the good woman whom her husband foughe
up the frcam when fhe was drowned, upon
precente that when the was living, the ufed to
20 contrary. courfes to all other people,) -he
holds, that true compulfion and fear, may make
a man will,that which he doth not will, that is,
in his fenfe may compell the will. As whena
man willingly throwes his goods nto the Sea to
fave himfelf , or fubmits.to his enemy for fear of
being killed, Tanfwer, that 7. H. miftakes
diy wayes in this difcourfe.

Firft, he erreth in this, to think , that ations
proceeding from fear , are properly compuliory
a&ions, which in truth are not only voluntary ,
bue free actions; neither compelled, nor fo much
as Phyficaily necefficated. Another man, at the
fame time, i the fame Ship, in the fame form,

fr

maychoole, and the fame indjviduall man other=
% L3 viife
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wile advifed, might choofe , not to throw his
so0ds overboard, It is the man himfelf , who
Zhoofech frecly thismeans to preferve his |
s true , that if he wyere not in fuch a conditi
or if he were freed from the grounds of his pre-
{ent fears, he would not. choofe neicher the ca-
fiing of bis gocds into the Sea , nor che fubmic-
timg to his enemy confidering the prefent
exigence of his affaires, reafon dictates to him ,
that of two inconveniences,the lefs is to be cho=
fen,as a comparative good. Neither doth he will
chis cousfe, as the end or dire& object of his de-
fires , butas che means to attaine his end. And
what Fear doth in thefe cafes, Love, Hope, Ha-
ted, &c. may doin other cafes , that is , may
occafion 2 man to eleét thofe means to obtain
bis willed end , which otherwife he would not
cle&. As Jacoh to fesve feven years more, ra-
ther than niot to enjoy his beloved Rachel: The
Merchant to hazard bimfel fupon the rough Seas,
in hope of profic. Paffions may be {o violens,
that they may necefficate the will, that is,when
they prevent deliberations,but chis is rarcly,and
then che willis not free. But they never pro-
perly compell it. That which is compelled , is
againft the will , and that which is againft the
willy is notwilled.
Sccondly., 7. H. erres in this alfo;where he
sithythat wapan is thes onely {aidto be compelled
when fear makes him willing to-an atlios. KsiE
Horce: were not fmoré prevalerit with a man then
feary'we muft know ‘thiesefore , that this word
wompelled s taken tivo wayes, fometimes imp!]o‘
perlys
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pesly,chat is;when a man is mooved of occafio
ned by chreats or fear, or any paffion, to do that
whichhe would not have done , if that threars
or. that paffion had not been ; Sometimes ic
saken properly , when we do any thing againft
our own inclination , mooved by an ¢x
caufe, che will not confensing, nor concurring
bucrefiftingasmuchaas itcan. Asin a Rape, or
when a Chriftian is drawa or carried by vi
lence to che Idolls Temple. Orasin the cafe of

. Perer, John 21.18. Another ball guide thee,
and carry thee whither thos wouldft not. This
is that compulfion which is underftood , when
wefay , the will may be leczed , or changed, o

neceflitated, or that the imperate adions of th
=i

the
! (chat is, che a&tions of the inferiour facul-
s which are ordinarily moved by the will )
may be compeiled ; but chat the immanent adti=
ons of the will,chat is, to will , to choofe , can~
not be compelled, becaufe it is the nature of an
a&ion properly compelled tobe done by an ex-
trinfecall caufe, without the concurrence of the

will.

Thirdly, thequeftionis not , whetherall the
adtions of a man befree, but whether they
ordinarily free. Suppofe fome paffions are fo i
daine and violent,chat they furprife a man, and
betray the fuccours of the foul , and prevent de-
Jiberation, as'wefee in fome morws primo primi;
or antipachics , how fome men will run_ upon
the molt dangerous objects , upon the firft view
of 2 Joathed creature,, without any power o
contain themfelves, Such adtions as xhel':),‘as

they
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they arenot ordinary , fo they are ot free , be-
caule there is no deliberation nor eleion. But
where deliberation and ele@ionare , as when a
his goods.over-board , to fave the

p> or {ubmitts to his enemy, to fave his life;
there is alwayes true liberty.

Though T. H. flight the two reafons which
T produce in favour of his caufe , yet they who
usged them , deferved not to be flighted, unlefs
it were becaufe they were School-men. The fo
mer reafon is thus framed ; A neceflity of fuppo=
fition may confift wich true liberty, but that ne~
ceffity which flowes from the naturall and ex=
winfecall determination of the will , is a necef-
fity of fuppoficions To this, my aniwer is in cf-
felt 3 That a nceefficy of fuppofition is of two
Kinds , fometimes che thing fuppofed is in the
power of the Agent todo , or not to do ; As for
aRomifh Priclt to vow concinence , upon fup
pofition that he be a Romifh Prieft,is neceffary,
but becaufe it wa power to bea Prieftor
nottobe a Priel
So fuppofinga man tohave taken Phyfick, ic is
neceffary that he keep at home , yet becaufe
it was in his power to take a Medicine of not to
take it, therefore his keeping athome is frec.A-
gain , fometimes the thing {uppofed is not in the
power of the Agent to do ; or not. to do ; fuppo-
fing 2 man to be extrem fick, it is necelfary thac
hekeepat home, or fuppofing that 2 man hatha
maturall antipathy againft a Cat , he 1
ceffarily away {0 {oon as hefecs her, Bec
gniipathy,and chis ficknefs are no:

(153)
of che party affedted, therefore thefe adks arenot
free, Facob blefled his' Sons , Balaam blefled
Ifrael, thefe two adks being done, are both ne-
ceffary upon fuppoficion ; But is wasin Facobs
power not to have blefled his Sons , So'was
notin Balaams powex , not to have blefled /
vael, Numb. 22. 38, Jacobs will was i
ned by himfelf, Balaanss will was Phyfically
termined by God. Therefore Jacobs benedi
proceededfrom his own free eledtion 5 And Ba-
laams from Gods determination. So was Caiphas
his Prophefy,Joh 11. 5. Thercfore che Text
faich , He [pake not of himfelf. To this T. H.
faith nothing , but only declareth by an imper-
tnent inflance , what Hypotheticall fignifies.
b your Lordfhip to take notice
and Ignorance may be cloked un-
olaftick tearmes. And I do like-
wife ingreat your Lordfhip to take notice , that
the greatet fraudand cheating lurks commonly
under the pretenfe of plain dealing; wefee
lers commonly feip up their fleeves , and pro-
mife extraordinary. fair dealing before they be-
gin to play their tricks.
Concerning the fecondasgument drawn from
theliberty of God , and the good A
cannot but approove his modefty, in
his judgment concerning the mannc
and the good Angells do work ne
freely , becaufe he finds it = down in_the
Aticles of our Faith, or the Decrees of our
Church , efpecially in chis age, which is {0 full
of Atheiline, and of thofe [coffers which St.Peter
propheficd
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Prophefied of , 3 Per. 3. 3. Who neicher be-
Yieye, that there is God or Angells, or that they
have a Soul , but only as falt,, to keep their bo-
dies from putrifa@ion 3 So I can by nomeansa-
fent unto him, n that which followes, chat is to
fay, that he hath proved thac Li

fiey of thefame kind may <

35, 1 liberty of exercife with
cife s or a liberty
fity of fpccification. which he
faith are neceffitated by paffion, are for the
f Qated by reafon, either truly, or ap-
parencly righe , and sefolved by the will it felf
Butic troubles him that I fay, that God and the
good Angellsare more free than men intenfive-
Ty in the degree of freedom, but not excenfively
in the laticude of the obje@ , according toa li-
berty of exercile , but not of fpecification, which
re no diftin@ions, butt
ince. Good w
onely fec 7 Are all other men flark bling ? By
his favour, they are trueand neceffary diftin-
&ions ; Andif he alonedonot conceive them, it
is becaufe diftinéions, as all other things, have
their fates , according to the capacities or pre-
Judices of their Readers. But he urgeth two rea=
fons, One heate, Jaith he, may be more intenfive
than angther , but not one liberty than anot her.
Why not , I wonder? Nothing is more proper
o2 man thanreafon , yet a man is more ratio-
all than a child, and.one-man more sationall
than asother , thats, in refpet of the ufe and
exexcife of seafon. As there are degrees ofunder-
fanding,

if.
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underftanding, fo there are of liberty. T}
Angells have cleerer undesfiandings tha
and they are not hindred with paffions as we ,
and by confequence , they have more ufe of li-
berty than we. His fecond reafon is, He that
can dowhat be will, bath all liberty, and be that
camyot do what be willshath o liberty. IE this be
true, then there are no'degreesof liberty indeed.
But this which he calls liberty, is rather a2nOm-
nipotence than a liberty , todo. whatloever b
will. A man is free to fhoot , ofmot todhoot 5
although he cannot hic the white, when foever
he would. We do good freely , buc with more
difficulty and relufation than the good Spiis.
“The more rationall,and the lefs fenfuall the wi
s, the greater is the degree of libesty. His other
exception againtt liberey of exercife, and liberty
offpecification,is a meer miftake, which growes
meerly from not sightly undesflanding what li-
berty of fpecification, or contrasiery is. A liber-
ty of fpecification, faith he,js a libesty to do, or
1ot to do, or ot to do this, orthat, in partic
Jar. Upon better advice he will find , that chis
which he callsa fiberey of fpecificat
berty of contradicion, and nocof
nor of conu y. To befree to do or not
todo, this or that particular good , is a liberty
of contradiétion ,o likewife to be free to do or
ot to do this, or that particular evill. Burto be
freetoido both good and evill, is a liberty of
contrisiety,which extends to contrary objects ,
o o diverfe kinds of chings, So his reafon %
proove; thata liberty of cxercife cannot be wwith=
out
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out 2 liberty of fpecification , falls flat to the
vound. And he may lay afide his Lenten licenfe
e trother occaful St M e it up-
on thefc things which are o evident, that no
man can queftion them who doth underftand
them,

And here he falls into another inve@ive a-
gainf diftin&tions, and Scholafticall expreffions,
and the Doftors of the (hurch , who by 1
means tyramnized over the wnderflar f
ather men. What a prefumption is this for one
private man, who will not allow human liberey
toothers, to affume to himfelf fuch a licenfe, to
controll fo Magiftraily , and to cenfure of grofs
ignorance and tyrannifing over mens  judg-
ments, yea, as caules of the: troubles and tu-
mults which are in the world , the Do&ors of
the Churchin generall , who have flourifhed in
all ages andall places, only for a few neceffary
and innocent diftin€ions. Truly faid Plutarch,
thata fore eye is offended with the light of the
Sun; what then muft the Logicians lay afide
their firft and fecond Intentions ?their Abfira&s
and Conceits , their Subjecs and Predicates ,
their Modes and Figures, their Method Synthe-
tickand Analytick, their Fallacies of Compofi-
tion and Divifion, &c? Muft the morall Philo-
fopher quite his means and cxtremes, his priciprs
eongenita ad acquifica , his liberty of contradi-
@ionand contrariety, his neceffity abfoluce and
hypotheticall, &c? Muft the naturall Philofo-
pher give over his intentionall Species , hisun-
desftanding Agent and Patient, his m:yuved

an
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and eduive power of the matter, his qualities,
infinia or influxe , (ymbole o diffymbole , Yis
temperament , ad pondss y and ad juftitiam , bis
pasts Homogeneous & Heterogencous, his Sym-
pathies and Antipathies, his Anciperiftafis, &c 2
Muft the Aftrologer and the Geographer leave
their Apogesm and Perigenm , their Ardtick
and Ancar@ick Poles, their Equator, Zodiack,
Zenith , Meridian , Horifon, Zones , &c? Muft
the Mathematician, the Metaphyfician, and che
Divine, relinquifh all their cearmes of Ase , and
proper idiotifimes , becaufe they do not rellifh
vith 7, H. bis palate ? But he will fay , they
are obfcure expreffions ; What marvell is ic,
when ¢he things themiclves are more obfeure 5
Lec him puc them into as plain Englifh as he
can, and they fhall be nevera whitthe better
underftood by thofe who want all gro ds cf
learning, Nothing is clearer than Mathematicall
demonfiration , yet Jet one who is altogether ig-
norant in Mathematicks hear it,and he will hold
it tobe as 7. H. tearmes thefe diftin&ions,plain
Fultian or Jargon. Every Art or Profeffion hath
its proper mylteries and expreflions , which arc
well known to the Sons of Are , not foto fran~
eers. Let him confult with Milicary men, wit
Phyficians, with Navigators , and he (hall find
this true by experience. Let him go on fhip=
board, and the Mariners will not leave their
Sterbord and Larbord, becaufe they pleafe not
him, or becaufe he accounts it Gibrifh, No, no,
itisnot the Schocle-Divines, but Innovators
snd fedicious Ogacours , who are the tiue uuﬁ?

o
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caules of the prefent troubles of Europe, 7 &,
hath forgorten whathe faid in his book , De
Cive cap. 12, Thatit is a feditious opinion o
teach, that the knowledge of @ood and evill be-
longs to private perfons. And cap, 17. thatin
queltions of Faith the Cuvill Magifizates ought
to, @onfult with the Eccl. all Daétors , to
whom Gods blef levived. by smpafitson of
Dands fo as 5o crved ip nece(Jary ruths,
20 whin v hath promifed infallibitity,
Thefe e very men whom he traduceth
here, These he afcribes infallibility to them ,
here he accufech them of grofs. fuperfiirious. ig=
norance There he attributes too much to them,
here heattributes too lictle. Both there and here
he cakes too much upon bim... The Spiriss of the
Prophets " are fubieét 1o the. Praphess , 1 Cor,

1 Gy fifl,
ty is clection
on is oppaled , not.anly to coation,
but alfo to coar@ation or determination.to one.
Neceffization or desermination. 50 one , may
confift with fpontaneity , buz not with clection
anlibertyas bhath been fhewed. The very Stoicks

id acknowledge a {pontancisy: So our adyers
faries aze not yetgone out of.che confines of the
Stoicks,

Secondly <o rip. up the bottom of chis bufi=
nefs. This Liakeco be the clear refolution of
the Schooles 3 These is adouble act of the will,
the one mose remose, called Jrsperarug y thatiss

i

he, prope

¢

(r59)

i cruch the a@k of fome: inferiour faculry | b
je& o the command of the will, as o open or
fhut ones eyes, without doubt thefe actions may
be compelled. The other a& is n
attwselicitus , an a& drawn o
towill, tochoofe , to elek , this may

hindered by the intesvening impediment
the underftanding, as a flone Iying on 2 tab
kept from its nacurall ‘motion , othersy
will fhould have a kind of Omnipotence ; But
he will cammot be compelled to an aét repug-
nt o its inclination , as when a fone 15
thrownupwards into the air , for that is
ineline , and ot fo" incline

contradiéti-
on. Thercfore 1 is neceffitated | is
fay , che will is comp as the willis
capable of compulfion, If a firong man bolding
the hand of & weaker , fhould therewith kill a
third perfon , hee guidem vis eff , this violence,
the weaker did riot willingly perpetrate che fa %,
becaufe he was compelled. But now fuppofe
this firong man had che will of the weaker in
his power as well as the hand , and fhould not
onely incline,, but determine i¢ fecredy and in-
fenfibly to commit this aék, isnot the cafe the

fame ? whether one ravith Laucreria by

Tirgine , or by amatory potions , and N
Incancations , niot only allure her, but necefi-
takeier to {atisfy his luft, and incline her effe-
Gually, und draw her inevitably, and irrefiftibly
tofollow him fpontancoully. Lucretiz in both
shefegonditions is to be pittied, but the Jateer
petlon
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pesfon s ‘more guilty , and deferves greater pus
nifhment , who endeyeurs alfo fo much as in
him lies, to make Lucretiairrefiftibly partake of
je crime. 1dare not apply. it , but chus only 5
Take heed how we defend thofe feeret andin-
Jincible neceffications to evill , though fponta-
neous and free from coaction.
Thec are cheir faftnefles.
T..Hi

N the next place y he bringeth two arguments
I [t diffinguifbing between being free
from comspuljion, and free from neceffication. The
Sirft 4s , that eleStion is oppofite , wot onely 10 co=
attion or compulfion , but alfo o necelfisation or
derermsination to one, This is st he was to proove
from#the beginning , and therefore bringeth no
new argument to proove it, And to thofc brought
formerly, Ihave already anfwered ; eAnd in this
place 1 de , that eletlion is oppofite 10 ein
s manis compelled ( for example,
10 [ubjett bim[elf to an enemy or to dy) he hath
fiill eleétion lefe in him , and a deliberation to
bethink, which of thefe two he can better en-
dure s eAnd be that isled to_ prifon by foree ,
hath elettion and may deliberaie whether he will
be hailed andirained on the ground, or make ufe
of bis feet.

Likewife when thereis no compulfion. , bus the
[Frength. of tempration to do an evill altion , be=
ing greater than vhe motives 1o abftain y nece fa
7ily devermine bim to the doing of it, yer be deli=
berateswhiles [ometimes the motives to do,fome-
st the paisves tofrbear,ave working enbiy

an

@61)
wnd confequently b eleerh which be will, Bug
commonly when we [ee and know the [prength
that moves s, we acknowledge Neceffiry , bur
when we [ee not , or mark not the force thar
moves us , we then think there is none , and thas
it 15 nor Canfes but liberty , that produceth the
alfion. Hence 34 ;- that they think be does nor
chofe this, that of neceffity chofech it , bus they
might as wellfay , fire does ot burn , becanfess
burnes of neceffity. The [econd argmmens is 7ot
o much an argumesnt, as a diftindtion, to fhesp in
what [enfe it may be (sid, that voluntary atbions
are neceffitared., and inwhat fenfe not. eAnd
therefore he alledgeth as fiom the autbority of
¢he Schooles , and that which rigpeth np the bop=
tome of the queftion , thas there is a double alt
of the will ; The one be [ayes ,is a&us Impera
s, an at done at the command of thewill , by
Jome. inferionr facslty of the foul, as to apen or
oot ories eyes, andsbis ntk may be compelled. The
ather be fayesy is a@us elicicus, an 4l allured,or
anatk drawn forth by allurement ont of the will ,
5 to will;to choofe, to eletk= This he [ayes cannor
be cCompelled, Wherein lesting pafs char Meta-
phoricall fpeech of attributing command and fub~
Jeltion o the faculties of the Soul , as if they
made a (ommon-wealth or Family amang them-

[elues, and could [peak ome to anorher , which is
ery improper in (earching the truth of the que-
Jtion, Yon may obferve firft , that ro compell @
voluntary att, is nothing els, bus rowillst, for it
is all oneto fuy, my will comsmands the (buting of
ine eyes or-the doing of any other ation, and e

M o
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fuy , T have the will to [but mine eyes. So thar
a8us imperatus bere , might as eafily have been
sglifh, avoluntary attion, but thar they
that invented the tearme , wnderffood ot any
thing it fignified. Secondly, you may obferve,
that adhs elicicus, is exemplified by thefe words,
20 Hill, 30 Eleét , t0 (hoofe , which are all one,
and [0 to will is here made an atk of the will, and
indeed, as the will is afaculty,or power in a mans
foul, (o towill is an alt of it, according to that
power. But as it is abfurdly [aid ,that to dance
is an_aik allured or drawn by fair means out of
the ability to dance ; [0 it is alfo to fay , that to
will, is an aGt allured or dravn out of th
20 willy which power is commsonly called,the will,
Howfoever itbe, the fumme of bis diftinétion is,
thar & wolunsary att maybe doe on compulfion ,
thais tofay by foul means, but towill that,or ary
att , cannot be but by allarement or fair meansy
Now, 3 Allurements,and Ene
ticements ,, nwhich they do pro-
diice , as neceffarily as threaning and foul
means , it followes, that to will , may be wade as
siece(fary as any thing that is done by compulfion,
So that the diftinttion of a8us imperatus, and
a8us clicitus are but words , and of wo effelt
againft neceffity.

>

. D

N the nest place foilow two reafons of mine
own againft the fame diftin@tion, the one
taken from the former grounds , that Ele@tion
cannot confift with determination to one. TO
this Cbe fch ) e bach wnmersd sieady. Nos
utl
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Truth is founded upon a Rock, He hath beenfo
far from prevailing againft ic, that be hath not
been able to fhake ic.” Now again, he tells us
that Elettion is not oppofite to either, { Neceffiza-
tion or Compuifion ) He might even as well tell
us , thata ftone thrown upwards mooy
rally 5 Ot , thata woman can be ravifhed wi

own will. Confent takes away che Rape.
bis is the firangeft iberey chat ever was heard

of , that a man is compelled to do what he
would not , and yet is free to dowhat he will.
And chis he tells us upon che old fcore, chat e,
whe

bmits tobis_enemy for fear of dearh,
choofeth to fubmit. But we have feen f
thac chis,which he calls compul i
puii iy

e
b is oppofite to
vho (ubmics to an enemy for
faving his life, doth eicher.onely courtcerfeic.and;
then there is no will to fubmic , this dilguife 15
no ‘more than a Repping afide , to avoid a pre-
fent blow, Or cls he doth fincerely will a {ub=
miffion, and then che will is changed ; There is
avalt difference between compeiling and chane
ging cthe will. Eicher God orman may change
the will of man , cicher by varying the condié
tion of things , or by informing the party othera
wife , but compelled it cannot be , that. is, i
cannot both will this, and not will this , as it is
invefted with the fame circumftances; though, if
the a& were otherwife circumftanciated, icmight
nill chat freely , which now it wills frecly,
Whezcfore the kind of actions are ealled mixe
Ma __ adtons
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adlons , thatis pardly voluntary , parly unvo-
Tuntary. That whichis compelled isa mans pre-
fens condition or diftrefs, that is'not voluntary
nor chofen. That which is chofen , is che reme-
dy of its diftrefs, that is voluntary. So hypothe-
tically fuppofing 2 man were not in that diftrels
chey are-involuntary, but ablolucely without
any fuppofition at all , taking the cafe as itis,
they are vo g His other inflance of « man
foreed to prifor: , that he may chaofe whether be
ol o Diod thicher wpon the ground ,or walk
supon his feet is not true.By his leave, that is not
as he pleafeth,but as it pleafeth them who have
Jhim in their power. If they will drag him , he
39not free to walk 3 Andif they give him leave
to walk, he is not forced to be dragged. Having
1aid this foundation, he begins to build upon it,
chat orher paffions do necefJicate as much as fear;,
But he erres doubly ; firft , in his foundation ,
fear doth not determine the rationall will natu-
rally and neceffarily ; The Jaft and greateft of
the five terrible things is deach , yet che fear of
death cannot neceffitate a refolved mind to do
a difhoneft action , which is worfe than death,
The fear of the fiery furnace could not compel
¢he three Children to worfhipan Idoll, nor the
fear of the Lions neccffitate Dianiel, to omit his
duey to God 5 ¢ is our frailty, that we are more
afraid of empty fhadows than of fubflandiall
dangers, becaufe they are nicerer our fenfes , as
little Children feara Moufe or a Vifard , more
than fire or weathes, Butas a fitte of the ftone
takes awuy the fenfe of the gout for {hcylt[er}r-
o
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fo the greater paffion doth extinguith che lefs;
fear of Gods wrath , and cscrnall corments
dothexpell corporall fear, fear not them who kill
she body , bas fear him who is able to caft both
body and [onl 10 bell Luk.7.4.Davensam Impes
vasor,tu carcerem,ille gehennam minatur Excufle
me, O Emperor, thou threatens men. wi
fon,but he chreatens me wich hell, Secondly, he
erres in his fuperftruion allo, There is a greac
difference , asto this cafe of juBtifying, or not
jultfying an a&ion becween force and fear
and other paffions ; Force doth not only leflen
the fin,, but takes it quiccaway , Dent. 22,26,
He who forced a betrothed Damfell was to die;
bat wnto the Damfell ( faid om
thing , there is in ber no fanls worthy of death,
Tansars beauty, or Ammions Jove did not render
him innocent, buc Amnions force rendsed Tamar
innocens. But fear is not {o prealent asforce ,
Indeed if fear be greac , and juftly grounded ,
fuchas may fall upona conflant man | though i¢
do not difpenfe with the tranfgreffion of the ne-
gative Precepts of God or Nature, becaule they
bind to all times, yet it diminitheth the cffence,
even againft them, and pleades for pardon. Bus
it difpenfeth in many cafes with the tranfgr fion.
of the pofitive Law , cither Divine or humanc
Becaulc it is not probable,that God or the Law,
‘would oblige man to the obfesvation of all pofi~
tive Precepes, with fo great dammage as the lofs
of hislife, The omiffion of Circumcifion was no
fin, whileft the Jfraelites were travelling chrough
the wildernels, By 7. H. his permiffion, Lyiill
M3 propofc
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propofe a éafe to him. A Gendeman fends his
feryant with mony to buy hisdinner, fome Ruf-
fians mee: him by the way, and take ic from him
by force - The fervant cryed for help, and did
what he could todefend himfelf , but all would
ot ferve. The fervant is innocent, if he was
tobe tried before a Coure of Arcopagites. Ot
fuppofe the Ruffians did not take it from him by
force , but drew their fwords and threatned 1o

, except he delivered it himfelf; no wife
man will eonceive , that it was cither the Ma-
fiess intention , or the fervants duty , to hazard
his Tifeor his limbes, for faving of fuch a trifling
fusns Bae on the other fide fuppofe this fervant,
paffing by fome Cabaret, or Tennis-couft, where
his Camerads were drinking or playing , fhould
fiay with them, and drink o play away his mo-
ny, andafterwards plead as 7. H. doth here ,
that he was overcome by the meer frength of
temptation, I trow, neither 7. H. nor any man
els would admit of this excufe , but punith him
for it,becaufe, neither was he neceffitated by the
temptation,and what firength it had,was by his
own fault, in refpeét of that vitious habit which
he had contra@ted of dinking or gaming, Jam.
1, 14. Every manis tempredwhen he is’ drawn
away of his o entifed. Difordered paf-
fions of anger , hatred , luft, if they be confe-
quenc ( as the cafe is here putby 7. H. ) .and
flow from deliberation and c'c&ion , they do
not only not dimnifh the fault, but they aggra=
ate it'; and renderit much greates

He calks much of zhe motives to do , and the
matives

(167)
motivesto forbear , how they work upon and
determine a man , s if a reatonable man were
R0 more than a Tennis-ball, to be toffed toand
fro by the Rackests of the fecond caities 3 As i
the will had no power to ooy it felf, but were
meerly paffive,, like an ertificiall Poping
mooved hicher and thither by the bo
Archers, who fhoot on this fide and on tha
What are motives but reafons or difcourfes f
med by the underttanding,and frecly mooyed by
the will? What, are the will and che underflan=
ding buc faculties of the fame foul ? and what is
Jiberty but a power refulting from them both 2
To fay that the will is
tives, is as much as to fay, that the Agentis
dezermined by imfclf ; 1¢ there be no neceffita=
tion before the judgment of right reafon doth
ditate to the will , then there is no antecedent,
no extrinfecall neceffitation atall. Al the world
Knowes , chat when the Agent is determined b
bimfclf, then the effe® is decermined likewife
in its caufe. But if he decermined himfelf freely,
then the effe@ is free. Morives decermine not
nacurally but morally , which kind of dete
nation may confit with tru libercy.
H. his opinion were truc, that the will were
naturally decermined by the Phyficall and fpe=
ciall influence of extrinfecall caufes , not onely
mosiyes were vain,but reafon i¢ felf, and delibe=
ration were vain, No, faich he, they are not
vain , becaufe chey are the means. Yes, if the
means be fuperfluous chey arc vain, what needed
fich s cireuts of deliberacion 1o advife whaels
c
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ficto be done, when it isalready determined cx-
crinfecally, what muft be done,

He faich, that the ignorance of the true canfes,
and their power is the reafon, why we aferibe the
offett 10 liberty ,buz when we [evioufly confider
vhe caufes of things , we acknowledge aneceffiy.
Nofbch thing , but jult the concrary, The more
we confider , and the clecrer we underftand,che
geaceis he lbexy , and che more e know
Tedge of curown liberty. The lefs we confider,
and the more incapable that the underftanding
3s, the leffer is che libercy, and the knowledge of
it, And where there is no confideration , nor
ufc of scafon ,there is no libercy at all, chere is
neither morall good nor evill. Some men,by rea-
fon that their exteriour fenfes are not totally
bound , have a trick to walki their fleep. Sup-
pofe fuch an one in that cafe fhould caft him-
fclf down a pair of flaires , or from a bridge,and
break his neck, 1 himfelf, it werea mad
Jory chat would f
own death. Why 2 becaufe it was not freely
done, he had not then the ufe of reafon.

Laftly, he tellsus, that the will doth choofe of
weceffity, as well as the fire burnes of meceffiry. 1f
he intend no more but chis, that ele&ion is the
properand naturall ak of the will, as burning is
of the fire , or that the eletive power isas ne-
ceffarily in s man as vifibility ; he {peaks truly,
buc moft impercinencly ; Eor, the queRion i
mot now of the cle@ive power , in it prime »
~whether it be an cffentiall faculy of the foul,
but whether the 2t of ele@ing this o that par-

siculat

i this man acceffary to his |
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particularobjeét be free, & undeterminedbyany,
antecedent and extrinfecall caufes. Butif he in=
tend it in this otherfenfe,that as the fire hath no

ower to fufpend its burning, nor to diftinguifh
between thofe combuftible matters which are
put unco i, but burnes that whichis put unto ¢
neceffarily,if ic be combuffible : So the will hach
10 power to refulc chat which it wills , nor o
pend ics own appetite. He erres groffely. The
will hath power , cicher towilleenill, or to fuf-
pend , thac is neicher to will nor nill the fame
object; Yet even the burning of the fire, ifit be
confidered as it is invefted with all particular
circumftances, is not otherwife fo neceflary an
adtionas 7. H. imagineth. Two things are re=
quired to make an effe& neceffary, Firt, that ic
be produced by a neceffary caufc, fuch as fire is;
Secondly, that it be neceffarily produced , Pro-
tagoras an Acheilt, began his Book thus. Con-
cerning the godr, 1 bhave wotbing to [ay, whether
they be yor they be not , for which His Book was
condemned by the Athenians tobe burned. The
fire was a neceffary agent , but the fentence or
the application of the fire to the Book,, was &
fice ack , and herefore the burning of his Book
was free. Much more the rationall will 1s free,
which is both a voluntary agent,and acts volun=
tarily.

Liberty from Compulfion , but not from neceffi-
tation is new, and demonfirates cleerly, that to
neceffitate the will,by a Phyficall neceffity,is to
compell the will o fas as the will is capa(b:lﬂ of

om-

My fecond reafon again® this diftinéion of
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Compulfion ; and that he, who dothnecefficaze
the will to evill , after that manner is the true
caufe of evill,and oughe rather to be blamed than
che will ifelf. Bue 7. H. for allhe faith he is
not furprifed, can be contented upon beter ad-
vife to fteal by all this in filence ; And to hide
chis tergiverfation from the cyes of che Reader
he makes an empty fhew of braving againft that
famous and moft ncceffary diftin@ion between
the elicite and imperate a@s of the will 3 firft,
e the termes are improper ; fecondly , bea
What Triviall and
ons are thefe,o be ufed a«
gainfttheuniverfall currant of Divines and Phis
Vofophers. Perboruom: ut nummornm , It is in
words , as it is in mony. Ufe makes them pro-
er and curranc, A Tyrant ac firft, fignified a
awfull and juft Prince ; Now, ufe hath quite
ehanged the fenfe of it, o denote cicheran Ufur=
pet , or an Oppreflor. The word sramunire is
now growna good word in our Englifh Lawes
by uie and tra of fime ; And yet at firft it was
meerly miflaken fora premonere. The names
of Sunday, Munday. Tuefday , were derived at
firft from thofe Heathenifh Deities, the Sun,the
Moon, and the warlike God of the Germanse
Now weufe them for ditinction fake onely ,
without any relation to their fit originall, He
is too froward that will refufe a piece of coin
that is currant throughout the world , becaufe i¢
is noe Ramped afcer his own fancy. So s he that
rejeftsagood word, becaufe he underftandsmot
the derivation of it. We fec forreine wordsare
daily

(171)

caily naturalized, and made free Denizonsin

ountry. But why are the tearmes im=
proper 2 Becaufe , faich e , It attributes com-
mandyand [ub cétion to the faculiies of the foul,as
ifthey m.de a Communewealth or famrly among
chemfelves, AmJML'MJ)unI(anrm arather, Theres

faich, they who invented this tearm of
Adtus Imperatus , wndorffoodnot any thing what
it fignified. No , why not ? It feemeth t0 me
they underftood it better than thofe: who except
againftit. They knew,there are mentall tearmes,
which are onely conceived in the mind , aswell
as vacall tearmzes,which are exprefled with thé
tongue, They knew that howfocver a Superiour
dointimate a dire&ion to his inferiour , it is fill
a command. 7arguin commanded his fon , by
onely finking off the topps of the Poppies, and
was by him both underftocd and obeyed. Though
thete ‘be no formall Common-wealch or famsly
eicher in the body , or in the foul of man, ye
there is a fubordination in the body , of the in-
feriour members to the head , thereis a fubordi-
nation in the foul of the inferiour faculties to
the rationall will. Far be it froma reafonable
man , fo far to difhonour his own nature , as to

command there is without all qu

thege be fome doub in what facul

mand doth principally refide , whether in the

will orin the underfianding.” The enie refolu-

tion is,¢hat the dircétive command for counfelis

inthe underftanding ; And the applicative gom-
mand,
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mand, of empire , for putting in_execution of
what is dire®ed, is in the will. The fame anf-
wer ferves for his fecond impropsiety , about the
word Elicite. For, faith he, st is abfurdly [aid,
shat to dance, is an alt allured., or drawn by fair
means_out of the ability to dance 5 So it is ab-
frdly i that to willor choofe is an at drawn
ou of the power to willHis objeion is yet more
improper than their expreffion. The art of dan-
cing rather_refembles the undesftanding , chan
the will. That drawing, which the Schools in=
tendis cleer of another nacure, from that which
he conceives; By zlicitation , he undesflands, a
exfwading or enticing wich flattering words,or
weet alluring infinuations , <o choole , this or
that. Buc that elicitation,which the Schools in-
tend, is a deducing of the power of the will into
2@, thac dramingswhich they mention,is meesly
from the appeibility of the obje, or of the end,
as 2 man drawes 2 Child after with the
fight of a faix Apple, or a Shepheard drawes bis
{heep after him with che igh of a green boughs
So the end drawes the will o it, by a Metapho-
sicall motion. What he underflands here by an
ability to dance ,is mose than T know , o any
man ¢ls , uncill he exprefs himfelf in more pro-
pertearmes, whether he underftand the acomo-
tive faculty alone , or the at, or acquired habit
of dancingalone ; or both of thefe joindy. It
may be faid aptly wichout any abfudity , chat
the at of dancing is drawn out ( elicitur ) of
the Iocomoteoe faculiy helped by the acquired
habit.He whois fo ferupulous about che geceived
phrafes

(173)

phrafes of the Schools (hould not have fet fo
many improper expreffions have dropped from
hispen ; as in chis very pafTage he confoundsthe
compelling of & voluntary atiion , with the com-
manding of a yoluntary ation, and willing
with eletting , which hefaith, are all one Yer to
will properly refpes the end, o cle@ the
means,

His other objection againft this diftinétion of
the aéks of the will into Elicite and Imperate,
is obfeurity. Mighe it not (faith he) have been
as cafily (aid in Englifh, a voluntary altion. Yes,
it might havebeen faid as eafily, but not as tue
1y, nor properly. Whatfocver hach ics originall
from the will, whether immediacly or mediatly,
whether it be a proper adt of the will it flf, as to
ele&,, or an ak of the underRianding , as to de-
Tiberate, or an at of theinferiour faculties, or of
the members, isa voluntary a@ion , but neicher
the 2 of reafon nor of the {enfes , nor of the
fenfitive appetite , nor of the members are the
poper as of the will , nor drawn immediacly
out of the will it felf , but the members and fa=
culdiesare applyed to their proper and refpeélive
ad&s by the power of the will.

And {0 he comes to caft up the totall fum of
my fecond reafon, with the fame faith, that the
unjuft Steward did make his accounts, Luk, 16,
The fams of J. D.'s diftinétion is ( faich he) thar
avoluntary aft may be done on compulion (juft
contrary to what I have maincained ) tbat 4 ta
{oy ,byliml means. Bur to will that , or any alt
£anmot be bue by alluremenn or fuir means, B éon=

= fels
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fefs the ditin&ion is mine , becaufe Tufe it , as
the Sun is mine, or the Air ismine , that is com-
mon to me , wich afl who treat of this fubje&.
But his miftakes are {ochick , both in rclaung
my mind , and his own , that the Reader may
conclude;he is wandered out of his known way.
1 will do my dury to fhew him the right w
Firft,no a&s,which are properly faid ro be com-
ry. Sccondly , ads of terrour
ul means ) which are fome=
mproper {enfe called compulfo-
1y nay be,and for the moft pare are con-
filtent with true liberty. Thirdly , aions pro-
ceeding from blandifhments or {weet p
ons € which he calls fai means ) if they be in-
deliberated as in children, who want the ufe of
reafon,arc not prefently free ations, Laftly,the
firength of confequent , and deliberated defires
doth neither diminifh guilt, norexcufe from pu=
nifhment , as jult fears of ¢ . immi
nent dangers
ten do, becaufe the frengih of
ceeds from our own faulr, and was freel
ed int the caufes of ir;. But neither defires nor
fears, which are confequent and deliberated, do
abfolurely neceffitace che will,

Numba3, "THE scft are umbrages quickly. difpelled,

firt ; the Aftrologer fieps up » and fubjets
Liberty to the motions of Heaven, to the af-
pe@sand alcenfions of the Statrs, ~Plus crenim
Fati alet hora benigni. ( Marti.
Quam [i 5os Veneris commendet :;iﬂu/;

(175)

1 ftand not much upon them who canno fee
the fifhes fwimming befides themin the rivers ,
yee believe they fee thofe which are in heaven.
Who promife great treafitres to others , and beg
a groat for themfelves, The Starss ac the moft,
do but incline,they cannot neceffitate,

Sccondly , ‘the Phyfician fubjedts liberty to
the complexion and temperature of the body.
But yet this comes not home to a neceflity, So-
erares , and many others by affiduous care have
corre@ed the pernicious propenfions , which
flowed from their temperatuses.

> H.

TN the reff of bis difcowr[e e reckoneth up the
optnions of certain profeffions of men , somching
the canfes, wherein the neceffity of thing s which
they maintain., confiftcth, And firft be [aith,
the Aftrologer deriveth his neceffity from she
Starrs. Secondly , that the Phyfician attributeth
ittothe temper of the body. For my part, I am
ot of their opinion, becanfe neither the Starrs g=
lone , nor the temperature of the Patient alone &
able to produce any effeft without the concsr=
vence of all other agents. For there is hardly
one atlion, haw cafuall foever it feem,go the
fing whereof concur ok whatfoever = in rerum
natura., Which becanfe it is a greas Paradas |
and, depends on many antecedent [peculations I do
ok prefs in this place,
7.2




(116)

7. D.

T Qywards the lae end of my difcourfe T an~

fwered fome fpecious pretences againt I
ty, The two fiskt were of he Aftrologer and
Phyfician. The one fubjecting liberty to he
motions and influences of the hesvenly bodics
The other to the complexions of merr. The
of my anfwer was , that the Starrs and comple=
sions do incline, but not ac all necefficate 'ln

i | judicious Aftronomers an

Phyfi . And 7. H. himfelf dc xzh
o diloos SoBABSR AV Rchis prreahaIEHERLs
no reply.

Buc wheseas he mentions a great poradox
of his own, that there is hardly any one atbion to
she canfing of which concsrres not whai[sever is
in rerum natwra , Tcan but fmile to fee with
what ambition our great undercakers do affeét
2o be accounted, the firft founders of Rrange
opinions , as if the de
Paradox were as great an ho th
tion of the needle 4 or the difcovery of
world. And to this Paradox in Particular ,
meddle not with naturall adions , becaufe the
rub,ea of my difcourfe is morall liberty ; But if

Beintend not only the kinds of things, but eve-

individuall creature , and ot onely in natu-
rall but volantary aétions , Idefire toknow how
Prefter Jobn , or the great Mogal, or the Kirig
of Chint, otany one of fo many miillions of theit
fubjets do concur to my writiog of chis reply. If
they do not among his other fpeculations , con=
cerning this masser, 1 hope he will give us fome
reftriions,

(177)

refiri&ions, Tt were hard to make all che NVe-
groes acceffary toall the murchers that are come
miteed in Europe.
. D
THm , the morall Ph

we are haled hither and thither
ebjeds. To this I anfwer,

Ficlt, thac che powers which outward ob-
jedts have over us,, is for che moft past by
our own default, becaufe of thofe vigions ha-
bits which we have contracted. Therefore ,
though the a&ions f:cm to have a kind of
violence in them, yet they were free and volun=
tary in cheir firft originalls
toufe eArifforles c

h outward

hed, for chough his adk
.y was willing,

whzrcbyh Comtrated this infirmit
Secondly , Lanwer, zhumncupxﬁ.encc, and

cultome, andbad company,and outward objeds

do indeed make a proclivity , but nota neceffi-
y. By Prayers , Tears » Medicazions , Vowes ,
Wa(chmgs. Faftings , Humi-cubations a man
may geta contrary habit, and gain the viftory
1ot oncly over ousward objects, buz alfo over his
ewn corruptions,, and become the fl

Jiztle world of himilf.

i metwis, i prava cupisy i duceris ird,
Servitii paticre
Interius leges. Tunc omnic imre tenabis 5
Cum pateris rese effe i

Thisdly , aggfolved m
B

d, which weighs all
things

ofopher tells us how Numb, 323




C198)

ioufly, and provides for all occursen-
ces,isnotfo cafily furprifed with outward ob
Onely Ziyffes wept not at the meeting w
fe, and fon. T would beat thee (faid the Phi-
Tofopher) but that Tamangry. One fpake lowct
when he was moft mooved. Another poured out
zh: swater when be was thirfty, Another made
Sovenant with his eyes. Neither opportunity
ment co vail with Fofeph. Nor
lhc Muv ick, nor the fire with the three Chil M.‘cn
T is not the ﬁmw:h of the wind, but
nels of the chaff , which caufeth it to be
away. Outward obje@s do not impofe a mo=
sall , much lefs a Phyficall neceffiry , they may
be dangerous , butcannot be deftrudive to true

liberty.

4
T Hirdy, be d umh agtm,/f the apin
them that fay , externall ob

men of fuch ch
their attions weoeffary. Andfayes, the power thas
HEY ob1eEE5 bt oot s , Procecd: from out o
fants 5 But that is nothing to the purpofe, if fuch
fault of ours proceedeth fom canfes , nos inour

i power. find therefore that opinion may hold
2ruc for allthis arfiver: Farther be fuith, Prayer,
Fafting , Gc. may alter omy Babits, *Tis truc,

bur when thoydo fo ¢
trary babic, and
e habit had be. s
&c. had not been. Befides we mooved
w0r. difpofedto prayer., or any otlicr actjon but by
outioard objetts,as piok compary, godly preacherss |
o

omething equiv
fokoedmind b5 nar
of ulyfles, who when

s are
As the mind
ers wept ; he alone wepe
er th at f/f’!atrm/wm

: mn Philef 1o fprike, m/fnu/mrp

7 to drink , but it docs nor prove thar it was
neceffary for Ulyfles then o abfbarne, as-he
weeping , o the Philefopher to abfhain

s be did frorw ,,;w Nor the other manto
forbear drink h
/r,w to

ml

om ):r s 0
defbyuttive.Towhich I anfiver

1y is never in any other danger than to be
: Andifit cannot be loft, which be confeffeth,

oy A iy B m o o

7
A He third pretenfe was out of morall P u]op]\y
ilunderttood that outward obje&s don
11 1 fhall not need to repes

muz‘y[)

fiom onr

s ofour proceed nokfrom

Vil , buc wharif they

do ‘proceed from caules that are in our «

Poweras in wach they do , then his anf
N 2

the pover ofoury dvbi
ovnfaults  f fuch §




(1%0)
meete fubeesfuge, Tfour faults proceed from caufes
that are not , and were notin our own power
then they are not our faults at all. T 1s no
fault in us not to do thofe chings , which ne
were in otir power to do. Bu they are the faults
of thefe caufes from whence they do proceed.
Next he confeffech , thait is in our power by
good endeayours , to alter thofe vitious habits
which we had contracted, and to ge the conra-
sy habic. Trwe ( faich he) but thenthe contrary
babic dath neceJivase the one way , as well as che
former babis did the other way. By which very
“confideration it appearcs , that chat which he
callsa neceflity is no more but a proclivity. If
it were a true necefficy, ic could nog ke avoided ,
nor altered by our endeavours. The truch is
Acquired habits do help and affift che facilty;buc
they do not necefficate the faculty. He who hath
gotten to himfelf an_ habit of temperance , may
yet upon occafion commic an intemp :
And 0 on the contrary. A& are not oppofed
10 Tablts; bot other habies. Eié addes, th 8
are._not mooved to prayer or any other attion
but by omwardabetts , as pions company ,
Preachers s or [omething equivalent. Wherein
are two other miftakes, firft, to make godly
Preachers, and pious company , to be outward |
abjetls, whichare outward Agents. Secondly ,
to affirm that the will is not moved but by ot~
ward objes. The will is mooved by by
the underftanding, by the fenfitive paffions, by
Angells good and bad , by men , and moft cffe-
Gually by a&s or habits infuicd by God,whrlg'

3

(181)
by the will is excited exiraord
efficacioufly
than equi

and prepared mind
ility of objets, and ¢

paffions. AsI fhewed by example:
thac T praye Zffés was not neceflicar
weep , nor the Philofopher to firike , but I do
not proye chat they were not neceflicated to for-
bear, He faith true. T am not now proving, but
aofwering, Yet my anfwer doth fafficiently
prove that which I intend. That the ra
will hath power , both to {lej
tible objedls, and to controll the moft unruly
paffions. When he hach given a clear folution
0 thofe proofs which I haye produced
will be time for him to cry for more work.

Laily, whereas I fay, that outward objeds
may be dangerous, but cannot be defiruive to
truc liberty, He catchech at it and objecs that
liberty is in o dunger, but to be lof, but I [y,
it camnot be lofttherefore (he infers) thar it i in
70 danger ar all. T anfwer ; F
is in more danger to be abufed
Many more men do abufe the
them. Secondly, liberty is in danger Ii
be weakened or diminifhed, as when
ged by vitious habits contra@ed by our felyes ,
and yet itis not totally loft. Thirdly , chough
liberty cannot be toally Ioft out of the world,
yetitmay be totally loft to chis or that particu~
lar man ; as to the exercile of it Reafon is the

N3 100t
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root of liberty , and though not
nmxml to2 man than reafon, yet m
of ftudy, or by continuall gfman
me_extravagant paffion, which they
herifhed in themfelves, or 1~J,
uponfomeaffcéted object dobec
and deprive thes

g be more

ng too much

5 not thus mmc'l\llv loft , yet it
miay beloft efpeivelyto chis or chac parciculr
occafion. As h
hath loft bis fo
one.

2 bad wife,
r 1ib to chol good
r liberty to chofe a good

3. D.
Namb.:3, JIOurcly ; the paturall Plu]nﬁ)p}wcr
F(mch,(h:uhc will doth neceffarily f

of the nm(mlhn

(hc Taft «h"la
bt fhould follow t

. S0 teafon often lies dejer
f affection, Things neerer to th
fenics mooye more powerfully. Do what a min,
cxn,lL (hal l forrow more for the death of i
itd his (oul. Yet apy

in the cllimation of judgment
e rﬂm(a of God,

Vil dhan

ot believe thac a man is bound
to weigh the ezpedience or inexpedience o
every

(183)
exery ordinary triyiall adtion to the lealt grain
in the ballance of his underftanding
up into his Watch-T¢
to take notice of vr']:«,k aw that fliesby
hidden dang: (
tobea proftitution of seaton
tions,as concerning every
cach drop of drink , et ool
he eates, each pace that he walks.

feppsmiik he go, not one more ik Z
under pain of morcall fin, Whatis this buc 2
Rackanda Gibbet fo the Confcience ? Bue God
leaves may things indifferent , though man be

d A ill be

fo curious he will not. A g
provide fuffic;
“r\xlm pasicular i iber of flones , or
trees, head. And f
ﬂmummmh each ation thus , yet he doth not,
o il there is libercy. Thirdly , I conceive itis
poffible in chis mift and weakne(s of human ap-
p\chenﬁon, for two aions to be foequally cir-
thac no difcernible diff: can
appear beswieen them upon difcuffion. As rup,
pole a Chirurgion fhould gi
Patient , and bid him apply ci
his wound , what can induce his reafon me
the one then to the other , but that he m

y refe
it to chance , whesher he will ufe ? But leaving
thefe probable fpecuations which 1 ubmicto

better judgments,Lanfwer the Philofopherbrief-
y thus cing thac the will did rieceffari=
1y follow the Jaf diate of the underflandingas

cestainly in many things ic doth, Yet,
Filt,
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Firlt, this is no extrinfecall decerminacion
frem without, and a mans own refclution is not
defrudtive to his own liberty, but depends upon
it. So the perfon isftill free.

Secondly , this determination s not antece=
dent, but joyned with the a&tion. The under-
Randingand the will, are not different Agents,
but diftinék faculties of che fame foul. Here is
aninfallibilizy, oran hypotheticall neceflity , as
we fay, Quicguid eff quands eft peceffe eff effe -

neceflicy of confequence, but not a necelficy
of confequent. Thoughan Agent haye certain-
iyd:mmmtd , and fo the aion be become in
allible , ye if the Agent did desermine freely,
the attion likewife is free.

" HE fourth opinion which be reiefieth, is of
them that make the will neceffarily to follow
5

laf? dictare of the e

snder fFand Teret in another (enfe than I
do.For he [peaketh as if they that held it did fisp-
pole menmuft difpte the fequell of every aition
they do,great & fmall,to the leaft grain
thing,that be thinkg withreafon tabe urtrue, Butl
snder fland it to fignifie, that the will followes the
Laft epivion or iudgment , immediatly preceding
the altion , concerning whether it be good to do
it or ot whetler be bath weighed it long before
or 7ot all. o And ibat 1 take ‘to be the meaning
of them that hold it. oAs for example , when's
man [trikes; hiswill to firike followes nece Jarily
that thought he bad of the fequell of his fhroke
immediately before the lifting of bis band, Now
if

(285)
if it be wnderflaod in that fenle , the laft dictare
o the wnderfPanding does cotainly nece[ficace the
tion  thowgh not a5 the whole canfe ,yet s the
Taft canfe,a the lafHfeather wece[fsates thebreas
king of an horfes-back., when there are [o many
Luid on before, as there needeth but the addition of
that ane to make the weight (uficient. That
which he alledgerh agamf this , 15 firft, ont of &
Poet, who in the perfon of Medaa fayes , Video
Meliora proboque , Deteriora fequor, But the
Jaying (as pretty asit is) is no true, forthough
Mediea fuw many reafons to forbear killmg be
childres, yet the laft diftase of ber judgment wasy
that the prefent vevenge of her busband ont=
wetghed them all. e/ therespon that wicked
& llowed neceffarily, Then the flory of the
Romans , that of two competitors [aid, one bad
the bester reafons , but the other muft bave the
offce. Thisalfo maketh againft him , for the laft
ditate of bis judgment that bad the beftowing of
the officé was this , that it was berterto take &
veat bribe, than reward a great meris. Thirdly,
G hietts that things neerer the é’fn[e!mna'l/:
more powerfully than reafon. What followeth
thence but this , That the [enfe of the prefon
good is commonly more immediateto the Attion,
thanthé fovefight ofthe evillconfequents to come.
Fourthly, whereas be [ayes , that do what a ian
can, be fhall forrow mare for the death of bis for,
thanfor the fin of s [onlsit makes nothing 10 the
Laf ditate of the wnderfanding , but i+ argies
plainlythas (srrew for fin s not wolwvtary. A
by confequence repentanie proceedesh from p,«f;;.

attion fo
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7. 0y
THE fourch presenfealledged againg Liberty

was , that che will doth neccllaily fol
che lat ditace of the undeflanding s e
jedtion is lasgely anfywcsed before i feyerall
Hlaee SOt sn or e
JInmy former difcourle, ¥n:\1 e
o2 The one certain and undoubted ; That fup..
pofing the Jaft ditace of che undertanding g
avates decermine heills et s v
tion being no ansecdent n time e
ding from extrinfecall aufes, but from the pro-
perrelolution of the Agent,who had now feels
detcimined hiniol, P AT
ey butoney byposhecical, upon Gopps
on chac che Agent hath deeimined iy o
il afiscis o that manncs, Which b
che main anfwer,T. H. is fo fart from taking 12
; The other
abayescerainhas Pl o st
aly felow e ol ictaeof theundrfnding
Tl L e
3 , one was, thatadtio
may be o cqualy crcunlansincd orcle i
e a :t;\lun cannot give.a pofitive fen-
Sencebuceaeshe llonobeny o cance,
To thishe anfes noca word. Another of my
resfoe s bl e o doch o wegh, o
siene of ey plctuall s o e s
roftgrain in she balance of e judgemens
The truth:of chis sealo is canf?ﬁ]c‘d]fggcﬁ?}‘
though

(:27)
thiouigh he might have had more abetters in this
than in the moft part of his difcourfe , that no=
thing is indifferent, that & man cannot froak
s beard on one fide, but it was eiches neceffa-
fary to doi, or finfull to omicic , from which
codtetfion of his, it followes , that in all thofe
& Qions, wherein reafon doth not define whatis
B ot convenient, therethewill i free ffom the
Betermination of the wnderftanding, And by
Confequence the laft feather is waating tobies
the horfes back ; A third reafon was’, becaufe
paffions and aff@tions fomerimes prevail againft
Y idemen, as I prooved by the cxample of Me-
i far , by the ncemnes of the objects to
the cftimation of a temporall
an | k chis reafon; his whole
ex is addrefled. And firft, he explanech the
fone of the affertion by the compatifon of the
1ot foather, whereswith he feems to be delighted,
Lecing, e weth it now the fecond Gme; But let
bim Tke it as he will i is impropes for three
seatons s Firft , the determination of the judg-
Toent is no pare of the weight, butls the fen=
tence of the trier, The underftanding weighe
311 Things,Objeéts Means,Circumftances,Cont=
ace, Inconvenience 5 but it felf is n
Secondly , the fenfitive paffion in
straordinaty cafes, may give a CoUBter~
ht to the obje&t , if it can desein or di-
reton from the ballance , it odinarily
theMeans, Circuniflances , and Caufes concur=
sen they have their wihole weight from thE B0~
desftanding. So as they do not prels theBorics
back
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(188)
back it alluntill eafon lay them on, Thirdly ;
he conceives that as each feather hath a certain
naturall weight, whereby it concusres not arbi-
trasly, bu neceffaily towards the overcharging
of the horfe ; So all'objeéts and caufes have a
naturall efficiency whereby they do Phyfically
detesmin the will, which is a great miftake, His
Objeds , his Agents, his Mouves, his Paffions,
and all his concurrent caules, ordinarily do one.
Iy moove the will morally , not determine it na-
turally. Soas it hath in all ordinary adkions a
free dominion overit felf,

His other example of a man that Qsikes,whofe
willto firike followeth ncceffarily tha though
e had of the fequell of bis roke immediaiely
before the Lifting up of his hand)as it confounds
paffionate, indeliberate thoughts , with the di-
Sates of right reafon. Soic is very uncertain ,
for between the cup and the lipps , bes
tween the lifting up of the hand ; and the
blow, the will may alier, and the judgment al-
fo. And JaRly , it is impercment, for chat new
cefficy of firiking proceeds from the free determi..
nation of the Agent, and not from che {peciall
influence of any outward determining caufes.
And o it is onely a neceffity upon fuppofi-
tion,

Concetning Mpdeas choile , the Grength of
he argument doth not lye cicher in the fa of

Medza, which is but a fi&ion , or inche autho-
ity of che Poct , who writes things rather to be
admired than believed,, but inche experience of
all men, who find i¢ t0 be true in chemielves.

That
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13 etimes reafon doth fhew untoa mast
?;\laéxgi{:mcy of his paffion, hat what he de=
fires s buc 2 pleatant good , that what he lo-
feth by fucha choife is an honeft good,, That
that wihich is honieRt s to be prcferred befofe that
which is pleafan , get the will purfues that
which is_pleafant , and negle&s chat which is
honeft. St. Paxl faithas muchin earneft as is
feined of Medaa, That ke approsved ot thas
which be did, and that be did that which he ha-
ted,Rom.7. 15, The Roman'Story is miftaken;
There was o bribe in the cafe bt affection,
Whereas Turge that thofe things,which are nee-
er to the fenfes do moovemore powerfully , hf
Jayes hold on it 5 and without anfwering to that
for which 1 produced it, infers, That the fenfe of
prefent good 55 mereimmediate to the attion tha
the forefight of evill confequents. Whichis true ,
but it is not abfolutely true by any antece-
dent neceffity. Lesa man do what hemay do,
and what be oughe to do , and fenfitive objects
will lofe chat power which they have by his
owrt fault, and negleét. Antecedent of indeli-
besate concupifcence doth fometimes ( but sare-
by ) furpsife a man, and sender the a&¥ion not
frée, But confequent and deliberated concupif-
cence , which proceeds from the rationall will
doth render the a&tion more free , not lefs free’s
and introducechonely @ necefficy upon fuppofic
ton.

Laflly , he faich, that 4 mans mesrning niore
Hfr the l!f: of his Child than for bis fin , nakes
wothing to the laft ditare of the tmd:rjmd{{»;g;

Baa
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Ves, very much. Reafon dichates , that a fin
committed, is a greater exill than the lof
child, ‘and ought more to be lamented fo
we fee daily how affe@ion prevailes asair
didate of reafon; That which he inferrs fro n
hence, thas forraw for fin is not volint,
Gonfequence. that repestance pro
aaifes , is truc , as to
not in his fenfe. Tk es
pentance doth proceed are Gods grace
dng, and mans will concursing, God p
freely , man . concurs freely. Tho
Agents , which fometimes do concur a5 fubo
nate tothe grace ofGod , do not, cannot doe.
mine the will naturally, 'And therefose the forn
mer part of his mference, that fotzow for fin 14
not yoluncazy, s untrue, and altogethe grotnd.
lefs, “That is much more truly, and much more

yfaid to be voluneary ; which proceeds
for and from the rationall will,chan
that which proceeds from paffion , and from the
fenfitive will. Orte of the main grounds of all 7-
Hbis errours in chis queftion iscthat he ack nove.
ledgeth no efficacy , but that which is naturall,
Hence is this wild confequence, Repentance harly
ganfzs , and chesefore it is sor woluntary, Free
effedts have free caufes,necelfary effecks necefls.
ry caufes, voluntary effects have fometimes free,
fometimgs nccellary caufes,

s of a

7 DI
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7.D.
ely, and 1ally , the Divine labours o find pvh, 48

ay how liberty may confit with the
pr Riknseand decrees of God. But ofthis I had
ot very long fince occafion <o vaitea full di-
courfe, in antywertoa Treatife again the pres
¢ of things contingent. I hall for prefen
only repeat thefe twothings, Firft,we cught noc
to defert a certain. (mrh,_b:caulc we are not able
to comprehend the certainmanner. God fhould
be bus a poor God , if we_ were'able pesfedtly
to comprehend all his Actions and -Attri-
bmSC:;ondly‘in my poor judgment, which T ever
do & ever {hall fubmit to better,the readiclt way
to reconcile  and Liberty, with the
decsees nd prfcence of God, and moltsemrg
rom the altercations of thefe dmes, is to {ubje
lf'umrc cringents to the afpec of God,according
to that prelentiallity which they have in cternic
tyNot that things future,whichase ot yet exi
fent & coexiftent with Gu{:l,h_u: becaufe the in-
fimite knowledge of God , incircling all times i
the point of ecernity , doth actain to theic future
Being, from wherice proceeds their objective and
incelfigible Being. The main impediment which
Keeps men front fubferibing to chis way s , be=
caufe they conceive eternity to be an everlafling
ficceffion , and nocone induvifible pointy Bt if
they confder,cha: whatloever is in GodisGod,
That there.are no accidents in him, for that
ichisinfinicely perfedt be fuscher per
fe&ed, That as God is not wife but vi':f:do?l

ting
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ic flf , not juft but Jultice it felf, fo he is not
érernall bu¢ Ecernity it felf. They muft needs
conclude that thesefore this etemicy is indis
fible, becaufe God is indivifible , and therefor
not fucceflive; but altogether an infinite point,
comprehending all times wichin it fclf;

st

H E Ioff part of this difconr(e contcineth bis
v A opinian about reconciling Liberty with the
Prefcience, and Decrees.of God., otherwife than
fowre Divines have done , againft whom be had
formerly written a Treatife, ont of which be only
vepeateth two things. One is, that we onght not
1o de[ert @ certain truth , for not being able to
comprebendthe certain manner of it. And I fay
the [ame, as for bxample ,has he ought noi 0
defers this certain troch ; That vhere ave eFitain
and necel[ary canfes; which make every man to
will what be willeth , thorigh be do not yet con-
ceive in what m is canfed,
eAvdyet I think the manner of it is not very hard,
t0 conceive , [eeing that we [ee daily, tha prae,
difpraife ,veward , punifbment, good and evill, fe-
guells of mens aibions vetained in memory | do
frame and make us to the clection of whatfoever
it b thas we olelt. Apdthat she memory of fuch
things proceeds from the [enfess And [erfe from
the operation of the obiefts of fenfe, which are ex-
ternallto us, and geverned onely by God Almigh-
sy, Andby confequence, all altions, even of fyee

and volustary s Agents are neceffary.
The ather thing be repeateth s , that the beft
34y t0 revuncile Contingency and Liberty , with
she
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the prefcience and decrees of God,is to fubjeft fu-
10 the afpelt of God. The [ame
i alfo my opinion , but conrrary to what he bath
allthis while labosered to prove. For, hitherto he
beld liberty and nece o fay » liberty
and the decrees of God irrecon nlefs the
afpect of God (which word app » the fir fF
fime in this difconr[e) fignifie fomewhat els be-
Jides Gods will and decrez , which I cannot un-
ferflard, But be adds , thar we mufp [ubictt
then according to that prefentiality which they
bave in eternity , which e [syes cannot be done
by them that conceive eternity to be an everla=
Jting fucceffion , but onely by thems vhat conceive
it an indivifble point, Tothis I ar ‘
ive Etersity an ind
an everlafti
e writtenin
kyow St. Thomas Aquinas ealls esernity Nunc
Qans, a ever abiding now, which e eafy enongh
10 [ay , but thongh I fain would, I never could
conceive ity They that can , are more happy than
L. But in the mean time be alloweth hereby all
men to be of my_opinion, [ave onely thofe that
conceive in their minds & nunc Rans , which 1
think are none. I wnderfPand as little how it can
be true that Godisnot jnfthur Juftice it (elf ,
nat wife but Wiledom it [olf, not eternall but Erer=
wity it [elf. Nor how he concludes thence,thar €=
Fermity is a ponit indivifible ¢ a [weceffion-
Nor inwhat [enfe it can be [aid, that aninfinite
poinc, Grey wherein is #o [ucceffion, can compre.
bend.al times, shough time be [ucce(frve.
[}

Thefe
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Thefe plrafes I fird ot in the Seripture, T
wonder therejre , what was the defigne of e
Sebaol-men,to bring them up,unlefs they thonghe
,mz}{a ing be frfF firangled with fuch ha
[a ing

.,m,rm sch in anfver 10 bis difeomfe
wherein I thin y
s refere

1l bave my dotirine concerning
ith my veafons for it pojiive-
s L oan, withdus any tearmes of

ly and briefly
Art inplain E;
£ 7. .
THA! ‘poor difcoufe which I mention, was not
written againft any Divines, but in way of

examination of a French Treatife, which

Lord(Hips Brocher did me che honour to thew
Mﬂw on is moft true , that we
to defert a cef ruth , becaufe we
are not ".\m to comprehend the certain manner,
Such a truch is that which T maincain,that the
will of man in ordinary a&ions is free from ex-
trinfecall determinacion. A truth demonfirable
in reafon , received and believed by all the
world. And therefore though I be not able ©
comprehend or exprefs cxa@lly the certain man-
rier how it confift togecher with Gods Eternall
Prefcience, and Decrees,which exceed my weak
apciy yet I ought to adhere to that truth,
s manifeft. But 7% H. his opinion of
the abfoute necefficy of all events , by reafon of
eheir antecedent determination in their exmnfc»

meat 7ork 3 )
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call and neceffary caules , is no fuch certain
Fruch, bu an innovasion , 3 flrange parados
without probable grounds , rejected by all Au-
thours , yea, by all the world. Neither , is the
manner how the fecond caules do operate fo ob-
feure, or {o tranfeendent above the reach of rea=
fon , as the Eternall Decrees of God arc.. And
therefore in both thefe sefpets he cannor chal-
lenge the fame priviledge. Tam in profeffion of
an old truth-derived by inheritance orfucceffion
from mine anceftors. And thercfore, though I
were not able to clear every quirk in Law , yet
1 mighe juftly hold my poficfiion untill a becter
title were fhewed for anoth ¢ is no old Pof-
feffor,buta new Pretender; andis by und to make
good Hisclaime by eviden proofs , ot by weak
ni fuppofitions, or inducements ,
<mh ok which he ufeth here, of prajfes,
difpraifes, rewards; punifbments., the memory.of
good and cvill fequells ; and events;which may
incline the will , but ncither can nor do neceffi=
tate the wills-Nor by uncercain and accidencall
rerices fuch as this, The memury of praifes
difpraifes,rewards punifimsents.good and evill e
quells do make ns (he Thould fagdifpofe us ) ro
¢leét whatwe cleét, but the memory of thefe
things is from the fonfes and'the [enfe from the
operasion of 11 externall abjetts,and she Ageney
of externall of¥jets is onely from God , therefore
all alkions , even of free and voin
are neceffiry: To pafs byall the other great im
perfegtions,which are to be found in this Sorites
Tt is jaft like thas old Sophi
0 2
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chat drinks well, fleeps well,he that fleeps well, | Neceffty may be a co \(cqm,, of God
thinks no hurt s he that chinks no hurt lives | crees , it canmor be the
well , thercfore he thac drinks well lives | cur his arg
well. 5 cffe@s which come l)}

Tn the very la® paffage of my difcourle , 1| of
propofed mine’ own private opinion , how it - flin& n:(urcs,mpaclnc~ and condit
p_ m\gm be made appear , that the Ecernall Pses acurcs, which e doth not deftroy by &
L {cience and Decre G ui e confiftent with Some he adtech , with fome he coopera-
true liberty and c . And this Ifet. eth by fpeciall influence, and fome he on
down, in as plain St i cr'e permittech, et chis is no idle o base permiffy
profound a fpeculation would permit , whichis | on , fecing he doch concurse bochby: way of ge-
almoft wholly mifunderftood by 7. H. andma- - nerall influence, giving power 1o 2, and.alfo
ny of my words wrefled to a wrong fenfe. As. by difpofing all events nec:ﬂary,ﬁm, d con-
furfk, where X fpeak of the afpect of God, that tingent to his own glory,
is his view, his knowledge , by which the mo  me, that 7 allow all
free and contingent actions were manifeft ©
him from eternity, Heb. 4. xx. el things art ) eternity i
aked and open 1o bis ey , and chis nox difeu | ther than_an everlafiing
fively, but intu; o by externall fpecies, | given no fuchallowanet. Ikncn, there are ma-
¢; He confounds this  ny other wayes propofed by Divines ;for recon-
3 i ciling the Eternall Prefcience , and Decrees of
hhe found not the word Afpeét before in this dif God with the Liberty and Contingency of fe-
courfe, he might bave found prefcience, Second:| cond caufes , fome of which may pleaic ocher
Iy, he chargeth me hat hitherco T haye main judgments better than this of mine. Howfoever,
tained, that Liberry and the Decrees of God yan. ~ though a man could compichend nc

DeA
elf.

(, od ).nh decreed all
s yep notalk
to the di-
nsof his

5 bui

all
irreconcilable. 1 1 bave faid any fuch ching,  thefe wayes , yet semember what I faid, thaca.
miy heart neyer went along with my pen. No‘ certain truth ought not to be rejected , becaufe
but his reafon why he chasgeth me onthis man:  We are not able, in refped of our weaknefs, to

ier , is becaufe 1haye maincained , that Liberty.  underftand the certain manner , or seafon of it.

and the abfolute neceffisy of all things ereim= 1 Xnow,the Load-flone ha h 2 uaive pow=

corciltable, That is true indeed. What chen? er o dnw the Iron to it; And yet I know

Why (faith he ) Neceffity and Gods Decrees ¢! Bt howit comes to have fucha power.

wllone, Howalh one? that yieic frange indeeds,  Buthe chicfeft difficuley, which offers e elfin
Neceffiry 03 this
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this Seétion is , whether Egernicy be an indivi-
fible poinc ( as I maintain it) of an everlafting
fuccellion,as he would haveit. According o his
conflansufe , he gives no anfwer to what was
urged by me, but pleadsagainft it from his ow
incapacity. 1 never conld conceive s [aith be
haweternity fhonld be an indivifible point. 1 be-
Tieve, that neither we,nor any man els can com=
yrchcm! mc,my, as we do thele inferious
th The neerer thac any thing comes to the
effence of God , the more remote it is from our
apprehenfion. But fhall we thercfore make po:
tenialities , and fucceffive duration , and for-
mer and later., ora parc without a part (as they
f1y) to be inGod ? Becaufe we are not able to
undesftand cleesly the divine pesfection, wemuft
= therefore atribute any imperfedtion to

wftbut ju/m: ,f.n not rrm)w/’/r!" Eternity
st felf. Ttfeemes howfoever he be verfed in this
queftion, that he hath not troubled his head over.
much with reading School-Divines , or Met:
phyficians, if he make faculties or qualities to
be in God, rez ,.y diftingk fromhis eflence. God
is‘amoft fimple or pure act ; which can admig
ition of fubftance and accidents. Doth
kthiat the moft perfet: Effence of God
cannot a& fufficiendly without faculncs and
qualitics ? The infinite perfe@ion of the Divine

cilence, excludes all paflive o receptive powess:
i cannot be perfefted more chanicis by any
acci
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accidents. Theattributes of God , are
c'c;\u\vr»,‘ i rally one and the wn,“.
Diyine Ef emfcl ves. They

ateribu ,'.j © L) od, t¢ b
capacity , who are not
that which is to_be known of God ,
name, or one adk of the undesftanding
Furchermore he faich, tha he ander
Jow I conclude from bence , that Exernity is «

fion. Twill help

ofble et o ot e

The Divine Subflance is indivifible ; Buc
hcmny is the Divine Subflance. The major is
evident , becaufe God is 4
moﬂ(\mpm ad , whercin ¢

cidents , nor of parts,

cuvlnqucncc no divifibility. . The minor ha
been cleerly demonfsaced in mine an{wer to-his
laft doubg,and is confeffed by all men;that what-
foever isin Goxl, isGod.

Laltly he faich. He conceives not how it can
b fuid ,that an infnie pine, wherein is o fi~
effion ,can comprehend all time which is [ne-
ceffive. Tanfwer , that it doth not comprehe
icformally as time is fucceffive, but emincncly
and virtwally, as Etesnity is infinice. To day all
Etemity is coexiftent with chis day, To morsow
allBeernicy will be coexiftent wit! ]1 O MOSIOW 5
and {oin Jike manaer withall the pars of time,
being it felf without parcs. He faith , He finds
satcthee phrafes in the Scripture. N) , but he

may find thething in the Scriptuse, nxmcg‘i is
e
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itein all his attributes , and not capable of
erfe@ion.

d fo to fhew his antipahy a
School-men, that e hath no liberty or power to
contain himelf , when he meees with any of
of their phrafes or tenets, he falls into- another
paroxiline or fit of inveighing againft them; And
fo concludes liis anfwer with a plandite to hime
§elf, becaufe he had defeated both my fquadsons
of ar, , and referyes of diftin&ions,

icite lo Pean, & Io bis dicite Pearn.
But becaufe his eye-fight was weak , and their
backs were towards him , he quite miftook the
matter. Thofe whom he fec rowted and run-
ning away were his own feattesed foces.
T. H

My opinion about Liberty and Neceffity.
B T comserve that when it cometh i
10 @ mians mindit lo [omse certais
j s the dsing
or abftaining , neceffavily followeth the prefess
thought he hadof the good or evill confeqsien
thereof to bimfelf. eAs for example , in
the attion [hall follow the thos,

daivifear ‘the thonght of cfcapt.

bath timsetodeliberate put dee

Eberares o, becanfe never any thing -appeared.
that contd make bim: donbe of the confequencesshs
attion followes his opinion”of the goodnefs o1

attion , if be b

oo

r. allions I call volu
I Lupilerfrand bims arightsealls them
ores, Teal them volumiavy - beciufe th
thar follow smmediatly the laft apperice are vor

Inntary.

(201)
[untary. And beve where there is ons oncly ap3
etite, thar one is the laff,

Befides, I fec tis reafonableso punifb 4 raf aftiz
oy which could not be juftly done by man o wnlefs
the Jame. were voluntary : Eor no attion of & man
can be [wid o be without deliberation, though ne=
er fo fuddin,becanfo’sis fuppofed he had timeto
deliberate allthe precedent vime of bis life, whe-
ther he foowld dotha kindof attion or wor. And
Dence it is, that be thas killethin  [wddain pe[-
Jion of anger, [hall nevershelefs be juftly pus to
Ueath  becanle allthe vime wherein be was able
10 confider-, whether to kil were good or evill y
{all be beld for one continuall deliberation , and
confequently the killing fall be jndgedso preceed

froms elettion

Fo: .

His part of 7. H. his difcourfe hangs toge-

ther like a fick mans_dreames. Even now
he tellsus, that a man may have time to delibe-
yate,yet ot deliberate s By and by he faith, chat
wo atbian of aman,thongh never [o fuddarn can be
Jaid to bewithout deliberation. He tellsus Numb.
3. that the feope of chis feion is to fhew what
s [powtaneons, Howbeit he fhewethonely what
is voluntary ; fo making voluntary and fpon-
raneous to be all.one , whereas before hehad
told us, that every [pontancosm aflion is wot
walunsary , becanfe indeliberate. Nor every
voluntary attion [pontancows , if it proceed from
fear. Now he tells us, chat thofe atbions, whic
follow the laft appetite, arc voluntaryy and where

there is one onely appesite »tha is the aft< BOt
il Befors
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before hotold us , chac-voluntary prefuppoferh
fome pracedens deliberation and Meditation of
what is likely to follow, both wpon the doing and
abftaining from the atbion. e defines Liberry,
Nurmb. 29. tobewhe abfence of all extrinfecel]
impediments to attios. And yet in his whole
difeourfe he laboureth to make good, that what-
foeverisnot done,is therefore not done | becaufe
the Agent was neceflitatedby extrinfecall caufes
not to doiit.. Are not extrinfecall caufes , v
decermine himnot 10 doit, extrinfecall impedi-
ments 10 aétion. So no man fhall be free to do
any ching, but that which he doth adually, He
defincs'a fiee Agent to be him , who hath ot
eade an-end of deliberating; Numb. 28. And yet
defines liberty to be an abfence of ousmardsin
pedimenss. There may be ourward imped;
even whileltheis deliberating, As a man deli
beraces whecher he fhall play at Tennis, and at
the fame time the door of the Teanis-court is faft
locked againft him. Andafter s man hath ceas
fed'to deliberate,there may be no outward impe-
diments, as when a man refolves not to play a¢
Tennis , becaufe he finds himfelf il difpofed, or
becaufe he' will not ‘hazard-his mony. So the
fame perfon , at the fame time', fhould b free
and not free; noe free and free. And as he is noc
firme to his own grounds , fo e confounds ali
g5, the mind and theawiljs the eftimative fa
enltyand the wnder finding , imaginatios wich
deliberation,the end with thiemeans, humanewitd
vith chefenfit/ve appetive, vavionall hope or-fear,
iich 77 stionall paffions yine inations-wich intex
tions,
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tions , Bbeginning of Being wiitha beginning of
working. Sufficiency with efficiency. So as the
cacelt difficulty is to find out what-he aimes
3t. So as I had once refolved not to ‘anfwer
this parc of his difcourfe , y
advife, 1 will take a bricf fur
and fhew howfar T affent unto,
that which I conéeive to be his meani
And firlt, concerning fuddain paffio
Anger or the like ; That whichihe faich , thac
the attion doth neceffarily follow the thaugh , is
thus far true,, that thofe aGtions,which are alto-
cr undeliberated and do procecd from fud=
dainand violent paffions,or morus primo privis,
¢hich furprife  man , and give him no time to
B i s e i e e
ally in themfelves free, but rather neceffary
a@ions ,as when a man suns away from a Cat
o a Cuftard, out of & fecrecantipathy:-
Secondly, as for thofe altions wherein aélwill
Jeliberation [eemex not nece[fary » becanfe never
any thing appeared that conld make aman doubt
of the confequence. do confefs,that ations done
by vereue of a precedent deliberation, wichous
any a@uall deliberationin the prefent when
& is done, may notwithftanding be truly,
Yoluntary and free a@s,yea.in fome cafes,and in
fome fenfe more free , than if they were agually
deliberated of in prefent, As one who hath ac-
Quired by former deliberation and expérience, an
habic 0 play upon the Virginall; needs not de-
Tiberate what man,or what Jack he much touch,
nior what finger of his hand he muft movrt‘::
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play fucha leffon ; Yea , ifhis mind (hould be
fixed, or intent to every motion of his hand , o
every touch of a fring,it would hinder his play,
andrender the a&ion more troublelome to him.
Whercfore I believe, that not onely his playing
in generall, but every motion of his hand,though
iwbenot prefencly deliberated a free adt,by
reafon of
(faving improp: s calling chat
voluntary which is free , and limiting the will to
the laft appetite, and other miftakes, as that no
& can be faid to be without deliberation ) we
agree alfo for thegreager part in this fecond ob-
feryation.

Thirdly , whereas he faith , that fome [wddain
wtts, proceeding from violent paffions, which.fur-
prife aman, ave iuftly panifbed, 1 grant they are
{0 fometimes, but not for his reafon, becaufe they
have been formerly a@ually deliberated of , but
becaufe they were yirtually deliberated of, o be-
caufe it is our faults, that they were notaGually
deliberated of, whether it wasa faul: of purene-
gation, thatis, of not doing our ducy onely , or
2 fault of bad difpofition alio, by reafon of fome
vitious habit , which we had contracted by our
former aions, Todo a neceffary act is never
2 faulg,nor jultly punithable,when the neceffity
is inevitably impofed upon us by extrinfecall
caufes. Asifa childbefore he had the ufe of rea-
fon hall kill aman in his paffion, yet becaufe he
wanted malice to incite him toit , and reafonto
seftrain him from ic, he fhall not dy for i in

the i rulesof parciculas Jultice , unlefs there
be

w

(z05)

e fome mixture of publick JuRtice in the cafe,
Bucif the neceflicy be contracked by our felves ,
and by our own faults,icis. jully punihable,
As he who by his wanton thoughts in the day
time,doth procure his own noGurnall pollution.
Aman cannot deliberate in his fleep , yet it is
accounted a finfull a&, and confequently, a free
a&, that is not actually free in its felf , buc vir-
tally freein ts caufes, and thoughit be not ex~
prefly willed and chofen, yet it is tacicely and
implicitely willedand chofen, when thatis wil~
led and chofen from whence it was neceflasily
produced. By the Levicicall Law,if a man digged
a pit,and left ituncovered, fo that his ncighbours
Oxe,or his Affe, did fall intoic , he was bound
tomake reparation, not becaue he did chofe to
leaye it uncovered on purpofe that fuch a mif~
chance might happen, but becaufe he did freely
omit , that which he ought to haye done, from
whenée this dammage procecded to his neigh=
bour. LaRly , there is greac difference between
the firlt motioms,which {ometimes are not in our
powerand fublequentads of killing or Realing,
‘or the like , which alwaies are in our power , it
we have the ufe of reafon, or elsitis our own
fault,that they are not in our power. Yet to fuch
hafty a&s done in hot blood , the Law is not o
fevere , 2s to thole which aze done upon longdes
Siberation, and prepenfed malice , unlefs (as X
faid) these be fome mixture of publick Juftice in
it: e that fleales an horfe deliberately may be
more punifhable by the Law , than he thac kills
the ownerby Chance-medley, Yes the death ;f
she
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the owner Was more noxious (co ufe his phrafe)
and more dammageable to the family, than the
ficalch of che horie. Sofar was T .
in thac alfo, that the right co kill men, doth pro.
ceed meerly from their being poxious, Numd. 14,
T. H.

Eeontlly
whether be
2hat he does
be bester f
toc an
quences ofit, both goodand.
tobe ferred, that deliberas
alternate imagination , of the good and evill e
; guells of an aitionor ( whichis the (ame thing. )
aliernae hope and fear | or aleernate appetitz
i da., or guit the aition of which ke delibers
teth.
4 i § i
1 w I

IF I did kno on
thould be litcle belicved in my knowl

this defcription. Sometimes he makes it to b
ki fid , or an a& of the underftand
1 fometimes an imagination , or an 2.9
i €y , fometimes he makes it to be an alcrnation

deliberates,

#
!L,\ t Numbz6.
ol

of paffions, hope and fear. Sometimes he makes
it concerne the end , {ometimes to conceme the
means, 80 he makes it I know not what, The
truch is this- in bricf. Deliberation is an inquivy
wde by reafon , whether this or. that definirely

(z07)
T. H

ei
p all alternate [ucce(fion of con=
be laft is., thas which we call
the Will , and. s insmiedsaily before the doing of
the attion , or next before the doing of it become
impoffible. eAllather appevites to do and to quit,
that come upon & man during bes deliberation ,
are ufually called intenions, and rcli
bu wot wills, there being but one wiil, wh
[0 in this cafe may be called laft will;thongh the
intensionchange often.

Hirdly , I co
that 15 to f4)
trary appetites ,

“Till here is nothing but confufion ; hie con=
founds the faculty of the will , with the 2
of volition, he makes the will to be the laft pasc
of deliberacion. He makes the intention,which
is a moft propes and elicite aék of the will , or &
willing of the end , as it is to be attained by cer«
tain means , to be no willing agall; buc onely
fome antecedancous inchinarson of propenfion,
He mightas well fay , that the uncercain agica<
tion of the needle hicherand thicher , to find ouc
che Pole, and the refling os fixing of it feIf dire-
&ly towards the Pole;were both the fame thing.
But the groffefk miftake is, that he will acknow-
ledge 1o aét of a mans will , to be his will , bue
onely thelaft a&, which he calls the la wills
1 the fisft were no will, how comes thisfobe
thelaft will ? According to this dodrine’, the
will sfaman fhouldbe as unchangeable as the
Will of@od, at Jeaft {0long as chert is a poffi-
Bility to effet it. According 1o this dodritie
concii=

<that in all deliberations, Namba7,
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4 conicupifcence wich confent fhould be no
tha which is ot truly willed is mot a fin ; Or
sather fhould not be at all , unlefs eicher the a&
| followed , or were rendred impoffible by fome
t incervening circum@ances, According to -this
dofrine no man can fay , chisis my will , be-
caufe heknowes noe yet, whether it (hall be bis
fafappeal. The truth is , there be many adts of
the will, both in refpeétof the means,and
end. But thata&,which makesa mans aéions
to be cruly free, is Ele@ion , whichis the delibe-
vate chofing or refufing , of this o that mean,
or the acceptati
wheie divgrs ave veprefented by the snderFanding

, for

Nab;s8, YIOurthly, that thofe albions,which man is s
1 to do upon deliberation, are [aidito be Volin-
sary, and done npon rlm:fc wnd “lefon, 5o sha
i 4 weluntary attior , an rocecding fiomele-

Ftson, 13 the [ th
R4 7y Agent,"tis all one 10 [y hascif
i B b e o ol et

il

 and to [ay,

" His fhore Section might pafs without an anis
S madverfion but for ¢ two things. The one is,

l thac he confounds a voluntary act with a free
a&. A free a& is onely that which proceeds

from the free ele@ion of the rationall will afcer

. deliberation , but every aék that proceeds from
§ the fenfitive apperite of man or beaft, without
deliberation or ele&ion, s truly voluntary, The
othier thing obfervable is his conclufion , that #
is allore to fay s manis free, and to fay, be batb

(209)
ot iade an end of deliberating. Which confefe
fion of his, overturnes his whole Aru@ure of ab=
folute neceflicysfor if every Agent be neceffiiaced
to 3 what ke doth aék by a ne¢cffary and
turall flux of extrinfecall cau

whileft he des
Ihu1 s, than he is after, butb 7. K. his con=
e , he is more fice, wlnlc‘(
rates, than he isafeer ; And fo afeer all his flo
sifhes , for an abloluce or extrinfecall necefficy,
heis glad to fic himfelf down , and reft conten-
ted with an hypotheticail necefficy , which no
man_ever denied or doubted of, Afcribing the
neceffiration of a man i frce a@s to his own
deliberatjon , and i as to his laft
thought, Numsb, 3. s to 2 maturall
and fpeciall influence of extrinfecall caufes. A=

gain, Liberty ( faith he) is an abfence of cxtri
fecal impedimens, busdeliberation doth pro-
duce no Hew extrinfecall impediments, there-
fore (Tec him chofe which parc he will ) cicher
heis frecafeer deliberation by his own do&rine,
or he was not free before. Our own deliberation,
and the dire&ion of our own unde fanding, and
the eleion of our own will, do producean hy-
potheticall necefficy chat che event be fuchas che
underftanding hath dire&ed , and the will el :—
ed. But forasmuch as the underftand igl
have dire@ed ocherwife,and the will have cleatd
othetwife , chisis far from an abfolute neceffity.
Neitherdoth liberty re(pe@ oncly future adts ,
but prefentiads alio. Otherwife God did not.
freclyereate the wosld.In the fame inftant where=
P in
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i the will cle@s it is fiee, according toa proiis
ty of Nature, though not of time,co ¢lect otk
wife. And (o in a divided fenfe, the will i free,
even while it a@s, thoughin a compoun:
ded fenfe it be not free. Cermainly, deliberation
doth conttitute, not defiroy liberey

iy, e liberty ta be rightly defined
i this manner. Liberty is the abfence of a
the impediments 1o altion,shat are not containe
wre,and in the intrinfecall quatity of the
le , the water is [aid 1o

ned

eAgest. eAs for exam, s
defeerd freely ,or to bave liberty to defcend by

ILof the Ryver , becanfs there is o im=
pedimens. thas way ;- but rot acyd|s , becanfe the
banks are impediments. eAnd thoughwater care
ot afcend. yet men never [sy it wants the liber-
ty to afcendy but the facuity o power, becasfethe
? intlh £ the water and ine
ed warti

the liberty 1o goecane the i
hims , s 15 bis bands , whereas we [ay
bim that is fick or lame, becanfe the impedsmens

If.

7. D. 7

Ow that fhould bea right definicion of
berty which comprehends neither the Ge-
‘usnor che difference,neickier the matcer nor the
forme of liberty, which doth not fo much as ac:
cidencally deferibe liberty by its marks and (-
Kens; How a reall faculty or the Eleive powst
‘Thould be defined by a negation , or by an ab-
ablence, 3¢ pat my undesfianding, and conusy

(1)
to all the sules of right Reafon , which T hate
learned. Negatives cannot explicate the nature
of things defined. By chis definition , a ftone
hath liberty to afiend hits e a3 , becaufe
there is no outward impediment to hisder it,and
foa violent 2& may bea fre a&. Juft like his
definition are his inffances of the liberty of the
water to def¢end down the Channell, and a fick
ora Jame mans liberty to gée.  The lacer is an
impotence and not a power or  liberty, The
formey is fo far from beinga free 2 , chatic is
fearce a natunall a&, Ceraainly, the proper na-
turall motion of water, as of all heavy bodies,is
to defcend direétly downwards towards the cen-
ter,, as we fee in rain, which falls down perpen=
dicularly. Though this be far from 2 free a 5
which proceeds from a rationall appetite , yetic
is a naturall aét, and proceeds froma naturall
appetite , and hathits reafon wichin in felf. So
hath not the current of the River in its chan~
nell, which muft notbe aferibed to the proper
nature of the water , but either to the gencrall
order of the univerfe , for the better being
and prefervation of the creatures ( otherwife
the waters fhould not moove in Seas and
Riversas they do,but cover the face of the carth,
and poffefs their proper place between the aice
and the earth, according to the degree of their
gravity.) Or to an extrinfecall principle, whileft
one particle of water thrufteth and forcech for-
Ward another, and {o comes a curreat, orat lealt
fo comes thecurrent to be more impetwous , to
whichmotion the pofition of the cageh doth.cons

Pa sribite

bbes | 40695991
obbes |, 40695991



(212)
tribute much ; both by reftraining chat fluid
body. with ics banks from difperting i felf,
apd allo, by affording wayfor 3 faire and
eafy defcensby its proclivicy. He sellsus Gadly
thatthe warer wants liberty to.go over the banks,
becaufe there is an extrinfecal impediment,, Bus
voafeendup the chansel it wants ot liberty. but
paowier Why? Libesry is a power,if iv want power
tpaicend,it wants liberty toafcend.But he makes
the realon why the water aicends. notup the
channdll, to be intrinfecall, andthe reafon why
it afcendsnot over the banks to be exsrinlecall,as
if these were ok a sifing of the giound up the
channell , as well as up che banks, thoughitbe
notfo difcernible, nor alwayes fo {udden, The
patusall appetite of the water isas much again®t
whe afcending over-the banks , asthe afcending
up the channell.- And the extrinfecall impedi-
ment is as great inafcending up the channell as
over the banks, or rather greater, becaufe theie
ic muft moove, not onely againft; che rifing foiles
buc alfo againft the fucceeding wasers , which
prefs forward the former, Eicher the River wants
liberty for both,or cls itwans liberty fos neicher,
But to leave his metaphoricall faculties, and
his, Catachrefticall Libesty,. How far is his dif
courfe wids from the true moral liberty , which
s in qusltion. between us. His former defcrip
tion of a fyee Agent , that is , be wha bath 1ot
suade. an énd n[ihhmuﬂg‘!ho\lgh it was wide
from the wask,yctit came muchneerer the truth
than. this. definision of Libery , unlels perhaps {
e chinks chag the wakss biath done dclibexmr;‘g,
whes

(213)
whethet i¢ will go over the banks, but hath ne
done deliberating » whether it will go up the
chiannell.

T. H.

S Ixtly , I conceive , nothing taketh beginning Numb.3o*
ly > i b beginhing 3

from it felf , » of [om.

immediate Agent withowt it elf..And that ther
fore when firft aman bad an appetite or wil
Jomseshing, to which immediasely before he had
w0 appesise nov willghe canfe of his willss ot the
will s felf bt fomehing els,ot in bis o difpo=
Jing. So that whereas it s ont of controverfy that
of volunsary attions she will i  nece[fary caufe 5
Andby this which is (aidthe will is allo canfed by
other things whereof it difpofeth rot, it followeth

untayy attions have all of them nece[fary
canfes,and therefore are neceffiraied.

7 D.

His fixe point doth not confiftin explicas
ing of tearmes , as the former , but intwo
proofs , that voluntary a@ions are neccflitaced.
The former proof Rands thus , Nothing takes
begimting from it [elf , but froms [omse Agent
without it [elf, which'is net in its own difpofing ,
therefore &¢. concedo ommia,] grant all he faich,
The will doth not take beginning from it
felf. Whether he undesfland by will the faculey
of the will, which is a power of the reafongble
foul, it takes not beginning from it {elf,bise from
od, who' created and infuled the Soul into
man,and endowed it with this power O vihe-
ther he utiderftand by will , the a& of willingy
it takes not begirising from it elf, but fromene
P 3 faculcy
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faculty,ox from the powes of willingwhichis in
the Soul This is cercain , finiteand participated
carmot be from themfelves, nox be produ-

ced by themfelyes, Whae would he conclude
feamn, hencudettelicterire the REEE willios
Shesib it Pegtning fom thr fatly of the
will 3 O that the faculty isalwayes detesmined
antecedently , extrinfecally to will that which
3 doth will ? He mayas foon draw water out of
B e ety e
thele preaiffete-Seeondly , for his taking bt
ginning,Eitherhe undesftands a beginming of be-
g, ot  beginning of working and atting , 1€ he
wndesfland a beginning of being , he faich molt
eruly, that nothinghath a beginning of beingin
time from it felf, Buc thisis nothing o bis pur-
pofe. The queflion is not between us whether
the Soul of man , or the will of manbe eternall,
But if he underftand a bey of working o
sooving atlually  itis a grofs crrour. All men
know that whena (tone defcends,or fireafcends,
or when water,that hathbeen heated returnes,to
s formiee temper the beginting of feafon 131
prinfecall, and one and the fame thing doth
fmoove and iy mooved in adiverfe refpes T¢
rmooves in refped of the form, and itis mooved
refped of the matter. Much more man, who
th a perfedk knowledge and prenotion of the
end, s melkipropesly faid to mooye Wiielf, Yet
1 do not deny but that chercate other begionings
of humane a&ions, which do concur with, the
wills fome outward as the fict caufc by geneatl
influence , which is evermore requifite , Angells
o

(215)
o men by perfwading,evill fpirics by tempting,
the objeét or end by its appetibilicy , the under
fanding by direting. So paffions and acquired
habits. Bue 1 deny that any of chefe do neceffi-
tate or can neceffitate the will of man by deter=
mining it Phyfically to one, except G
who doth it rarely in extraordin
where there is no antecedent determination to
onc , these is no ablolute neceffity but true Li-
berty.
His fecond argument is ex conceffis , Is is ons
yivoverfy (Gaich he ) that of volintary altions
the will is # nece(fary canfe. The argument ma
be thus reduced, Neceffary caufes pros cel-
fary effecks , bur che Will is a neceffarie
catfe of voluntary 2 T might deny his
major ; Neceffary caufes do not alwayes pro-
duce neceflary effelts,except they be alio necef-
farily produced, as 1 have {hewed before the
burning of Protagoras his book..But I anfwer
cleerly to the minor, that the will is not 4 ne-
ceffary caufe of what ic wills in particu'ar ati=
ons. Tt is without controverf indeed , for itis
without all probability. That i wills, when it
wills, is neceffary, bue that it wills thisor that,
now or then,s free.More exprefly the a& of the
will may be confidered three wayes ; Eicher in
xefpe® of igs nature, ot in refpeét of is exercile,
or in refped® of irs obje@. Firtt, for the nature of
the a&; That which the will willsis neceffarily
voluntary , becaufc the will cannot be compel-
 AnBRstisiente it is out of comtroverfy,
that the will is & neceffary canfe of wbmg; A
Hions,




Namb.31.

(216
gions. Secondly,for the exercife of ics a@ks, that
is not neceffary. The will may either will or fuf-
pendits a@. Thirdly , for the objeék dhat is not
neceffary but free , the will is not extrinfecally
decermined o icsobjeéts. As for example, The
Cardinalls meetinthe condlave to chofe a Pope,
‘whom they chofe he is neceffarily Pope. But it
is not meceffary that they fhallchofe this or that
day. Before they were affembled they might de~
fer their affembling, when they are affembled,
they may fufpend their eledtion for a day or 4

Lafily, for the perfon whom they will
choofe, it s freelyin their own power, otherwife
if the ele@ion were not free , it were void, and
no ele@ion at all. So that which takes its be
ginning from the will, isneceffarily voluntasy ,
buc it s not necefary that the will fhall will
this or that in particular, as it was neceffary ,
that the perfon frecly cle@ed (hould be Pepe s
but it was not neceflary, eicher that the clection
fhould be at this time , or that this man fhould
beele@ed. And therefore voluntary adsin par-
ticular, havenotneceffary caufes,that is,they are
not neceffitated.

T. H,

SEventhiy, I hold thas to be a fuficient canfe

xowhich nothing is wanting that i needfullto
the produing of the effeét. The [ame is alfa a ne=
ceflary canfe, for ifit be poffible, thav a fuffcient
caufe [ball rot bring forth the effett , then there
wanted fomewhat swhich was needfull to the pro-
ducing ofis-, and{othe canfe was nor [uffcients
Bus if it beimpoffible that j’ﬂjfumtcaujj:}udd

(a17)

st produce the effec, hen is a fuficient canfen

weceflary canfe,  for thas is aid 10 produce an ef
fetk maceffarilyhas cannat bue produce it) Hence
it is manifeft ,1bas whatfoever is produced , is
produced necearily ,for whaifoever is produced
lash had a [ufficient casfe to produce it ,or els it
had xot been. And therefore alfo volunsary aftia
ons are neceffivated

" His feltion conaines a thisd Asgument to
proave that all cfiedts are meceflasy,for clea-
sng whereof itis needsull to confider how 2
caule may be faid to be fufficient or infufficient.
Firft, feverall caufes fingly confidered may be
infufficient, and the fame taken conjoindy be
fufficient to' producc an effet. As two horles
jointly are fufficien to draw a Coach,which ei=
ther of them fingly is infufficient to do. Now to
malke the effeék,chat is the drawing of the Coach
neceffary , it s not onely sequired , that the two
bores be fufficien co draw it , but alfo tha theis
conjun@ion be neceffary , and- their habitude
fuch as they may draw i, If the owner of one
of thefe horfes will not fuffer him to draw, IF the
Smith have fhod the other in the quick, and la=
med him 3 If the horfc have caft a fhoe, or be a
refty jade, and will not draw but when he Lk,
then the effectis not neceffarily produced , bu
contingently mose or lefs, as the concusrence
thecaufes s more of lefs contingent,
Sccondly, a caufemay be faid to be fufficient,
cither beeaufe it producech that effe® which js

intended, asinthe gencration ofa man , orels,
i becaule
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becaufe i¢ is fufficient o produce that which is
produced, as in the gencration ofa Monfler. The
former is properly called a fufficient caufe , che
fater 2 weak and infufficiens caufe. Now , if
the debility of che caufe be not neceflary , buc
contingent , then the effed is not neceflary, but
contingent. Itis a rule in Logick, that the con-
clufion alwayesfollowes the weaker part. If che
premifes be but probable, the conclufion cannot
ve, It holds as well in caufes as
opofitions. No effet can exceed the ver-

tue ofits caufe. I the ability or debility, of the
caufes be contingent, the cffe cannot be necef-

fa

1y.
Thirdly , that which concernes this queftion
of Liberty from neceffity moft neerely is. Tha
a caufe is faid 1o be fufficient in refpe of the
ability of it t0a , not in refpect of its will to
aé&. The concurren, h ill is needfull to
the produion of a &. But the caufe
may be fufficient, thoughthe will do niot concur,
As God is fufficient t produce a thoufand
worlds , but it doth ot foflow from thence,ci-
ther that he hath produced them, or that he will
produce them. The blood of Chrit is a fufficiens
sanfome forall mankind , but it doth not follow
therefore, thatall mankind fhall be a&ually fi-
ved by vertue of his Blood. A man may bea fuf-
ficient Tutour , though he will not teach every
Scholler , anda fufficient Phyfician , chough he
will not adminifter to every patient. Foras-
much therefore a5 the concurrence of the will is
aeedfull to the produion of cvery fice cffed ,
and

(219)

and yet dhe caufe may be fufficient , i fenf di-
2ifo s although the will do not coricur. Ts fol=
Townes evidently , that che caufe may be fuf-
fident, and yet fomething, which is needfull to
the production of the efie , may be wanting
and chat every fufficient caufe is not a nece

1y caufe, )

Taftly ,if any man be difpofed to wranglea-
gaint fo cleas light ;and fay , that though the
Hee Agent be fufficient i (enfi divifo , yet , he
s not fufficient , i fenfs compofiFo , 10 produce
the effe@ without the concurrence of the will ,
he faich true , buc fir, he bewrayes the weak-
nefs and the fallacy of the former argument ,
which isa meer tifling between fufficiency in
2 divided fenfec , and fufficiency in a compoun=
ded fenfe. And fecing the concurrenge of the
will s not predetermined , there is 1o antcce-

dent neceffity before it do concur;and when ic
hath concurred , the necefficy is buc hypothedi-
call, which may confit wich liberty.

el oH,

“ARly , T bold that ovdinary defiition of 4 Numbgh.

ee Agent ,namely thar & fice eAgent is,
that pwhich when all things ave prefent,which are
weediullso produce the effect,can neverthelefs wot
produce it , Implies a contradittion , and is nom=
fenfe , being as much as mﬂ{«,  the canfe may
b fufficient , that is neceflary, and et the effeét
wor follow,
e b7
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7. D
His 1aft point is bt a Corollary; or an Tnfes
rence from the former doBtine , cha eorry
[ufficient canfe produceth its effeét neceffarily
which pillarbeing takenaway the fuperfirucure
muft needs fall 0 the ground , having iothing
Yeft o fupport it. Za/ty, 2 bold ({aith he)whas he
i able to provve is fomething. 56 much reafon (o
much truft, but what he holds concernes himfelf
not others, But what holds he ? 7 hold ( faith
he ) thas the ovdinary defimition:of a free eAgent
implies A contradittion , and is ron-{enfe, That
which he calls the ordinary definition of liber-
ty is the very definision_which is given by
the muich greater pare of Philofophers & School-
men, And doth he think that all thefe fpake
non-fenfe? or bad nio more judgment than to
contradi® chemfelvesin a definition ? He mighe
much better fulpe@ himfelf, than cenfirre fo g
ny. Lecus fee che definition it elf : o 1 free £x
gent is that, which when all things are prefen ,
that are needfullto produce the effet, can never-
thelefs not produce ir. T acknowledge the old
definition of Liberty, with lictle variation, But
¥ canmor fee this non-fenfe , nér difcover chis
comradiftion, For in thefe words ail things
weedfiellyor all things vequifie , the a@ual] de-
termination of che ‘willis not included. Bur by
alt things needfull or requifice. All rieceffary
power cither operative or elective,all necellarie
inftriments and adjuments extrinfecal] and i
winfecall, and all conditions are intended. As
he chac hach pen and ink, and paper, a table , a
desk

. (a21)
ifure , the at of writing , and the
e e sauias
m: if he will ,and yethe may fosbear, if he
e Or as he that hath men and mony , an
rmes, and munition , and fhipps , and a jult
caute, bch all ehings requific for v, yes
he may malke peaee i will Or 3 the King
proclaimed in the Gofpell,Macth, 22, 4.1 bave
vepaved may dinner,umy oxem andmy farlings are
Kild,al thungsar vy, some o the mr-
siage. According to T He his do@sing , the
gt might avesold bm, hat he id nat ni-
{5, for sheiz oven wills were no ready. Andin-
doed i the will were (as he conceives it is ) nes
ceffcased exinfeally © every a@ of willing i
iéhadiio powe o forbeas willing whatit doth
will, o 0 will whasie doth not will, then
the will were wantingsfomethingrequifiteto the
producng of the e was vaning. But now
when Science and confeence, reon and Rele
Sion,, our own and other mens expesience dot
teschus, chas he will hath a dominion over s
ownafts o vill,or will without eatinices
eceliation, I the power to will be prefent
‘i attn prime, dsserminable by our fles , then
there is no neceffary pofw;r w&mgng in chis refs
he producing of the effed.
Pc%i::hn;, thefe words 10 aék or uot to 4{5‘,‘ 10
erkor o o wark o prodcear v 1o, o
Taveeference 10 the e, nocas o hing which
isaheady done, os doing , but asa ching o be
done. They imply not he auall produdtion
buc the producibility of the effect, Bue \lm“
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once the will hath actually eoncurred with] all
other caufes and conditions , and circum-
flances , then the effect is no more poffible , or
producible , butitis in being, and aually pro-
duced. Thus he takes away the fubjed of
the queftion. The queftion is whether effels
producible ‘be free from neceflicy. He fhuffles
out effefts producible , and chruls in their places
effeéls produced , or which are in the 2t of pro-
Auttion, Wherefore I conclude, that it is neither
#on-{enfi niorx contradiction to fay, thata free A=
gent , when all things requifite to produce the
effef arc prefent , may neverthelefs not. produce
it

5 A
Or my firff five pointswhere it is explicatedy
inf} |, what Spontaeity is , Secondly, what
Deliberationis,Thirdlywhat will, Propenfion and
Appetite is,Fourthly, whas afree Agent is,Fif=
ly, what Libery i, There can be s other proof
ered bt every mians own experience , by reflem
éting on himfelf , and remembring what be ujeth
t0 have in bis mind, that is whas he bimfelf
meanesh, when he (aith, an altion is [pontaneons,

(223)

berty is the abfence of externall impediments ;
But tothofe shat ons of cuftomse [peak, not what
they concesve , bus what they héar , and

able , or will 5ot take the pains to confider
they think , when they hear (uch words, no arga-
ment can be [uficient , beoaule cxperience , and
master of faft is not verified by other miens Ay-
guments, but by every mans own fenfe , and me.
mory. For example, bow canit be prooved , thar
tolove a thing , and o think s good are all
t0. man thai dacs ot mark bis own meeaning by
thofe words. Or howcan it be proouedthas Eter-
5 ot nunc Scans , 10 @ man that [ayesthefe
words by cuffome , and 5 how he
can canceive the thing it [
the fixt point , that & man cannot imagine any
thing o begin without acanfe , can no other way
be made kown but by trying how be can imagine.
ir. Bt if be 1ry, be [bail find s masch reafon (if
there be no canfe of the thing ) to conceive, st
hontd begin at one time as another ,chat is e
‘hath equall reafon to think. it [hould begin ar all
times , which is impoffible. And therefore be
mnft think, there was fome [peciallcanfe , why iz
began then rather than fooner or later , or cis ,

or that attion is free. Now, he that [o refletterh glisriekegax sroer, byshs St
on bim[elf cannot but be (atisfied , but thir delie
beration’s che confidering of the good devill fe-
quells of the aition to come, That by Sponcancity,
45 mednt inconfiderate proceeding.{ fo els nothing
ssmeant by it.) That ill is the iaft aét of oup
Deliberation, That 4 free Agent,ishethas cands,
if be will, andforbear, if he will. oAud that Lin

berey

i i A deliberates,fuch s bis will, That Agens,

. D.
Ow at length hic comes o his main proofss
N He that hath fo confidently cenfured the
wWhole current of School-menand Philofophers
of manefenfe , had need to produce firong evie
dence for himfelf.So he calls his reafons,Numbs
e o

3 0ofs. Al
are either from the caufe of the ¢ffe®, not from
private
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‘private notions and conceptionsjwhich we bave
inour minds. That which he callsa demonfira«
tion deferves not the name of an intimation. He
argues chus; Thar which a man conccives in his
mind, by thefe words Spontanesty , Deliberation,
. thar they are. This is his_propoficion
which X deny. The true natures of chings are
not to be judged by the private fdeas , of con-
ceptions of men , but by their caufes and for-
mall reafons. Ask an ordinary perfon what #p-
wards fignifies,and whether our Antipodes have
their heads upwards or downwards ; And
he will not flick to tell you , that if his head
be upwards » theirs muft nceds be downwards.
And this is becaule he knowes not the formall
reafon thereof. That the Heavens incircle the
earch , and what is towards heaven is upwards.
This fame. erronious notion_of vpwards and
downwards before the true reafon was fully dq-
covered , abufed more than ordinary capaci
as :pyczrc:by e drgiines of wndat ool

s and pendule arbores. Again, what do men
conceive ordinary by this word empty , as when
they fay an empty veffell,or by this word Body,
as when they fay,chere is no body in that roome,
they intend not to exclude the aire , either out
of the veflell , or out of the roome. Yet reafon
tells us, that che veffell is not truly empty , and
thac che aire is a tue body. I might give an
hundred fuch like inftances, "He,who leaves the
conduét of his underftanding ro follow vulgar
notions,fhall plunge himfelf into a thoufander=
sours , like hiim who leaves 2 certaine guide 1o
follow an ignis fawms,0ra Will,wich che wifpes

S0

(225)
So his propoftionis falfe. His reafor
zmmanu not verificd by orber mens Argiments,
but by every mans own [infe and memory
wife aimed on both fides, whether we hear fuch
words» or not, is matter of fact , and fenfeis the
proper judge of it _But what thee wordsdo, of
oughe ecucly to figniffe, is nox to be judged by
bur by, reafon. Sccondly, reafon may , and doth
oftentimes correét fenfe, even abou its proper ob-
ek, Senfe tels us hat the Sin i o bigger chan @
good Ball bt ceafon dermonfirates, hat icis many
times greater-than the whole Globe of the earth.
As to hisinflance, How can it be proved, that to
Love a shing, andito tlwnk_ it good, i all one to a i
rhx doth ot make bis own mieaning by theferwords,
1 confefs, it cannot be prc for it is not truc,
Beauity and likenefs, S
asmuch as goodnefs,, cos amerss amor.  Love is a
paffion of thewill, butto judge of goodnefs. is an
a& of the underflanding, A Facher may love an
ungracious Childe, and et not efleem him good-
A ‘man loves his own houfe becter than another
mans , yet he cannot but efteem many others better
than his own. His other inftance , How can it
proved that erernity s wot nunc Rans , to aman that
[apesthefe xmm//wru’hm and never co 5 b
e can concesve the thing it [elf inthis minde s juft
ke the former, not o be proved by realon, but by
fancie, which is the way he takes, * And it is not
unlike the counfel, which one gave to a Nowice
about the choife of his wife L to advice with the
Bels, as he fancied fo they ﬁ:und:d cither take her,
orfeaye her.
Then for his affumption it is as defe@ive as his
Q Popo-
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propofition , That by thefe words frontancity, e
men do wnderfiand 2 he conceives. No racioml
sman doth conceive a pontancoss a@ionand an i
deliberate ation to beallone , every mdeliberat:
ation is not fpontaneoms, The fice confiders nox
whethex it fbould burn, yet the burning of itis ta:
[pontaneons, Neither is every [postancoms altionin-
deliberate, a man may deliberate what he will ex,
and yet cat it fpontanconfly. Neither doth delibe-
varson propesly fignific the confidering of the god
and cvil fequels of s attion to come - But the con-
idering Whether chis be a good and ic means, o i
beft, and fiteclt means for obcaining fuch 20 end
The Phyfician dothnot deliberate whether he
fhould cure his;Pacien , but by what means b
fhould cure him? Deliberation is of che means ot
of theend. Much lefs doth any man conceive wil
T- H.the delberation is an imagenatior,or anatt
of fancy. not of reafon, common to men of difcie:
with mad men, and natural fools and childe,
Thirdly, neiher doth any under
flanding man conceive, or can canceive, ciher tht
the will s an att of our deliberarion , the unde
flanding and the will are two diftingt facultiey
ot that onely the laft appetite 1s vo be called owr will
So no man fhould be able to fay thisismy wil
becaufe he knows not whether he fhall perfevereis
it, ornot, Gorcerning the fourth point we agre
that e i a free eAgomt that cands, if hewill ank
forbear if ke will, But1 wondér how this dropped
from his pen, what is nowbceome of his ablolu#
heceffity of all things ? If a man be free o do a8
toforbearany ching, will he make himfelf guilsy
the nan-fence of the School-men ; and ridn Witk
chent

(227)

them into contradiétions for company? Tt may be
he will fay he can do if he will, and forbear if he
will, bue_he cannot will if he will. - This will not
ferve his turn, for if the caufe of a free action, thar
is,the will to be determined; then theeffeét, or the
a@ion it felfis likewile determined, a determined
Saufe cannot produce an endetermined effe, cin
ther the Agentcan will, and forbear o wil, or
elfe he cannot do , and forbear codo.  Bue we dif-
fer wholy about che fifth point. Hewho conceives
Liberiyaright, conceives both a fiberiy in the [yb-
et o will or not to will,and a /iberey ro thi oh-
et wowill this yor chat, and a diberty from mpe=
diments, T.H. by a new way of his own cuts off
the Liberty of the fubje, as if a fonewas fiee to
alcend, or defcend s becaufe it hah no ourwardim-
pediment. And the liberey tawardsthe objeit, asif
the Needle touched with the Load-ftone were free
to poin, cither cowards the North, or towards the
Souch , becaufe thete is nota Barrecado ints way
tohinderit , yeahe uts off the fiberey froms immard
wmpeduments alfo : As if an Hawk were at liberty
tofly when her wings are plucked, but not when
they atetied. And fohe makes liberty from extrin-
fecal impediments o be compleat fibercy , fo he
alcribes fiberty to brvit beafls , and Jibersy roRi-
Yers , and by confequence makes Bealtsand Riyers
tobecapeable of fin and punithment.  Affuicedly,
Xerges, who caufed the Hellefpont to be beacen
with fo many ripes, was of this opinion. Lafly,
T..H. his reafon, that it is cuitom, or want of abi-
lity, or megligence which makes & man conceive
otherwife, is but a begging of that which he (hould
prove, .Other men confider as fexioufly 3s himEl

Q2 with
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‘with as much judgement as himfelf, with lefs pre-

judice than himile {f , and yet they ¢an apprehend |

enfe of chefe words , would he have other
on chat they fee fiery Dragons in the A,
Tecaute be afiin Eabbdertly that bifecs thent
and yvonders why others are { blinde 2 no o fec
then?

The e
« phantafical, or imaginative reafon. How o
man o e any thing to begin witho
VP (ot i gl ol B
gin atthis time vather than at that timez He uith
Trucly, nothing can begin without a caufe thatis
tobe,butit may begin to alk of cfelf without any
ether caufe. Nothing can begin w
but many things may bwm ,anddo Lo i
scceffary cufes. A fiee cau

o
sime whenhe il begin, as2 nmm»ymn bede

 may aswel choofe b

secaufe they
fes, yet
whcn xl.: xmmcs do determine themfelves they
arc of as great cercainty as the other.  As when |
fee a Bel ringing . T can conceive the caufe of it 3
wellwhy ieriogs niow, as Tknow the iterpofiion
of the earth to bet! the caufe of the Eclipfe of the
Moon. Orthe moft certain occurrent in the 02
ture of things.

And now that T have anfiwered 7% H. bis Argi-
ments drawn from the private concepions of met
concerning the fenfc of words , I defire bim fericull
withouit prejudice to examine himfelf and chofe .
ruralnotions , which he findes in Limfelf, not 0
words, but of things, thefe are from nature, thof

a
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are-by impoficion, whether he doth not finde by ex-
perience that he doth many things which he might
have left undone if he vwould; and omits many
s which he might have done if he would,
¢ he doth not fomethings out of meer ania
y, 0d wil without cither egard ol
&ion of ¢ ferious (e of
honeft, ot proficable, orely to:fhew that he
have a dominion over his o
iraglyin Childreh, 4t VARABBEE Sk ¢ fome
cimesin them{elves by experience. And. I appre-
Hend this very defence of neceflity againft becey to
be pardly of that kinde, Whecher e is not angry
withthofe who dzaw him from his tudy, ot crofs
Him in hisdeftes , if they be necefcazed o do’e,
why fhould he be anzry wich chem, any more thant
heis angry with a (harp winter, or a rainy day chat
keeps him at home againft fis antecedenc will,
mec. he doth not fomterime blame him(elf, and
4 fool was 1 to do thus and this, or wilh
o hmmf Othat I had beenwife, o, O shar T had
nat dowe fuch an at. 1f he have no dominion over
bis actions, if he be irrchftibly neceffcaced to all
things what he doth he migh as well withO #he T
bad ot breashed., ox blame himfelf for growing
old, O what ool was 110 grow olds

T. H.

F(J, the
vy canfes it s there proved in chat they
hatve_(ufficient canfes. Further, Les #s inthis
place alfo [#ppofe any event never (o cafuall, as
for. example., the throwing eAmbs-ace upon a
paite of Diee,and [ee if it mnff-nos have been pe-
3 coffary

enth point,that all events have nemNub.3he
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ceffury before it s thrown . for , feeing it W
thrown,it had 4 beginning , and confequently &
Jufficient canfe to produce it , confifting partly in
the Dic Eml, in the outward things , as the
pofture of the parties band , the meafive of force
applied by the cafter, The pofture of the parts of
the Table , and the like ; In fumme , there was
Aothing wansing shas was necellarily regs

fre 1o the producing of that particular caft , and
confequently , that caff was meceffarily thrown,
For if it bad ot been thrown , there had wanted
(omewhit vegwifire vo the throwing of it , andfo
the canfe had pot been [ufficiers. 1n the ke
manser it may be proved that every other acci-
Aot how contingent foever it [eeme , or how vie
Luntary foever it be, és produced necefJarily,which
dsihat J. D difputes againft. The fame alfomay
be provedin this manner, Let the cafe bepat,for
example of the weather , Tis that o
morrow it fhall sain , or not raiu. /f therefors
it be ot neceffary, it [hall rain ,is is necefJary s
fhall ot vain., Otherwife it is not neceffary that
the propofition. Tt fhall rain, or it fhall tiot rain,
bould be true, I know there are (ome that [ay, it
may neceffarily be tre ,that anc of the twa [hal
wome 20 pafs, but ot fingly tha it [hall rain , or
st (ball not vain. Which is as much a to (ay. Omt
of them i riecefiry, yet neither of them 3s neeel-
fary ; And therefore to [eeme to avoid that abe
rrdity they make a diftinttion , that neither o
#hem s trie determinaté bur indecerminate s
which diftintlion, either fignifies nomore than
1his, Oneof them s trie, bt we kiiow ros which,

an

ecefla
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vemarus , though we keow it
ot + O if the weaning of the diffintlion be not
that 5 it bas no meaping. And they might
well have fard , Ose of thew is 1rue , Ty
but reither of hem Tupaul

£ b.

Ts formez proof; that all (ufficient caulcs ace e

ceflary caufes Js anfisesed before, Nomb. 31.
And his swo inftances of cafting Ambs-ace, & rain-
ing to morrow, are alcogesher impeptineat to the
queftion now agitated between us, for tworeafons.
Firft, our prelent conroverfic is concerning free
adkions, which proceed from the Iiberty of mans
wil, both his inflances are of contingent actions,
which proceed from the indecermination , ot con-
tingent concustence of natural caufes,  Firll, thar
there are fice ations which proceed meerly from
election, withous any oiitward necclfication is a
truth fo evidentsas that thereis 3 Sun in the Hea-
vens, and he thacdoubteth of it mayas well doubt
whether theré be a fhell without the Nut, or a
flone within the Olive, A man proportions his
time each day, and allots fo much to his Devoti-
ons, fo much 1o his Szudy, fo much to his Diet, fo
much to his Resreasions, {0 miich to neceflary , o
ciil vifits, fo much to his reft, he who will feck for
Tknow noe what caufes ofall this withou bimfelfs
except that good God who hath given bim a rca=
fonable Soul, may as well feck for a caule of the
Egyprian Pyramidzs among the Crocodiles of Ni-
ss. Secandly, for mix: adtions which proceed from
the concumence of free and natural Ageassthough
theybe not fiee, ye they ae not neceffary, as to
keep my formes inftance, 2 man walking throught
. Q4 a fircer
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of a Citie to do his occafions, a Tile fals
cman Houfe and breaks his head, the breaking
of his head was not neceffary,, for he did freely
hoofe togo that way without any neceffiation e
¢ was it fiee, for hedid not deliberate of thag
thereforeic was conirigent, and by un-
doubred'confequence there are contingent ations
World which are not fiee. Moft cercainly
nce of free caufes, as God, the good
and men, with natural Agents
fomecimes ot purpole; and fometimes by accident
wany events happen , which otherwife had nevet
s many cffedts are produced which other-
wife had niever been produced. And admicting fiich
hings o be contingent not neceffary , all cheir con-
fequent cffects, not onely immediate, buc mediate
muftlikewife be contingent, chat is to fay,fich a5
do-not proceed fiom 2 continued connexion and
ion of neceffary caufes, which is diseétly cone

yto 7. H. bis opinion.
Thirdly, for the actions of bruic beafis, though
hey be not fiee, though chey have nor the ufe o
on to teflrain their apperites from that whichis
fiively good by the confideration of whatista-
ionaly goed , or what is honeft, and though their
fancics be determined by nature to fome kindes of
work, yet to think that every individual aéion of
¢'¢irs, and each animal motion of theirs, even t©
che leaft murmure, o gefture is bound by the chain
of unalterable neceffity to the excrinfecal caufes &
objedts, T feeno ground for it, - Chrift faith one of
s doth not fall o the ground witho
nly Father, that is without an influenct
of powe from him, or excmpted 6 bis dxfpoﬁ..iohm
5 3
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he doth nt fay which your heavenly Father cafteth
notdown, Laflly,for the nacural aGtions of inani-
‘mate Creatures, wherein chere is no the leaft con~
currence of any freg;or Voluntary Agents the queftic
isyet more doubtfull for many things are called ¢~
tingen in refpect of s, becaufe we know not the
caule of them , whicheally & in themfelves are ot
contingent but neceffary. Alfo many things ixe con-
tingent in tefpedt of one fingle caule, either actually
hindred,orin poffibility to be hindred;which arc ne-
ceffary intefpect of the joynt concurrence of all col -
lateral caufes,But whesher there be 2 neceffary con-
nexion of all nacural caufes from the beginning , o
as they muftall have concurred as they have done,
& in the fame degee of power, & have been defici=
encasthey have bet in all events whatloeverwould
yequire a furcher examination if it were percnent
to this queftion of liberty; but it is not. I¢ is fuffici-
ent to my purpofe to have (hewed thac all eleétive

actions ate fice from abfolue necelfity. And more.

over, that the concurence of voluntary and fiee

‘Agents with natural caufes, both upon purpofe and

accidentally hath helped them to produce

effects, which otherwile chey had not produced, and
3 t

hindred them from producing many effdts , which
otherwife they had produced; And that if this in-
ad been

it might have been) many natural evern

otheswife chan they are.”And therefore. he mi
havefpared his inflances of cafting Ambs-ace and
rainingto morrew. And firft for hiscating Anbs=
ace, Ifitbe thrown by a fair Gamefler with in-
different Dice, it is  mixt action, the cafiing og};:r
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Diceis fiee , but the cafting of Ambseace is contin.
gent , 3 man may deliberate whether he will caft
the Dice,or not,but it were folly to deliberate whe~
ther he will cat Ambs-ace, or ot, beeaufeit is not
in his power, unlefs he bea heater that can cogge
the Dice,or the Dice be falfe Dice, & then the con=
ingency, or the degree of contingency ceafeth , ac-
cordingly as the Cafier hath more, ot lefs cuning,
o asthe figure, or making of the Dice doth incline
them to .imbseace morethan to another cafl, or
necefficate them to thiscaft and noother. How-
foever o far as the cat s free,, or contingent, o far
it is not necefTary. And where neceffity begius,there
liberty and contingency doceafe to be:Likewife his
ocher inflance of raining, ot not raining, tomorrow
is notof a fiee eletive 3 nar alwayes of a con.
tingenc aét,  In fome Countriesas they have their
fEati wents cheir certain winds ac fet fealons o they
have theit cettain and fec rains.  The o Erhiapian
rains are {uppofed to be the the certain
inundation of NVilus. In fome ealtern Countries
chey haverain onely twice a year, and thofe con-
flant, which the Scriptures call. the former and the
dater vain, In fuch places not oncly the caufes
do a& determinately and neceffarily , but alfo the
decermination , or neceflicy of the event is fore-
known co che inhabitants. In our Climate the
natural eanfes celeftial and fublunarydo not pro-
duce rainfo neceflarily at fet times , neither can we
fay fo cercainly and infallibly , it will rain to mor-
row, or it will not rain tomorrow. Neverthelefle,
itmay o happen that the caufes arefo difpofedand
determined,even in our climate, that this propofi-
tion,jc will rain to moszow, or it will notrain, to

MORKoW,
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merrow mdy be neceffary in it feffand the Progno-

fricks, or tokens may be fuch in che sky,in our own

bodics, in the creatures , animate and inanimate as

weather-glaffes, 6z, thatitmay become piobably

trtie co us that it Will rain to morrow ,or it will not
rain tomotrow.  But ordinarily it is 2 contingenc
propolition to us, whecher it be contingent allo in
it felf, that is, whether theconcurrence of the caules
were abfohucely neceffary, whether the vapours, ot
mateer of the fain may not yet be difperfed , or o-
therwife confumed , or driven beyond ourcaatt , is
2 fpeculation which no way coficérns this quefti-
on, So we fee one teafon why his two inflancesare
altogether impertinent, becaufe they are of ations
‘which are ot free, nor eleive, nor fuch as pro-
ceed from the liberey of mans will.

Secondly, our difpuce is about ablofute necefficy,
his proofs extend onely to Hypothetical necefficy,
Qur queftion is, whether the concursence and de-
termination of the caufes were necvﬁn‘? before
they did concur, or wete detcrmined. - He proves
that the effect is neceffary after the caufes have con-
curred, andare decermined. The freeft ations of
God, or man, are neceffary by fich a necefficy of
fuppofition. And the moft contingent events thar
are,as Thaye (hewed plainly, NVimbe 3. where his
inflance of Ambs-ace is more fully anfwered. So
his proof Jooks another way from his propofition-
His propofition is , that the cafting of Ambs-ace
was neceffary before it was throwy, His proof is
that ic was neceffary when it was thyoww, examine
all his caufes over and over, and they will not af=
ford him one grain of antccedent neceffity. The

iRt caufe is inche Dice : True, if they be il Diee
N there
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there may befomething in ity butthen his contin-
gency is defiroged. If chey be fquate Dice, they
have no more inclination to eAnmibs-ace,than o
Cinque and Quater, of any other caft. His fecond
caue is the pofiure of theparties hand : But what
necefficy was there chat e fhould put his hand in-
to fucha pofture. None at all, The third caufe is
the meafure of the furce applicd by the cafters Now
for the credit of his caufe Iec him but name, T wil
fot {2y a convincing teafon , nor fomuch as a pro-
bable r-afon, but even any pretence of reafon, how
he Cafter was necefficated from without himfelf
to apply jut fo much force, and neither morc or
Iefle.  1he cannot, his caufe is dsfperate,and he
may hold. his peace for evér, his iaft caufe is the
poffure of the Table. Buttell us ingood carnclt
whae necefficy chere was why the Cafter muft
throw into that Table rather thantheother » or
thar the Dice muft fall juft upon that parcof the

he caft w. rown : He that makes
be neceffary caufzs, I do not wonder if he:
make all ff. & neceffary cfie@s. 1IF any. one of
thefe canf? fufficient to render

contingent, yet he will necd

neceffary. And foit is when the caft is thrown,

but no: before the caft was thrown, which heun=

dertook o prove: who can blame him for being fo
gy with, the School-men, and cheir diftinétions

of neceffty into ablolure 2nd hypotherical , ecing

they touch his fiechold fo nearly.

Buc though hisinftance of rining to morrow
be impestincat, as being no free ackion , yet. be-
caule he tejumphs fo much inhisargument, Iwill

10

(237)
not ficktogo a Ticele out of my way tomeet a
fiiend. For I confefs, the validicy of the reafon
hiad been the famic;if he had made it of a free action,
asthus: Either I thall finifh this reply o morrow,
or 1 (hall not finith this reply to marrow , is a
neceffary propofition. But becauie he fhallnot
complain of any difadvautag
of s terms 5 T wall for once adventure upon
his thower of rain. And firfl I readily admit his
major that this peopoficion (eithee it will rain to
motrow, of it will not rain to morrow,'is necefia-
sily teue, for of two contradi€tory propofitions, the
onemuftof neceflicy be true , becaufe nothird can
be given. - Buc his mitor that i conld! ot be ne.
ceffarily e , exceptore of the Members were
secelfurily troe’ 35 moft fall o is his proof
Ukewife, That if acitker the one nor the other of
the Merwbers benece(Jurily trse , it camnst be af~
firmed that either the one , or the other is true.
A conjuné propofition may have both pats falfe,
and yecthe propofition be true, asifche Sun thine,
itis day, is a true propofition at midnight.  And
T H. confefleth as much, Numb. 19.” If I fhall
livel halleat, is & neceffary propoficion, that i to
fay it is neceffary that that propoficioi (hould be
true whenfocver uttered. But it ss ot the necef-

fity of the thing , wor is it therefore nece[Jary thas

the msan [hall live ,or that thé man hll car. ~ And
fo T. H.proceeds, £ do ot ufe to forcifie my din
finttions with fuch veafons.” Buc ic feemeth he
hath forgotten himfclf, and is contented with fuch
poor fortifications.  And though both parts of
disjunive propofition cannot be falfe , becaule if
it be a right disjuoction, che Members are re-

pgaan,
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pugaant , wheeeof ong past is infallibly true, yec
vary put the propoficion a lirle to abate the edge
of the disjunctions , and you (hall finde chat which
T H. faich to betsue, chat # s wor the neceffisy of
the thing which makes che propofition to be truc,
As for example vaty it thus: / kow that either
3¢ will pain ta moryow, or that it will rat vain to
smeryow 35 & e propoficion : BUE it is nog true
chat I kuow it will rain to morrow , neicher js ic
true thac T know it will not cain to morzow,where~
fore the certain truth of the propofition doth not
prove, thac either of the Members is determinate-
Iy rug in prefent, Truth is a conformity of the

« underftandiog o the thing known, whereof fpeech
isan interpreter, If the underflanding agree not
wich the ching i jsan etrour, if the words agree
not with the underflanding it is a lie. the
thing known is known eicher in it {If, or in its
caufes. 1fit be known in icfelf,as ic i, then we
exprefle our apprehenfion of it in words of the
peefon tence, asthe Sun és rifer, Ific be known in
Jescaule,, we exprefle our felves in wordsof the
Sugurc tenfe, as tosaarrow willbe as Eclipfe of the
Maon, Butif we neicher know it in its felf, norin
its caufes, then there may be 2 foundation of truth,
bug there s no fuch determinate trush of ic , that
we ean reduce it intoa true propofition , we can-
sot fagicdoth tai to morrow, ot itdoth ot rain
<0 mortow, That were.not onely falfe butabfurd,
we cannat pofitively fay it will rain o mor-
row , becaule we do not knowitinits caufes , &i-
ther how they are determined, or chat they arede-
zecmined, where fore che certigude-and cvxd:nceluf

e

(239)
the disfun&ive propofition is neither founded upon
that which will be a@ually tomorrow, for it is
granted that we do not know dhar. Nor yecup-
20 the decermination of the caufes, for chen we
would not fay indifferencly , either it will sain, or
it will not rain, buc pofitively it willrain , or pofi-
tively it will notrain. Bucicis grounded uponan
undeiable principle . that of two conradiory
propofions, the ane mult ncceflacily be e,
And therefore to fay, icher this ot that will infal-
Libly be, bue it is not yet determined whether shis,
o that{hall be, is no fisch fen(clefle affertion that
it delerted 2 7 pryrice Tagpatalice , but an evident
teuch which no man that hath his cyes i his head
can doubr of.
1f all chis will not fatisfic him , Iwill give one
of his own kinde of proofs, that is an inflance.
Thac which neceffizates all things according
77, H. is the decree of God, or that order which is
fex to all chings by the eceraal cante (Mumb, 11,)
Now God himfelf, who made this neceffitating
decree, was not fubjeded o it in the making there=
of , neicher was there any formerorder o oblige
the fifk caufe neceffarily to malke fich a decree,
cherefore this dectee being an a&t ad extra was
freely made by God without any necefiration.,
Yee neverchelcfs , chis disjun@ive propoficion is ne-
ceffarily trae, Either God didmake (uch a de-
erec, or be did noe make fuch a decree,Again,
though 7. H.__his opivion were true that atl
evenes arc neceffary , and that the whole Chriffian
world are deceived , Who believe that fome events
axefree from necefficy » yet he will not deny , bueif
itha been the good pleafure of God, he n:gh:
ave
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haye made fome caufes free from necefliy , fe
ing that it neither argues any imperfeétion, nor
implies any contradiction, Suppofing cherefore
that God had made fome fecond caufes free from
any fuch antecedent determination to one , yet
the former disjundion would be neceffasily
true. Either whis free undecermined caufe will

ic will noca& after
this manner. Wherefore the neceffary truth of
fucha disjun ition doth not prove ,
that either of the members of the disjunction
fingly confidesed , is determinately true in pre-
fent, but onely that the onc of them will be
determinately true to morTow.

T. Ha

"R He la thinginwhich alfs confiffechthe whole

controver[y,N amely.that thert is no fuch thing
asan Agent b 1th wifire to
altion ave prefent , can neverthele[s forbeare to
produce it or (which is all one) that there is no
fich thing as frecdoms fiom neceffity, is eafily in-
ferd frons that which harh been before alledged.
Foryf it be an Agent it can work, And if it work,
there 15 nothing wanting of what is requifite to
produice the attion, and confequentlys the canfe of
the abtion s [ufficients. And if [ufficient, then al-
fo nectffary , as hath been praved before.

s e,

7. D

(o)
D.

Wonder that 7. H, fhould confefs |
that the whole weighe of this controveriy
oth reft upon this propofition, T ?
fisch thing s an Agent, which,

requifice to albion are prefent , can neverthele(s
orbear to aft 5 And yec bring nothing b
poor Bullerufhes to fupporcit.iF it be an Age
(faith he) it can work_, what of this 7 e poffe
adeffe nonwaler wrgumentum., fsom can work,to

will work, is a weakiinference. And from will
work s todoth work upon abfolute necefficy
another grofs inconfequence. He proceeds
Ifitwork, there is nothing wanting of w
requifite to produce the atlion | T

wants nothing to produce that which s pro
ced, but there may want much to produce d
which was intended , One horfe may pull his
heart out,and yetnot draw the €oach whither it
fhould be , if he want the help or
of hisfellowes. nd confequently (faith he) the
canfeof the attion is [ufficient. Yes fufficient
do what icdoth, though perhaps wi
judice to it felf, but not alwayes fsfficienc
what it fhould do , or whatit would do. As he
that begets a Monfter fhould beget a man , and
would beget a man , if he could. Thelaft linkof
hisargument follows ;5 And iffufficient, then al~
o neceffary , ftay there 3 by his leave there is no
neseffary connexion between fufficiency and efe
R ficiencys
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ficiency, otherwife God himfelf fhould not be
All-fufficient. Thus his Argument is vanifhed.
Buc 1 will deal more favourably with bim , and,
orant him all that, which he Jabours fo much in
Sin to prove, That every cffe@ in the world
Jachfufficient caufes & Yea more, that fuppofing
the detesmination of the free and contingent
caes, every effect inthe world s neceffasy But
211 this will not advantage his caufe the black
of a bean, for ftill it amounts bu to an hype=
thericall neceflicy,and differs as much from chat
jute necefficy , which he maingains , as 3
Gentleman,who travailes for his plc,\\-,}vc,d‘
from a banifhed man , ora frec Subject fro
flave.

T,

ND thus you fee how the meonveniences,

which beobiciteth muft follow wpon she_hol-
ding of neceffiry.are avoided , and the weceffity it
felf demonfiraiiv 1. To which I conl
add , if 1 thoughs is good Logick., the in
ienty of denying necefficy » 4 it di
both the Decrees and Prefeience of God Almigh-
195 for whatfoever God bah purpofed to bring 10
pafs by man as an infrrwment jor forefecth fhal
Camne to paffe, A mansif be have Liberty,[uch 43
e affirmsesh from necefFarion, might frufirate
and mikg not. to conse 0 pafs. eAnd God frould
cither not foreknow it 5 and 1 .
{hontd foreknow fuch things fhallbe a1 [pal never
Yo, and decree shar which (ball never come

pe 7. D.

conves

fhrayes |

¢ Decree it or be |

(243)
3.D.

Hus he hath Jaboured invain' to fatisfic my
seafons , and to proove his own affertion.
But for demonflration there is nothing like it a-
mong his Arguments. Now he faich, e could
add other Arguments,, if he thought it good Lo-
gick, , There is no impediment in Logick, whya
man may not pre(s his Adverfary wich thofe ab-
furdities' whih flow from his opinion’, Argu-
mientum dcens ad impofJibile, or , ad abfurdim,
isa good form of seafoning. But there isanother
reafon of his forbearance , though he be loth to
exprefs it. aret lateri latbalis arundo. The
Arguments drawn from che atributes of God
do ick fo clofe in thefides of his caufe ; that he
hathnomind o treate of that fubje&. By the way
take notice of his own confeffion , that he conld
add atber reafons , if be thoughe # good Logick.
Ificwere predecermined in the outward caufes
that he muft make this very defenceand o other,
how could it be in his power to 2dd or fubftract
any thing. Jultas if a blind-man fhould fay in
eamneft , I could{ee, if I had mine eyes : Truth
often breaks out , whileft men feck to- fi 3
it. But let us view his Argumens : 12 man haye
libesty from neceffitation, he may fruftrate che
Decrees of God , and ¢ his prefcience faffe.
Firft , for the Decrees of God, This is his De=
esee,thac man (hould bea frce Agent 3 1f he di
confider God , as 2 moft fimple A€ withou
g R 2 priericys
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priority or pofteriority of gime,
tion, He would not conceive of his Decice
of the Lawes of the Medes and Perfians , long
fince ena&cd , and paffed beft

ne, or any

ore we were born,
but as cocxiftent with our felyes , and with
che a@s which we do, by vertue of thofe De
crees. Decrees and Aunbues are bue notions
to help the weaknels of our underftanding_ to
conceive of Gc ¢ Decrees of God ,
Fimfelf , and therefore jully faid to be
the foundation of the world was laid. And yet
<o 1 otir felves, becaufe of the Infinice
and Eternall being of God. The fumme
The Decree of God , or God himfclf Ex
confRitutes or ordaines all cffeéts which co
to pafs in time, according o the diftind natures
or capacities.of hiscreatures. An Eternall Ordi-
sation; is Beither paft nor to come, but alw
prefent. So ns do proceed , as well
from the Eternall Decree of God as neceffary,
and from that order which he hath fec in the
world.
As the Decree of God is Eternall , fo is his
Knowledge. And therefore to fpeak truly and
propesly,there is neithes fore-knowledge nor af-
ter-knowledge in him. The Knowledge of God
comprehends all cimes in a_pointby reafon of
the caninence & vertue of its infinite perfection.
And yet I confefs,that this is called fore-know-
Tedae , in refpeét of us. Buc chis fore-knowledge
doth produice mio ablolute neceffity. Things arc
not thesefose,becaule they ae forc-known, but
™ therefore

(245)

therfose they are fore-known,becaufe they fhall
cometo pafs. If any thing fhould come to pafs o=
theswile than it doth,yet Gods knowledge conld
ated by it, for then he did not know
caufe every knowledge of vifion neceflarily. pre=

fuppofechicsobjeét God did know, that
(hould betray Chrift 3 but, Jadas was not necef-
fitated to be a traicor by Gods knowledge.  If
Fudas had not betrayed Chyift', then God had
1ot fore-known that Fudas fhould betray hima
The cafeis this ; A watch-man fanding on che
ficeples-top), asit is the ufe in Germany , gives
notice tothem below ( who fee no fuch things )
that company ar¢ comi 1d how many; His
predicion is moft certain for he fees them. What
2 vain colletion were icfor one below t fay ,
what if they do not come, then a certaine predi-
Gtion may fail. It may beusged, that there is a
difference between thele two cafes: Inchis cafe
the coming is prefent to_the Watch-man , but
that which God fore-knowes' is future. God
knowes what (hall:be; The Watch-man onely
knowes what is. Ianlwer, that chis makes no
difference at all in the cale, by reafon of that
difparicy which is betsyeen Gods knowledge
and ours: As that, coming is prefent to the
Watchman, which is future o them who are
below: Soall thofe things, which are future to
us, are prefent to God,becaufe his Infinice and
Eternail knowledge , doth reach to the future
being of all Agents and events, Thus muchiis
R3 plainly
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plainly acknowledged by T, H. Numb. 11,
That fore-knowledge is kowledge , and know-
ledge depends on the exiftence of the things
Known, and not they onit. To conclude, the pr
{cience of God doth not make things more ne-
ceflasy, than the produion of the things them-
{eives ; But if the Agents were free Agents, the
produdtion of che things doth riot make the
events to be abfolutely neceffary but onely upon
fuppoficion that the caufes were o determined
L Gods prefcience prooveth a neceffity of infalli-
bility, but not of antecedent extrinfecall dex

i minationto one, If any event (hould not come
Fe g topafs, Goddid never forcknow , that it would
1 come to pafs, For every knowledge neceffasily

¥ prefuppofethiss object.

] T H

Numb37. J'His s all shath bath come into my mind
touching this queflion’, firce I laft confide-

ved it. oAnd I bumbly befecch your Lovdfpip to
commuricate it onely to J. D And (o praying

Godito profper your Lordfip s allyowr defigres ,

Ttake leave, and am my moft- Neble and abliging

Lord,

Towr moft bumble fervan
T.H.

‘ o
F-A D2

E is very carefull to have this difcourfe
chpt!rnnt , as appeares in this Se@ion.,
and in the 14. an: Scdtions , If his anfwer
ha n kepe private, I had faved the Jabour of
a Reply. Buc hearing that it was communica-
ted, T chought my felf obliged to vindicate,both
the truth and my felf. T do not blame him to be
cautious, for in truch , this affertion 1s of defpe-
rate confequence, and deftrudive to piety, poli-
cy» and morality, If e had defired to have
Kept it fecret , the way had been to have kepe
it fecret himfelf. It will not fuffice to fay as
Nutb. 14. thac Trath is Truth ; This the
common plea ofall men, Neicherisit fu
fos him to fay, as Numb. 15, That ir wa
fired by me, long before that he had difcove=
red his opinion by word of mouth, And my de-
fire was to Jet fome of my noble friends fee the
weaknels of bis grounds,and the pernicious con-
But if he think that
fion between us two
smay do burt, truly I hope not. The edge of his
difcourfe is {0 abated, that it cannot eafily hure
any rationall man , who is not too much poffef~
fed wich prejudice.
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T,

Offeripe, Arguments feldom workon wen of
wit and learning , when they have once in=
gaged themfelves in a contrary opinion. If any
Thing doit , it is the [hening of them the caufes
of their ervonrs , which is this; Pions men at-
rribute to (,/ d Almighty for oty /u\‘ whatfo-
urable in the world, as [cc-
willin ,I(»mrhm,],',mc.,Ihj:mur,
i M deny bims fuch poor shings as eyes, ears
ther organs , withons which

we

brains 5
warmes, ncither have, nor can conceive uch
celiies to be ; ard fo far they do well. But when
they difpute of Gods attions Philafaphicaly , thos
they confider them again , as if he bad fuch fu-
ies, and in that manner, as we have them ,

is ot well , and thence it is they f

7 difficulties. Weo Goa
it e sl W e Phiaginbr:
True Religion confifleth in obed
asd in giving G

od [uch boour,
tes andaltions ,as. they in their

sancies fhall ordair.

D.
1 captions do feldom work
sd learning , becaufe by con-
ve their fenfes exercifed to_die

cth goed and evill, Heb, 5. 14. Yer folide

(249)

and fubffantiall l(’ifunS work (ooner upon: them
than upon weaker judgme; he more exad:
(hcbalancc is , the fooner it overs the seall
cight, that is puc inco it, Efpecially. if the
pmm be propofed withous paffion or oppofition.
Let Sophifters and: feditious Oratours apply
chemfelves to the many headed mulcitude, be=
caufe they defpaise of fuccefs with men of wit and
learning. Thofe whofe gold is true,, are not a-
fraid 1o have it tryed by the teuchuSince the
former way hath not fucceeded,7'. H. hath an-
other to fhew,as the canfes of our errours, which
he hopes will proove more fuccesfull. When he
fees hie can do-no good by fight , he feeks to cis-
cumyent us, under colour of curtely, Fiftula dul-
ce canit volwerem dum decipit auceps. As they,
who behold themfelves ina glafs, take the righe
hand for the left , and the let for the righe, ( T.
H. knowes the comparifon) fo we take our own.
errours to be truths, and other mens truths tobe
errours. If we be inan errour in this , icis fuch
an errour as we fucked from nature it {elf , fuch
an exrouras is confirmed inus by rr:wm’md(
perience’, fuch an erour as God himfelfin his
facred Word hath revealed, fuch an errour as
the Fathers and Do&ors ‘of the Church of all
ages have delivered , Such an errour whercin we
baye the concurrence of all the be@ Philofophers,
bothNatural and Moral , fuichan errouras brin~
geth to God , the glory of Jutice and Wifedem
& Goodneis,and Truth,uch an ersouras renders
men mose devout , more'pious , more induftri-

ous
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ous, mote humble , more penitent for their fins.
@ouldhe have us refign up allchefe advantages
to danee blindfold aftec his pipe. No , he per-
fusdes us too much to our Jofs. Buc let us fee
what is the imaginary caule of an imaginary er-
rour. Fofooth , becaufe we atribute to God
whatfoever is honourable in the world, as fce-
ing, hearing, willing, knowing , Jultice Wife-
dom ; but deny him fuch poor things , as eyes,
ears , brains,and {o far he faith we do well. He
hath teafon,for fince weare not able to conceive
of God as he s, the readieft way we have., is by
semooving all thac imperfetion from God ,
whichisinthe creatures. So we call him Infi-
nite, Tmmortall , Independent, Os by actribu-
buting t0 him all thofe perfe@tions, which are,in
the creatures aftera-moft eminent manner , 0
we call him Beft, Greatelt, moft Wife , moft
Jult, moft Holy. But fvich he , #hen they dif-
puse of Gods attions Philofaphisally ,then they
Fonfider them again , as if be bad fuch facuhtics,
andinthe manmer as we have them.

And is this the caufe of our errour?That were
frange indeed , for they who difpute Philofo-
phically of God , do neicher afcribe faculties to
to him in that manser that wé have them, Not
yetdo they auribute any proper faculties at all
10 God. Gods Underftanding , and his Will is
his very Effence, which for the emineney of its
infinice perfeétion, doth perform all thofe things
alone , in 2 moft tranfcendent manner ; which
realonable creasuses do. perform impestedly

Y,

(251)

| by d@iftin@ faculties. Thus to difpute of God
with modefty , and reverence , and to clear the
Deity from the impuration of tyrenny, injuftce,
20 diffimulation , which none o throw upon
God with more prefumprion , than thofe who
ate the Pawons of abioluse neceffity , is both

comely and Chriftiam,
Tcis not the defire to difcoyes the originall of
a fuppofed errour, which drawes: them ordinari-
Iy into thefe exclamations, againf¥ thofe who dif-
pue of the Deity. For fome of themiclves dare
anatomife God » and publifh his Beernall De-
cices wich as much: confidence , as if they had
been all their lives of his cabinet councell. But
it is fop fear, Jeft thole permicious confequences,
which flow from thac do&rine effentially , and
refle in o bigh a degrec upon the (upreme
goodnefs, (ouldbe liidopen to.the yiew of the
Bl 3 Jult as-che Torks o, Aot ctablifh e
falle seligion.of their own devifing , and then
forbid /] men upam pain of death to difpute
upon religion 3 Or ‘as the Drickts of Molech
( che Abhomingtion of the Ammonies ) did,
make a noife wich their cimbrells all the while
the poor Infants were paffing through the fire

in Tophet , to keep their. pititull crics from the
cares of theif Parefits : So they-make 2 noife
with cheir declamationsiagaint chofe, who dare
difpute of the nature of God, that is , who-dare
{ét forch his Juftice ,-and his goodnéfs , and his
tiuth , and bis Philanhropy, onely to deaf the
cats, and dim the eyes of the Chriftian wnfldi
eafl
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Jéaft they fhould hear the lameatable ejulations
and howlings; or fec ; that muefull fpeacle
of millions of {ouls tormented’ for evermore
in the flames of the true Tapher; that is Hell,
onely for that whichaccording to 7. K. his do-
&rine was never in their power co fhiin , bue
which they were oideredan bly neceffi-
tated to do. Oncly to exprefs the omnipotence
and dominion , and to fatisfie the pleafure of
him, who is in-truch the Father of all m.
and.the Godof all confolation, Thisis
nall( faith our Saviour) to know the o
Godand Fe[us Chrifft, whom he hath fenc. J
7. 3. Pure Religion and urdefiled befare G
and the Father . is this,to wifite the
and widowes intheir afiiétion s andsto keep hins-
[elf unfpotteds from #be world ,faich v Janses,
Jam. 1. 27, Fear God and keep his Commande-
ments', for this is the while.d i
Salomson, Ecclef 12. 13. Buic T .H. hat
out 2 more compendious way ta heaven : Tra
Religion ( faith he ) confiffeth in obedience ro
Chrifis Liewtenants , and giving God fuch ho-
soier both ini artvibsites and atbions s as ey in
their (zverall Lieutenances (hall ordsin, That is
tofay, be of dhe Religion of :évery. Chriftian
Gountry whereyou come. - Ta fiiake the Civill
Magifirate to'be Chrifts Licutenant upon earth,
for matters of Rieligion’; And to: make him to
beSupreme Judgeinall controverfids, whom all
rmuft ohey ; i3 a-dodkrine fo-frtnge,and fuchan
uncouth pheafe.ts Ghriftiangaret; that 1 fhould

have

(253)
ffed Bis meaning, but that T confulted
is Book, De (e ¢. 15. Setk. 16, andc.
iftrate {hall be
Qian himfelf > What if he (hall com~
mand contiary tothe Law of God , o Nature,
Mt we obey bim rather than God? A& 14.
1g. Is the Civill Magiftrate become now the
onely grownd and pillar of T ? 1 demand
then why 7% H. is of a differenc mind from
his foveraign , and from the Lawes of the Land
concerning the attributes of God and his De-
crees 7 This is a new Paradox,and concerns not
this queftion of liberty, and necefficy 7 Where-
fore 1 forbear to profecuce it furcher, and fo con=
clude my reply wih the words of the Chriftian
Poet,
is juffum eff ore Galieni
Provceps quod colit ut colemsis omnes,
Aternum colemus Privcipen diernm
Fattorem Dominnmq; Galieni
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