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H . Publick fhould never have been trou-
bled with the following Treatiic on the
Lawtulnefs of Defenfive War, had it not
been for a late unfeafenable Pampnlet, in-
tituled, Zde Dedirine of Chriftianityy as beld by the
Pecple cclled Quakers, vindicated, in Anfwer to Gil-
bert Temient’s Sermon on the Lawfulnefs of War.
This Divine having, at the Requeft of fome Gen-
tlemen engaged in the Affociation for Defence lately
enter’d into for fecuring the Province againft a
threatening Invafion, printed a Sermon which he had
preached upon the Lawtulnefs of Defenfive War,
this Pampilet was printed and publithed in Anfwer
to :t: And that it night have the more univerfal In-
Fuence over the Province, was order’d to be given
away gratis. In this Performance the Author has
undertaken to prove, by fair and candid Interpreta-
tions of Scripture {as he tells us in the third Page)
the very Reverfe of what the Sermon had proved.
How well he hath fucceeded, the Reader witi fec in

the Perufal of the fecond Part of this Treatife.

IT was undoubtedly undertzken with no other
Intent but to defear this generous Undertaking of
thefe worthy Men (who could not n~fihiv have any

A2 other
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other View in it but the general Good} by raifing Scru-
ples in Peoples Minds about the Lawfulnefs of what
they were about to engage in.  This was done at fo
unfeafonable a Time, when every Body {but the Au-
thor and his Friends) was fuliy cenvinced, that there
was an extraordinary Call for failing upon fome Mea-
fures fcrour Security, that it gave no {inall Alarm to
every Weilwither to hisCountry ; infomuch that ma-
ny did not ‘ick to fay, it looked more like the
Performance of One who was engaged in a foreign
Intereft, thanot a true and loyal Engii/b Subjett.

WHEREFORE, asa Teftimony of my Re-
gard for the Good of human Society in general, of
my Duty to my King and Country in particular,
and of true Benevolence for all my Fellow Subjects;
I have f{uffered myfelf to be prevaied upon by fome
true Patriots, and Lovers of their Country, to in-
terpofe in the Behalf of that Dodtrine, which, if
once given up, the Exgl/h Dominions, as well as
thofe of all other Chriftian States, would foon be-
come a Scene of Slavery and Oppreflion.  This I
have done 1 the following Trestife, which I pray
God may be an Anudote againtt that pernicious and
groundicfs Principle this Vindicator endeavours to
fupport.

IN this Work T have clearly proved the Lawful-
nefs of Defenfive War under the Qld Teftament;
and thence I have deduced, as an undeniable Con-
fequence, that 1tis therefore not unlawful under the
New.

IN Profecution of the Argument I have followed
this Mcthod @ 1. I have ftated this Queftion, viz.

Whether in any Cafe it be lawful for Chriftians to |

make War under the Gofpel ?

2. I have taken the afirmative Side of the Que-
ftion; and for the Refolution thereof, [have proved,
both from Recafon and Revelation, that Defenfive

Wiar was lawtul under the Old Teftament.  And,
3.1 HAVE
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2. I HAVE made it appear (which is a plain
Relolution) that as there is rodnng mn Chnfh. 2nity
that can amount to a Law prohibiting Lietenfive W ar

under the Gofpel ; ther=fore 1t cannei e uniawtul for

Chnftians, under that Difpentation, to cefend them-
feives againtt a foreign Enemy: All this is contain’d
in the firft Part.

IN the fecond Part, I have examined all the Paf-
fages in the forcfaid Pamphlet, tizt feem to affect
the general Docirine I had eftablifhed in the firft ;
which I defire the Reader may perufe with Atten-
tion.  But there are two Paffages efpecially, which,
tho’ I have infifted upon pretty largely in the Trea-
tife, yet, for the farther Illuftration of the Doctrines
advanced in the Examination of them, I muft beg
Leave to add fomething here, in order to prevent
Miftakes. The firft is, where I examine what the
V. advances aganft the Law and Light of Nature,
The 1econd 1s, where I examine his Obfervatlon con-
cerning Mens acting in moral Matters according to
their Convuftxons

THAT there is fuch a Thing as the Law of
Nature exifting in the Univerfe, I have briefly
proved in the fecond Part 3 and that notwithftanding
the Fall of /dam, Mankind were capable of difcover-
8 g the main Pnncxpxcs of the Law of Nature, and the
neceflary Duties incumbent upon them by Virtue of
this Law. Now, for the farther Dluftration of this
curious Point, and preventing Miftakes, let ine add,

1. WHEN I fay there are natural eifential
Differences in the Natures of Things, from whence
refults a Fitnefs and Unfitnefs in A@ons to certain
Ends ; I don’t maintain that thefe Differences are
any Thmg abftracted from the Will of God, this
being a Speculation that has no Relation to my
SUbjC& It is enough for my Purpoe, if it be grant-
ed, that there are fuch natural and effential Differen~

Ces i, Things, whether thofc Differences be confi-
A 3 dered
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dered as anfing from the Things themiclves antece-
dent to the Will of God, or trom his Will conttit:
ting them fuch, tho’ before th iey were 1n their Na-
tures perfectly indifferent.

A DE AL may be faid for both theie Opinions ;
out I incline to the latter, as being motit agreeable to
holy Scnpture ----And tho’ we piace the Spring and
Fountain of the Law of Nature in the Divine Will,
which s free in the moft unimited Senfe ; 1t will
not follow from hence, that the Law of Nature may
theretore be changed by God, or the contrary be
commanded ; becaufe he has created Man (who 1s
the Subject ot this Law) a Being not poﬂlbly to be
preferv'd without the Obfervation of it. Now
this being the Cafe, we cannot with any Colour of
Reafon fuppofe that God will either alter or reverfe
the Law of Nature, {o long ashe brings no Change on
human Nature itfelf ; and  fo long as “the Adtions en-
join’d by this Law do by a naturai \onﬁqucme pro-
‘mote the Good of Society, in which is contain’d all
the temporal Happinefs of Mankind, wiile the con-
trary Actions da by as ftrong a Ncceffity deftroy that
Society :  That 15, fo long as Benelicence, Kind-
nefs, good Faith, Jufticc, “Gratitude, and the like
Practices, fhall have a Power of engaging and
winning on Mens Minds, and wice veiya.

AND therefore fuppofing human Nature and
human Affairs to be fix’d and cordtant, the Law of
Nature, tho’ it owed its original Inftitution ic the
free Pleafure of God, remains firm and immutable.

AND here we ought to diftinguith carefully be-
twixt the Law of Nature asit refpe&s God himfelf,
who is the Author of it, and as it refpedts Men,
who are the Subjeéts thereof. For tho” *twould be
Impiety to affert that the I.aw of Nature contains any
Thing in it repugnant to the divine Holinefs and
Juftice ; yet we are certain, that God does many
Aéhons, whxch were we to do, would be abomina-

ble
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ble Wickednefs : And the Reafon is, bezaufe this
I.aw 1s not commen to God and Men. The Law
of Nature, tho’ it indifpeniibly obliges us yet it can
lay no Cbligation upon him. So that when we fay
God cannot difpenfe with the Law of Nature, we
mean, that he cannot alter the Relations of Things
with Regard to fuch Duties as neceffanly refult from
the Cenftitution of human Nature. He cannot alter
the Natures of Virtue and Vice, without altering
tae Conftitution of human Nature. Now from this
Obfcrvation, ’tis ealy ic anfwer thofe Inftances
which fome give of God’s difpenfing with the Law
of Nature ; as when he commanded the Ifraelites to
deftroy fome Nations utterly, and to {poil others of
their Pofleflions. Here was only an Alteration made
in the Properties of Things, but the Obligation of
the preceptive Law of Nature was not hereby dif-
folved. Murder would have been an intrinfical E-
vil ttil; but that which was done by the inmediate
and {pecial Command of God, who is the fupream
Lord and Difpoler of all Things, and hath a fuller
Right over his Creatures, than any Man can have
over another, would have been noMurder. Robbery
would have been Evil {hill ; but taking Things alie-
nzted from their Properties by God himfelf, who is
the righttul Proprictor of all Things, was not i%obbe-
ry. It cannot therctore be properly called a Dif-
penfation of the Law of Nature, when a Man by
exprefs Command from Heaven executes God’s
Right upon other Men meerly as his Inftrument.
Circumftances may be wvaried, and the Object
changed, and yet the Law itfelf fuffer no Alteration.
Again, when I fay that the general and moft necef-
fary Precepts of the Law of Nature are difcovera-
ble by every Man poflefled of the due Exercife of his
Reafon, I don’t maintain that thefe general Princi-
les are innate, or imprintcd, as it were, in Mens
gflinds, from their very Birth, in the Manner of di-
A4 ftin&t
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fhnct and actual Propofitions, fo astobe readily ex-
prefs’d and utter’d by them, as foon as they armve
at the Ule of Specch witheu: further Inftruction cr
Meditation ; becaufe this Doctrine té me feems not
to have any Foundation in Nature. Tho’ I vene-
rate the great Names of Stilling fleet and Sherlock, who
are of the contrary Opinion ; yet, what I take to
be the Truth, I hope I fhall always prefer before
a blind Obedience to any human Authonty. When
I fay therefore, that the Law of Nature is the Dic-
tate of right Reafon, my Meaning is this, That the
human Underftanding is endued with fuch a Peower,
as to be able from the Contemplation of human Na-
ture, to aifcover a Neceflity of living agreeably to
thisLaw. On which Account St. Peu!/ declaresii to
be written in Mens Hearts, Rom. 1. 15.

AS the Underftanding performs the Gffice of a
Light to dire€t Men in their Actions, whereby
when they are not guided aright, they muft una-
voidably lofc their Way ; {o it ought to be laid
down as a certain Principle, that there ever was,
both in the apprehending Faculty, and in the Judg-
ment, fuch a Degree of natural Rectitude, as, upon
due Attention given, will not fuffer Men to be de-
ceived in Reference to the main Principles and moft
neceffary Duties of moral Practice ; and that neither
of thofe Powers are fo corruptec and depraved, as to
put them under a Neceflity of being miftaken there-
in. An ll-cut Mirror will prefent every Image in a
diftorted Confufion ; and the Tongue, when tinc-
tur’d with a Jaundice, is not able to difcern the Diffe-
rence of Taftes : And yet it does not follow, that
therefore the Senfes, to which thofe Offices belong,
are fallacious and uncer:ain. Neither could it have
been charg’1 on thofe who never had the Benefit of |
a divine Revelatxon, as Guilt, that they had done a
bad Action, if they had not been furnithed with a
clear Difcernment of moral Good and Evi. And llcti'

wou

&
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would be the higheft Injuftice to impute that Error
as finful, which was beyond Mens Power to avoid
or thake off. And thercfore, unlefs we would ut-
terly fubvert all the Morality of A&ionin Men before
the giving of the moral Law, we muft by all Means
maintain, that tte human Und(rﬁandmg ever was,
and ftitl is, fo far nght, as to be able to difcern and
practife the nea,efrary Duties of Nature’s Law, upon
(ufhcient Enquiry and Meditation.  But to prevent
Miitakes, I beg Leave pa rticularly to remark, that
I am not here mbatma 'as being foreign to the Mat-
ter in Hand) what Power the human Underftanding
hath about Things which depend upon divine Reve-
lation, or what it can pcrfm m in fuch extraordinary
Cafes without the Affiftance of divine Grace ;3 but
only about the Power it hath as ’tis employ’d in re-
gulating Mens Actions according to the Dictates of
the Law of Narure. And as to this Point, I have
afferted, and I hope with no Oftence to any confide-
rate Man, that there never was any Perfon of proper
Years, and Mafter of hisown } \P"uun, that could not
comprehend the moft general and neceflary Precepts
of the Law of Nature, and thoie which are of the
greateft Ufe 11 common Lite ;5 and difcern the A-

reement they bear to the yational and focial State of
§dankind.

IT muftindesd be owned, that Intereft, joined
with the Prejudices of Intancy, Education, or Cu-
ftom, obfcure the cleareft Dictates of Reafon; of
this we every Day {ce numberlefs Inftances. Some
are fo blinded with Selt-love, that all tneir fine Parts
{eem intirely to forfake them, as foon as any Marter
comes in Debate, the Decilion of which 1s attended
with any Inconvenience to themielves; and yetihcfe
very Perfons thall go through a great many other
Things, infinitely more difficuit, with the greateft
Facility, when they have no T'erdency to their own
Difadvantage. One principal Criterion of right kea-

fon,
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fon, and that whereby we know affuredly that it is
natural to Mien, Is, that the umuft Man, when he is
a&ng in any Affair that does nowife affe¢t his own
IncerefR, ,udges ‘exaltly according to tie Ruies of
Juitce; and vicious Perlons, of everv Sart, have
juft Sentiments of Things, where they do not fuffer
themfelves to be prf:poﬂ'ehed by Paffion. But there
1s cnother Caufe of wrong Judormcnt befides thefe;
vrz. Precipitation and Prepoﬁ'cﬂiorx, equally hurttul
to Society with the cther. A Man oftentimes be-
coes tenaciouily fond of falfe or doubttul Prina-
pie, taken up without Examination or Reflection ;
anc. then ’vs no Wonder it he finds himfelt unable
to recencile thefe with the Truth of Things, or to
draw from them juft and regular Coniequences.
H:w tew ao we aind, who fo much as think of e-
ver calling in queftion certain Principles which they
kave early imbibed, efpecialy it they iee them au-
thorized by the Opinions of thofe whem they look
upon to be their Supenors in Witdom and Expen-
encs; or eftublithed by the Cuftoms of the QOC!::ty
or Place where they have been bred 2 Hence we Snd,
evea Men of Parts, when puthed on by Party Ant-
mo.tes, {irenuouly erdeavounng to hnd out, not
what 1s moft coniormable to the invarabie Rules
of -ght Reaton and Equiy - the very Exaitence of
wmch thev have the Atfurance to @eny' buz o only
what to them ivems moft proper to ]ufhtv the fana-
2. Notions thar Party hath embraced.  But tho’
ton:e Pertons, thro’ Indoience, mav poifibly never
have thougnt of one or two Precepts ; or thro’
Rathnefs and Preapization, may have fram’d wrong
Opinons of acting ; or by a Mind corrupted with
vious Hahits; may have called therr Truth and
Neceffity in quettion ; or may have embrac’d other
Ruies of Aétion contrary © natural Suggettions ;
yet this no more proves, that human Nature

1s uverfally corrupted, thanit proves, that, becaufe
4
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a Man who has put out his Eyes, cannot difcern any
Difference in Colours ; therctore others cannot
do fo, who have rot put out therr Eyes. For
thefe univerfal Edicts are fo clearly publithed and
explain’d, and fo clofcly interwoven with our very
Being, that no Man, with the Uie of Reafon, can be
incapable of apprehending and dilceraing them ;
fince to this End nothii.g more is required, than an
ordinary Portion of natur ral L:=ht, provided that the
Mind be not vitiated and obftrusted by {ome Diitem-
per.

2. IN my Examinanon of what the /. hath ad-
vanc’d concerning People’s acting in moral Duues
according to their Convicaons, lobierved, Thatte
make Men’s Faith or Perluafion the Rule of moral
Duties, feems to be s prepetterous Wav of arguing,
as ai rutmg the great I\)u..\‘ snien of Mor .z!v‘", u.d
producing very dangerous, et '1\ lary Conicqucn«
ces. For the further liuttration of witich. ierme add :
"Ths true, Catuifls alicw, that tiia S tor a Man o
act agamntt s Judgment, cven fu; \po"r‘ r s Judg-
ment to be falic: But then they caretul iy i tm"m*h
between an Error in Theory, and an krrorin Prac-
tice. A Man errsin the Tacory, when he fancies a
Thing to be commanded, which 1s really torhidder,
or }=tt lnuﬁ'crcnt, i. 2. neither commanded nor forbid-
der, and tive ver:.  But he errs in the Practce,
when fomething intervenes in the Exercic ot Actions,
which alters therr Circumitances.  Now ’us aliew’d
that the tormer Kind ot Errors do not hinder their Im-
putation to an Agent: Secaufe he 1s iuppofed not ta
have apply’d furficient Dii igence 1n comparing his
Acuons with the Rule prcﬁnb d him; which in Mat-
ters concermng moral Dutes, 1s {o plain, both in the
Law of Nature and Revclation, thath: that runs may
read it. Amd therefore he has no Reafon to think,

thzt fuch Errors thail not be impu&ed t:0d hasgive
Men a moral Law, plain and inteibgible bir every Body
that
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thathas thc .xeraie of Reafon, whereby they are to
guide their A tons: And let a Man’s Perluaiion be
what it will as to certain Aéhons, 1t cannot alter the
Nature of Things. ’Tisnat hiquin;Oﬂ but God’s
Law that makes Things Good or Evil, and therefore
we fhall be for ever oblig’d to do fome Aéhons, and
torbear others, whatever our Perfuafion be, becaufe
we cannot alter the \Fature of Goodand Evil.  For if
the moral Goodnrefs or Badncfs of Actions were to be
meafur’d by Men’s Opinions, then Duty and Sin
wculd be the moft uncertain 1 hings in the World 3
and what 1s Good or Evil to Day, would be the con-
trary To-morrow as any Man’s Opinion alters: But
fuch Confequences are intolerable.  And therefore
tho’ a Man be convinc’d that fuch a Practice is forbid-
den, he may be guilty of Sin, anc damn’d torit too,
it fuch Conviction lead kim, inother Cafes, to act
aganit a plain Law of Ged.

THERE are Men among us who are convinc’d
that the Doétrines of Chnft torbid all Sorts of War,
tor which Reafon, they fay, they cannot in Confcience
join, or have any Hand in defending their Country
with carnal Weapons. Now in Anfwer to this [
grant, thatif a neceffary Self-detence againit a forcign
Enemy be really forbidden by Chriit, then they are
not tobe blam’d: For their refufing to join in fuch
a Prattice 1s, in this Cafe, undoubtedly their Duty,
even tho’ their Country fhould be ruin’d without 1,
But then the Point we ftand upon 1s this: That what
the fupream Magiftrate (whom by the Laws of God
they are bound to obey in all Thingslawful) requires
of them, in commanding them to defend their Coun-
try, istorbidden by naLaw of Chrift (as willappear
in the fohowmg Treatife) And therefore their being
convinc’d that the Doétrines of Chriftianity forbid a
neceffary Self-defence againft a foreign Enemy, will

not acquit them from the Guil >f dlfobeymg the Ma-

s,itrate, .who is the Ordinance of God.  They are
cxprefiy
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exprefly commanded, both inthe moral Law, and
in the Gofpel, to obey Magiftrates ; and their falte
Perfuafion will never juftity their Breach of an °xprcts
Command of Ged.  So that if God's Law commands
me to obey the Magiftrate in all Things lawtul, my
falfe Perfuafion that what the Ma.giﬁrate commands
me is unlawful, will not acquit me from Sin before
God, if Ido dfobey him.  To confirm this Reafon-
ing, let me afk the following Qucthion.

W HEN St. Paul thought himfeit bound in Duty
to perfecute Chnitians, was his Perfecution {inful or
no? Yes furely, for he calls himiclf the greateft of
Sinners for that very Reafon, ¥ Tom.1. 13.15. And
theretore a Man’s thinking a Thing to be lawful,
will not acquit him before God for doing that Thing,
if 1t be againft God’s Law (as Periccotion for Confci-
ence in religious Speculations undoubtedly is.) Nor
will a Man’s thinking a Thing to be unlawful acqurt
him before God tor omitting that Thing, if by fodo-
ng he violate a plain Law of God in another Cafe.
Again, {uppofe a Roman Catholick, who believes
Popery tobe ithe only true Religion, does in Obedi-
ence toit worfhip Images and the Hoft.  This Per-
{on would certainly abher thefc Practices did he think
them to be 1dolatrous, but he believes them to be ne-
ceflary Duties.  And yet 1 prefume this?”. will charge
Roman Catholicks with Idolatry, tho’ they difclaim
it, and profefs they do no more than their Duty,
when they give divine Worthip to fuch Objects.  And
indeed thcy are certainly charged nghtly inthis; for
if it be really Idolatry by God’s Word to dofo, tiicn
it will be Idolatry in any Man to do fo, let his Per-
fuafion be what itwill.  For a Man’s falfe Perfuafion
doth not alter the Nature of Things. Now the Cafe
1s alike in the Matter before us.  For Difobedience to
the higher Powers is as properly a Sin, as worthip-
ing a Creature isIdolatry; and he is as mucha T ranf-

greflor, who thinksit his Duty to difobey the Magi-

ftrate
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ftrate. as he is an Idolater, who thinks it his Duty to
worihip a Creature. A Man's Miftake, according
to the greater or leffer Culpability of it, will more ot
lefs excuic him betore God 1n both Inftances, butit
cannot change the Narture either of Difobedience or
Idolatry.

NO W 10 apply thisto the Cafe under Confidera-
tion, That Protcction 1s wue trom the Magaftrate to
the Sub]c\.t anc. taat the Subiect is bound to obcy
the Magtl‘ratu in all his lawful Commands, is undeni-
ably evident, both trom the moral Law and the Gof-

But that the Gofpci torbids a neceffary Selt-de-
fence againtt a foreign Enemy, can at moft be but
probable ; the firft is an undeniable Truth quethoned
by none; whereas the laft is but a probable Qpinion,
beheved by few. Here tien is a Cafe where there 1s
a piain Competition between two Duties;  the one 15
Obedience to a doubtfui Precept of Chrift, th: other
1s Obedience to anindifputable Law of God, <iz.
Protection from the Magiftrate, and Obedience frem
the Subjedt.

NOW this Cafe is eafily determined, for when a
Man doubts only on one Side (which is the Cafe here)
it 1s more ieafonable (if alt other Conliderations be e-
qual) to chufe that Side which he hath no Doubt of,
But then (which I defire may be attentively coniider’d;
if there be other Circumitances to overbalance that
Coniideration of Uncertainty (which is planly the
Cafe with the 7. and his Friends) it will be more rea-
foaable to chufe that Side which Udid betore doubt of.
Nay, 1t is my Duty fo to do. Forit I doubt, I doby
doubtmg own that I cannot cerainly tell whether the
Action be lawful or unlawful; and furely then the
Weight of pre{ﬁm* Conhdcmﬁons (which in this Cafe
are not wanting) fuch as the Prefervation of my Coun-
try from Ruin, Obedience and Subjetion to my Su-
periors, and the like, ought to turn the Ballance;
otherwile I cannot anfwer to God and the World for

the
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the Confequences that may enfue.  Thus for Inftance
If [ have the fole legiilative Power of Government in
my Hands, at a Juncture when the People are threat-
ned with a foreign Invafion; I’m oblig’d, by Virtue
of a former Gbligation, notwithftanding mmy Doubt as
to the Lawfulnefs of bearing Arms, to make a legal
Provifion for the publick Security. And then as to
the Cafe of Subjects, who are under an indifpenfible
Obligation, both by the moral Law and the Precepts
of the Gofpel, to obey Magiftrates in ali their lawful
Commands, and which Obligation they are fully con-
vinc’d of too without any Doubt ; and fince (as I
faid before) the Unlawfulnefs of bearing Arms in a
neceffary Self-defence can never be undeniably prov’d
from Scripture, and muit therefore be a doubtful
Cafe: Their Duty, inObedience to their Magiftrate’s
Coinmand, is heartily to join in the Defence of the
Publick, againft alawlefs, foreign Invader, whenever
there fhall be Occafion for their Affiftance. Becaufe,
as in all doubtful Cafes, the fafeft Side is to be chofen;
fo ’as certain, 1t is fafer for them, in this Cafe, to
obey than dilobey.  There is a plaiin Law of God
that commands them to obey the Magiftrate in all
lawful Things; and if hisCommand be unlawful, the
only Hazard they runis, of tranfgrefling fome Pre-
cept of which they were not certain: But in a doubt-
ful Cafe, it is very uncertain whether the Law of God
forbid the Thing orno, and if the Command be law-
ful, then in difobeying they run the Hazard of tranf-
grefling a plain Law which they cannot but know,
and which 1s of the greateft Importance to the Pub-
lick.

*T IS true (as T have obferv’d in the Treatife) St.
Paul faith, he that doubteth is damn’d if he eat, be-
caufe he eateth not of Faith, for whatfoever is not of
Faith is Sin, Rom. xiv. 23. But pray let it be con-
fidered, that there is a vaft Difference between this
Cafe, and that of thofe I am arguing with, I;I/;he

an
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Man St. Paul fpeaks of, was at Liberty to forbear
eating, and finned n chufing to run fuch a needlefs
Hazard of tranigreiiing the Law ‘of awving no Ot-
fence to weak Brethren.) But wher. the Mag;itrate
commands the Subjett to aflift in defending their
Country, they are not at Liberty.  In the former
Cafe the Man might forbear withcut any Danger,
but in the latter t..ib tha = is greater Danger in for-
bearing, than in acting, and therefore he is bound to
alt in the latter Laie, +ho’ 1t mught be Sin to alt n
the former.

A S tomy Method of xamining this 7°s Remarks
on the aforefaid Sermon, [ have tais Apology to
make for myfelf, that 1 had no other View in any
Thing I have there faid, but to vindicate Truth, and
dete¢t Error. If lhave faid fome Things that may
feem to betray a Want of Temper for his abufing his
Adverfary, and impofing on the World undera fpe-
cious Pretence of pleading tor the Truth, I hopethe
Reader will be reconcil’d, when I affure him, that
1t was neither from any Perudice in Favour of the
Author of the Sergion (to whomn I am fo far a
Stranger, that to my Knowledge I never exchang’d
a Word with him) nor from any perfonal Pre]udxce
againft the 7. or any of kis Friends. But upon find-
ing a Principle, 1o neceflary to the Support of civil
Society (as a neceilary Self-deience againft a foreign
Enemy 1s) attack’d by a Heap of Sophifms and
wretched Arguments, contriv’d on Purpofeto con-
fcund and perplex what was not in his Power to con-
fute, I thought it my Duty to lay them out in their
true Colours, that the World may {ece wherein their
boafted Strength hies.  +'or [ know rnany have bodfted
of this mighty Performance, as an unanfwerable
‘Piece.  Bur fure I am it it be, it is not upon the Ac-

count of folid Argument or fund Reafoning.
FOR if either the Author or his Friends can fhew
me but haif a Dozen of Argumentsin the whole Per-
formance,
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formance, that will bear the Teft of Svlloaifm /the
T ouch:tom of nght Arguing® 1 will own “all T have
fa1d againft him to be gmundlefs.

[ S1iOGU LD not have made fo free wizh this 7.
uponany other Point of Controverly we could poifibiy
have hit upon. Butthisbeing a Pointotfuchvait Confe-
quence to the whole Chnfhm World; the abaiive Me-
thod he has made Ulie of in ticating of i, cannot in
my Opirion be too fmartly rcpnhcr\ ed.

AND it feems not unn\uﬂ’tr} tor the Good of
the Pubhck, that he thould be ol fo; that the next
Time he hasa Mind to publith a Vindication of this
Doctrine, he may chufe a more {eafonable Opportu-
nity, than when we are alarm’d with a toreign Inva-
fion. Had nor this been the Cafe, 1 do affure him,
I theuld have employ’d my Time much better, than
in an Examinatien of his Vindication.

AN D as to his Friends, I know many of them to
be Men of too much good Senfe te give into his
feniclefs Sentimerts on this Point.  Ard as to thofe
who do, if they think I have done him any Wrong,
I cannot hope they thould ipare me. Only I bng
Leave to give this friendiy Caution to whomnfoever
fhall be appointed to anfwer this Piece (if they fhal!
think it worth aniwerinz; that they would lay afide
that mean Trick of cealing in general evafive An-
{wers, and ufing equavocal Terms in fuch a Manner
as to make them look two dirett contrary Ways,
together witit fome dark out-of-the-way Expreffions
in their own Language, which have not ic much as
the Face of an Argament, only that they may have
it to fay, there is an Anfwer to fuch a Book. And
if any one concern’d really for Truth, fhall under-
take the Confutation of what I have here advanc’d,
I fincerely promife him, either to recant my Mi-
ftake, upon fair Ce-viétion, or ufe my beft Endea-
vours t- ani{wer 'as Difliculties.

T ki, Caufe m Debate between us is of very great
Confequence 3 it concerns the whole Chriitian

B World
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World in gencral, and rthis unhappy Province in
particular.  That any Evidence in the Propofal or
Defence of it, can be fuificient to conquer the Ob-
ftinacy and Prejudices of a great manv among us, 1
have not the Vanity to imagirz.  Bur this [ tiunk 1
may juftly demand of evirvy Reader, that tince
there are grear and vifibke Falihoods on one Side or
other, he would umpartialiy cxainine on which Stle
they Lic s and upon that 1 wili v nture the Cuufe n

any Readers Judgment, who wiii but lay afiie all
Preindice and P.xm.ﬂ,q. and come with a fincere
Refsiution to embrace what, upon the great:ft E-
vidence appears o be the Truth : And as for him
that will niot <o that, I care not much either what ae
fays or thinks.

AS to the Goodnefs of the Performance, I can {ay
but little in its Favour. But if I have not fucceed-
ed in it according to my Wiihes, 1 may plead that
it was drawn up under a bad State of Heﬂlt‘x amidft
a Variety of Interruptions, and a Famine both of
Men and Books. This will in fome Sort excufe the
Author, tho’ it may detract from the Performance.

I SHAI L make no other Apology for becommg
an Author, than that it was partly to gratify the Im-
portunity of my Friends, and partly to fatisfy every
Man who has any fincere Affection for his Country,
that it is not only Jawful for him, but laudable and
glorious to exert himfelf in its Defence, whenever he
has a lawful Call thereto.

As to whatever Cenfures the Criticks may pafs
upon my Performance, this fhall give me ne Manner
of Concern; becaufe as Vermin are led by Inftinct
to the beft F ruits, {o (faith a learned ’Wnter) thefe
Kind of Infets fwarm about the beft “Writers ; fo
that thould they vouchfafe to allcw me a Place a-
mong thefe, they would do me an Honour, which 1
have not the Vanity to think I deferve.

IHAVE ro more to add, but that V, ftands

for Vindicator, A



TREATISE
On the LAWFULN‘SSS of
DEFENSIVE WAR.

S the beft Things -are moft apt to be
abufed, fo the Abufe of them generally
produces very ill Confequences. There
1s no Principle fo goed, nor Prattice fo
eneficial, but what may be perverted to an ill Ufe,
by the Wickednefs or Folly of Men. And this I
take to be the Cafe with relation to the Point now to
be debated. ;.

Foxr tho’ Self-prefervation be a rioble Principley
ingrafted in our Nature by the all-wife Author of our
Being, for thie Security of our Lives, and the Prefer-
vation of the Species; yet wicked Mendooften abufe
it to very ill Purpofes.  Whenever their Prejudices,
Paffions, or Intereft; prompt them to fall foul on
their innocent Neighbours, they always pretend that
itis, fomehow or other, in Confequence of the great

Law of Self-prefervation.
HEencE it comes to pafs, that one of the nobleft,

and moft ufeful Principles in Nature, and fo necef-
fary for the Good of the whole Aaimal Creation,

that the Werld could not fubfift without it, is per-
B 2 "Cne‘
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s A TREATISE on

be left in Mens Power ftill to doit. Apnd in this
Senfe of the Word, I maintain Defenfive War, un-
der the Gofpel, to be lawful. . For which Purpofe,
it will be neceffary to prove, in the firft Place, that
fuch a War as I now P]caJ for, was confonant or
agreeable to the Law of Nature, and not repugnant
to any exprefs Law of God undcr the old Teftament.
By the Law of Nature, I mean the Ditate of right
Reafon, thewing the moral Good or Evil of any
Adbon, by the Repugnancy or Congruity it hath te
rational Nature itfelf; and confequently that fuch an
Adtion is agreeable or difagreeabls to the Will of
God, - who is the very Author of Nature *.

: THe. State of the Cafe, therefore, is p‘amly thxs
A Defenfive War, undertaken by lawful Authonty,
with no other View but to defend the innocent Lives
and Liberties of the whole Community, when this
cannot be done by any other Means, was ever con-
fonant to the Law of Nature, and repugnant to no
pofitive Law of God, under the Old. Teftament ;
and therefore it cannot be unlawful under the I\cw
unlefs an.e xprefs pofitive Law of Chrift car. be pro-
cuc’d, prohibiting all Sorts of War under the Gof-
pel. And if it be prov’d, that fuch a War is not
unlawful, it will be encugh for my Purpofe ; for if
it be not unlawful, it will be no Violation of any
Law, and confequently can be no Sin.

I suaLL now proceed to prove in the firft Place,
That Defenfive War was confonant, or agreeable, to
the Law of Nature, - and not repugnant to any ex-
prefs Law of God under the Old Teftament : And
this I fhall do, by Arguments drawn, both from
Reafon and Revelation. . Whence it will evidently
follow, as a Refolution of the Queftion, that it is
jawful, in fome Cafes, for Chriftians to make War
under the Gofpel ; becaufe what was once lawful,
by Virtue of the Law of Nature, muft forever be fo

(the

* See Preface, Page ¢.
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(the Grounds and Reafons continuing the fame) un-
lefs made otherwife by a pofitive Law of God. -

ANp, Firff, That Defenfive War was confonant
to the Law of Nature, and not repugnant to any ex-
prefs Law of God, under the Old Teftament, will
appear from the fohowmg Arguments ;

1. THEerE are fome Things to which every Man
(at leaft before the Caf: is altered by voluntary Com-
pact) has 1sctn a natvral and’ immediate Relation,
that he only, of ail Mankind, can juftly call them
his ; fuch as his Life, his Ltmbs, his Liberty, e,
Hence it follows, that no other Man can have a
Right to begin an Attempt upon this Man’s Life,
or in any Manner to difturb his Happinefs, becaufe
he is fuppos’d to be in a State mtu-ely independent,
and that other to have no Right of Dominion over
him.

But, Secondlv, Tho' no Man can have a Rwht
to begin to hurt another, yet every Man has a
Rwht to defend himfelf, and his, againft Violence,
when offered (: (always iup'\oﬁncr the Cafe not tc be
altered by volurtary Compadt) for 1 do not fay that
a Man who is become a Memb\r of Scciety, -has, in
all Cafes, a Kight to defind himfelf againft even
lawlefs Viocience, for Reafons that are obvxous almoft
to every Body; and far lefs to defend himfeif a-
gainft lawtul Violence, when he has incurred it, by
violading the Laws of the Community to which he
belongs. 1 fay then (excepting this Cafe) every
Man, and confequently every independent S roxetg
of Men, have a Right to defend themﬁlvce an
what is theirs, agalmt lawlefs Violence. Now who-
ever denies 2 Man (thus dircumftanc’ d) this Privi-
lege, afferts, contrary to Truth, cither that he hath
not the Facultics and Powers which he has, or that
hisMaker has giventhem to him invain ; for to what
End has he them, it he may not ufc them? And how

may he ufc them, if not for his own Prefervation,
B 4 ' whcn
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when he is attack’d, and in Danger of being de-
ftroy’d ? Atthis Rate, what becomes of the univer-
fal invariable Principle of Sclf-prefervation, implant-
ed by the Author of Nature in the whole Animal
Creation, which{crves for no Purpofe that we know
of, but to preferve Individuals, by prompting them
to provide for, and dcfend themizlves ?

Thirdlx, To deny Men a Right to defend them-
felves againft Violence and Ruin, mutft be inconfiftent
witn the Laws of human Nature, becaufe inconfitent
with the general Good of Mankind ; for whatever is
inconfiftent with the general Peace and W elfare ot
Mankind, is inconfiftent with the Laws of hvman
Nature, and theretore wrong

Fcurehly, Ir a Man has no Rlorht to defend lum-
felf, he can have no Right to any Thing; but ts
aliowed on all Hands, that-every Man has fuch a
natural Right to his Life, his Limbs, s Liberty,
&c. that he only, of all Mankind, canjuftiy call them
his: If thercfore a Man has a Rigiit, he may juftly
maintain that Right. It implics a great ‘Abfurdity
then, to deny a Man a Righr to defend himiclf a-
gainft lawlefs Violence ; becaufe it is faying, contra-
ry to what 1s granted by all, that the Aggreflor has
a Kignt to affault the other, and ufurp what is his.
And more than that, to begin the Violence, being in
Nature more thanto repel it, he who begins, is the
true Caufc of all that follows, and whatever falls upon
him by the Oppofition made from the defending
Farty, 1s but the Effet of his own A&, or it is that
Violence of which he is the Author, refleéted back
upon humf lf. If then he who begins to violate the
Late and Happinefs of another, evxdcnt‘y docs what
is vrong, he who endeavours to put a Stop to that
A} mlercc, does 1n that Refpect what i1s nght by the
Terms.

Fifikly, Tr every Man, before all voluntary Com-
pact, has fuch a Right to his Life, his Limbs, his

Liberty
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Liberty, 5c. that he only of all Mankind can juftly
call them his; he certainly alts agreeable to Right in
ufing them as his; but that Man who oppofes him
in this, and ccniequently lays a claim to that which
is not his, ats contrary to Right.

In fine: As every Man is oblig’d to confult his
own Happinefs, there can be no Doubt, but thathe
not only may, but even ought to defend 1t ; becaufe.
as I am oblig’d to purfue Happinefs, I’'m oblig’d, at
the 1ame time, to recede as far as I can from its
Contrary.

I own in fo doing, I ought not to aét rathly, or
do more than the End propos’d requires ; I ought
to ufe all prudent Methods to ftop the Violence ;
but when all other Meafures prove ineffectual, or
impracticable, I muft take fuch other as I can, and
oppole Force to Force; “otherwife T will fail in my
Duty to myfelf, and deny Happinefs to be what
it 1s. ‘ ’ :

Now to apply this Reafoning to Societies, letit be
oblerv’d, that the Condition of an incorporated na-
tional Society or Kingdom, feems to be much the
fame with a fingle Perfon, as confider’d exifting
where there 1s no Benefit of Law to be had; and
what one Man may juitly do to another in that Po-
fitton, may be done by one Nation or politick Body,
with Refpect to another.  If one Man therefore may
in fuch a Pofition have a Right to dcfend himfelf,
which that he hath, is evident from the Nature and
Reafon of Things; then a Numbsr of Men muft
have an equal Right at leaft, if not a greater; for
there is more Reafon that a Number of innocent Men
thould be faved, than only one of that Number, and
therefore that a Number. fhould defend themfelwes,
than that one thould. And if this may be done by
every {ingle Perfon in a State of Naturc, before the
Cafe is alter’d by voluntary Compact, it may be
done by them'in a facial State, when confederated
R - among
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among themielves; becaufe with refpect to other
‘Nations they are fhil in that State, fo far as they have
not limited themfelves by Leagues and Allhances.

+ Uron the whole therefore, mutual Defence being
one great End of civil Society, if not the greateft,
it muft in a particular and eminent Manner, invoive
in it Defence agairit foreign Enemies: And there-
fore, as I fad before, whoever from a Principle of
"Generofity and Love ro his Country, and not in Pur-
fuance’ ‘of private Views, fignalizes himfelf in its
‘Defence when there is Occafion for it, does whatis
agreeable to the eternal Law of Truth and Right,
and juftly deferves the grateful At.knowledomcnts ‘
cf every good -Sub:ect and Lover of his ng and

Now thefe Tru*h@, as they are built upon the in-
diiputable Principles of right Reafon, and in a Man-
ner felf-ewdent will, ‘I think, readily be granted by
-all Men of found ]udgment thhout any farther Ii-
luftration. -

- I SuaLi proceed therefore in the

2d. PLacE, to prove from Revelation, that Defen-
tive War was confonant to the Law of Nature under
the Old' Teftament, whence it will appear at the fame
Time, that it was not repugnant to any poﬁnve Law
of God under that Difpenfation. - -

Now that War commenc’d upon juft Grounds,
was confonant to the Law of Nature, and not repug-
nant to the reveal’d Will of God undér the Old Tefta-
ment, will appear from the following Inftances. -

W find, Gen. xiv. that the Almighty, by his high
Prieft Melchi fedeciz, did approve of a War made by
his Servant Abrakam upon the four Kings; who in
plundering Sodom, had taken Lot and his Family
Captives, who was Abrabam’s Brother’s Son, and
as it were, a Part of his own Family. The Text
fays, Mel:hifedeck blefled Abrabam, and faid, Bleffed
be Abrabem of the moft bigh God Poffelfor of Heaw:‘

an
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aid Earth: v. 20. And bleffed be the moft bigh God,
who ba:b deliver’d thine Enemies into thine Haond.
Now here wvas a War made by this eminent Servant
of God, without any fpecial Commiffion from the
Almighty for it; but he was excited thereto by the
meer Law of Nature; prefuming upon that Principle
of Nature, that tc refift, and recompente lawlefs In-
juries, was not difpleafing to the God of Nature,
Whofo fbeddztb Maw’ s Blood, by Man fball bis Blovd
de fbed, feems to have been deeply engraven in Mens
Hearts from the Beginning ; which made Casz, aiter
the Murder of his Brother, cryout, Every ome thas
fndeth me hall flayme. - : S
As to the War made by the Ifraelites upon the
Seven Nations, I fhall wholly omit any Confideration
of it here, as having ne Relation to this Argument:
In this Cafe they were not excited by the Law of Na-
ture, bur acted by Virtue of an exprefs Command of
God. This Afton therefore comes intirely within
the Verge of the judicial Law, - which being long
fince cxpir’d, is therefore quite out of this Queftion.
Thofe Aétions therefore that were lawful for the Fews,
may not be drawn into Example by us Chriftians, be-
caufe the Reafon of them ceas’d when their Law ex-
pir'd.. -1 fay there were maay Things lawful for the
Fews as a Body Politick, under a Theocratical Go-
vernment, which cannot be lawfully pra&ifed under
the Gofpel, - becaufe the Reafon of thofe Things do
not defcend to Chriftians.--- But all thofe Practices
among the Jews, which are founded upor common
Equity, of which Number was that of Defenfive War,
may lawtully be practis’d by Cariftians, not by Virtue
of their having been practifed by them, but by Virtue
of common Principles of Equity founded in the Law
of Nature, and difcoverable by our raticnal Faculties,
. BuT fuch a War as was carried on by good Men,
without any exprefs Command of God, and yet
was maaifeftly approv’d of by the Almighty, muft

have
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have been undertaken upon fuch Principles, as were
Dot repugnant to nis Nature, cife he would never
bave approv’d of it ; and what could thofe be but
tie Prnciples of the Law of Nature, which were
written in their Hearts 3 {inc> they had no Syitemn
of moral Practice at that Time by Rcvelation ?

2. I~ the 17th of Exodus, we find, that a War
was commenc’d by the Ifraelites under the Com-
mand of Mojes and fofbua aganft the malekites,
who had oppofed then in their Paffage towards the
promis’d Land ; which, tho’ 1t Was not command-
ed to be done, yet being done, had the divine Ap-
proba txon TPk which certainly wowd not have
been, i 1t had been repugnant to the Law of Nature.,

3. AN Deut. xx. we find God Limf+if prefen-

bing ceriain general Rules, or ftanding Ordinances,
how his own People shouid make War; whichis a
fuhicient T e‘hmonv that War mughc {fometimes be
juft, the’ Men have no fpecial Commiffion from
God to make this or that War.
- For there Alsfes makes a manifeft itference be-
tween the Cafe of the Seven Nations, and the Cafe
of other People, as appears from the roth and 1 sth
Veries+ Forother People they might receive to Mercy,
but they were to cut off the feven Nations utterly.

Now what I would obferve trom hence, is this,
That feeing the Almighty did not prefcribe for what
particuiar Caufes they might make a jult War, how
could the Ifraelites judge of thofe Caufes, or difco-
ver when the Grounds of fuch a War were juft, but
by the Law of Nature ? Of this Nature, was that
of Jepbtbab with the Ammonites ; and that of King
David, for'the Abufe done to his Ambaffadors ;
and, as fome think, that of Sampjon againft the
Philiftines. And forasmuch as thofc Wars, which
they carried on without any fpecial Command, as
to the Objects and Circumftances of them, were ap-
provcd by God, they certainly were agreeable to the

Law

l
!
5
!



DEFENSIVE WAR. i

Law of Nature ; becaufe he can approve of nothing
dorne by his Creaturcs, that is not agreeable cither
to that, or to his expreis Command.
¢ Apb te this the univerfal Confent of all Nations.
And 1t 1s, at leaft, highly probable, that what all
Nations in the World unaninoufly agree in, is a
Dictate of the Law of Nature : For if the Effe®
be univerfal, the Caufe muit be {o too. But of
fo univerfal a Periuafion as the Lawtfulnefs of De-
fenfive War, no other probable Caufe can be af-
ign’d, than that 1t 1s a Dittate of that
Law, that is as univerfal as Nature #&fclf. Hence
we commonly fay, and I think with a great
deal ot Reafen, that whatfoever all Nations do
grant, muft nesds be the Voice of Nature.
What appears the fame to all Men, muft undoubt-
edly be true.”  And tho’ there may be a few that
ditbelieve the Juftice of Defenfive War, yet that
doth not invalidate the Force of this Argument ;
forasmuch as there is no general Rule without Ex-
ceptions.  Whaen I fay, That muft be a Diftaie of
Nature, that is ackrowlicaged by all 3 T mean, il
who have found Judgmernts: Butit it appear other-
wife to Men of diftemper’d and perverfe Minds,
who have been corrupted tiro’ an evil Education,
inparted to them by Men of vifionary, enthufiaftick
Tempers, it coth not in the leaft weaken the Au-
thority of the Law of Nature, no more than it will
prove Honey not to be fweet, becaufe a diftemper’d
Palate cannot perccive it.  From all which, I hope,
1t evidently appears, to Men of found and unpreju-
dic’d Minds, thit Defenfive War was lawtul under
the Old Teftainerr ifpenfation.  We fee it was
commenc’d and carried on by good Men, witheut
any exprefs Command of Go.! authonzing them ;
and theretore they muft have been prompied to it
by the Law of Narture, as they had no Syftem of
moral Duties by Revelation 3 and the Practice xlnuﬁ
wve

[ ) [ ) [ [ ) [} ~ [ ) () [ ) "
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have been agreeable thereto, otherwife Almaghty
God, who cannot but hare every Thing the: i con-
trary to hxs “'ill, would never have fthewn his Ap-
probation of it.

Havixc therefore undenuably prov’d, that Defen-
five War was lawful urder the OU Tdhmu\t X
evidently follows as a Refolution o the Quethon to
be difcufs’d, thar it 1s lawful tor Chnftians in fome
Cafis, to make War under the New, becaufe whas
was once awful by Virtue of the Law of Nature,
muit for :ver be fo - the Groun is and Reafons cono-
nuing the fame} urlels made ctherwue by a pofiove
Law of God. It being the Naturs »f Laws to bound
up M=n’s Rights, what 1= rot expretly torbiden in
the Gofpel, which was igrexble to the Will of God
under the Law, by Virmuc of the Law of Narure,
tha: muit be lawtui for Chriftians to prachitc fhil [the
Grounds and Reafons of fuch 2 Pract:ce continuing
she fame. } My Meaning s tias; Diboniive War being
neceflary under the Oid Teatament tor the Preferva-
tion of avil Soctety, was lawtully practis™) by good
Mer. ;. but Detenfive War bang as necoiiary under
the Gofpel tor the hke Purpofe, may be tawtully prac-
us’d now, as well as then; unlefs it can be made ap-
pear that the Author of the Golper has mak an
cXpets pofiave Law againft ail War whartloever.

AND here I might reit the Caufe, without giving
myfelt any turther Trouble; becaufe as my Oppo-
nens, hcy will fupport ther Argument, muit
held theAﬂinnmvc, TIZ. Thatthcn:lsfuch a Law
in the New Teftament {which 1 deny) *os incifpen-
itbly incumbent upon them to prove it.  For by the
ftin&teft Laws of Reafoning, he that maintains the
Negative of a Qxe{hor,, may perfift to deny th:
Affirmative, ’ull fuch 'Ixmcs as the Affirmant {hzll
prove what he affirms.

WHOEVER therefore fhall afhrm, that Chnft hath

by anexpreis Law forbidden all Defenfive War und;r
ths
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the New Teftament, ougnt by ail Means o prove
K; 2 hewrg a Marr offuch vaft Imporean—= te human
Socxty cxther Way.  For if he hath not, how will
th:y..nlmfornvrhoa&nxfnehxi? And ot
he huth, how wall ticy anfwer for & who at as ifhe
Lai nat 2 Toafkrt fuch a Thing therefore withaut
Proof, :nd m Confequence thereof, oalt s it
tﬂt}mx Jd, certaniy mem a fevere R

For it there be fuch 2 Law in the New Tahmcstt,
x mul be 2n caly Mareer for thei- Men to produce
2, whxh o they do, and can prove that our Savi-
our mrenced 1t 2s fikh, 1k every tue Chraftian
' & bound to thank them for the Dikcovery, and never
to appear :n Arms any more.  But it they fail m this,
a I'm confident they will, they are bound in Duty,
not orly to Mnkuqc ther Fault, in condem-
wg\lmiua?rxm‘omﬁnyﬁrtbcl’xma—
mrofmﬁboames, when they aan fhew no Law
| ey manigreis thereby, bat to hy afide thar
grounlefs 1’re;udices themfelves, that fo they may
be abic to anfwer of = otthcgrmdlEndsforwhlch
tey enterad into Socety, trz. Mutual Defence a-
garft Injurnies.

I ro therciore in the Name and on the Behaif of
the whoie Chnftian World, who are m the Practice
of Self-defence againft Lwlefs Vialence, eall upen
drmtopmduccznvPaﬂ&gtorPaﬁigam the
New Teftament, whick wili amount to a Law pro-
PHMngDck:nﬁv War i all Cafes without Excepu-
- on. | fay, which will amount to 2 Law (for any

Thing that comes thort of this, will not ferve the Tumn)
beczude, as I have alreadv prov’d, fome Wars having
been lawful under the Old Teftament by Virtue of
' the Law of Narure, and the divine Ap
rothing can make all War uniawfu! under the Gof-
pd, but an exprefs Law enated by the Author of
e Gofpel prohibiting it ; for anapreﬁpoﬁnve
Comunand, slobtcrvcd.novc, nno:nood]ir“j;io

e




14 A TREATISE on

make a Thing lawful under the Gofpel, which was
always agreeable to the Iictates of the Law of Na-
ture ; it s fuificient for that, if there be no Law made
againft it.

But that I may not be thought to evade the
Force of what they have to offer from the New
Teftament, in Oppofition to what I have advanc’d,
I will condefcend to cxamine two or three of the
principal Texts, upon which they lay the greateft
Strefs for Proof of the Unlawiulrefs of bearing
Arms. The Firft is wntten in the 33d Verfe of the
sth Chapter of St. Alatthew 5 the \\ ords are thefe;
Bus I [ay unto you, that ye nfj? net Evil.  The Se-
cond is in the 44th Verfe of the fame Chapter, i
thefe Words 3 But 1 fay unto you, Love ycar Ene-
mies, &c.

Now granting that thefe Words will amount to
an evangelical Precept or Law, prohibiting {fome
Thmm, which the Feres, thro’ thc corrupt Gloffes
or the Scnbes and Pharifees, look’d upon as indif-
ferent Actions, tho’ reaily contrary to the Law of
Nature ; luch as Revenge, Impatience under Af-
flictions, rcturning Injunies, and the like 5 which,
certain Circumittiunces, have ever been, and ever
will be Evil : Yet we can find no Colour of Reafon
to allow, that they amount to 2 Precept or Law
prohbiting Chrifian States to defend themfclves a-
gainft the lawleds Violence ot a foreign Enemy ; or
that the great evangclical Lawgiver had any In-
tention they fhould, tor thefe Reatons :----

1. Because 1 delivering thefe Words, he doth
not addrefs his Difcourfe to the Magiftrate, who a-
lone hath a Right to declare War, but to the Per-
fon injured. A Man may withcut any Breach of
the Law of Nature, for fome valuable Ends, remt
fomewhat of his own private Kigat ;5 but the Ma-
giftrate who fuftains a publick Character, and is in-

trufted with the Care of a whole Community, can-
nof
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not give up the Rights of his Subje€ts, without a
maniteft Violaticn of this Law.

2. WHiRrE the Law of Nature doth determine a-
ny Thing by Way of Duty, as flowing from the
Principles of it, which we take to te the Cafe with
relation to Scli-defcnce againft a foriign Enemy,
there no pofitive Law can be fuppos’d to take off
the Cbligation of it. For the Things conmmanded
by the Law of Nature being juft and nbhteous n
themfelves, there can be no oglzca*ory Law made a-
gainft fuch Things. A Marn may be as well bound
not to be a Man, as not to a&t accordirng to Princi-
ples of Reafon.  For the Law of Nature is not! ung
but the Di&tate of gt Reafon, diicovering th
Good or Evil of pamculﬂr A&ions, from tl\elr
Conformity or Repugnancy to the Nature and Rea-
fon of Things. Whatever pofitive Law is then
made Jxre&lv infringing and violating natural Princi-
E]\.S, 1S tuercb) of no Force at all ; znd that which

ath no Obligation in itfelf, cannot ddfolvc a former
Obhﬂatlbn*

T 1s a Di®ate of the Law of Nature that Men
thould entcr into Society by mutual Compacts, in
order the better to ')I'LfLI'VC themf{elves in their natu-
ra] R:oht« and andeo :s by fuch Means as are pro-
per for thaL End.

Now the greg teft Rights of Men are fuch as flow
from Nature 1tfclf and. therefore, as no Law binds
againft the Reafon of it, {o neither can ir againft
the common End of Laws. Therefore, if a pofi-
tive Law thould be made, that Men fhould not
prote¢t and defend themfelves aganft lawlefs Vio-
lence, it cannot bind, being aoram{t the main End of
Laws, which is, that every v civil Socicty be proteéted
and prcferved which, 1n many Cafes, cannot be

done, without doing what Nature requires ; and
that

¥ See Preface.
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that is to defend  themilives from unjuft Vie-
lence.

AN therefore we cornclude, that SeMf-defence a-
gainit lawlefs Violence, buinga Dictate of the Law of 4
Nature, ro pofitive Law can be made to difannul
our Obligation to 1t, and coni:quently that cur Sa-
viour did not intend by tidi: recepts to prohibit it
i all Cafes.

2. WHaTsoeveR binds Chrifhans as an umver-
fal, ftandingLaw, muft be cicarly revealed as fuch,
and lad down in Scripture in fuch evident Terms,
as ali who have their Scnics exercifed therein, may
diicern it to have been the Will of Chrift that &t
thould perpetually oblige ali Chrniftians.  And this
is necefiary more cipecially in eitabiithing a new
Law, m order to prohitita Practice which had been
lawful before. If therefore our Saviour had intend-
ed thefe Words as a ftanding, uraverfal Law, bindirg
all Chriftians in no Cafe to take Arms in their own
Defence againft Jawlefs Violence, he would un-
doubtedly have declar’d  himfelf in {uch diftinct
Terms, and 1 fuch a piain Drefs of Words, &
fhould have bcen hable to no Mifapprehenfion ; it
being highly neceffary in fuch a Cate, where the
Matter of the Law was {o weighty, and fo new.

THE Jews, as well as all other Nations, had be:n
bred in the full Conviction of the Lawfulnefs of Selt-
defence againft unjuft Violence, it having been practifed
all along from the Beginning of the World to that
Time. If our Saviour therefore nad intended by an
exprefs pofitive Law to prohibitit under the Goipel,
he would undoubtedly have exprefs’d himfeif in fo
plain and intelligible a Manner, as every Man of
found Judgment might have readily underftood:
As, Let 10 Man from benceforth take up Arms o de-
fend bunfelf in any Cafe whatfoever , or in Words a$
cafy to be underftood. This I fay was abfolutely
neceffary in publithing a new Law of fuch mighf)'

on-
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Confcquence 5 cipecially when we confider that the
Words were addrcis’d to the Fews, who could not
conceive nor imagine but that they were obliged by
the judicial Law of JMs/es, fo long as their Common-
Weaith fhoulqd ftand. |

Burr this I apprehend to be very far from the Cafe
with the Words in Queftion : For in order,
with any Colour of Reafon, to make them amount
to a Law prohibiting Self-defence in all Cafcs, they
muit neceflarily be underftood without any Reftricti-
on or Limitation ; but if they muft be underftood
without any Reftriction or Limitation, they wiil
prove more than my Opponents want them to
prove, wzz. That we muit refift neither moral nor
natural Evil. At this Rate, it wiil be unlawful ro
refift 2 Robber or Cut-Throat ; it will be unlawful
for the moft virtuous Matron to refift a Ravither ;
for a I“ather to refift the Violence of an unnatural
Child ; or for a Matfter to refift the violent Infults
of undutiful Servants : Nay, it will be unlawful to
refift even the Devil and the ftrongeft Temptations
to Sin, contrary to the whole Tenoi of the Gofpei.
It will likewife be unlawful to refift natural Evil,
fuch as a raging Conflagration, an overflowing In-
undation, a miad Dog, or any wild Beaft, that isrea-
dy to devour us. By Virtue of this Precept, if ta-
Ken in an unlimited Senfe, it will be unlawful for
the Magiftrate to punith Malefaltors wich Death,
and to put a Step to cther Enormities committed
by his evil Subjetts againft the publick Pcace of the
Community ; and fo by this Means he will bear the
Sword in vain, and neither be a Terror to Evil-do-
(%, nor a Praife to them that do well, contrary to
the exprefs Words of the great Apoftle St. Paul.
~ WHEereror©e I conclude, that our Saviour never
ntended by thefe Words, Refif# not Evii, to bind
all Chriftians, in all Ages, never to take up Arms in
their own Nefence, in any Cafe whattoever 3 more

Ca2 than

[
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than he intended thercby to bind them never to refit

cither moral or natural Liyil, ut to bind the Chnth-

an Magifirate never to punith the Crimes of hise-
vi Qub ects.

Trus we fee how i impropzer thele Words are to
prove tae Point in Qldt‘on : For if they be taken
in an unlinited Senfc, ticy will prove a great dcal
tco much ; and if we take them m a limited Senie,
they will not come up to the I'nd delign’d, wiz. To
prove the Unlawfulnefs of Detenflive War in all Ca-
ics. |

AND as for thofe Words, ©. g44thy, Loze your E-
netes, &c. ncither will thefe prove any fuch Law
as is here demanded ; becaufe the Term, Enemies,
Yeing applicable cither to private or pub]vd\ Ene-

ries, we cannot be certain which our Saviour meant;
whether he meant oniy thofe who may be at Enmity
with us in the Society where we live, or foreign F-
nemies, to whom we ftand in ne other Relation than
as we are Men ; or laitly, whether he meant ail
Sorts of Enemies, wihether foreign or domeftick.
What Reafori any Man hata to underftand the
Words in exther the fecond or third Senfe, I cannot
conceive 3 but that they ought to be underitood in
the firlt, feerns evident from hence; that the Hedrew
I.aw, whick the Scribes and Pharifees had perverted
.and obfcured by their falfe Glofies, commanded the
JFews to love their Neighbburs ; by whom they un-
derftood J'ewws and thur Profclytes : But thofe Laws
which forbad them to do Hurt, reach'd even to
thofe urncircumcifed Strangers that liv'd among
them, as appears froin Lev. xix. 18. Thou fbalt love
2by Neighbour as thy fell. And v. 34. The Stranger
that fijourneth with you, [ball be as one Home- born a-
mong you, and thou fbalt lrve kim as thyfelf 5 for ye
were Strangers i the Land of Eg 5Pt

Y& hbave beard, faith our Saviour, that it bath
been [aidy Thou /Zmlt Jove thy Neizhbour, and bate thine

Exemy.
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FEnemy. Hat: thine Ensmy was a falfe Giofs, added
by the Scribes and Pharifees ; for thefe Words are
not to be tound in the Law of Mzfes. This Law,
I fay, commanded the Fewe to love their Neigh-
bours, uncircumcifed Strangzrs among them, as
well as thofe of their own Nation.

Now what [ would obferve from hence 1s this,
That norwithftanding this Precept of loving their
Neighbours, the ckven Tribes did juftly make
War againft the Tribe of Bexjemin, for a moft bar-
barous Picce of Villainy committed by ther, of which
we read, Judges Xix.

So, rotwithitanding this Precept, did holy David,
who is fad in Scripture to fight the Lorc’s Bartles,
recover by Force of Arms the Kingdom that was
promis’d to him ; and yet we do not tind that he
was ever blam’d for it.

Way then might not our blefled Saviour enjoin
Um{’c..ms to love Epert ¢s, and et not thereby o-
bige them to futfer ail Serts of unlawful Violence
from them, as w ell as the God of the Hedrews en-
join’d them to love their Neighbours, and yet did
not make it uniawful for them to make War upon
thofe very Ne g‘lbours, when there was ;uit Ground
for it ? If it was not urlawful for the fe..aa, notwith-

tanding God’s Precept to them, 2e fbail love your
INe; vbuoms as yor. ﬁluf& to make War upon their
Brethren and” N cighbours, when there was juft
Ground for it ; it can with no Colour of Reafon Le
fuppofed to be unlawtul for Chriftians to make War
upon a foreign Enemy, when there is juft Grouncs
tor 1ty from Chrift’s Words, Love your Eremies,
Becaufe as the Fews did love their Neighbours, and
yet fometimes did lawfully make War - upon them ;
fo may Chriftians love Enemies, and yet {fometimes
lawfully make War againft them, to defend them-
felves trom unyﬂ: Violence, ’

C3 | l}ulﬁ’;
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But I expett it will be faid, that the Golpel re-
quires an higher Degree of Love than whar was re-
quired by the Fewi:h Law : "All which I readily
@ant ; but even then it vall not follow, that we
muft love all with an equal Degrez of Love
our Parents and Children, 1 hone,‘ are to be pre-
ferred before Strangers ; and our \Icm‘\ooum betore
our Enemies. If thxs be granted, it m]] follow, 4
JSortiori, that T ought to prefer ray own Life betore
the Life of my Enemv , then of Confeauence I
ought to dcftroy the Life of my Enemy, if I can by
no other Means poffibly fave my own.

- As ’tis out of Love to the Righteous, that the
Chriftian Magifirate puts the Wicked to Death ; fo
1t is out of Regard for the publick Good, that he
makes War in Defence of his imnocent Subje€ts.  In
order to preferve the ‘publick Peace, he makes
War againft thofe that difturb ic.

~ IF it be reafonable that -the greater Obligation
thould bind -us to the ftri¢ter Duty (and tnat it is fo,
no reafonable Man will deny; . then it will follow,
that we cannot in Reafon be bound to preferve the
Guilty, -when in {o doing we deftroy the Innocent.
Let it be fuppos’d, that by Virtue of this Precept,
Love your Enemies, .-we are bound to love them as
ourfelves, which yet I prefume 1s more than can
with any Shew of Reafon' be inferred from the
Words ; yet we are not to love them above our-
felves. Now fuppofing us both to be involv’d inthe
fame Danger,: I waould ferioufly afk thofe who are
againft all Defence by Force of Arms, whofe Safety
we arc to prefer 2 For my ownPart, I am clearly of
Opinion, that we ought to pretfer our own to that of
our Enemy ; for this Reafon, becaufe we are no
where, that I know of, forbid to dofo.

4. THAT our bleﬁ'cd Saviour never intended that
thefe Texts fhould be underftood without any I.imi-
tation, without which they will not ferve our Ad-

verfary’s
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verfary’s Purpofz, will appear from a Confideration
of fome other Texts in the New-Teftument, ex-
preis’d in Terms more unlimited than thefe, which.
yet are allow’d cn ail Hands to require « limited In-
terpretation. St. Adattbese v. 42. our Saviour ex-
profiv fays, Give to b that cfieth. And in St
Lute the Words are, Givetsevery Man that afketh of.
thee, crd of bim that taketh eway thy Goeds, afk them
ALl aganir.

Now if tiis general Precept to Chriftians, ought
to be underftood with a Limitation, why not thofe
which are brought to prove the Unlawfulnefs of Re-

—-—

Y

fittance in all Cafes ¢ Nav, there is more Reafon to
reftrain thefe latter than the former, not only from
the Nature of the Thing, but irom our Saviour’s
own following Words. For when he fays, Re/iff
not il the Precept following feems to reftrain
the Words preceding, as if they were too general.
But if anv Man girike thee cn cne Cheek, {ays he, turn
to bisiz the cther. Which Words plainly intimate,
that our Saviour meant only fuch Injuries as were
flight, and thercfore ealy tobe borne.  For otherwife
it had been neceflary, in order to make the Precept
binding, to have faid, Refift not him that injures
thee, even tho’ he thould attempt to take away thy
Life. But when he iays, Give io every one that afk-
eth thee, he adds no Words to reftrain his Meaning,
but leaves it to the Judgment of common Equity and
Difcretion. And yet I think no Man of a found
Mind willfay, chat thefe Words ought to be under-
ftood in an unhmited Senfe. Whoever does, con-
tradi€ts St. Paul, whom yet all allow to be the beft
Interpreter of his Mafter’s Will.  This great Apo-
ftle declares, that he who takes no Care for his Fa-
mily (which how well he could do, that fhould
give to every one that would afk from him, I leave
the World to judge) is worfe than an Infidel : And
who, exhorting the Corinthians to extend their Libe-

Ca rality
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rm'v to the Poor at Fera.> ', {oth, Noiide by
1 ke eas’d, asd vex rx eeed, 2 Cor vm. ag.
But thai ki an Easlte xear itaxdaee g0l ity
therr I axss.
Qur Saviour fanh, St Tede v 2~ Ledcar xid
for the Meat whice porid c N\ew can any o tank
our Saviour mtented thxx thete Worss hedid be un-
dcdtood without any Limizanen 2 Iiih-y do, how
will they account for vwic oener ¢ SO Bmt-u':s
whach enpoin Chratuns o work with thar Huirds
that which 5cuod Epé w2y anis do :s\.ravm
Bufinefs, and the hike 3 We are brewite *mom dwo
take ro Thought ior the Maxrow; to taxe mo
Thought for Food and Ramert ;i mut to fear them
that can ku! the Boldy ; met o ivax cartoay Things s
Chadren are commanded to elvy e Pareses .i:ri
Scrv.mts ther Matersy, w 3l Th gs s Chntbaes
are a.:mxm:ucd to be fubjct to the "‘m‘xcr Powss,
without any Limmation ; to pray without cealing %
and the like ; ; amd all m Tems s & xu} and v
mited as tholt in tie Text uder Debate : And w3
I prefurne o Man in his Sertts wiit oy, that taets
Precepts are o be underttond \ut-nmt wv Lanti-
ton : So as that by Virtue thero!, s uniawtul
for Chnftians to ufe 2 provident Care tur the Goad
of Seciety ; or to endeavowr to prevent Munder and
Blocdihed 1 or that Subjects, Children, and Se-
vanss, are therby chitg’d to oy \!:agu?rn\\, Pa-
rents, or Maiters, if J\czr Commands be lintul; 2.2
if they command them to do what is repugnant to
the Lavrs of God ; becaufe in fuch Cates they are
bound by the Lav. of Nature, to obey God rather
than Man. And ¥ thele are not o be underitood
in an unhmited Senfe, becauie ot the abfurd Conk-
Gucices Lt would refult from fuch an Interpretan-
on, why thote ? Sincr the latter would e attended
with more abiuid Confequences than the former, «
} haye . cac y thewn.

I
4
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In thes Cafs w wouil be unlswiul for the Magi-
frae 2wt Puoithments oo aimnal Offendus,
or to ufz the Swond w Deferce of his Subyects, a-
gt Ketbers and Cut-threats 3 becaufe th's would
l‘x to riit Evl, and mconiifters with the Love of
Emmics ; and txn hox jvon weuld the Chriftian
W NL be over-nt witd Rapine amd Vislence )
And whar 2 Deivar of Wxkainoks, of aii Sorss,
wuork ek u'\m evxiy Canttun \mv 3¢ Ibxs
¢ VIV O AV P\ convie’d @), taar wll but con-
‘fder whar fad bifects tis Renuineds bmught
¢ gron the Wornae burere the Food 3 and obierve
* fow harlly thete Sms of Ramee an\l(‘n: iy are
* rdtram’d FQW, podw: titandrg the \Is.c.i.r.nc s
Pdyrence ¥ T mro gererad Brro:vt, how pofi-
o% kewtr, bus wiat m aks Exce POLSS | oXtraor-
dmary Cates 3 amd fweh aoe ail (.sx:s of InHocnfible
Neziifty,  "To the uavesta! Vexe of Narure,
s2xt Nevaihiy oraks an Excepaon © every g gencral
Ruk. So thx & STunia T thck Wenls to b cven
Ferwral Pm::“t.\, i&.\“’&‘tt‘"-' Inury and Revenge
:mmr\c Chrtting, ot wiil not follow, that a neceiary
bcx.-mkm\ agamnit uanuit Vadesice = theredy pron-
bitad, beciuk X nay be ru}ombn mcpaa d o
"-: an Er*ptm fn}m the generud Rule, as bc:%,

o Caley, the only \lmm wm our Power, umdes
God, (o pretect and prokrve uvzl \cocttcs.

Ix mt\r; ing SeTypiere, it eught adways to be 2
Ruic with s, o eacleaveur to cz.*p!.im itfo, asto
free st rem ail Abturazes 3 but jurely thole who
m.\r;‘::t it fo, as ro nuixe Chntharey an En:m‘ o

1¢ Hapjaxss of human Society, which i* muit be,

i *dn'hn;; 2n Enemy be unlawtul n all (L\S, un-
ks they can prove that God has promis’d to nter-
pok in oriinary Cales by a miraculous Providence,
ceo rot well condider this.  For it not only imjlics a
grols Abtundty, bu refiets s p:&pnb.c Calumny on
s bat Religion in the World, by reprefenting it a3
ne-

I
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neceffarily laving Men open and unzuarded to alt
the Outmbcs the viledt Part of the World think fit
to offer them. Cur Saviour therefore cannot be
fuppos’d in thefe Words to put the Cafe of a foreign
Invafion, or that we fhould love Rufans, and Cut-
threats, which 1s mpo’l’rble.

Bur ’us faid, ¢ If the glorious Doctrm"s of the
¢ Alfiab w:re u mv“ria!lv crabiac’d, there would be
¢ no Need of Sddtd &nce :'—---\\ hich 1 m' fily
~ant ; but this can be no Argument aganit tie
Yot L.xnds thoreo! m fons (,d.cc \\"nl“ there s
Need ef it Tre Gofped i"vn ReveT yet Deen ni-
verfaily em™mac’y, nerisie rhe “.:.{: at pr:irnt; an{
therefore the (n“un(‘:‘. unvhics,  tnar Scli-detonce o

a

fhli neceffary 5 and 1 neciffary, it malt be as e
ful now as ferma }, iince no Law can be PIOGUC
prohibiting 1t

Waex the Deltmines of Chrifiizmity fhall be vni-
verfally embrac’d amoeny the f\.::: ms, wch we be-
Eeve will b2 the Cafe betore the Fnd of the Weorld
when the Jews fhail be converte d, andd ail Naztons

fircerely crr:!‘:::a (,h'...-.. ity = then there m‘l be
an umverfa! Peace @ Natizn ool st sft ue Sword a-
gaint Naiicr, nor Iursrdcm cga: r.? K: ’s'x’dxr nestler
ﬂwd they lears I17ar any smere : Then thcv may bezt
their Swords into Plowthares, and *heir bp‘*arc. nto
Pruning-hooks, becaufe thore will be ro Ufe tfor
them @ But 1t does not {oliow from kence, that *ois
urlawtul to ufe themr badore thut Thime comwe,
Then indc=i it would be uniawtul te vle them, be-
caufe there a1l be no vt Vielenee to reitt ¢ Bue
that does not prove, thot s uniewiu! to vie them
ncw, when Circumftances are fuch, that taey are
the only human Mo.ans, under God, to prozuct
Chriftian Socictics rrom  uniuft Violence.  Thefe
Prophecies only torete]l w hat fhall be the Effects of
ther Accomplithment, aixd thercfore canbe ro Ar-
cument that Chnthans mav not hwtully defend

hoTmi-
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thomfcves and their Country, till fuch times as they

ihal' be fulfll’d, when all Wars fhai! ceafe, and

thm therc will be no Occafion for Selt-defence ;

there will be no Violence, and confequently no need
of Ref:tance.

Bt it isafk’d, * Is Defenfive War t‘mn our enly -
¢ Barner againft mlu'ho. and Violence 2 To which
1 .\nfwer, By no mcans 3 God forbid we fhould
thnk fo.  For as the Apoftle fays, Of eurfelves <ce
ciz do mething, cven in this Cofe, ut all our Suffci-
exy s of Geod. Andthe Plalmift fays, Exceps the Lerd
weep the Gityy toe Iatclman < coaketh but in- vam, Pfal.
cxxvi 1. All we contend foris, that 1t i the only
Means under God, asicr as we have any reafonable
Greundsto beiieve, fortaisPurpofe. *Tis furthcrfald,
* That there are many whe d("md upon, anc confide
* {ole!y in another B.arm., iz the eternal and bernich-
¢ cent Providence of God.”  Thatitisthe Duty ofe-
very Chnthian to depend upon, and confide in the
Providence of Alnmighty God, 1 readily grant 5 but
thar 1t icour Duty to cenivde /..'ay it 'w thig "‘er'n
be intended 2 Difufe of Means; in the Divine Pro-
vidernce, Idenv ; and whoover afierts iz, os diwin-
bent upon him to provc 1t ; without wt! uh, the Af-
i\rt'on s rath, and the Practice built upon 1
sroundiefs and dangercus. *Tis true God can pro-

«Ct us trom the s'rc...fl Violence, without any of
cur bndeavours 3 but it i1s one Thing what God
can do, and another waat b wul or does do, 1n the
gererad Ceurle of his Providence,  He can protect
ws trom the Devil, and all his Temypraniors, snd yot
We are exprely comz‘...;..aui to relift kim, and to
{nve ;u{ his Te mptatons.  He couid kave pro-

@d and defended s chofen People the Fews
Iro'n ali their f'nemies, and brought them into the
rromifed Larnd, without the Eﬁuﬁ(.n of o miuch
Ricod; and yet weiind he gave them tixaa! Dirccu-
ons in what Methed they fhould protect and defend

th\ﬂl°
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xhemﬁlvcs, and drive cut their Enemies from be-

fore them, as the Scripture expreflesit.  He could,
by his Almighty PI’O\']ULN(, have faved St. Psud
and the Ship without the Help of Mannexs and
yct when they were about to leave i, St. Pazd  cried
out, Except th:ie avide in the Siip, ye cannct i¢ fa-
ed, Acts xxvi. 31. notwithitanding he had fud,

v. 22. that th(t\ thould bz no Lot of aay Man’s
Life, tut of the Ship; which is a plain l)(.l'“()“ufl*
tion, that it is pr\.“mptucus for Men, in the on “nary
Couriz of God’s Providence, to ctl)cé“t Protection and
Delhverance from In}urks v't; out uiing their own
Endcavours, at the fame ome that thu: conadent

'y rely on the Divine l)r()\’ldLl‘.CC‘ for Succefs.

HE could have recovered flezelicd, when he was
fick unto Desth ; and yet, we iind, he was orderad
by a Prophet, to take a Lump of Figs, and to lay
w upon the Boi, upon which he recovered, 2
Rings xx. 7.

Gop Alvmb‘lt\' if he pleaf:-d, couli not only
kesp us from, but cure us o:, all Dvieades, b)' his
all-powenul Providence ; and yet he not ealy per-
mits, but requires us inHoly S, ature, to ufe ail pru-
dent Metheds ot refifting and ftoppm-r thar Fury ;
and 15 far fromn ex ‘.cCtm > that we thould lie down
and do ncthing to fave our folves from penthing in
fuch Calamitics.

Axvp as Gad, n the general Courte of his Provi-
dence, pro..cc:\d and g‘d ‘nded kis own Ixxunar
People from tiie Vicicnce cf ther Fnomies, not
without, bur aiwavs by the Uit of fvond Means
(cxcept when he was pieafed to work a Merack
tactr Favour, waeh yet was very feklom  notwith-
ftanding they were under a Theocritical Govern-
menRy, W hcr-'m God himielt was ther King 5 this |
f2y beirg the Cafe with God’s peculiar Peuple under
an extrsordinary Providence, we who lie under =

common Provideice, 2 to our civil Policy, can
havs
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have no Ground to expet ary miraculous Interpo-
fition for our Pl‘Ot&.th"\ and Decfence from Vio-
lence ; nor can any good Realons be affign’d why
we fhould. I\othm o can be a futhcient Ground for
fuch an Expc&anon, but an exprefs Promife in the
New-Teftament ; without this, a Belief that God's
Providence will prote& us, without ufirg our own
Endeavours, would be Prc"umpnon, and not
Faith * : For that cannot be a nght Faith that has
ro fure Groundis to reft upon ; and nothing can be
a fure Ground of Faith, but God’s Promife refpet-
ing that wiich is the Chielt of this laith.  If God
iras caven Chriftians any fuch Promife, let it be pro-
duc’d ; but ull this is dens, kt ro Man blame
them tor ufing theiv Muans tor the Prefervation and
Proteciion of the publik Sakry, with a pious De-
pendance on the Divire Provience for Succefs,
which zood Men in ail Agss have made ufe of with
his A pprobaten.

:\\'.) thus I have end leaveured to make it appear,
that ot Toxts, which are the firongeft Buiwark
tor fupporting tae Dodirne of the Unlawfulnefs of
War an ai! Caues ueder the Gefpdd, cannot amount
toa Law }frohil“tuw Chatt t.mc to Jofend themfelves
agzift the lawk s Viclerce of i ior-ign Enemy.

Tuere are fome other Texts alledged by
cur Adverianes, in favour of th's Do&rmc but
noene of them I think can «ven be prctcnded to
amount to a Law ; but are oniy te be 2adduced as
colizteral Preofs the two I have aiready confider-
ad, being the chiet 3ahs upen which the whole of
their Do;’tnn.. 1s buii
I suarL examine one other Text, which, next to
thefe, feems moit to favour theirr Doftrine ;3 oad
that is writtcn, Rom. xii. 17. Recompence to mo Max

W for Exil: Deariy veloved, & EgE Bt your leies,

~ ® By Taith in thus Place we are 20 unleidind what the La<
‘;I«' C&E: }:‘..la.
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st rather give place unte Wraib 5 for it 1s wrisia:,
Fergeance 1s mine, [ w:ll repax jaxtb the Levd
therefore if thine Eismy banger, f:.(d em 5 if Lo
thirjt, give bim Drink, <.

1. As to thefe Words, Recsmperce tono Man L-
wil for Ewif, they bong our Saviour’s Words, re-
peated by St. Pael, wizth fome hittle Vanation ia
the Phrafe, tho’ not in the Senic; what hath been

dvanc’d i Anfwer to thofe, will be a wufcisnt
Anfwerto thele. They are not addrefs’d to the Ma-
giftrate, who hath tic ﬁm Rigiat of making War
bur to the mjureu P.‘.rt and thercfore 1t carnot
rca!onably be nferr'd from hc:n, that St. Pacd -
~nded hereby to forbid ali War uvader the Gol
p;i

2. Avoastotuoﬁ, z. 19, ncither can an¥ good Ar-
cument be drawn from them agawnft .ul bc.u: ot
War ; forafinuch as jome St of War mav be
comnync’d wis ‘\ou' any D-firc of Roveng “bor

cerly from the Prrciple of Seit-v .\.‘n..\.u‘..

3. Ber that no cor L-\u.\\.. ‘\r:*.:mc:‘t can oe in-
forr’d from theie Words acamit 2 War under the

-~

Gofpel, will farther s g_..; Tom enee ; that at the
Time when God zpproprizzad to humkli the
Sword ot Vengeance, iaying, Deut. xxxu. 3:
Feggearse 15 muney, Il recempezce, Laws wers ac-
aiﬁv iz beng for rcﬂulanng and making War,
And the ]z*' 5 at the fame Time that the 'y were
bound by the Law of God rot to revenge them-
f.lves upon their En::n:cﬂ, it C o-.mtrym en or Stran-
cers, admitted to hve ameng them  becaufe Ven-
geance belonged to (Joa, and he had pronmus’d to
recompence it rmb..t yet lawfully make War in
fome Caic\ thout a pofitve Command of God,
s to this or that particular War; as s evident from
th( r.any Directions he had @mvin them concerning
«&is Marter, inthe 2oth Chapiesof this f.imc Rook.
St Pavk
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Se. Pave therefore mignt cmoin C‘mﬁlans not
to revenge themicives r their Enaries (becaufe
Vengeance bc'ons_,cJ to ( ;od, and he 'vould recom-
pence it aswell as God ha d emon’d the Fews not
to do fo, for the fame Realen, and yet not thereby
int=nd to prohibit ali Sorts of War under the Gofpcl.
For as God n {preaking thefe Words to the Fews,
¢id not defign they fhould prohibit ail Sorts of War
aAMmong thcm, as appears by what h:- been faid al-
nm’), and which St. Pes/, and thelz Chnthans to
whom he wrote, could not but krow ; fo if St.
Peul had intended that this h"-c-"‘t nould oblige

themto any Thirgfarthorthan wiat e tu uohhb o’'d thc
Jews to, he ik ould cortai W'y 3: AV TICRtioned Ot
-xsthc Words when f6<en o th. IR impxy’d no-

hing but a Prohituien o i ?13.\‘\'::‘.3\", kow
could the Apeltle wrazine that the Nemans coulk!

LR SN

vaderftand thens os prer hting a:it N of War un-

D

der the G:)f'\l inics be had old the 2 fom cxpr;.\
Words > For whas had heen contlooots T prafhfed by
(J()n sowal m:,‘-c trom toe Bz 0 thar Tims,
and univeriadly roodived as Iuil anc ..J could ot
be reputed etherwiic by any 'E‘:‘:":::; the Apoftic

could fay, fets than anex refs Prolition of all Sorts
of War in piamn Terms.

Iz theretore he had miended it this Preoey:
ihould obhge all Chrftans, or even thats Chrnhmb
to whom ks wrote this l:,p:ﬁ.\, m: T 2o defend them-
Laves againft the unpult Awempes of 1 loreign Ere-
my, }u would undoubtedly have fiid fo in CXpres
Words ; fince otherwilfe it wi S not 1o be expectod
they could underitand the Words, Reuemge 268 ysar-
Iees) o m\po't any fuch Thing : But as ke di!
not, we may real ‘\w conciude, that he dil in
intend thereby to 1 o‘x.bu il Serts of Warunder the
Goipel.

4 Bur that no condiuinve A~mument can be w
ferr’d from thefs Words, amin® 7 Sopis of War

-~

L laaal.
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under the Gofpel, will ftill further appezr from thie
Confideration : The :\poﬂk, Chap. 13th of this
Epiftle, f.lys, Let every Scuil be mzyvﬁ 0 tbe l"wmr
Poswers ; 1. e. the Magiftrate : And g. 5. he ‘tells
them, That be beareth not the Siwoord in vaim 3 that
as he is the Miniiter of God tor Good, {o is he the
Minifter of God for Vengrance ; a Revenger te ex-
ecute H’rath on bim that dsto E<il.

Now in tclling them that cthofe higher Powen
are the Executioners of God’s Wratif in punithing
Evil-doers, he clarly dit:mgm'}\ s beoween Re-
venge in the Magiftrate, and Revenge in prvate
Perfons. The M .mlﬁr*te he owns 1s to be a Re-
venger, that Is, he is to eXecuze W mth or inhict
Purithment on themn that do Evil, and that by Vir-
tue of his Qfice, as he s Gol’s Mimiter, whoft a-
lone Prerogative it is to recompence ¥engeaace on
the Guilty ; when at the fime time he had ox; aroi-
Iy pro'abited v butore, n tae generdl Prccq,t, g
vernge ke yomrjeives. Whence it planly appears,
that he cid not intend by this Precept 1o pro‘l'.blt

Chnfhan Magd’tmtgs the Uic of the Sword to de-
fend their Subjetts from lawlfs Violence.

To wppole the contrary, woull make the A-
poitle guilty or an Abfurdity. ¢ For it we includ: i
¢ that neganve Precept, th. xt Revenge which s in-
¢ flicted by the Magitraie for the }uol.u\ Prace,
* what can be more abfurd, than aitr e had charg’ 3
¢ all Chnthans never to take Arms 2 ther owa De-

¢ fence, as our Adverfanics contend he (‘i\., to have
¢ immediately fudjon’d in the fams Epv le, that 0
< this very End God had ordaned Magittrates, that
¢ they, as his M:niﬂers, thould defend Chriftans b3
¢ Force of Arms, {or ib the Power of the Sword
¢ muft needs ﬁgmf\ any Thing." To fay, a
fome do, that St P.nd bv the Sword here mar.s
an wward and 1x,1rnm s>v vl 15 fomething fo idle

and impertinent, that it dota aut deferve 2 ..n Anfwet.
Nobody




DEFENSIFE IFAR, 51

Ncboldy will fay {0 i carneft, that nas not renoun-
eed coinon Senfe, and given up his Reafon for a
Sorit of Delufion ; and when once tins is tae Cafe
wit1 any Man, 1t is 0 vain to realen with Rim e
For as wi hafeno ather Wy 1o convince a Man of
t1: Towrn of any 'ropaiion 'o"‘ by Rcafomno,
te not o b vagined taat over he will ke convin-
¢ . whoifu Fu from Deiny u‘u-r'nincd by nizht
R.aion, tazt e dones tae vory sxafience th“rcot :
anl y.t whoovir dess fo, muit arzue agonit Rca-
fon, Otior with Rezion, or wichout it ; n the lat-
G M ay Loocors n"thi=1 and 1w tiae former he be-
travs s ean Caufe, :1.‘.\! ettaniifhes that whach he
woours o ucthrene, o 1 ‘o prove there 1s no fuch

cn, Uy any good Arvumcnt,
S ocauiz that would b to
Thmzo, by ths Man. v of

"

YL 33 Il e alen
‘i e l.',\)‘::itit“,
Cohon ot 15 oiach 2 ‘

Coruva there i onet S oo witld abfurdipes ars
freofe oo onwee, who lave givon up ther Un-
donlin s 0 \\ ann and L nthuiadm.

3o ooraapea witocaand by oar Adverfanes en
U dapt, Thus tay dane diny a Ry "1’ ot mak-
v var e Chridt'aa Al :::‘tr.zt;x; 10 iir trom i,
nl By TRIT 4 ')l.:‘.Ls them for fo domy, ¢ By
croaning they Tk probabic, that God will blefs
T s with ‘uc ~§.  Whrh muit certainly
anly a Bobhor dur fuch a Pratuiee s lawtal, unicis
%= can N ppole U128 Py can with Succds to an ue-

4

‘-

i Adton, vrovided th y themilives have noe
Has: Wt Bar T wid pat ro fach unchanable
Co ¢ n on t'.:"\\a:.;. ; but fuppoling toe

b incur m tas Dodlar '“:\3 2y 1 ihall b»‘? Loove to

Uure twm, taut 1t they wid make i appear, taat
d - .

Bs £ ar real Opunton thas the Chritan Magutrates
may law Iu.l) Seteind Char nnes wt Subiedts from o
bul i Violac- of a toraign “nony, They ana |
fhail be Adverfanics en this Pownt iw longer: For |

(0] pertectly
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perfeltly acree with them, not only that ali War s
to be avoided under the Gofpecl, when this can be
don: without incurring a greater Evil; but that "us
the fule Right of the Magitrate to commence even
a lawful War: Nay, I will agree with®hem tfarther,
that ’us unlawtul even for the Chriftian Magnftrate
himfelf to commence and profecute any fort of
War but what is juftly grournded ; which I think no
War can be, even the Detenfive, that i1s undertaken

urzly from a Pnrapl: of Revenge, wien the
good of the Publick do:s not necehanly require
It.

BuT, after 21, T muft over myitif at a Lofs how
to recorcile this fpecious Pretorce with tie aencral
Doctrine thefe Men have celivired on tiis Point:
For they have exprefly afierted in all thar Wnangs
on that Subjedt, that ail bearng of Arms a-
ganft an Enemy, 1s iaconlittent with the true i’ro-
feflion of Chriftianity ®; nay, that all Ute of the
Sword by Chnfhans, tho’ ro fuve themicives trom
Thieves, Robbers or Cut-threats, 1s not only mcon-
fiftent Wlth the Proteilion of Chriftanity, but as bad
as .\theifm, as being a diftrufting of Providence in
reftraining evil Men. Now, ths b:mg the Cafe, I
cannot fcc, and indeed he mult have good Eves
tha: can, how that can be lawful in the Chnib-
an Magiftrate, which, by wvirtue of Chriftianiy,
1s not only unlawtul in afelt, but as bad as A-
the{m ?

Ir all War be unlawful under the Gofpel, by vir-
tue of Chnit’s Command, as they fay it 15, 1tmuft,
n my humble Opinion, be a Sin in any Chnftian,
wh:ther Magiftrate or Subject, to engage even ina
Dclenfive War againft a lawlefs Invader, unefs it
can be made appcar that the Magxﬁratc 1s an kx-

ce ption

* See Declaration to the King, Amno 1660.
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ception from the general Rule.  And befides, ir it
be not unlawful for the Chnttian Magiftrate to de-
fend his Subjects trom lawlefs Violence, how can it
be unlawful for thoie Subjects to help to defend
themiclves at their Magiftrate’s Command ¢ It the
End be lawtul, the orlinary Means for obtaining it
multbe folhikewie. Now, theordinary Meanswhercby
the Chnitian Magifirate candetend the Publick from
Ruin aganft™a toreign Enemy, is the mutual Affi-
ftance ¢t ms Subjicis; 1t cannot theretore be unlaw-
ful for Chnftian Subyects to affift the Magftrate in
Detence of tie Pudlick agamnit a foreign iinemy * ;
Nay, 1o taris it trom being enlawhil, that it s their
indfpenflible Duty, forafmuci: as tev are obhged,

by tae Laws of Chnitanity, to be fubject to th
higher Powers, and olxy the Magiliate, in all
Things lawfil; and what 1s lawtui tor him to com-
mand, cannot be unlawtu! for the Subjelt to obey ;
fo that cur Advarfares, onthis Feint, muft either thew
whore ( hnfhanity has made War lawtal for Chrith-
an Magiitrates, while at the fame time it has made
War uniawiul tor Clinttiians 3 or clie it wili tollow,
from the wiole Teror of their Loctrine on this
Poirt, that it is as unlwwrul tor Magiftrates as for
Subjects : But how this can be riconciled with
therr thinking 1t probable that God wall blefs their
Arms with Succely, 1 own is miore than I can gc-

count for, with any Advantage to their Charadter.
Awavy then with that 1dle Ditinction ‘to call it
no worfe) That tho’ Chnftians may not make ufe
of carnal Weapoens in their own necefiary Defence as
Chriftians, yct they may as Magiftrates. By tius
very Argument the Remifb Antichnft defends the
Lawfulndfs of ufing the temporal Sword to cut off
Hereucks ; which, whatever Weight it may have
D 2 with

® See Preface, p. 10, 11,
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with fome People, it is o far from haiing any with
us, that we heartily abominate *t.

Acain, If it be not unlawtul for the Chnftan

Magiﬂrate to detend the Publick trom the Violence

of foreign Enemu>, why do Quiker NMegiirates
among us fo perer ponl) refuf to lond the lraft AL
fiftance towards it, when we appreherd ourledves in
fo great Danger ? They carnct be ignorant, that it
is the Magifh‘ate s Duty to uf: hic urmoit Fndea-
vours for the Protection of the Suhicct from all
lawlefs Violence and Oppreifion, w hich in many Ca-
fes cannot be donz; without ovpefing Farce to
Force by the carnal Sword. Now what can make
them fo backward to aflift thofz who arc wiiling to
exert themfclves to the utmolt ot ther Power in de-
fending of their Country, but that they think the
Practice is unlawful > How then can any onc of that
Perfuafion think it probable, chat God will biefs the
Arms of their §ovu*< :zn, it 1t be inconiiflent with
the Principles f the C h"nnm Religion to uf> them
at all ? And i s be not, how can thcy anfwer it te
God and their own Confcwnas, who abfolutely re-
fufe to do that which is their Duty to de, and with-
out which, this Part of his Majefty’s Donuinions,
for any Thing they know to the contrary, may be
quite ruined ?

- Bur here we fhall be told, that the Friends,
tho’ principled againft beart ng Arms themfelves,
yet have never condemned fuch in the Ufe of them,
who are not convinc’d that the Difpenfation of the
Gofpel forbid them. Thefc finooth Words, 1n
my Opinion, mean nothing at all. For it being
charged with a Practice that is inconfiftent with the
true Profeflion »of Chriftianity, nay with Atheifm,
and a total Difbelief of Divine Providence, be not
a very fevere Condcm.xatxon, I fubmit to the unpre-
judic’d Reader to judge. And that they ‘lilave

one
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dane fo ofirer than once, appears from the moft

authentick of thar own Writings*®.

Our Principle is, that it 1s a Duty indijpenfibly
incumbent, twth orn us and them, to defend our-
feives and Country from the lawlels Attempts of 2
foreign bnemy by outward Means, at the fame
Time that we relv en Divine Providence for Pro-
teltion : And ull tiiey can vrove the contrary from
th- New Tdlzment, which T am confident they
cannet, we cannot help thinking, that in condem-
ning oiis Praduce as inconfiftent with the Chriftian
Religion, toey corndemn all who are in the Ufe of
it, norwirhftanding this fiecious Declaration to the
contrary. W e are not convinc’d that the Difpenfati-
en of the Gofpel torbids any Cinftian Community
to detundd then m}vcs {rom the Violence of a foreign
Encmy ; becaule, as I have already fhewn, it is evi-
dent almoft to 2 Demonttr ation, that there is no
Ground for fuch a Convittion in the New Tefta-
ment 3 and therefore i our Adverfaries, on this
Yoint, be fo convinced, 1t muft de by other Argu-
ments than any that can Le drewn trom thence ;
wlich wo Jooking upon as the only Rule of our
Faith and Fr actice, think ourfeives bound in Con-
fcience to abide by it, and to bz determined thereby,
as to cvery Point of Duty.  'Whalt it hath enjoin’d,
we wiliigly obferve 5 and fucn Practices as were
law{ul Detore, and not made unlawful by it (there
being an equal Neceflity for them now as before)
we tlunL. we inay lawtilly, and with a good Con{ci-
cnce, cmbrace. This is our Rule, and our Practice
in this Particular; we hope, is not contrary thereto.
We are thercfore determined to regard no private
Spirit, under whasgver {pecious Colours of Sanctity
and Perfction it may appear 3 becaufe many lying

Spirits are gone out into the World, and fuch we
D 3 believe

* Coll. of Barclay’s Works, Page 8~0, Declaration to
the King, 1660. Ixyals of Geor rge Kotz
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believe every Spint to be, that attempts to make
void the Law of Nature, introduce Frncples as
Doctrines of Chrithanity, which, in the prcfent Cir-
cumftances of the World, would foon dcftroy
Chriftianity, and bring all the Chnftan States on
Earth, into the moft abfolute Slavery and Oppref-
fion.

~ Axp thus I hope T have madle it appear, to the
Sausfaction cof every Unprcnh.v‘ ’d, intelligent Read-
er, that it is not unlawful in all Cafes for Chnttans
to make War under the Gofpel.

The End of the FirsT Parr.




TREATISE

On the LAwruLNEss of

DEFENSIVE WAR.

PART SECOND.

SHOULD now conclude, were it not that
a certain Author, in a late Pamphlet, en-
ttuled, The Destrine of Chrijiianity, as beld by
the Pecple colled Quakers, vindicated ; in An-
Jeei 19 Giibert Tennent’s Sermon on the Lawfulnefs
of Defenfve I¥7ar 5 hath undertaken to prove, by
air znd  candid Interpretations of Scripture, as
himfelt expreffes it, that War in any Shape (for fo
he muft be underftood to mean, if he means any
thing) is inconfiftent with the Chriftian Religion.
And becaufe fome ot his Remarks may feem to affect
the general Do&rine I have endeavoured to eftablifh
in the Firft Part of tiiis Treatife, I think it my Duty,
for the better Support thereof, to examine all fuch
Paffages as have the leaft Tendency that Way.,

THe firft of his Remarks that feems to affet my
Doctrine, is Page 3. in thefe Words, ¢ God created
¢ Man good, upright, and holy ; and had he con-
¢ tinued in this State, there never would have been

D4 ¢ any
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any War, and confequ red of Sclf-de-
feiice ; but Man filiing el aence, his
Nature became corrupted, his Facu'sis Jepwov-
ed, and the whole int:llectual Syftem difur. ered.
Thus brgan fhedding of Blood, and th Earth
was early “illed with Vioknce. This was che un-
hapry Cenfequence of Sin. Nobo.iy, fays he,
I hops, will fay that Gol was tlie Author of Na-
turc thus corruzted.  The Nature, ana tae Light
of Nature, that ' he was the iuthor of, was ho;v in-
nocent, and purfelt , but the Corruption of Na-
ture, from whence proceeded Violence and Blood-
fhed, was occafioned by adhering to the Voice of
Satan.” Anfwer,

Tuar if Man ha? not fallen from his State
of Innocence, there would have been no War, and
corfquently no Nezd of Detencey eviry Gne will
readll) grant : But that iminediatcly ul)on the Fall;
Man’s Nature was as highly corruptzd, as tius Vin-
dicator r“prd"nts it, In my humu“ Opinton,  warts
Froat. For tho’ it ple aﬁd Gol, torw i | Yonds, beft
known to hlmf.,-d, to permiit Man to fall, y;.t he
was {o far from abandoning him h.reupon, thar he
takes Care to provide for his iHappinels, by entering
into another Covenant with him, in thefc Words ;
Tke Seced of the Wotnan fbail bruife ibe Head cf the
Serpeat. ’Tis true Men being left to the Free-
dom of their own Wills, fome ot them, no Doubt;
made a bad Ufe of their Liberty, and abandon’d
thermi-lves ro great Enormiues ; but it does not ap-
pear that tais was the Cafe with ail of them, or that
it was a neeeflary Conicquerce of the Faily becaule
there were good Men notwichftanding this, who did
many Things agreeable to the Dictates of the Law
of Naturey as ./ldam, Seth,Encs, Meibufalem, Neab ;
and it doth no where appear that thofe Yatriarchs had
any other Rule whereby to guide their i’ractice, but

thus eternal Law of Righteoutnefs ; which is nothulw;;
elfe

auaaawanaanaauo,
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elf> but the unchangcablc Will of God, conﬁarr}y
acting accorcing to the eternal Rules of infinite
(,ooundc Juftice, and Truth: Which Will of
God, 1s engraven upon the Natures of Thiags, and
to be difcovered by the cue Ufe of Mens rational
Faculdes. This Law hath God tor its Author,
was to have been the Rule ot Duty in Paradife, and
was fo to the Patnarchs tll Mofes’s Time, whken
God was pleafzd te nwake a particular Revelation of
it to his chofin People in the Decalogue ; which is
only a Tranicript of this Law,

But to clear this Subject from the Rubbith of
Words, under which tius 7. hath buried 1t, 1 vnll
prove,

1. Tur Exiftence of the Law of Nature ; and
that it was the Kule of Duty, in ordinary Cafes, to
Mankind before the giving of the Law to Mgées.
And f{ccondly, That Man’s Nature by the Fall was
not fo corrupted, but that he could difcern it to be
fo, tho’ he had not Power {ulficient to perform it in
ali Cafcs. _

1. THaAT there are natural, effential Differences,
in the Natures of Things, as between Truth and
Falthood, Good-faith and Perfidioufnefs,- Grat:tude
and Inaratltuve Love and Hatred, Juft and Ua-
juft, lucrht and Wrong, gc. And hence a Fitnefs
and Unntncis in Acuons to certain Ends, has ever
been evident to the common Reafor: of Mankind *.

THEsE; and the like eternal Truths, confidered ag
a Syftem of moral Principles, which have their
Foundation in the Nature and Reafon of Things, are
what we call the Law of Nature, Right Reafon,
the eternal Rule of Rightcoufnefs, or the unchangea-
ble Will of God; written in the Books of Nature.
This is the immutable Sta  -d of moral Duty ;

whatever is agreeable to * . morally Good, and
Vice verfa. Virtue and \ - 4re not meer arbitrary
Things,

® Sce Preface, Page s.
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Things ; what is morally fit and properisvirtuous ;
what 1s morally unfit and improper is vicious.  Andg
the fune wifc and good Buing, who conftituted Na-
ture In fuch a Manner, that this Fitnefs or Unit-
nefs fhould immediately refult trom t, muft intend
that every intclligent Being, {o tar as he is capable of
difcerning thefe Things, thould act agreeably thercto. |
- This Law, we fay, God is the Author of, bccaufe
thofe moral Principles, which are founded in the
Nature and Reafon of Things, were onginaliy con-
ftituted fuch by him; who 1s the Supreamm Author
of Nature. This was .da.x’s Law in Paracife, and
continued to be a Law to Manxind, as far as we
know, ull the Tune of Ages, when 2 Tranicript
of it was delivered to him in the Mount. For tho’
God made fome ipecial Revelations to the Paun-
archs, he never gave them any Syitem ot Laws to
be a Rule of Practice befure this.  And rhus 1t ap-
pears, that there exifts in Nature fuch a Law as we
plead icr
BuT by the Account the 77 gives us of human
Nature after the Fali, this Law was of no Ufe to
Mankind, becaufe they were uncapable of dricover-
ing what Duties were micumbent by virtue of it.
rik gives fuch a ftrange Defeription of the Cor-
ruption of Man’s Nature, and the Depravation of his
Faculties, as if he thought the Patriarchs neither
had any Law to guide their Practice, nor were ca-
- pable of obeying it if they had. But how he came
to difcover fuch a total Depravation immediately up-
on the Fail I know not. Certainly he never learnt
it from the Hiftory of Mofes. For {o far as I can
find there, what Adam icft by the I'all was Paradife,
and the Trecof Life ; 7. e. in other Words, he loft
Blifs and Immortality. The Penalty annex’d to the
Breach of the Law, with the Sentence pronounced
'by God upen it, thews this. The Penalty ftands
-thus, Gen. ii. 17. In the Day that thou eatept there-

o,
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of, ibeu fbait furely die.  How was this executed ?
He did eat, but in the Day he did eat, he did not
attually die, but was turned out cf Paradife from
the Tree of Life, and fhut cut forever from it,
leaft he thould take thercof, and live forever. Thus
fhews that Paradife was a State of Immortaliy,
which he loit that very Day that he eat : His Life
began from thence to fhorten, and wafte, and to
have an End.

Now isit at all likely, that as foon 2s fdam wwas
turn’d out of Paradife, his Faculties became fo de-
praved, that he loit all Knowledge of that immuta-
ble Rule ot Duty, with which he muft have been
perfectly well acquainted n Paradife ? This true his
Poftenity, thro’ Length of Time, became very de-
bauch’d, both in Princivle and Pratice ; but thill
as there were many good Men, both before the
Flood, and from thence to Mofes’s Time, they
muft have had fome Law to be a Rule ot ra&ice,
and this Law they muft have been capable of know-
ing, otherwife it could be no Rule to them, and con-
fequently they could have been guilty of no Sin, be-
caufe where there is no Law, there can be no Tranf-
grefion ; and Sin is only a Tranitrreﬂion of a divine
Law. And tho’ a Law exifts, yet if 1t be impoffi-
ble for Men to ccme at the Knowledcre of fuch a
Law, ’tis all one, in regard to thcm, as 1if there
wcre none ; 1t being nnpoﬂiblc for them to ob.v a
Law, the I\nowlcdoc of which ’tis impoffible for
them to ‘come at.

But that Mankind, notwithftanding the Corrup-
tion of Nature this /. talks of, were not ignorant of
the Law of Nature, nor altogether incapable of o-
beying its Dictates, will farther appear from what
follows.

Tro' Mofes was the firft Man that had a written
Law for 2 Rule of Praltice, whence it is called, Lex
Moralis, or the Law of Morals, yet they who
' lived
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Iv’d before A% T were not witnout a Law, becouf:
they had this mor.d Law wnitten in taeir ficasts ;
1. ¢. by thc: due Ute of tiir raticnal i’owu‘\‘, they
cifvovered the Will of $od concerming ther nwra)
Duty to be fecunded in the Nutures and Reaton of
Things. The Censiles, bothpitore and aiter 3. o5
(as futh St. Fawd) doing by Nawire, or ainding it
e2fonable to do the T hmf‘s cottdiitow It the rord]
Law ; thefe havirg net thc merzi Law written on
!‘J.bl\s of Stone, were neverth. kel 2 Law unte tem-
f:ives : What todo ? Nor wiat they Ld, rot
what their urcgular Afponts pron,, :“' B 'm to ;
but tey were a Law urto [.ldld\z\\,, tu o the
“Work of the Law of Noture, or the nneal Law
written 1 thoir lcarss, initead of ablos of Store.
I'he Apoftle, by a common F!'.u\, S0 i o
fc& of the Law for the Law i, which indeed s
equivalent thereto, as he thews waus; thor Lon-
faences bore Wiinofs, and thowr 1 houghts redociang
on their Awms, acculd, or L\\.l.x\\i thom in \\ hat
they did.  Thus it appears thus there is fucn o Law
as that of I\atur\, which exifted long beicre anv po-
have Law was given : That w1 tae urpveria o AW
of ali rcaion.;blc Creatures, and fhaf it was tie on-
Iy Rule of moral Practice before that Tracder: st of
it was given to JMofes, which we cail the Decatogue.
Thus doth St. Cbrif-flem expound this Paili_: of
St. Paul, ¢ The Gunules by Nature, faith St .’.'.;1.,
“ that is, faith Chryfoftiem, by the vory Dictutes of
“ right Reafon ; in this, feys he, are they to be
~ admired, that they flood in no Mool 6 Affis’s
* Law to guide them ; they w.re gui < oniy by
the Ufe of Reafon, anfl the Light of [.. -~ owvns on-
fciences.” Thus alfo futh Teriulicn, ¢ or -z bofore
Mzfes wrots the Law in Tublcs of Stor t'\r was
(as T'wll juftify) a Law raturaliy ur.c:-.vod and
obferved by the Patriarch:.” ¢ Evi :...n com-

mend many Things truly, faith St. augaSire, and

I'e I)I' ove
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¢ reprove many Thingsas uftiy ; but by w “at Rules
¢ do thicvfo? Whencedo tany lum that Men ouchc
¢ to livefo, £ ;\cmrr they ive not fo themitlves? W hy
¢ fivs he, Tiefs ivules are right and good, and they
 canrct but ¢ themto ke io, tho’ therr Minds be
¢ not fo; the Ruies are vinchangeabic,tho’ their Minds
be muabic.” 3Sut furcher, that Mankind had net
onlv the Rirovidge of the Law of\‘a'u.a, but that
i the graat Br arches of M fcrainty, they regulared
their Practice thcr\bf, wili appear from a pamcular
Com.dcz.xt on of the Decalogue it lf, which is the

vat Pindect of tius Law 5 whach, When Men by
th: Abute of their Facultics had i = great Meafure
erazed out of their Hearss, J\""%"’.:v‘ God was gra-
coully pleafed tocommititto Vv r i ... that by having
an Opportunity of viewing it in me i:glblc Charac-
ters, th:}' MICAT 25510 ROVIve T i\xsowlcdge of it in
thir Minds.

1. To began witn the ficit P':“ept we find Gen.
xexv. 2. That Feees commanded his - {outhold to put
away their ftrange Gods. Pytbas:ras ays, If a.ny one
¢ thall fay that he is a God, Fu: Lo that made all
* Things, let him prove i, btv making a ncw
Y orL-. Sspocees, Ferre, Or ;! CHS, Puzm, &c.
all mairtain’d the Uity of the Doy,

2. For the Second, we tind tiat Faced Luried
the Icols under an Oak, Chap. xxxv. 4. And the
Gentiles :‘;gruu, that every God ™euld e worfhip-
ped according te the Manner tiat 1t ».{ f fhould think
beft 5 and Farro did much approve of the Jews Re-
lmon, as St. .dugustins injorms us, becaufz it exclu-
ded Images, holdi ng 1t the beit \Way to keep Re-
ligion undefiled by cxch.dmo them 5 and thae if all
Peop]e elfe had tzken that C our{s, it had becn a
Means to take away much trifling.

For the Third, we find -ibrabam caufed his
Qteward to put his Hand under his Thigh, and
{wear by the Lord of Heaven and Earth ; “and w;

fin
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find alfo a folomn Oath pafs’d betwixt Fuced and
Laban, Chap. xxv. 3. and Chap. xxxi. 53. .

Anp it wasa ‘.aw among the Egvptians, as Dio-
dorus yeports, Le; the peijur’d be punifty’ d witdh Deatb,
And tacre was a Law in trre twelve Tables at Reome,
Swear not rafbly. And Sspiacles faith, * When an
¢ Qath is taken, the Soul wik be more cautious to
¢ Sm againft God, and to injure Man.’

For the I'ourth we find tiie Gbfervation of
it beforc the giving of tie Law, Exed. xvi. 23.
And tho’ as to the particular Day to be {pent in the
Woerthip of God, the Gentiles knew byt litde, as
being rather pofitive than moral 5 yet they all a-
greed that God was to be won’hxt)pcu, this being
an inuifputable Dictate of the Law of Nature.
And evenas to the particular Day mentioned in this
Commandment, I muft confcfs, that the general
Confint of Nations, as to the feventh Part, if it
were fully clear’d, would {peak fair to be the Voice
of Nature, or at leaft a Tradition received trom the
'Sons of Noab.

. For the Fifth, we find how Efax ftood in
awe of his Father, tho’ he was otherwife prophane,
for he would not kill his Brother Faccé, while his Fa-
ther was alive, Gen. xxvii. 41I.

ANDp Homer {aith of one that had a Misfortune,
that it came becaufe he honoured not hi; Parents.
He would not render the Duty of a Child to his
Father, therefore his Days were not prolonged.
And Menander faith, That he who honourcth his
Parents, fhall live lonc and happily. And Charon-
das, in his Laws, ﬁum, The Negle@ of our aged
Parents, is Extremity of Wrong.

6. For the Sixth, We fce a plain Precept, Gen.
ix. 6. VWhofocver fbeddeth Man’s Blood, by Man fhal
bis Biood be fhed. And every Nation held it a Ca-
non of their Jaw, Let ¢ Murderer expeli Lt}f; ;I

]
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Life, as be depriz’d another of it. And therefore
they ali punithed Murder with Death.

7. For the Seventh, judab would have burnt
Tbamar for playmg the Harlot, Gen. xootviii. 24.
And Sechem was flain for ravifhing Dinab, and the
whole City {poil’d by her Brothers :  For their An-
fwer to their Father was, Should be deal with cur
Stfter es with an Hariot ? And it was the Saying of
Lycurgus, ¢ Avold Adultery, fo fhalt thou avoid
“ untuncly Death.” And Adenander cenfureth Adul-
tery as a difgracetul Sin, becsiufe the Price of it is Death.

8. For the kighth, The putting Fofepb’s Cup
into the Mouth of the Sack, was enough, tho’ a-
mong the Egvyptians, to clap his Brethren in Prifon
dnd God ferbid, fay they, that we [hould do this,
Chap. xhv. 5. And Demsfbenes agantt Timocrates,
urges the Lacedemenian Law, m the very Words of
this Precept, Tbou fhait not freal.  And Hefiod's
Precept enjoins Men not to poilefs ftolen Goods.

9. ror the Ninth, Becaufe 7wdeh had promifed
to fend a Kid, he weuld not break kis Promife, tho’
(as ke thought) he had given it to a Harlot, Chap.
oxvil. 17. 20. And it was one of the Laws of
the twelve Tables at Rome, ¢ He that fhall bear
¢ falic Witnefs, lct him be caft down from the Tar-
# peian Rock.” And Phocylides advifeth, not to
utter Lies, but to fpeak the Truth in all Things.

. 10, AND for the Tenth, There was no A& that
we can learn in Abimelech againft Sarab, and yet the
Sin of Concupifcence was punifhed in him by God,
Chap, xx. 3. So Pharach was plaged for her in
the fame Cafe, Chap. xii. 17. And Menander hath
this Saying, ¢ Do not concugifiere, or defire ano-
¢ ther Man’'s Pin or Button.” And indeed tho’ the
Laws of Gentile Nations do not exprefs this, yet the
Scope of them all did tend to this End, Non concx- .
Pifcere, not to covet other Men’s Properties.
Whence we may conclude with St. Paw/, That the

R  Gentiles
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Gentiles having the Law written in their Hearts,
were inexcufable.

Frow all which it appears, that notwithftanding
the Corruption of Nature (this 7. talks of) by the
Fall, Mankind were not only feniible of the Obliga-
tion of the Law of Nature, but, in all the principal
Duties of Morality, were able to complvy wita it.
And as all good Men were dirccted to their moral
Duties by the Dictates of this Law, fo were they to
that of a neceffary Self-def:nce : For confidering that
the Prefervation of themfclves, and thofe under their
Care is a Dictate of the Law of Nature, thcy could
not but conclude that Self-defence, when this can-
not poilibly be done otherwife, muft be a Duty re-
fuling from this Law ; it being an indipurable
Truth, that wheneverit is our Duty to profecute an
End, n muft ikewife be our Duty to make Ufe of
thofz Means, without which that End cannot be
obtained. Hence all thof: Wars whica good M:n
undertook without any {pecial Command from Gad,
were agreeable to tlis Law, as app-ars from tacir
having been approved of by him after they were
commenc’d. But having fully difcours’d tlus Point
in the firlt Part of this Treatifz, I fhail now pro-
ceed to an Examination of the #”’s Reafoning here,
where perhaps we may difcover fometiung not
much to the Cr=dit of his Cauic.

Having firit reprefented human Nature as fit for
nothing but to be Fuel for the Fire of Hell, he
adds, ¢ I hope Noboldy will fay, that God 15 the
¢ Autler of Nature thus corrupted.” In which
Words he endeavours to delude his ignorant Read-
er, by including a General in a Particular. He firft
defcribes Man’s Nature as a meer Mafs of Corrup-
tion, and then, hoping his Reader would look no
farther, he exults as if he had gain’d his Point 3
for he hopes no Body will fay that God is the Au-
thor of Nature thus corrv~ted. And tho’ they do

0ty
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hot, hic Argument will be never 2 Whit the more
conclufive. Here then we have a Specimen of his
Candour :  For can it be fuppofed that he is fo ig-
norant as not to difcern the Fallacy of his own Rea-
foning ? Ithink not. Was all Nature comprehend-
ed in th° human Nature ? The Nature of Man is,
I hops, hut a Part, a finall inconfiderable Part of
Nature ; but can a Part contain the whole ? Grant-
ing human Nature was corrupted, doth it therefore
follow, that all Natire muft be corrupted ¢ Muft
the Corruption of Man’s Nature alter the Nature of
Things, confound Right and Wrong, and take a-
way all Diftintion between moral Good and Evil ?
If not, then a Man may juftly fay, that God is
the Author of that Part of Natufe which never was
corrupted, and this is all we contend for.  But we
canpot help thinking, that God is the Author of
tiat Part of Nature too which is thus corrupted,
tho’ rot of the Corruption itfelf 3 which to deny,
would incur fuch a Centure as this 7. 1 prefume,
wou!d not hke. ¢ The Nature, fays he, and the
¢ Licht of Nature he was the Author of, was holy,
¢ innocent and perfect.” Is not this an evident In-
finuation, that the Law or Light of Nature was
corrupted by the Fall; as well as Mar’s Nature ?
That the efernal Law of Righteoufnefs, which
would have been the Rule of Man's Pradtice; had he
kepe his Innocency, was by the Fall deftroyed ?
His Words can be confirued no otherwife than to
import, that that Nature, and the Light of
Nature, which was holy, innocent, and perfec,
and of which Goc was the Author, Was NOW No
where exifting ; whence he concludes, that Nature
being univerfally corrupted by the Fall, *twas abfurd
In hls Advertfary to fpeak of a Law or Light of Na-
ture. If this be a wrong Conftruction of his Mean-
ing, he muft blame himielf; for his Words will ad-
it of no other,

E Bur
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. BuT that Nature was univerfally corrupted by the
Fall, is an impious Falthood. For the natural and
etenal Relations of Things, as Goodncds, Juttice,
Righteoufnefs, Love, Grattude, good Faith, and
the . whole Syftem of moral Principles, which con-
ftitute that eternal Law of Righteouin-fs, whereby
every rational Being is bound by the very Coxftitu-
tion of his Nature to regulate his moral Actions (as
I have fhewn already) is as holy, innocent, and
perfe@, fince the Fall, as before. The Fallacy lies
in the Word Nature, which he thould have limited
to tie particular Nature he had been defcribing ;
but this would not have ferv’d his Turn, z. To
prove there was no fuch Thing as the Law of Na-
ture : And therefore like a true Scphift, he lays
hold of the equivocal Term Naiure, and after hav-
ing defcrib’d one particular Specics of Nature, and
made it as black as Hell, he attributes to univerfal
Nature, what he had defcribed as peculiar to that
particular Species ; and fo thinks he has overfet
his Adverfary’s Do¢trine taken from the Law or
Light of Nature.

~ THis is juft fuch wretched Reaforing, as if one
fhould fay, in Oppofition to anotlicr, maintaining, that
Chnft is the Author of the Cuatholick Church
¢ The Catholick Church is fo monftruoufly corrup-
¢ ted, thac fthe is become a meer Chaos of Anti-
¢ Chriftian Darknefs (meaning the Church of Rome)
¢ will any one venture to fay, that Chrift is the Au-
¢ thor of the Catholick Church thus corrupted ?
¢ The Catholick Church that Chrift was the Author
¢ of, was holy, innocent; and pure.” Now will
any Man fay, that this would be a good Argument
againft the Exiftence of the Church of Chrift ?
Becaufe a Part of the Catholick Church is degenerat-
e.;, doth it therefore follow, that the whole Com-
pany of the Faithtul are fo far degererated, as that
Chnit hath now no Church upon Earth? And z;:
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thie Opponent by the equivocal Terms, Catbolick
Cburcb, which, as apply’d by the Papifts; are {pe-
cial, but as apply’d by other Chriftians, are general,
impofes upon his Reader’s Affent; that Chnft can-
not be the Author of the Catholick Church, and fo
impofes a Falthood upon them : 'Will any Man fay,
fays the Opponent, that Chrift is the Author of the
Catholick Church thus corrupted ? Noj; I believe
no Man will fay that Chrift is the Author of the
Corruption : But doth it therefore follow, that hé
& not the Author of the Catholick Church, which
confifts of the whole Company of the Faithiu! ?
- Just fois it, asto the Point in Debate ; becaufe
Man by the Fall corrupted his own Nature, doth it
therefore follow, that the Llaw of Nature was cor-
rupted ? And becaufe God cannot be faid to be the
Author of the Corruption of Man’s Nature, doth it
therefore follow, that he cannot be faid to be the
Author of human Nature, and the Law of Nature 2
“ The Nature, and the Light of Nature, he was
* the Author of, was holy, innocent; and perfect ;
~ ¢ but the Corruption in Nature, from whenice pro-
¢ ceeded Violence and Bloodfhed, was occafioned
¢ by adhering to the Voice of Satan,’ fays the 7.
If by the Light of Nature he means the Law of
Nature, as his Words neceffarily import, I have
made 1t appear to everv unprejudiced Readery that
this Law 1s as holy, innocent, and perfet, as ever
it was ; as being nothing but the immutable Will of
God himfelf, written in the great Books of Nature.
And if by the Light of Nature he means thofe ratio-
nal Powers, whereby we difcover this Will of God,
and our Duty thercin contained, I have fhewn
kkewife on this Head, that human Nature was not¢
fo much depraved by the Fall, as thereby to render
Men wholly uncapable to difcover this Will of God
toncerning their Duty. And what follews doth not
& the keaft affect our Argument, beeaufe we are not
. E 2 pleads
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pleading for Violence and Blooxifhed, but for a ne-
ceffary Self-defence ; and tho’ it be uue, that Vie-

lence and Bloodfhed proceeded from that Corruption

of Nature which was occailoned by adhering to the
Voice of Satan, yet it will not follow, that neceffary
Self-defence is finful, more than it will follow, that
becaufe the Neceffity 6f earning our Livelihood with
the Sweat of cur Brows: was occafioned by adher-
ing to the Voice of Satan, therefore *as finful to la-
bour with our Hands the Thing$ that are good, for
the neceffary Support of ourfelves and Families.  If,
Violerce and Bloodthed happen to enfue upon a ne-
cedary Sclf-defence, this indeed proceeds from the
Carruption of Nature occafionally; but not as a
Caufe : That the Corruption of Nature which was
accafioned by adhering to the Voice of Satan, was
the Occafion of what Bloodfhed and Violence might
enfue from a necefary Self-defence, I grant ; be-
caufe if there had been no Corruption, therz would
have been no lawlefs Violence ;3 and had there been
no lawlefs Violence, there would have beenno Need
of Refiftance ; and confequently no Bloodihed and
Violence enfuing from thence : But there 1s a wide
Diffcrence between a neceffary Effe&t, and an aca-
dental Confequence ; between a Caufe and an Occa-
fion. Sin is the Caufe of our greateft Sorrow, but
it 15 only the Occafien of that godly Sorrow that
worketh Repentance. The Fall of Adam was the
Occafion of Chrift’s Sufferings ; but it would be
very abfurd to fay that this was the Caufe of his Suf-
ferings, whether efficient; inftrumental, or final.
As abfurd is it in this 7. to infinuate, that that
Bloodfhed and Violence which may accidentally en-
fue from a neceffary Self-defence againft lawlefs Vi-
oencey, hath that Corruption for its productive
Caufe, which was occafioned by adhering to the Voice
of Satan. He may as well fay, that tilling the

&round, and lahouring for the Support of ourfclvc:
. - an
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and Families, proceeds from that Cerruption which
was occafion’d by adhering to the Voice of Satan
as its productive Caufe ; jor as the latter is only a

Confequence of that Corruption, fe is the former.
But, further, if all Bloodfhed and Viol¢nce pro-
ceed from that Corruption which was occafioned
by adhering to the Voice of Saran, as a produchive
Caufe, and is thercfore unlawtul ; what will thus 7,
fay to ali the Bloodthed and Violence comiritted by
the Chrithan Magftrate in the legal Punithment of
Maletactors 2 Will he fay tha; all this is unlawful,
becaufe it proceeds from that Corruption of Nature
which was occafioned by adhering to the Voice of
Satan ? And if he reply that this cannct be faid, be-
caufe the Objects of fuch Viclence have forfeited
their Lives, by becoming Pefts to the Community
where they live, and thercfore may witly be put to
Death ; fo fay I with regard to that Violence that
may enfue upon a Community’s defending them-
felves againft a foreign Invader : The Aflalants ha-
ving violated the Laws of God and Nature, and
put themielves into a State of War with the Defen-
cants, by attempting to deftroy them without any
jult Provocation, have thereby forfeited their Lives
to all Intents and Purpoles, as much as a Robber or
Murderes; and therefore, by the Law cf Nature,
may be as juftly put to Deathas the other, when the
Defendants can by no other Means efcape their Fu-
ry. If the Vialence practis’d by the Magyitrate
then, upon notorious Offenders, be not unlawful,
tho’ it procecd from that Corruption of Nature
which was occafioned by adhering to the Voice of
Satan ; neither is that which may enfue upon a Nat-
on’s defending themfelves agamnft thofe who have
turn’d Rebels to God and Nature, unlawful, tho’ it
occafionally proceed from that Corruption of Nature
which was occafioned by adhering to the Voice of
Satan, when they cannot efcape theic Violence by
E3 any



52 A TREATISE e

any other Methods. Whoever afferts the lattey,
muft by a Panty of Reafen maiiitain the former.

WHEN the V. fays, ¢ It s not irom the degene-
¢ rate fallen Light of Nature that Arguments are to
¢ be drawn for the Farmation and iiftablithment of
¢ Chriftian Pnnciples ;" he fays jult nothing at all
to the Purpote. For we draw our Argumerts for
eftahlithing our Dosirine, not from the ¢ degererate,
fallen Light of Narure, but irom that eternal Law of
Righteoutnefs, which is as immutable as Ged him-
felf. and confequently he is neither fallen nor degenc-
vate, as I have thewn above. Nor moreover do we
allow the Pointin Queftion to beaChnttian Pranciple;
%o far from it, that we have prov’d it to be a Prin-
ciple of the Law of Nature ; and thar not from the
degenerate fallen Light of \aturc, as the /. lovas
to fpcak, but from idt-evident Propofitions, and
Fa&ts recorded in Holy Writ*.

BuT, which 1aakes werfe for him fhill, this is not
the #’s Meaning. By Chnfhan Prinaples, for the
Formation and Eftabiithment of which, he fays Ar
guments are not to be drawn from the dege cgeyerate,
fallen Light of Nature, we are to underftand the
Principle he 15 pleading for, wiz. the Unl.m tulnefs
of Defenfive War ; that this is his Meaning aning appears
from the Words nmmcdn-.cly following ; ®¢ Neither
¢ are any from it of any W eught in Oppofitior
¢ thereto.” Now this is a fhamelefs begging the
Queftion ; for we are fo far from allowing hum his
Principle, or granting it to have any Foundation in
the Chrithan Rehgion, tha: we denv it to have any
Foundation in Nature ; and all he preauces bettet
Arguments n fupport of it, than any we have feea
yet, we think we thould wreng the Truth were we
to do otherwife.

THE next Paffage of this V. that feems to affe®
my general Dotnne, is Page 15. of his Anfwer ;

wherey
® Sec fiuft Past,
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where, after having repeited thef= Words of his
Adverfary. ¢ War was .awti under the Old Tefta-
¢ mert Diveniccon, and thercfore it is Jaw ful under
¢ the New,” tefays, ¢ Letus fee how this extraordina-
* 1y Inference wiliiiold in other Cafes ; Burnt-offer-
¢ ngs, Saanhices, and Gircumafion, were lawful
¢ under the Gl Teftament Dnfpenfation, are they
¢ theretore fo now #°
srjwer. But the F. thould confider thefe Cafes
are rowie parallel.  Bumt-oficn rings, Sacabces and
Crcumoien, wre typicll of the "Gof; pel Difpenfa-
tior. and wire to ceafe of courfe when that was e-
fluiblihed.  They were Parts of the Ccremonial
Law, u' nkh was o continue enly ol the comlng of
Chrul. wio was to eftaklith a new Law in its Room.
This whole Laixnafction was made up of Types
and Snadows, whereof Chrift was the Subftance 5
bt when Canit came, thede all neceffanlv vanifhed:
¢ Tir iure beine tnithed, there was no farther
¢ N:xd of the mugh Df:lllg:ht. But with rclation
to a recefiary Sci f-Cefence, the Cafe is very diffe-
rent;y s was lawtul under the Old Teftament,
by virtus of the Law of Nature ’as I have proved
it was; it muit hkewie be lawful under the New ;
rot oriy bucauft tiiere 1s no Precept there prohibiting
it, but brcauie the Grounds and Realans thereof are
the very fame now they were then. Sacrifices and
Circumcifion are not to be ufed now, becaule there
1s no Oceaiien for them; but there is as great Ceca-
fion fur Detenfive \\ar &> over thewe was 3 fo that
*tis evident the Cafes are ot paiallel. Thu V. adds,
¢« Butr we are farther toll, it w» certain that God ap-
¢ proved of, and 2 uPPOu:d“d his 2’eople to make War
¢ under the Law of Mofes, and by the moral Law,
¢ The fixth Commandment doth undoubtedly im-
¢ ply a lawful War ; forit we muft not kil others,
¢ much lefs ourfelves; and if we mmuit have no
¢ Hand in our own Death, we muft defeod our
E4 ¢ Life
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¢ Life againft unjuft Violence, which fometimes can-
¢ not be done without War. Now the biciled Jelus
¢ never came to deftroy the moral Law of Nature,
¢ but to fulfil it.” To which he rephes, ¢ A poli-
¢ tive Precept is made to imply its direct Reverfe ;
¢ A Command not to kill, is implied to authonze
¢ killing.” -~ Here we have another Speciren of his
Learning and Candour. In the firft Place he fpeaks
Nonfenfe in Grammar ; and in the fccond he m'o' iy
mifreprefents his Advcrfary, and abules his }\uder,
by putting fuch a Conftruction on his W ords, as
they will by no Means admit of. He has no where
faJd that 2 Command not to kill, is implied to au-
thorize Killing ; nor can any Thmg hkc it be farly
inferred from his Words. ' This is a forced and id.ll“
Conftrution, of the #’s own framing s and if 1t s
an Abfurdity, he muft anfwer for it.
- His Adverfary, I dare fay, never imagined that
the fixth Commandment forbids ail l&nl.mg, but on-
ly all Killing that is Murder. And if he tianks fo,
what Qpinion muft he have of Magitrates, «ibeci
ally thofe of his own Friends,” who make ro more
Scruple to kill in their Way than others o ? 1n or-
der therefore’ tqo do Juftice to his Adverfary, he
ought to have put his Words in their true Light,
and then they would have run thus ; As the Sixth
Commandment forbids Murder, it ncccﬂ'anly im-
plies an Authonity or Right to kill in a lawful War.
And this is fo far fram bemg an Abfurdity, that I
hope it will appear to be an evident T uth. That
the Sixth Commandment implies a2 Defenfive War
(and the Author of the Sermon micant no other) I
prove thus ; o |
. Ir by Virtue of this Command it be a Sin to de-
firoy myfelf, it muft by the Terms be a Duty to
prefcrvc myfelf ; and 1f it be my Duty to preferve
myfelf, it muft likewife be my Duty to defend my-
Iclt againit Jawlefs V olence, whcn I cannot fecure
my
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my own Prefervaton otherwife ; and ¥ 1t be my
Duty two defend myfilt againft lawlefs Viol-nce,
when I cannet fecure my own Prefervation other-
wife, it muft be my Duty to do 1t by fuch Means,
and in fuch a Manner, as without which I cannot
poflibly effect it ; and if I cannot poffibly effect it
without Defenfive War, it cannot be unlawhul to
engage in it.  But to bring the Argument clofer
full; If by Virtue of thisCominand, it bc aSinfor the
Magiftrate to deftroy his Subjects, it muft by the
Terms, as well as by Virtue of his Office, be his
Duty to protedt themn ; and if it be his Duty to pro-
tect them, it muft be his Duty to defend them a-
ganft all Injuftice and Wrong ; and if it be his Du-
ty to defend them againft all Injuftice and Wrong,
1t muft be his Duty to do it by fuch Means, and n
fuch a Manner, as without which it cannot pofiibly
be done ; and if it cannot poffibly be done without
oppofing Force to Force, in the Ufe of carnal Wea-
{ons, it cannot be unlawful in hun to ufe thefe

leans. Nay fo far is it from being unlawful, thag
by Virtue of this Command, it muft be his indifpen-
fible Duty to ufe fuch Means, when the Prefervar-
on of his innocent Subjects cannict be fecured with-
out them. Every Magiftrate then beirg bound by
virtue of this Command, not only to abftain from
murdering his Subjects, but to uft all poffible Means
for prefervirg their Lives, Liberties, and Proper-
ties ; he is hkewife bound by virtue of this Com-
mand to engage in a Defenfive War, when this is
the only Mean left in his Power for effeting thefe
valuable Purpofes ; unlefs it can be made appear
that fuch a War is exprelly prohibited by a Gofpel
Precept ; which, as 1 have thewn above, cannot be
done. From all which we conclude that the Sixth

%(;nmxandmcat doth undoubtedly imply Defenfive
var,
| T
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Tax 7. further adds, ¢ I would now afk, is the
¢ mord Command, Tbox fait et kill, beft fultll’d
¢ or kept by underftanding the Geoipel to forbid
* War, or 1o allow of it ?* To which I anfwer, by

ing another Quzition, Is the moral Commmd,
Thou pait not bill, beft fulhll’d or kept by under-
ftanding the Gofpel to torbid all capiral Pumthments,
or to allow cfthem ? to forbid Magittracy, or toal-
low of 1t 2 Is the moral Command, Thoa Gait »et
covet, beft fulfill’d or kept by thof: who under-
ftand the Gofpel to forbid Chriftiars to labour for
the Mear that peritheth, to take no Thought for
Food and Raiment, not to lay up Treafures upon
Earth, &¢c. or to allow of theie Things ?  But the
V. before we can give a direct Aniwer to his Qudf-
tion, muft expiain his Terms, and tell us what ke
nveans by #ar ; if he means by thus Term, a law-
lefs Attack upon innocent Mcen, we aniwer, The
moral Precept, Thon jocii =st kill, is beft tulfilled
b7 underftanding the Gofpel to fortad it ; but if by
this Term he means a neceflary Sclf-deferce againft
lawlefs V mkncc we anfwer, It 1s beft fultﬂlcd by
underftanding the Goff rel to allow . Nay, toun
derftand the Gofpel to rorbn..i War in the latter Senle,
and a&t accordingly, when there is a Neveffity for
fuch 2 War, is fo far from being the beft Way o
fulfil this Command, that in the Magiftrate it muft
be a grofs Violation of it. The beft Way to fultl
the moral Command, Tbox fbait st kill, would be
for all Men to underftand the Gofpel to forbid all
Kinds of Injuftice and Wrong, and toad according-
ly 5 and yet it doth not follow that the Magiftrae

contrary to the Golpel in punithing Evil-doers,

who do not conform to Gofpel Rules ; fo far from
Jt, thar he is bound by virtue of thc Gofpel fo f0
do, this being one main End of his Office : So that
were he to refuic or neglect it, he weuld aét coatrs-
) 4
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ry to this moral Law, which Chrift came not to de-
ftroy, but to fulhi.

As to the §’s following Words, ¢ Where there
¢ s onc of thofe who take it in 1ts firft Senfe {lamn,
¢ are there not many Thoufands of the larter kill'd
¢ in the Prattice of Fighting ?* 1 reply by afking
anothcr Qu:thon, Where one of thofe that jock’d
upen Chniitianity as 2 cunmingly dewis’d Fable have
fuffer’d, have not many Thoufands been flain in
maintaining it to be the Power of God unto Salvaii-
or: 2 \V here there is one of thoie who take it n 1s
firft Senfe, fuffers, an: there not many Thoufands
of the latter martyr’d in the Pruicilion of the Gof-
}rl? Is it therciore wrong to take Chriftianity in the
atter Senfe 2 And befides, that fo few of thoﬁ: who
take it in the firft Senic, are itain, may cafily be ac-
counted for ; they are hike Selemer’s pradent Man,
who forefeeing the Eval, hides himfelf. Let the
Publick fink or fwim, they take Care tc keep them-
felves aut of Harm’s \\ay : they have leaarmt fo
much of the Wikiom of the Serpent, as not to ex-
pofe themielves to Violence and Sisughter, fo long
as there are other hrave Men enough to fereen them
from the Danger; who, like fome among the pri-
mitive Chnftians, feem to invite Danger as boidly as
others fheakingly fhun it ; being as zcalous for their
Country, as they were for their Religion: So that
2 Man muit have a good Command of his Tem-
per, that can keep his Countenance in
thefe Words, inftead of being convinc’d by them,
that the Sixth Ccmmandment is beft fulﬁ.ll’d by
thofe who underftand the Goipe! to forbid Defen-
five War.

¢ MoraL Precepts (faith the Authur of the Ser-
¢ mon) are grounded upon invanable Equity, upon
¢ the Nature and Reafon of Things, and thercfore
* cannot be altered.” To which the V. reples,
¢ Can any Man poflibly think that War sPartd(I
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¢ the moral Law # Upon which I remark : I
know Nobody that ever fad fo, <7z, that War
1s a Part of the mioral Law. I have prov’d in the
firft Part of chis Treanfe, that a neceffary Self-de-
fence againft lawlds Violence is a Dictate of the
Law of Nature, of which the moral Law is «
Tranfcript ; but neither I nor the 4. of the . have
fo much as infinuated that it was a Part of that Law,
but only a Duty refulung from it, and imply’d in
the Precept, Thou fbalt %ot &ill. 1 have prov’d like-
wilc, that as a neceffary Self-defence aganft a fo-
ragn Enemy, was undoubtedly lawful under the
Old Teftament, it muft be equaily fo under the
New, becauic the Grounds and Realons are the
fame, pnlefs it can be made appear, that Chnit hath
by an exprefs Law prohihited 1.  ;Apd I athrm, n
anfwer to the Queftion, that tho’ it be no Yart of
the moral Law, vet it is 2 Dictate of it, and a ne-
ceflary Duty refulung from it, and therefore will e-
ver be lawtul while there is a Neceflity for it, un-
lefs we can fuppofe that God wilireveri: the LLaw of
Narure, which 1s as immutable as his own Being.
The ¥. farther adds, ¢ Now {faith the Sermon)
¢ if the Almighty has approved of War formerly,
¢ and there is fhll the fame Necefiity of it under the
- Gofpel Difpenfation as befors, w will foilow that
it is equally lawful now. It is abfurd: to fuppoie
that the bleflfed God, who is infinite in Wildom,
and unalterable in his Nature, would deterpune
contrarily at different Periods of Time, concern-
ing a Cafe that is fubftannally the fame.’
To which he replies, ¢ If this Mainer of Argu-
ing proves any Thing, it proves Offenfive War
as lawful as Defenfive. God approv’d of the If-
raclites taking away the Poffeflions of many Nat-
ons, he commanded them to deftroy fome utter-
ly; 1 it therefore equally lawful 1o do fo now,
whether we have his Commaed or not? ;zl"vha
N ar
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¢ War that he approv’d of formerly, was underta-
¢ ken by his Counfel and Dire¢tion.” Upan which
I remark, That the /. mifreprefents his Adverfary
here again; when he fays, * He commanded them
¢ to deftroy fome utterly ;> whereas his Adverfary
doth not fo much as infinuate, thro’ the whole Pa-
ragraph, that God commanded War, but only that
he approv’d of it : So that the War the V. inftan-
ceth in, isnot a fimilar Cafe. God’s approving of
fome War formerly, which he did not command,
1s the Author’s Argument, and 1s all that was necefla-
ry to infer his Conclufion, wiz. that Defenfive War
is lawful under the Gofpel. But to gain the Affent
of his ‘gnorant Readers, the #. puts fuch Wards in
his Adverfary’s Mouth, as will beft fuit his own
Turn, and thenexults as if he had the better of the
Aigument. ¢ God commanded the Ifraeites, fays
¢ he, to deftroy fome utterly, is it therefore equally
¢ lawful to do fo now.?* Which Queftion is quite
impertinent, as being grounded on a falfe Suppofi-
tion, as if lis Adverfary had faid, ¢ If the Almighty
has commanded War formerly, &c.’ whereas he
fays no fuch Thi.g : His Words are, ¢ Ifthe Al
* mighty has auprov’d of War formerly, {5c.> He
hkewife reprefents him as arguing in Defence of War
without Diftinttion, which s another Specimen of
his Candour : Whereas he is arguing only for the
Lawtulnefs of Defenfive War, as is evident from the
Tide and whole Tenor of the Sermen, and which
this 7. could not be ignorant of. How then he
could fay, ¢ That his Manner of arguing, if it
* prov’d any Thing, would prove Offenfive War
¢ as lawful as Defenfive,” can rever be accounted
for tc his Credit : For ’ts evident to every Body
that can difcover a true Syllogifm from a bare-fac’d
Sophifm, that it is otherwife.

Tre Author’s Words reduc’d into Form (the
beft Way to dete& falfe Reaioning) will ftand thusl,f
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If the Almighty has approved of Defenfive War
forrperly, becaufe it was a neceflary Means under
Divine Providence to protelt innocent Men from
the lawlefs Attacks of foreign Lnemies; Defenfive
War was undoubtedly lawtul, becaufe he can ap-
prove of nothing that is not fo : But Defenfive War
1s as neceffary, in the Fland of Divine Providence,
to prote¢t innocent Men from the lawlefs Attacks
of forzign Enemies, under the Gofpel Difpenfation,
as it was formerly, erge Detenfive Waris lawful un-
der the Gofpel. But it what the /. fays b= true, vz,
¢ That the A£’s Manner of arguing proves Offen-
five War as lawtul as Defenfive,” his Argument re-
duc’d into Form, will ftand thus; If the Almighty
has approv’d of Defenfive War formerly, becaufe
it was neceflary, {gc. Detenfive War was then law-
ful ; but Defenfive War is as neceflary under the
Gofpcl as formerly, therefore Gfteniive War i1s law-
ful under the Gofpel. Here is a Conclufion inferr’d
that is not to be found in the Premifes. The Sub-
je&t of the Premifes is, War Defenfive, the Subject
of the Conclufion 1s, War Offenfive.

Suppofe the Vindicator were to argue in Defence
of Divine Revelation, thus; 1if God Almmhty ap-
prov’d of Revelation formerly, and there is ttill the
fame Neceffity of it now, it will follow, that it is
equally lawful now. And fuppofe fome one thould
reply, this Manner of arguing proves Judaifm as
lawful as Chriftianity : God commanded the Fews
to keep Fafts, and obferve Holy-days, to offer Sa-
crifices, and worfhip in the Temple ; is it therefore
equally lawful to do fo now, whether we have
God’s Command or not ? How would the 7. like
this Manner of arguing? Would he allow that the
Argument (proving Divine Reveladon to be lawful
now, from the Divine Approbation of it formerly)
proves fudaifm as lawtul as Chriftianity ? Or the

Temple Service, as the fpirityal Werthip of the Qza-'.
o
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ker Meetings? Would he not think it his Duty to
wipe off fo foul an Afperfion, by detecting and ex-
pofing the Sopkiftry and Falihood of his Adverfarys
Reafoning, and proving his own to be right, if not
mifreprefcnted ¢ which he might do, thus; If the
Almighty has approv’d ef Revelation formerly be-
caufe it was neceffary to teach Men their Duty more
dearly, &. it follows, that it was lawful ; but there
is the fame Neceffity now for Revelation there was
formerly ; ergo Revelation is now lawful. This
would be a fair Conclufion from the Premifes, and
the only one which in Truth could be inferr’d from
them. How would he then like to be told ; No,
this is not the true Inference from your Argument ;
the true Inference from your Argument is, KErga
Judaifm, and the whole Fewi/b Ritual is now law-
fu. Now this would be juft fuch Meafure as he
metes to his Adverfary on this Point. The native
Inference from his Adverfary’s Premifes, as I have
fhewn, is this ; Erge Defenfive War is lawful un-
der the Gofpel. But the 7. tells him no, the Infe-
tence fromn his Argument is this ; Ergo not only
Offenfive War, but fuch as was that againft the Se-
ven Nations, is now lawful. For your Manner of
arguing, fays he, not only proves Offenfive War,
but fuch a War as that which the Jjraelites made
upon the Seven Nations at God’s Command, as
lawful as Defenfive.

Tue Author’s Argument being thus clear’d from
the #”s falfe Reprefentation, the infulting Queftion,
Is it therefore equally lewful to do fo mow, whether we
bave bis Command or not 2 which he propofes with
fuch an Air of Vitory, fhamefully recoils upon
himfelf, as being no ways inferrable from the Argu-
ment of his Adverfary, butis the meer Creature of
his own Invention.

* Tux War, fays the #. that he approved .of

¢ formerly, was undertaken by his Counfel 861(1
¢ Di-
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¢ Diretion.” Hozre we have another Specimen of
his Sophuttry.  What deth he mean by tbe Har ¢
This Propofitton. tho' hezrally true, yet 1s nothung
tv his Purpofe ; which 1s to prove that God never
arprov’d of any War but what was underiaken
by tus Counfel and Dhreltion. ke War, if t can
mean any Thing, muit mean the \War with the Se-
ven Navons; and this ro doubt God approv’d of,
becarfe he tommanded r ; but what is this to the
Purpofe of confunng his Adverlare, or proving that
his Manner of arguing proves Cfeniive \War as
lawful as Defenfive ? Doth it fuilow, that becaule
God approv'd of this particeiar War whicn: wes un-
dertaken by his Command; that he rever approv'd
of any that was underraken without s Command ?
By no Means. If the F" had mtended to prove by
thefe Words, that ins Adveriary's Maaner of argu-
ing prov’d fuch a War as that againft rie Seven Na-
tions as lawful as a Defenfive - which L would fain do
if poffible) he fhould have form’d them thus;
Whatever War God approv’d of formerly, was un-
dertaken by his Command, or m his own equivoca-
ting Words, 8v brs Counfel ard DircSGicn.  Then he
would have faid fomething to his Purpot?; could he
have prov’d it, and might have told the World with
a much better Grace, thac his Advertary’s Manner
of arguing proves Offenfive War as lawfu! as Deis
five. DButif he cannot do this, the leaft Artonernent
he can make, for abufing his Author, and impafiing
upon the World evident Falthoods inttead of Truzhs,
1s to beg God’s Pardon, and confefs his Ignorance ;
or elfe frankly own the true Reafon of fuch wreiched
Quibbling and Prevarication.

BuT to clear this Matter further thll, 1 wall now
prove, for this #”s Conviction, or Contutation, from
two Inftances, that the Almighty approv’d of fome

Wars formerly, which were not undertaken by h#
Com-
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Com ". ', or, a5 the 77 hmtkdf exprefles it, by
B Cosotl are 1w ction,

1. 1oz Pasrmreh Llercbam, as wo read, Gen. xiv.
13 made War upon the tour Kings for recovening
R8s xiove l Frend and niifinan Ls. 5 wiich tho'
Fof s hissown Daiencee, ’ttl[\ s Tam‘wmm.,
& x\"‘ r groukicd on the fanxe i nncv‘l s of Reafon
a! Lvudy 3 wuich | prove thus it a Man has
C e Right o wind et and w hat s his, againft
¢ i Viownde of a lawlefs Invader, he may certain-
* I oendvavionir to recover what has been by any
“ Kind of Violenve or \"ilhiny t2\en from him ; for
‘ as the Poxer to take any thing from another,
¢ b..\:. no Rizhit to i, 1t foilows, that the Right
* o that wiuch has been taken from its Owner, a-
¢ zunit his Wi, remains full where it was ; he
¢ muay 110 trely call i hisy and it i be his, he may
¢ ufe u as hie, which if he who took w away, or any
¢ o.n.-.n thal! hinder Kim from domg, chat Man

even e the Agoreflor, and the Owner does but
©dedend Ui, aad wihat s kis.” Which Reafon-
vy boig apply’ < @ e Gaie ol érabam, who
m:i: War uson ticic Kings with no other View
bat tu FeCuvr 2 Part of s own K amity, 1t will
:h Swrhar s wasan !~ ioct a Defenfive War,  And
S. fegudine futh, ¢ That Naton may juftly by
¢ Armes beoabial m!, whica fhall negiect either to
“panth mnar own \u‘*xi\\:‘ts tor Injuries by them
T, or t refwsre that which by Force was ta-
Y Koroaway”  And this was lt L lrebem’s Cafe.
Now _orabam had no fpecial CommifTion from God
3 undertake: this War': 1 lere was no Divine Coun-
& nor Dir-dicn out of the ordinary Courfe of
P“O\'vu\l ; and yet It was 2 2pHrov d of by GOd,
& appears rom V) orf 19. Vieichijedeck, who was
P rkﬁ of t.> moit iligh God, b.uﬂ( d God for the
Vidory ; \.,n\h, had the Lndcrtakmg been unlaw-

Wl Le co rtainiv would not have done.
13 2. Avorter

(3
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2. AvoTHer Inftance of the like Nature we
have in Zixedus xvii. 9.  There we find how AJefes
commandced the ]Jrae.,te.r to fizht the .uzclekites in
their own Deferce, who wirh “armed Vioience op-
pos’d their Paffage into the Land of Ceraany and it
doth nct appear that in this he coniulted God at all.
Now here 1s arcther Inftance of a War that was not

adertaken by God’s Counie! and Lurccuon,
and yet was approved of by hin, as we l:am
frem Verle 4. sivid tlre Lerd jad” anto Afjes,
write this for ¢ Alemoric! on a pock,y au:é rebearje 1t in
the Ecrs of Fefiua. That thare VW ars were agrecable
to the Law of Nature, is evident from aonce, that
God approved of them, tho” undertak:n with-
out his {Hecial Command 3 for he can no more ap-
prove of any thing contrary to this, than ke can
-Changs s own Burg g, or take away all Diftinction
bet.icen moral Good and Evil.  Things which are
morally *vil (and fuch are 2ll Things contrary to
the Law of Nature) can never be an (Jb‘ec,t of Di-
vine Approbation, but mult neceflanily be condem-
ned by him ; the eternal and neceflary Rectitude of
his Nature requires it.  Thefz Wars were Detenfive,

or Tanter::unt, as 1 cUferved above 5 the latter was
undertaken by the Ifraefites to detend themiilves
from the Vielence of an Iremiy, that by Force of
Arms oppos’d their valtage into their own Land ;
the formcr was undertakien by .édrabzsi, to recover
his diftr=fs’d Friend and Finfman, and his muf: ravle
Famiiy, from a lawld{s Enemy, that fad taken them
Captives.  Now if fuch a VWar was lawiul then (aS
appears it was) there biing ¢e fame [\LCLﬂIt] il
for Selt-dcferce, 10 will feiicw, thar Sclt-deterce 18
cqually lawtul now, unlefs a Law of the Gofpel
can be procuc’d which exprelly torbids e,

Tuereis amaentt L Liserence between God’s ap-
proving thofe Vvars that were undertaken by good
Men, having no other Warrant {or {0 doing than

the
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the bare LLaw of Nature ; and thofe that were un-
dertaken by his fpecial Cornmand.  The firlt were
undertaien becaufe they were agreeable to the Law
of Nature, antccedent to  all pofinve Precepts
whatfoever, and tnercfore were apvroved of by
God ; but the | rter were only lawtul becaufe God
commanded thein.  He being the abfolute Sove-
reign of the Univerfe, and the nghtful Proprietor of
ail his Crosteres, may quitly difpofe of them ta
whom, and in what Manner, he pleafis.  Tis true
God cannot diffelve the Obiigation of the preceptive
Law ot Nature, or change the Natures of Good and
Ex:l. For altho’ he be omnipotent, yet we muft
always fuppofe his infinite Power to be conjoin’d
with mnnnite Goodnefs, elfe i1t i1s no Divine Power ;
arxd therefore, Poffe malum, non eft poffe; i.e. Itis
no ’ocwer but Weaknefs to do Evil*.  Neverthelefs,
God may alter the Properties of thofe Things from
whence the Redpects of Good and Evil do refule,
as in the [jraeliies deftroying fome Nations utterly,
and taking away their Pofleffions, which God may
jultly do, by virtue of his abfolute Dominion ; but
the Change hereis not in the Obligation of thc Law,
but in the Things themfelves. Murder would be
an ntrinfical Evil ftill, but that which was done by
an immediate and explicit Command from God,
was no Murder.  Robbery had been a Sin fhi!y but
taking Things alicnated from their Properties by
Go:d hunfclf, was not Robbery. And moreover,
the Narions upon whom he commanded the Ifra-
elites to naake War, and deftroy fome of them utter-
ly, and {poil them of their Pofleffions, had by their
Wickednefs forfeited all to the Sovereign Proprietor
of the whole World ; who might therefore juftly
take them away by whatever Inftruments he pleafed ;
and as he thought proper to make Ufe of the [fra-
elites for that Purpole, they did no Wrong in taking
away their Poffeffions, and deftroying many of them

I' 2 utteriy,
* Seg Preface, Page 7
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v, becanf:thov ilorlv what God "cmmanded

taem, w.uca, '™ nive redass !, wou ! nove twen
Rebatl: r wh\ruﬁ kad t'L".' uncorte: o fech a
War witront Ge s orman =, it we frover hovs
been a» rov. ! cf "\’ e, ooande wowenid qove
b-cn a lﬂ.x:‘.ﬁ\& Vislamon ot ehc v of Nature, In
this Caie they wowr, aav: deon ~:ly of Koo
arnd Murlen, and tier ore oo o ! nev.r have
anprov' ot i, Thae Reaons of ta oro-nicntiond
Inttancrs,  wiie tounded it Law of Nature,
which 5 tie ctornal Rals of Revhouing s, which
Reafcns wiil continue th fans, ic lonm as i is rea-
forable that the Irn-scent ﬂwoul Jd net fulkr Intury by
the wiolent Hards of the Guiity ; cr, in other
Words, fo long as there 1ubliits any hidirence be-
twacn mora! (1001 and Evil : But the 1t-mentionad
Initances were m Cont-tence of an ek Tom-
man: of Col, iOunded uon Deafuns S peciinar to
the Circumitances of thoic Timos 1w which 1t was
given. The Ilraeistes wer- uvncer a Theccrao s
God himi-if was toir King -l Soversign in a
rrare pecini olanner thia to any other Provle.
L K O Lndmtv‘.\ ther Tunila~ o550 a De-
fart Courtry, in wiich B nuotico and fupportad
twm i a mn.lcu.a s Manner o nv Viars, but pros
mi’d to Lol taem '1 1 h L, anl odww
u ‘;ntu.m ot foffuine -

ANDas t haIn L’.b‘t“ 5 of the Seven Nations had
by tiv ileozibon - Lnit God forfiicc ] aily he was
p:-u:.‘\i to give el Commmifon £y his own pe-
cultar Peop' . 10 dnve them our, anc take Pofiltii-
on. Bur faar =xtraor tnary D) onlaron baing long
fince exprred, an o a! Nevors Delng now under an
ordindiy :rovidence, o< to wir vl C‘olicv, there
are not tae fam: rou ‘s ian ) Wedons for fw‘h a
} raTzicy, and therctoie o celsof Couil, D, . che
fancGroands an i Revmns iusiit..ow, as didthicn, e
may fupoole Gud wound act i the fame ancl: 5

ut
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but th cs' caafirg, the Pradwo: c=afd with them.
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the fame Grounds and Reafuns fubfift now as did
then. Having the fame Law to direst us, and be-
ing uncer the fame Obhgations to wihvnd ourkelves
from unjuft Violnce, to which we are equaliy ho-
ble, it muflt confguently b= as lawhul for us to
defend Ol.rld\'cs, L ,’ opi ohn; F orce to Force, as i
was for thema; uniciy, as I & ~ tedfore, Chritt by an
exprefs Precept in the Gofpel has prohbitted it

He further adds, ¢ The latter Pzt of the Pana-
* graph dees not buong to tas Argument, urlis it
¢ shrft prov’d, erther thas Pu\“"‘ Now-a-uays have
¢ the cxordc Co.,.man\ of Ged o go to War :-—-
¢ Or that he hath etermined Mian to be a furdicicne
¢ Judge whun 1t is fuitable, and when not”

To which I rcply ¢ The fint Part of this Re-
marx 1s falfe, asfu*?é-‘rtly ﬂ;\;‘*wrs from what 1 have
fad above ; and the latter Yart 15 airady anfwered.
For I have prov ’d, to the Conviction of cvery un-
pruuuc "d Reader, that Detenfive War is agrecavie
to the Law of Niwury, and net contrary o the
Gc»!},xl, nromwitlitindirg the wart of an ex,rels

Conmni ‘(“‘Guf. From whence it \'f'l teiow,
toat wiije -n.m, by the Lxersie or R ‘twr\.} S

DLy

cu.ws, can divmguih drowion R -:_:m and Wrong

tlaprmeds ard 3haory, hoewn be s fuivaont _]m.ge

when fuch a Waris fuitable, andvixn no

Trz Auvthor of the Sermen fays Nrt‘lc:" ; ¢ Can

¢ we tink tuit God wouk! approve of any 'Prafice
¢ formesly, that \us contiary to the moral Law 2
¢ Wail, it ajuft War was not contrary to the moral
¢ 1.aw under the Fxeyh Dilpentation, and before it,
¢ why thould it be fo now in the like Circumftances
¢ of Neceffity 2 o which the /., rcphcs, ¢ I have
¢ aircadv oblerved, that the Almighty’s cn}oxmng
* and approving of fome \Wars Iormcrly, does
¢ authorize any Wars beeuiy and carried on at thc
* mecr Willand Pleafure of Men. The like Circum-

* tances of Neceility muft be when we have thedi-
¢ vine



r

DEFENSIIE 3 AR. 69
¢ vine Command and Ilirection, and no otherwife.’
W o Gt torvaton having boern airzady proved to
b ""'ulli‘:i.ii.‘l:\" anioamixrtioent, 1wl not tollow,
thot the Be ordleintances of Necetiey muet be
W2 owe have Tt e Command and Dir=&ion ¢
Tuc B Groumizlaness of Necefiity muit be, the
human o 3: sty of "roc*cvr r an.d pircferving an
Innecnt r coic from the Vicknce of a iawl.fs In-
veaoer. Lvi was the Ground of thofe Wars which
wirs ion v:r?‘,‘ carrizd on by good ivien, without a-
ry oxor % Comman’ from God, and y.t approv’d
of by “z.n Wil i3 an 1ndidj m'.lbl': ‘Teitimony that
thev were lawiful 3 and the f..vsh. Grounds and Rea-
fons fubfuin 3 ?hl the fame Zradtice muft be lawful
317, unios an prraﬁ: Law of God can be produc’d
proadaingit. That the Gozpel p“oh‘bits all uniaw-
fa! vWars, as 1t docs all other unlawful Actions, we
rea Ly grant ; Lat it no more follows from hence,
thut ail izinner of War is unlawful under the Gof-
pel, than ehat 2l Manncr of Actions are fo ; for as
fome Actions are lawlul, notwithftanding there are
a gioat many uniawtul 5 fo forme Wars may be uft,
row tatunsing the many unjuu Wars that =re car-
ri=d on in the Wil 1 5 ind tho’ thefe be prohibited
by the Gofp.l, as al! othur unjult Attions are, yet 1t
dozs not app-ar tat tnoL ar: pronlb.ted any fartaer,
than as they exceed the Bouds of Juitice and Hu-

manity ; ana then s only the Abui: thir is prohi-

b
bite 4, but not the Ufe. ¢ The blefled Jeius (faich
¢ the /., hath tyie fome Chnftians, boti by the
¢ imm.Jiace itatss of his Spirit, and Expreifion
‘ of ats Wl wiia pe uon..u) upon Farth, that the
¢ beft Way wo Lv\ o the Comamancments, hon fFalt
¢ not ki, ‘n\., I/Jo'z faaZl love thy Neghocur, 1s
¢ not to huwbour any lil-will or Reveng: againft
¢ any, but to love Encmies.” I will add, by way of
Remark, That the blefled Jefus hath tauzhr, not

fome, but all Chriftians, I fhall not fay, by the im-
F 4 mediate
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mediate DiQates of his Spirit {becaufc they who fay
fo, affert more than they can prove, unlefs b~ the
immediate Di&ates of his Spirit thcy mean the hoiy
Scri tures) but by the Expreflion of his Will in the
Gofpcl, that the beft Way to keep thck Command-
ments, 15 not to nurLour any lii-wiii or Revenge a-
gainft any, but to love Fnsmics And, without
Doubt, all who deferve the Nume of Chnttians,
will acknowle-dge this, as well as tiiis ¥, and, I
doubt net, are s e ady to pmut.. it 1 1ts true and
proper Senfe.  But how decs this Argument prove
the Unlawfulnefs of Self-defence as:.rmt the lawlis
Violence of a forcign Enemy ¢ Bocaude it s ever

Chnftian’s Duty to harbeur no Ill-wzll or ikevenge
againft any, doth 1t therefore follow, that 1t 1s tiac
Duty of the Magiftrate to fuffer a foreign Invader
to deftroy himfclt and his Subjelts, without any
Refiftance ? Or, mn other Words, That ’us unlaw-
ful for the Magiftrate to defend himfelt, and his
Subje&s, -wv.nnit the lawlefs Violence of a toruon
Lnemy : : Bv the fame Argument, ke ought to hea

vith the moft villainous Qutrages of Cut-throats
and Rebels among his own Suo;wts, becaufe this
will be the beft Wa ay to keep the Commandmunts,
Greu fhalt wet kill, and, Theu fhalt teve tby Neigé=
ssur, by not harbeuring any Il-will or Revenge a-
caint any, but loving of Enemics. But may not
the Chaftan Magiftrate defend himfelf and lus Sub-
relts againtt a f"lUO"l Encmy, without harbouring
u}—wﬂl and Rcv“ngc agawnft any, as well as put te
{Yeath a notoricus Cr‘mmal who cannot be pre-
forv’d without manifeft Danorcr to the Community ?
And if fo, why fuch a nughty Out cry agawnft a
Dctenfive War, as if it could not be undertaken
without the manifeft Violation of the Sixth Com-
mandment, and the Precept of Chrift, to harbour
no Hl-will or Revenge againtt any, but to love E-
nemies, when tis cvuknt the Cafe is quite othcr'

© owife ?
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wile ? For if the Magitrate may put to Death a
notoricus  Maltaltor, who cannct be preferv’d
withcut manifeft Danger to the Fublick, and yet
not be chargeable with any Violaticn of thefe Com-
mandments, he may likewife, withicut being guilty
of any Violation of thefe Commancments, ftrenu-
oufly defend himfelf and his innocert Suby&s a-
aainft the lawlefs Violince of a foreign Invacer,
when the Ruin of the Publick cannot be prevented
vithout u. This #. fhould dittinguih bitween
War Gifenfive and Lifenfive (but this would have
cificrv’d his Purpofe} and even buiween the Ufe
and the bufe cf tac latter. I acknowlcdge that even
a Pefunnve War may be abus’d, when Mcn, in the
Management of it, exceed the Bounds of Juftice
and ldumanity ; but this is no Argument againit the
Lawiulnefs of 1, but only of the Pervertencfs of
Mankird, who arc too apt to abufe the beft Things
of P’rovidence. Chriftianity has been abus’d by bad
Men to very ill Purpofcs, and yct I hope Nobody
will lzy, that therefore the Piofeflion of Chriftianity
1s unlawful. Chrftiarity forbids Injury and Re-
venge, and enjoins the Love of Enemics  (fays the
}., and therdiore ’tis unlawtul for Chriftians to de-
fond themitlves agantt a toreign Ineny.  Now the
fzme Argument will prove it unlawtul for the Chn-
than Magiltrate to refift a domeftick Traitor, or the
moft outrageous Villan whatdocver ; for if Refi-
ftance to them can be managed wholly without thefe
Ciimes, and confiftent with Chrift’s P’recept of lov-
ing Enemies, fo may hikewife Refiftance to a forcign
Enemy. If it cannot, and yet Refiftance to.them
be acknowledged lawful, fo hkewifc may Refiftance
to foreign Invaders, nrotwithftanding the fume Un-
happinefs. Let them look to i¢ who. are guilty of
thefe Crimes. This can’ no more hinder honeft
Men from defending themfelves, or from making
their Advantages of the Crimes cf others in their

own.
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own Self-defence in onz Cafe, than it is aliowed to
do in another.

But it is a very upacccustabie T g, it v Opine-
on, to fuppofe ‘that a I* €opiL Caniot 10 T03 taer,
with the Confent, ~nd by the Authority of tic fu-
pream Magiftrate, in defencing themiclves aaintt
a foreign En;.'m', without any “fuch Crines. For
there is nothing nceetfary to this, that I knew cf,
that requircs cither Revenge, Hatred, or Iniury,
in the true Senfe of thefe Terms, or any Thing but
an inoffenfive and juttifiable Way of proceeding,
If any other Methods have been ufed in carrfing on
fuch Wars, this will only reflect upen the Perfons
who have made Uf of them, not upon the Juihice
of the Wars themfelves. Hence wail appear the
Impertinency of this #’s elaborar: {laranguz, Page
39. where he fays, ¢ If every particuiar Member of
¢ the Church be torbiiden ]\c\"cnf"’ it is becaule
¢ allowing of it would manifcit a want of Pati. nce
¢ and Forticude to cndure, and cncourage Envy,
¢ &e. furely then this Reafon is much i.run‘*:r tor

¢ forbidding naniunal and publicx Ru’cnffe. All
which 15 -a.‘:: d:Gum hil, becauic the Practice, for
the Lawtulnefs of which we arc centending, 'zm;;;ics
no fuch Idea. We grant thar th: Goi; w1 forhiis
Revenge, both private an\l pubhck Dogh I T

fore follow, that it forbid: Sclf-defence 2 Or, 1
other Weords, dota 1t thercfore foliow, thur a
neceffary Self-defence is unlawtul, when this can
be done without Revenge ? Lot this /7 prov

that an aff-ctionate Father cannot dcfind him-
feif againit an unnatural Child awtempunz to
cut his Throar, without Revenge; or that 2
pous Prince cannot defend his innocent Subjects
from a forcign Invader, without a malicious Inten-
tion of Rcvergt and Injury in the proper Senfe of
thefe Tcrmns ; and then his Argument will fign ity

fomething, otherwife *tis quite inperinent, and w l‘ol'Y
foraign



DEFENSIIE I dR. 73

forcign to t‘:c Poirt in Jibaie. Rut then he tells us
forther = ¢ .\ zrohidiricn of h“u..u, and a Com-
¢ rrand to endure them, mauit be conf wder’d as re-
lztive to the Contequernice 1 v alicw’d : A imall In-
jury is attenced with a Degree of Im,ufhce, and
¢ thie cnduning it rather than rcturning it, thews, in
¢ fome Dc«mx, a Chnthan Difpofit:en.  Now con-
¢ f: %er that Conlcquence with refpe@ to greater,
* the n-iuiing of them, rather than returning Evil
¢ for Eail, doth certainly thew a greater Degree of
¢ that NMecknsfs and Lowlineis ot Heart, wluch
Chrft taugiit fis Infc;p]es to learn of him.” Up-
on which I muft remark, in the Arft Flace, That
tiis fophiftical Arctiment reflects a mott egregious
Caicminy on the Chntoan Rehgon, repr iwnng it
as nece hanly layirg Chriftians opzn to 2ii tie villain-
ous Qutrages the viidlt Fart of Mankind think fit
to offer thum. For by the fame -‘rgument it may
be prov’d unlawful to refiit a Robber or a Cut-
throat, becauie the enduring of therr imunous
Trcatmert, ratler than returning Fvil for Lwil,
fhews a Chrithan Ihivofitien, and a v. ry great De-
cree of that Meeknels and Lowiineis of Heart,
W'. +h Chnit taushe s Udoples to kearn of hun.,
By the fame Argumcent it may be prov’d unlawful
for a Chniltan Prince to quell a Jangerous Confpi-
racy, or to reiift a Cabal of rebeli uoux bubl &s, who
have lvom Deftruétion te him an:! the Common-
weaith, becaufe the enduring fuch Injury and Inju-
ftice, ;;.z‘ur than rcturning Lvd for I:.vﬂ, thews a
Chrittian Difpofition in him, and 2 great Degree of
that Mcckuda an.. Lowhnuis of {{eart, which
Chniit taughe his Difciples to learn of him.  And if
1t be faid that the Chnfbian Religion allows the Ma-
giltrate to regard the publick (;ood then it muft
confequertly De allowed Tawful for kim to defend the
Publick trom lawidis Violence ; unlefs a Regard for
the publick Good can be confiftent with ‘the De-

{truétion

~

[ o]
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ftruction of the Puvlick. But the true State of this
Cafe, in ihort, cananount to ro More than Liis, taat
Chriftianity oohiges Men to fu.ier paticitiv, w.ion
they cannot by any lawful Nians prevent it Thae
Point therctore tiis /. muft prove, is tins 5 1ot Scit-
defence againftaforeign Invaller, wnenothor Vietno s
fail, is an unlawiul Method for Peopic to take 1n or-
der to prevent thar own Ruin.  Cr, hat tao’ the
Chrifhan Religion hath allowed tiie Chnfttan Ma-
giftrate to defend hinfelt and his innocent Subiets
trom Robbers and Cur-tiroats in prnivate Cafls, 1t
hath abfolutely eondemnced it in all Cafis aganidt a
forcign Invader, tho’ this bz much more nccefiary
far the fame good End.  To pruve this, weuld do
Service to a Caufe which I hope the #. hatn not
much at Heart, but wouid by no Mcans be tor the
Honour of the Chrifttan Reugron.  But to t:1l us
that Chnit:anity obliges us to bear Inwunes, can be
no Argument at all againft our Doctrine 5 we are
as ready toacxnowledgethis as this 7. The Queftion
15, how far it obliges us to dofo? And that every
Man, who hath not renounced his Reafon, or
mafk'd it with a Vizor of Hypocrily, wili own, 15
no farther than they cannot prevent it by lawful and
honourable Means. And i it can be thewn, that
Self-deience 1n all Caics 1s condemn’d in the Golpel,
this muft be the Argument agamnft it taken from
Chriftianity, and not that it obliges us to bear Inju-
ries ; for this it may do, and yet allow of Sclf-de-
fence, in Cafes of publick Concern, as well as m
fome Cafcs of private Concern.

As to the Paffuges of Scripture from whence the
V. infers lus Argument, I have fuficiently examin-
ed them 1n the firft Part of this Treatife, and fhewn,
that they neceilanly rejuire a Limitation, and that
it can be no more fthewn from thoie Expreffions,
that no Cafes are to be excepted in the interpreting
thefe Texts, than it can be from the hke gencrad

Ex-

|
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Exvrefiiors us’d in other Places, that other Texts
can admit of no Reftri¢tions, which yet are allowed
or all Fiands to require a limited Interpretation.

W ¢ are fortid in unhinaited Terms to refift Ewvil,
but rio where forbid to deferd ourlelves ; we are en-
joired in unlimited Terms to Jove cur Enemicd®
but tis cannot imply a trtal Neglect of ourfelves ;
we are required likewife in unlimited Terms to
pray for our Enemiss, but this doth not im-
ply that we are to pray in an unhmited Manner
tor them, any more than our Obligation to returnthem
Bleffing for Curfing implies in it 2 Neceflity of pray-
ing for their Worldly Profperity to our own Deftruc-
ton. We are required n gene-al Terms to pray
for all Men, but we are left to common Senfe to in-
form us that Chanty begins at Home, and that we
are not obliged to pray for their Syccefs or Life, if
it be inconfiftent with our own, or to prefer the
temporal Good of any Perfon, before the Happinefs
of others in whom we are mcre nearly concerned.

Tue /7. turther obferves ; ¢ That according to
¢ the Reafon given by Chrift himieis, imme dlatcly

afrer thefc Prccepts, they muft certamnly intend
a Prohibition of all Injury and Revenge, or elfe
the Companfon is not very proper 3 That e may
“ be the Children of your Fatker in Heaven, &c.’
Which Obfcrvation 1+ equally impertinent with his
former ; becaufe the Practice we plead for, implies
reither | n]urv nor Revenge, ftnctly fo called. And
further ; It ir be wnlawful for a Chriftian Commu-
nity co defend themfelves againft a foreign Enemy,
hecaufe we are to imitate our heavenly Father, who
cipenfes his temporal Bleflings upon the moft pub-

lickly prophane* ; by the fame Argument, it will
be

* ] prav the /. to put thefe Words into the Mouth of a

Criminal, and then confider the Confequence of them. Sir,
fauth

[ o]

[ ]
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be unlawful to defend ourfilves againft any villain
ous Aftwit whatfoever ;3 it will be unlawiul for the
Magiftrite to ot Punithment upon Crinnnals ;
it will be vnizwiul for the moit virtuous Worman to
efitt a Ravener, £e. becauie God difpenits his
‘mm, al 3]c¢’.ings upon tae vileft of the human
Race : This 2ar age of Scrprurz 1s an excellent
Argumen: L.i' it Revenge ang Imwury,  arifing
from M_rs Fations and CoTTupt Inclinations, +which
are entircly inconnttent with e pubnck Good ; and
hkewit: tor the moft patient luitering of thofe Ywils
which they cannot lawtully and hbnourab avora.
But 1t 1s a fad T hing to an ;1 Men crdeavouring to
reprefcnt the Chnittian Rehigion, as throwing ofr ail
Care for the Haopinas ot human Society, and to
look upon thcmi::yu: becant: Chriftiuns, as urcon-
cern’d for their Families, Neaignbours, and Poften-
ty, ata Time when there is the greatett Cail for fuch
a Concern : This muft make Strangers to it, aptto
believe it an Enemy, and not a Friend, to human
Socicty.

Bur further, the Argument againlt Seif-defence
taken from theic Words, Tbat ye may ie the Chiidren
of your Faiberwhichisin Heaven, 15 not only inconciu-
five, buiill greunded 5 and s fo far from being in
favour of the ¥, that it makes directiy againit um.
We are commandid to love our Enemies by the Ex-
ample of God himfzlf, who maketh hus Sun to rife
on the kvil, and on the Good, and fendeth Raw on
the Juft, and on the Unjuft, and yet te {aime God
puts a manifett Difference between them 5 foin: he

Y-

faith the Malefallor to his Judgs, Why are you fo unkind ani
fevere to me ? Tho' I be a Criminal, yet yoa ought to be 33
kiv 1) me a3 the bett oryour ml"c;ts ; becaiu:e you zre o fol-
lo.. Gou.'s Fuampic, who mzkes the Sun te thine, and the
Kau» to nll en the Juit and Uiya:l.  Pnivate Perions are here-
by encoursgl 1o love tiwir Enemies, bat it Liys no Oblig .ion
© the Chrutian Magitrate not to defead the ' 'k from
lawleis Violence.
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punithes with heavy Judgments in this Life, and
hita in Seore much heavier Judgmenrts in the next.
T Ged ve tuil of Panience and Long-faitenng,
vot the Sengoture overy where declares his ‘nulgna-

ton anl Wioth a ‘.m’t obitinate Sinners, of which

the Mozilrate s \.\d.lrcd by St. Paui to be the
l\.u.lucr, Rom. xui. 4. And Chnft himfelf bang
d by the Obltinacy of the Fews, is fud by
a i’au'a‘c-lc, to fund out his Army, and to burn up
their City, which was accordingly ful'illed in Fatt.
So that tho’ it be the Duty of Chnfhians not to re-
tahiatz Injury and Revenge, that they may be the
Chi<ren of their heaveniy Father, who 1s goed to
the Unthankful and tize Wicked, it will not follow
that s unlawtul for the Magiftrate (who is God’s
M:nfter to cxecute Vengeance, or infiitt Pumin-
ment on them that do Lwvil} to defend with the
Sword of Juftice his Innocent Subjefts againft the
lawlefs Violence of wicked Nen; becaufe at the
fame Tume that he doth this, he may imitate his
heavenly Father, who tho’ he be kind to the Un-
thankful and Wicked, yet declares his Indignation
and Wrath agairft cbftinate Sinners, both in this
Life and the next. Now from what hath been faid
on thefe Remarks, let any reafonable Man judge,
whether our Saviour can be fuppos’d in thefe Pafia-
ges, wherein he prohibits all Injury and Revenge,
to put the Cafe of a toreign Invafion, or that we
fhould lo.e Ruskans and Cut-throats in fuch a Man-
ner, as not to defend the Publick from ther Vio-
lnmc, It in this Attempt they fhould chance to
lofe their Lives.  And I muft likewife fubmit it to
the Judgment of every inteiligent Reader, whether
what the ¥. fays in the latter Part of his Paragraph,
Page 4o. be not pardy impertinent, and partly falfe.
The Words are thefe = ¢ Will my putting up with
¢ fmall and tolerable Injuries, not indulgir: x pnvatc
¢ Revenge, bui refifting with V 1olcncc grc.at Inju-

¢ nes,
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¢ ries, and returning wita the utmott Force all the
Eviiin my rower, i reveng: tor naconal Lree-
¢ vances, bz coming up to this Coumipanion of tue
¢ Almighty’s umverfal Benzhicoacs aine Ko fisdds 10
¢ thoic that do thair utmiolt to dirent dia ik
¢ hun ¢ All this, | hv, 1S IR it g L\ Ll
the Practice we plead jor, votevor oo, re-
quire the returntag WK our i wil to o e e
Evil in our Power in roverge Tur mationi Ga, van
ces*. The 7L 1s muca micasan i v LIRS o
We are plea ing for retumg but «on.cary di-
defence, which if we cin do Ly 5‘3’:« iy oF -
feaiives, thercby bnnm T ey to Toaocable
Terms without ihed. g ot dood, woshall nacher
be guilty of Violence nor nfury, if we iejuare no-
thing of hun repugnant to Jm«;c, v, ot he
complies with, tiers wil be ar Lnd oo aid 1.0itih-
ties on our Part ; but i, mticad of coa. i3 with
any rcajonable Terms, he attacks us 1 an noilie
Manner, we, m oppofing I orce to Fuice, puray
in our own Defence, cannot, wita any Co:our of
Reajon, be {aid to commit Violence 5 7. e, torceaidly
infringe upon any Man’s Righz, waica is ta2 pro-
per Idea ot Violence, and return all the Zvil i our
Power in reverge tor national Sricvances 3 becaule
this may be don¢, rot trom any irmcipic of te-
venge, but from the fole ¥rinciple of Scit- prc:L;\'d-
von.’ And as tor the Ewiis trat may accioni !y
happen to the Aggrfior, we cargut prepariy be
faid to be the Auzhors of them ; vL.caul v Wio
begins the Violence, is the true Laufe of ail ciat ial-
lows ; and whatever falls upci hun, by tic Uppo-

fic:on

”

® He that defends himfelf in a lawul Manner, doth rot a&t
direQtly for the Hurt of anot..er, bu- for nis own Prefery tion :
And he wno repels a Wroug is not imuariows, out ne who offers
it. 'Tis one 'l hxno to excIcC 1t an u.uxame e Deteace, and
another Thing to pro! cute an unmerc: ‘L. Reveage  Lhe Jat
* may be as great a Sin, as tre i e an hj ary but
.~ former can never faid tnaer 10 hard i Cloare. Pafend. 1G9
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fition made by the defending Party, is but the Ef-
fect of his own A& ; or, as I faid above, it is that
Violence, of which he is the Author, refieted back
upon himfelf. - |
Tue Praltice therefore we plead for, being the
A& of the fupreme Magiftrate, comes up to the
Almighty’s univerfal Beneficence as 2 Comparifon ;
who, notwithftanding this, doth by no Means clear
the Guilty : And thus it appears that the #’s Con-
clufion 1s as falfe, as his Premifes are impertinent.
Again: The Author of the Sermon endeavours
to prove, that the Office of the Magifhrate neceffa-
nly evinces the Lawtulnefs of Defenfive War ; up-
on which the ». makes this Remark ; ¢ Whenever
¢ the Magiitrate is convinced that the Dotrines of
¢ Chrifianity forbid War, it will be as much his
¢ Duty, as any other Man’s, to render Obedience
¢ to thofe Doltrines 3’ 1. e. in other Worcs, to alt ac-
cording to his Convittions. To whichI reply: 7
feems very unaccountabie how any Mar can be c¢
vinced that “tis lawful to be a Magiftrate, who is .
the fame time convinced of the Unlawtuinefs of D -
fenfive War. For if it be the indifpenfible Dty i
the Magiftrate to protect the Lives and Liberties ot
the Subjects, and if this cannot, at fome times, be
done, without oppofing Force to Force, I wou'd
afk this /. How that Man can be faid to do nis
Duty, or at a confiftent Part, who, undertaking
the Office of a Magiftrate, is bound in Confcience
to deny that to the Publick, which at Times i: the
moft valuable and meceffury End of his Office ? =
muft either allow, that it is not the Magiftraze’s
Duty to protect the Lives and Libertes of Sub-
jects from unjuft Violence, which I believe he will
hardly veasure te do ; or elie, thar every Man, prin-
cipled againft Self-defence, undertaking the Ofiic=
of a Magiftrate, alts fuch a Part as no horelt Man
can juttify. The 7, iho(qld have faid, which W?!.;ld
) 14 4aYC
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have been much more for his Credit, Whencver a
Man is convinced tnat the Doctrines of Chnift for-
bid Defenfive War, 1t will be his indifpenfible Duty
to refufe the Offce of a Magiltrate {at leaft to act in
the legifiat. c¢ Part of Government, whofe Province
it 15 to concert proper Mealures for the Defence of
the Publck; leaving this Oifice to thofe, who can
comply witn all the Ends ot it with a fafe Con-
frience.

But furthor: * I look upon it to be a prepofterous
Way of arguing, that becaufe a Man 1s not con-
vinced oi the Lawfulneds of any Practice evidently
requifite tor the Goed of human Society, that there-
fore it 1s ki Duty to omit it ; thisis making a Man’s
Faith or Fariwaion the Rule of moral Duties. *Tis
true the Apoitle taith, IFbetfecver is not of Faith 1s
Sin; but he doth not mean thofe moral Duties which
are difcoverable by the meaneft Mortal, that hasthe
Exercife of Reafon; but fuch as arife from dgubttul
Speculations, the I’ratice or Cmiffion whereof, hath
no other Evil in them, than as they give Scandal or
* rience to weak Brethren. But to maintain, that
every Man’s Perfwafion or Opinion is to be the
Rule of lLis moral Duty, as this /7. doth, both kere,
and waere he fays, ¢ If any fincere Chrniftian under-
¢ ftands 1t to be hLis Duty not to make any Ddfence
¢ at ali, his refufing to ufe any, will never incur
- Gult,” 17, Inmy Opinion, of dangeicus Confe-
guence.  Cne of the grgat Ends of Society 1s mu-
tual Defence againtt Injuries 3 every Member there-
fore 1s cbliged by the Law of Nature, whercby he
15 bound to obferve Compacts, and fuliil Promifes,
ro contrivute his Share in Defence of the Pubiick ;
this is as difpenfible a Duty on every Member of
civil Society, as Obedience to Parents, or Subjection
ro Magiitrates. ’Tis a Duty, the Obligation to
which no Law can difpenfe with, nor can any Pre-

tence

* See Frefice, Page 11.
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tence whatfoever excufe the Neglect of it. Let a
Man pretend to what Spirit he will, his underftand-
ing it to be his Duty to omit wiat both Keafon and
Revelation demonftrate tc '+ = Sin for him to omit,
viz. Prote@ion, if he be a Maglﬁrate, and Obedi-
ence, if a Subjeét (befides the Obligation he is un-
der, by the Law of Nature, to keep lawful Com-
pacts, and fulfil lawful Promifes, will undoubtedly
incur Guilt, whatever this 7. may fondly imagine to
the contrary. By this Manner of arguing, Men may
plead fo. “ne greateft Viilainies. Ravillac uncerftood
it to be his Duty, and a very meritorious A&, to
kill Hemiy the Fourth, becaufe he favoured Here-
ticks s Did he therefore by this villainous Aff>flina-
tion incur no Guilt? . The Enthufiafts and Fanaticks
of Munjer underftood it to be their Duty to deftroy
their Magiftrates, in order to make way for Chrift’s
Kingdom, he Eftablihment wherzof, they ima-
gin’d, would be obftructed by thele earthly Powers ;
Did therefore their actual rifing 11 Arms againft their
lawful Magiftrates incur no Guilt? And even as to
Cafes of Omiffion, if a Subject underftands it to be
his Duty not to obey the lawful Cornmands of the
fupream or fovereign Power of the Commonwealth,
will he therefore incur no Guilt, when the Apoftle
lays, That be fhall thereby receive to bimfelf Damna-
tion ? If a Chriftian underftands it to be his Duty,
from fome miftaken Paifages of Scripture. no+ *ola-
bour for the Meat that penfheth and thereby ftarve
himfelf and his Family, will he therefore incur no
Guil: ? If a Man fhould underftand it to be his Duty
to beeake himfelf to a monaftick Lifc, and thereup-
on abandon his Family, and retire to a Convent,
will he therefore incur no Guilt?

Ir the Magiftrate, the very End of whofe Office
it is to preferve and prote¢t Mens Lives and Proper-
ties, underftands it to be his Duty not to inflitt Pu-

fafhment on Evil-doers, notwmﬁan( ing this be in-
G 2 dnfpcnﬁbly
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difpen{ibly neceffary for the publick Security, will he
therdtore wncer no Guilt? And fpally, It ail the
Subrccts of a Commonwealth, who are ! I ‘md, by the
Laws of God and Nature, to do cvery Thing that is
Iawtul, and W ther Power, for preirving arnd pro-
moting the Good ot tie Commurity, wncertland it
o be thar Duy o emit a Prachice, which at a cer-
tan Time s tac enly wicaas under God to prederve
the Communny from Ru: :n, will they therctore incur
no Guilt? A hence T think it plai n'y appears, that
this Wiy of arguing is net only grouvee !m and ab-
furd, as ddfirovinz the truc Foundaticn of all moral
Dutics, bur a mofi cangercus Error, cnel would -
fer moft creadil, yet necefiary, Contequences®.
Tue next Paflage 1 this V i~ ficaror’s Anfiwer ©
the Scrmon, wiich fecres to aff.ct the aencral Loc-
tnne I have efte Jl,.’md, 13, P:'.g;‘ 33 where he re-
marks on that i ropmlv of Laizh n. 4. which fays,
sbid ke fici ! juis ce caong the Netions, end flicll re-
buke many Pecpie, and by flcll bect ibeir Swords
into P/ feaies, eid their Specrs inio Pruzing-hooks,
&c. \Which ng.uiy can no more prove the Un-
lav fuln{= of Defenfive Woar, {o long as there fhall
be Cccalion sor it, than it will prove the Non-obii-
gation of keepng a {ucking Child from playing
with a Viper, or the Non-neccffity of keeping a
Iamb from a Lion, becaufc the fume Prophefy
tells us, that at the very Time whcn Men fhall beat
their Swords into Flowfhares, and their Spears into
Pruning-hooks, The Lamb and the Lion jhall li
dycon tegether, and the fucking Child fboll play <with
tie Bafiifk. It can prove nothing but this, That
whenever that Prophefy fhall be fulfilled, which we
hebieve will be at the Converfion of the ]e'vs, then
ail \War will ceafe, an univerfal Peace being fpread
over the Nations,  This the Prophet intimates by 2
fymbobcal  Expreflion,  of turning  their Wea-
pons

* This fanher explained, Prptacs, Pages 11, 12, &¢.
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pons of V"ar into Impiements of Huthancry.  Then
thur: wni vz no Violence, and confequently no
N.  f Delence.  Bur it can by no Ruics of Rea-
o E interr’d trom thes Pro ﬂxd" that ’us un-
L @ mewe UMe (f zuc‘l W capens In LUF own
Dacnac, o as there is Neceffity forit. This
1s not a lropacty of the Gofpe I—Anippni..tzo In ge-
neral, but v of k,mgta.r'* that fhall come to pafs
in a ceridin reriod of that Difpenfation. It only
t!le us whint the State of Chnftians wiii be, as to this
Foirt, whon it thall e ful=li=d ;. but not what their
Duty s, w:th regard to it ixkere ¢ Only what fhall
be cone in a certain Period of dhe bozpel (Econo-
my, but not what muit be dene bitore that Period
comes.  “Hhar e / ays with 1clagon w the
Coul and the Fifect 3 ¢ 72 mat the Caufe is the judg-
‘Ing of Cinft mtem.xli; in Indivaduzls, and Ch(. Ei-
¢ fot, that waerever this judging is expenenced,
¢ -z.\.e 1s a Ccliation from all YWar ;’ 1s either a
barc-fac’d Sophiin:, or a meer Dream of kis own ;
and s a'::)“po'ltn to the vlan Import of the whole of
tils i’ropin i), as Lioht is to Dzknes. And if
IYen will take fuch Liberties as this in interpreting
Yenpture, they may brning Scripture Proofs for all
Ciocavent Lraams of ](Ztob Bebmen.  'Whenever
1o et focaks of Chnft’s Kingdom,  that he
~ ot oan extcrml glorious State, and not any
ovca Ringdoin in -he Hearts of a Few, 13 evident
. overv Fext that makes mention theuof. But
fiat this glonuus State, or at leaft that Period of 1t
w'ulea o m the Text under Conﬁgcratxon, hath
n:ver boen yet, out s fhilt future, s as evident to
all ratjonal Men, who are well acquainted witn
Church-riflory.  The Time hath never yet been
wicn v Lion and the Lamb could le fately toge:
ther (taiing thefe Words even 1n a hgurative Senfe)
and the fuckma Child play with the Baﬁlu’k withapr
Danger of bum hurt ; and wien there was none *o
G 3 birirt
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hurt in all God* :oly Mountain ; wl.en Nation hah
ceas d to litt up Sword againit Naticn, and wholty
left off to learn the Difcipline of War. And if the /.
can prove the prefent Age tobe the Time prophefied
of in thefe Words, I will give up the Point I con-
tend for ; but if he cannot, | mutt beg 1eave to n-
fift upon it, that his Argument d-awn trom hence @
the contrary, proves nouung. 3\ iier. Nadion fhall
ceafc to lift up Sword againft Nation, and not learn:
War any more ; then I own Chnftians may convert
their Weapons of War into Implements oi Huftan-
dry ; bur al! then it doth rot appear, frcm any
thing in this Propbefy, that they may rot fawfuly
keep them, and uic them too, provided it be pure-
ly n their £ wn Defence.” Nothing from thience can
be conciude¢ againft the Lawfulaeis of a2 neceifary
Self-defence, fo long as they that heartiiv cndea-
vour to live in Peace, are not fuifcred to enjoy it
‘What the 7. quotes from the learned Psciz, s fo fa
from making 1t appear that this-£rophcfy makes in
tavour of his Argument, that it is 2 ftrong Confir-
mation of what I have advanced, «iz. That the
Completion oi this Prophefy is yet to come. The
Animofities and Hoftilitics between the Fesos and
Gentiles have never vet been rooted cut; this will
never be till the fews are converted ; nor have
Mens Pride, and Paffions, and iufts, which are
the Caufes of all Wars, been fubdued, as this learned
Commentator fays they fhall be, when this Prophefy
thall be fulfilled. And when he fays;that the working
Humility, Mceknefs, Self-denial, and true and fer-
vent Love toall Men, from whence Peace neceflanly
tcllows, was the Defign of the Gofpel in all, and
the Effet of it in thofe thart vightly received it 3
tis no more proves that he thought this Prophefy
makes Defenfive War unlawful under the Gofpel,
than that he thought it makes capital Punifhments
oy the Magiftrate fo, For if it be unlawful for tihe

Ma-
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Magiftrate to ufc the temporal Sword in Defence of
his innocent Subjefts, becavfe it was the Defign of
the Golpel to work Humihity, Meekness, Self-de-
nial, and truc and firvent Love to all Men, and the
Effect of it in thofe who nghtly received it 5 it muft
by the famc Argvment be valawiul for the Magi-
ftrate to defead himftlf and his peaceable Sub]uts
fror th: villaituus Attzmipts of Murderers and Cut-
throats in his own Dominions 3 which Docliné this
learne¢ Man was very far from believing. It is evi-
dent, ihat all have not yet complied wi ith the Defign
of the Golpey, and ic cannot be nferred fror: any
thing in Pocle’s Words, that he thought 1t unia vﬁ.l
for thofe, who have comply’d fo far with the De-
ficn of ir, as to tollow after the Things taat make
for Peace, to defer:d themfclvcs ab‘.mﬂ thole who
will not fuffer them to enjoy it, when they cannot,
in any human Probability, efcape their unjuit Vio-
lence otherwife. —

¢ The Fews, faysthe V. underfiood this Frophe-
¢ {y to relate folely to the tunes cf the Mefiiah, ‘and
¢ alledge it as a ftrong Argument that the Ml .1.'1 s
¢ not come.” Upon wh tich 1 obicrve, that tis 7
is every where the fame fubtle Arguer.  Tae ;‘em
underitood, by this Prophety, “that the Mcfliah
would come in the Form of a grear tzmporal Mo-
narch, to reftore them to their own Land, that Fe-
rufalem thould be the Seat of Government, and that
zll Nations fhould bow under his Scepter = In this
Senfe, 1 fay, they underftood tins Prophefy to re-
late folely to the times ot the Meffiah, and alledge it
as a ftrong Argument that the Meiliah is not come s 5
1 leave the intelligent Reader to make the Applicati-
on. The Ffews, Ig_rant, ufc this Prophefy by Way
of Argumentum ad bominem againtt fuch Chnitians
as this 7. in order to prove that Chrift cannot be the
Meffiah prophefied of by Ifaiah, who, fuppofing

that they underftood this Prophefy in the fame St,m;
4 wir
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with themfelves (25 indeed fuch as the 7. does in
one Sen%) urge them with this Queftion ; . Why i¢
not War and Fighting cealed among the Nations, if
your Chrift be the Mefliak there prophefied of ? So
that the #’s Argument might pais well enough, if
advanc’d k7 a Jew; but as it comes from thé
Mouth of the #. of a Chrifhian Do&rine, it is moft
intolerable ; and argues either the greateft Igno-
rance, or the moil {hameful Prevarication imagina-
ble. And if the antient Fathers did affirm this Pro-
phefy to be fuifilled in tixe Chriftians in their Times,
as the V. afferts, I muft beg Leave to defire him to
confider, that thefe antient Fathers he {peaks of,
being fome of that Man-made hircling Muniftry he
complams of, Page 3. of his V md)canon are to be
underftood, Cum g grano falis. This, 1 dare fay, he
will readily grant me, astomany other Points thefe Fa-
thers have moft ftrenuoufly maintained ; and why their
Authority thould be of fo great W cxo‘lt with the Vin-
- dicator In t}us one Point, and no other, is not eafy
to be accounted for to his Credit. I fhould be glad
to know of the . whether he believes that thofe Fa-
thers, upon whofe Auth rity he depends fo much
for proving his Point, were ameng the Number of
thofe ¢ Primitive Believers who were faithful to the
< Appearance of the divine Spirit, and ‘obey’d the
* Teachings and Directions thereof,” or in the Apo-
ftacy he fpeaks of, Page 2? If he owns the firft,

hemuft renounce Quakerifm, orelfeftand elf-condem-
ned ; if the fecond, what Reafon have either we or
he to believe that thofe apoftate antient Fathers un-
derftood the .rue Mcaning of this Prophefy ?

But further, if thefe antient Fathers did any
where affirm this Prophefy to be fulfilled in the Cri-
ftians in their Times, they could mean no more,
than that it was fulfilled fo far as that Chriftians
liv’d more peaceably than the Heathens ; no more,
than that it 1t was fulfilled in fome Senfe, as we fa)lr‘ 3

this

~.
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this was cvident to every one fram Matter of Fa&.
ror tho’ they who in tincs pait killed one another,
upon cvery little Provocauon ¢as was cciamon a-
mong the Heathens) did net then war and fight
with their Enemies, as Fuftin Martyr fpcaks 5 yet
Mation did then fight againft ! Nation, and King-
don. againft Kingdom, as much as ever, and Men
learned W ar then as much as before.  So that *tis
- impoffible any Man in his Senfes could think, that
this Prophefy was at that Time fuily accomplithed.
Could jytin Nertr po.nbiy inagine, that a Pro-
phefy concerning the Peace’ and Tranquility of all
Nations, was tulnllcu in tae patfive Obedience of a
very infigniticant Number, in Comparifon with all
Nations ¢ I he did, we may venture to fay, with-
out Brecach ot Chanty that he was as much mifta-
ken 1n this Point, as the . cannot but think he was
n fome others, which we look upon to be of far
greater Importance But granting the 7. that the
Fathers unwerfally allow the Reign of Chrift to be
dcfcrib’d by the Pro het fjazab, Chap. xi. where he
ays, They fhall ;mt burt ror d:flicy in all my bely
Mouitain, for the Earth it focll be full of the Know-
ledge of the Lord, as the Haters cover the Sea.  Will
it therefore fol]ow, that Defenfive War is unlawful
in every Period of this Reign ? By no means. No-
thing can be inferr’d from it againit the Unlawtul-
nefs thereof, but only in that "Period of i it, when
there fhall be rone to hurt nor defiroy in all God’s
holy-Mountain ; and when the Earth fhall be full of
the Knowledge "of the Lor d, as the Waters cover
the Sea. And if Fufiin Martyr took the holy
Mountain in this Prophefy to be {poken of the
Church of Chrift, as the 7. afferts, and if he tho’t
that this would be the State of the Church in every
‘Period of it, we muft beg Leave to think he was
miftaken ; for ’tis evident trom Fact, that the Cafe
is otherwife, The Time has never yet becn when

lt
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it could be truly faid, therc was none to hurt ror
deftroy in the vifible Church of Chinit, tho we hiave
good Ground to belicve there will be Yuch 2 Time ; 5
and then we acknowledge that no Kind of War vall
be lawfu!, no, not a Dcfcnﬁvc War ; an: the Rea-
fon 1s, bec:mﬁ: there will be no \"io!cncc to defend
ourfeives againit. But fo long as lawlefs Violence
is offered, fo long wil! Defenfive War be lawful,
and no longer prowdcd always it be managed with
Juftice and Hunan: ity.

Axp here T cannot but obferve, that that Caufe
muft be built on a very poor Foundation, which
ftands in Need of fuch wretched Props to fupport it,
as fome broken and imperfect Sentences of the an-
tient Fathers, made Ufe of for this Purpofe, by thofe
very Men who defpife their Authority 1n other Ca-
fes, which the whole Chrifhan World, but them-
fclves, allow to be of much greater Importance ;
and raking into fome obfcure Prophecies of the Old
Teitament, which, as is evident in Fac, have ne-
ver yet been literally fulfilled ; and which the Fews
make Ulfe of to prove that Chrut cannot be the
true Mefliah, and 7aﬁin Martyr, Tertullian, and a
great many more of the #’s Authorities, to prove
the mnlcnarv Reign of Chnft, when all the Juft
fhould rife from the Dead with the fame Bodies that
they liv’d in formerly, that they fhould fare delici-
oufly, and enjoy corporeal Delights, “and beget
Children as before ; and all this with an cqua.l De-
gree of Claim to Truth with this Vindicator ;* they
are equally qualified to fupport each of the latter
Do&tnnes as the former, and each of the Vindica-
tors feems to be intituled to an equal Degree of Me-
rr, for fock S0 U Diflries to the =~ of
™ISMIAC.  vvnat 1ruth tnererore IS in the saded
CL‘uic of the following Paragraph, which was the
Point this Vindicator undertook to prove, I fubmit
e to the mtclhgent Reader to judge, wiz, ¢ T Il’mfc

re
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way the o i> of carmal WWeapors, are very firorg
¢ ami ongont L roofs, tast War cannot be comzx’ccnt
¢ with tie Purzy and Pert>ction of the Chrithan Re-
¢ .mm W here wemay fee more of his Sophiitry
L as if the Author of the Sermon had been plmd~
ing for War wit:iout any Didlinction; and as if there
wure a Diffcrence between the Chriftian Rehgien as
contain’d in the New Teltament, and the Purity and
Periect:on of that Religion, wiich he imagines is to
te found no where but among them who have that
Light which hathh delivered them from all Sin; and
that mfailble Spirit, by which aione Men can come
t0 a nght Underftanding of the Scriptures.
" THart neither thefe Predictions, nor the Example
and Teftimony of Chnilt and his Apoftles, doin the
leaft take away the Ufe of carnal Weapons, fo as to
make it unlawful for the Chritian Magiftrate to de-
fend his Subjcts againft a foreign Enemy, I have
fully prov’d 1lrcaay. And as for the primitive
Chnttans, I will thew prefently, that neither does
their Example, or Teftimony, do fo. And there-
fore what the ». thinks ftrong and cogent Frcofs,
that a Defenfive War (for we contend for no other)
cannot be confiftent with the Purity and Perfeftion
of the Chrithan Religion, as delivered by our Savi-
our, and written by the Apoftles in the New Tefta-
ment, will be no Proofs at all, but the meer Crea-
ture of his own Imagination, which, inftead of pro-
v'~g the Truth of his Dotrine, wiil expofe it to

the juit Indlgnanon of every uriprejudic’d reafonable

Man,
Now as to the Example and Teftimony of the
pnrmnvc Chriftians, nothmg can rcafonably lf)e x’nci
erT
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ferr’d from hence againft the Lawfulnefs of Defenfive
War, for feveral Reafons. Farit, itmutt be confidered
that they being Subjects under their Magiftrates,
which their Religion taught them to regard as an
Ordinance of God, had no Right o rciift any Vio-
lence offered by thcm, as they were but pnvate Sub-
jeks ; becaufe in fo doing, they would have been
Rebels, and fo would have incurr’d the Penaicy of
Damnation. A particular Party of Men may be
barbaroufly us’d by thcir Superiors, and yct it may
neither be expedient nor lawtful for them to defend
themfclves by Force of Arms, becaufe the Laws cf
the Community are againft them ; and as they can-
nct in Confcience comply with thefe Laws, whatever
Reafon they may have to lament their Misfortune,
they can have none to complain of being obliged to
fuffer the Penzlty, in Cafe of Tranfo'n.ﬂ'xon For
every Perfon that fubmits to a Govcrnrnent and
becomes a Subject to any Prince, either cxplicitiy or
implicitly, ftipulates and confents, that he will pay
due Obedience to all the Laws of the Common-
Wealth to which he belongs ; which Gbedience is
juftly due from him to the Government, for the
Protc&lon i affords him, and the Privileges ke en-
joys underit. Now if any Subjet, undcr fuch C-
bligations, fhould fird himfelf oblig’d in Confcience
to alter his Conduct, whereby he tranigreﬁ'cs {fome
ftanding Law of the Commumty if in this Cafe, I
fay, he is made to fuffer the Penalty in Cafe of fuch
Tranfgreffion, it is no more than he had Reafon to
expelt, becaufe he is fuppofed to have promis’d O-
bedience to whatever Laws fhould be made by the
Legiflature of that Gavernment to which he hath
fubmitted ; and to attempt to defend himfelf
by Force of Arms againft the Execution of the
Laws of this Government, would be no lefs
than Rebellion. Wherefore the only lawful Reme-

dy left him in this Cafe, is Patignce, and Mecknefs,
under
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under his Sufferings. Now this was the Cafe of
the pnmitive Chrifians. They were a Party of
Men barbaroully ufed, and they had, no doubt, a
Riglt wo better Trcatmmt but no one can fhew,
eite.-r tat they could jutly compkan of the Exccuti-
on uf the Laws, unlfs it can be made appear, that
their Stneriors were convine’d that they had a divine
Comr..iftion for what they did contrary to thofe
Laws ; «r (wiich is a Corfideration of great
Weigit m this Debate) that it would have been
for the Trtereft and good of the Publick, or whole
Commuric., that they fhould have Tifen up in
Arms, ant . o0 v for their own particular Self-de-
fcncc a_ami: rsir Superiors and Fellow Subjeéts,
have put w%0: ™ ~ons in Combuftion, and fo have
been e (‘xc-:a:":-“r of great and univerfal Calamities.
Every Body can fee at once the infinite Difference
berween the Cale of the primitive Chriftians, who
were punifhed by their own Magiftrates, becaufe
they could not in Confcience obey the Laws of their
Country, and that of ore Nation’s invading anc-
ther. Befides, it was very much for the Honour
and Propagation of their Religion, whilft they were
but a Party of Subjefts, not concerned in the Ma-
nagement of State-Affairs, that they fhould engage
the Favour of their Princes, and attra® the Hearts
of all Men to their Profeffion, hy their fignal Pa-
tience, and Submiffion to the gr.ateft Torments i-
maginable. Bat it muit be extremely to the Dii-
grace and Hindrance of their Religion, if it obli-
ged them, when they became the whole of 2 Com-
munity, govern’d by therr own Laws, to fubmit
themielvcs to be ruined and made miferable by eve-
ry lawlc(, foreign Invader. By the former they de-
monftrated to all the World the Power of their
Faith, in Cafes in which it was lawful and honoura-
ble for them to fuffer, and to prefer their Duty to
God and their Country, before their own private

Interett,
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Intercft. Bu:, upon the latter Suppofition, nothmg
could be inciu..c?, but thar Chnﬁ'xamty was an Ene-
my to the publick Good of human Society, and
that it tended to conclude whole Nations under
Slavery and Oppreffion ; unlefs, at the fam> ums,
it could be thewn, that Chriftans have good and ra-
tional Grounds to hope for » miraculous, or to truft
in an ordinary Providence, without the Ufe of
Means for their Protection.

BuT befides the Pract: ce, weareu urgad with the
Teftimony of the primitive Chniftians \f ccaally of
the Fathers) againft the Unlawfuln:fs of War un-
der the Gofpel To which [ reply 5 That tho’ the
univerfal Teftimony of the primitive Fatticrs of the
Chriftian Church, as to Matters of Fact, muft of
Neceffity be received ; yet their Judgment, in any
diffrcuit Point, or any Part of their ¢racace depend-
ing upon ther Judgment, ought no: to be any far-
the regarded. than as it is toundcd either on the
Reafon of the Thing itfeif, or on the Declarations
of Chrift and his Apoftles. As to the Point before
us then, nothing can be corncluded from the Sayings
of the Fathers, but that it was the Opinion of fomc
private Men. The firft Teiimony the 7. quotes is
that of St. .#mbrofz, a Man-made Minifter, ard an
eminent Bithop, whofe Teftimony, if it be authen-
tick in every Yoint he treats of, wiil be very little to
the #’s Credit. And befides, what he iays in that
Paffage he hath quoted from him, relates intirely to
his ewn Order, as will evidently appear to any Onc
that can read his Offices, a Book wrote by him on
purpofe to teach Ecclefiafticks their Duty; which
rather implies, that others were not concluded by
the fame Rule, than the contrary. Againft Arms
and Seldiers, fays he, in arother Place *, we bsve
no other Weapons but T:=rs; for thefe are the only
Forts and Muniments of « Prigf, So

® Lib. 5. Orat. in 2.
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So may the Paflage quoted by him from Origen a-
gainft Ce/fus, as appears from the following Words 3
To thofe who, bemy Unbeievers, fays he, would odlige
us to fight for the Commonwealth, and to defircy Men,
we fball give this Anfwer, That even their cwon 1dsl
Priefls, and thoje sbat attend upom the Service of their
reputed Gods, do keep themfelves unfiained with buman
Blsod, that fo they may offer up their Sacrifices for the
wbhole Nation with clean and unpolluted Hands. Nei-
ther, in cafe there fhould arife a War, are thej= Men
to ke liffed in their Armies ; and if this be not done
witbout Reafon, bow much more may they be (aid
after their Manner to fight, awbo, being Pricfis to
the moft bigh God, endeavour 30 preferve them-
folves free from Blood and Rapine 2 That jo <wbilfp
others are polluted with Spoil and Slaughier, tbey
may wrejtle with God bimfelf by conflant and incef-
fant Prayers, for the Welfare of them who make
War juftly (mark this) and for the Safety of them
that govern righteoufly*. It was an Opinion early
introduced into the Church, that fuch as put them-
felves into holy Orders, ought not to be entangled
with any other Care, nor diverted by any other dai-
ly Labour. The Clergy, among all Nations, were
ever exempted from bearing Arms ; which Prattice
obtain’d likewife among the Chrithan Clergy very
early, as appears by that Colletion of Rules called
Tbe Apoftalical Conens 5 and thus we have ftumbled
upon the true Origin of the Quakers Non-refifting
Principle, which, in the Opinion of fome, looks

‘much more like a Branch of Prieftcraft, than a Doc-

trine of Chriftianity.

TraT St. ABmbrofe and Origen did not look upon
all Sorts of War to be unlawful under the Golpel,
is evident from hence: The fame Origen brings in
Bees, as a Proof that it was lawful for Chnftians to
make a juft and well order’d War, as often as Ne-
ceflity required. And St. smbrafe expreily aﬁim}sk‘n

¢ That
® Adpocalgs, i. 6, 4 Serm. 3. )
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¢ That fimply to go to War was no Sin, but only to
¢ fight for Spoil and Plunder.”  And likewife in his
Offices he fays, ¢ That Force, whereby either our
¢ Country is dcfended from our Enemies by War,
¢ or the Weak an! Innocent defended at Home, or
¢ our Affociates from Pirates and Robbers, is per-
¢ fect Jutticz.” And in another Place he f{peaks
thus +: ¢ The Fmperor Fuken, tho' an Apoftate,
¢ yet had many Chrifhians that fought under his Ban-
¢ ner; to whom when Command was given to march
¢ againft the Enemy in Defence of their Countr),
¢ they readily obey’d; but being commanded to
¢ march againft the Chrnftlans, then they acknow-
¢ ledged no Empcror but the King of Heaven.’
Now whether the Teftimony of thefe two antient.
Fathers can be any Proof aoamﬁ the Lawfulnels of
Defenfive War, I leave the impartial Reader to
judge. The V. fays, after he had quoted Origen’s.
Words: This is a full and plain’ Declaration of the
inion and Practice of the Chriftians in Orzgen 3
Time ; which I beg Leave to deny: For tho’ in
fome Cafes Chriftians did refufe to bear Arms, not °
becaufe it was in itfelf unlawful, butin refpet of
fome Circumftances they were in, which would net
admit of the Exercifes of War, without doing fome
A&s that the Chrifian Religion would not allow of;
fuch as taking the military Oath by the Heathen
Gods, or the “Genius of the Emperor; fighting a-
their Chriftian Brethren; that is,” being obli-
ged to harrafs them in Times of Perfecution, and
the like : I fay, tho’ in fuch Cafes as thefe, Chriftians
did fometimes refufe co bear Arms, yet that Numbcrs,
of them did bear Arms, both before and after Origen’s
Time,” and were not condemned by the C 'mrch for
it, is evident from Hiftory. We have feen already,
that the Emperor julian had many Chriftians that
fought under his Banner, who are commended ts?

-

t+ D¢ Offic. Lib. 1, Cap. 27,
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3r. Ambrofe for readily obeying the Command to
fight in Defence of their Country, and for acknow-

leumﬂg no Emperor but the King of Heaven, when
commanded to march againft the Chniftians.

Clemens Alexandrinus exprefly fays*, ¢ That a
¢ Chriftan may be a Magiftrate ;> which implies
that he did not think all War unlawful. And
when dedcribing the Habit of a Chniftian, he fays,
* Jt would become him to be unfhod, unlefs he be
“ a Soldier.> Clemens Romanus fayst, ¢ Let the
* Soldier that defires Baptifm be inftruted to ab-
¢ ftain from wrong doing, and from Oppreffion, and
¢ to content himfelf with his Pay : If he be willing
‘ to obey, let him be admitted. ’ And I defy any
Man to fhew, from the whole Hiftory of the
Church, where ever any were rejected from Bap-
tifm, or read out of the Meeting, becaufe ke was a
Soldier ; which undoubtedly would have been done;
had all War been inconfiftent with the Purity and
Perteltion of the Chriftian Religion.

AND Tertullian, another of the #’s Au:honncs,
exprefly fays, ¢ We, tho® Strangers, do notwith-
¢ ftanding fupply all your Places and Offices, we fill

‘ your Cmcs, Iilands, Caﬁlcs, Towns, Councils,
* yea, and your very Camps.” And in another
Place he fays, ¢ We both fail and fight with you irf
¢ the fame Fleetj.’

ANp he tolls the fame Marcus Aurelius, who, as
the 7. fays, threatened the Chriftians in his Time
for not bearing Arms, but could not prevail with
them fo to do (which, tho’ true, can be no Proof
that Chriftians thought all War contrary to Chrifti-
anity) ¢ That the Prayers of his Chriftian Soldiers
‘ had procurcd from God Rain in the Time of

* Drought.’ |
AND in another Placet he commends the Brave-

H ry
*® Pedag. Lib. 2. Cap.11. G Conft. Lib. 8. Cap. 32.
} Apol. Contr G.nter, Cap. 37. Cap. 42. | De Coron. Militis.
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ry of that Soldicr before all his Brethren, that had
thrown away the Garland when he had won i1t ; in-
timating unto the faid Fmpcror, that he had many
other fuch Chriftian Soldicrs.
Axp we have Irftances out of the fame Authoer;
of Soldiers thet endured Torments even to Deatiy,
for the Chritian Faith, and were therefore worthi-
ly admitted by the Church to the 1amc Honour with
Giher L\IG““&IS
Axp St. Copriza®, the famous Bithop of Caribage,
and another of the N Authorities againit the Law-
fulnefs of Defeniive War, expreﬂy fays of two
Ten, both ifricci Soidicr';,' ¢ That they wcre once
Sokitrs fightire under fecular Princes, but they
were at the ame Time true Soldxcrs of God,
when by the Confion of their Faith in Chnt,
they vanquithed thae Devil 3 and by their invinci-
ble Patience u'n’er the C rofs, were ennobled with
the Crown of Martyrdom.” And here I cannot
but remark, how groundlefs the 7”’s Suggeftion is,
Page z3. and how uvncharitably he guefics, where,
f upakmo of the Scldiers in I¥sclefrar’s Army, he fays,
But what Sort of Chriftians thoie Were in the Em-
peror’s Army, whom Dven faid could fight.we can
only guefs at.  They might indeed bear the Name
of Chr ifhans, zs Mulnindes do Now-a-days.
Snfwer 3 It appears from what I have juft now
fam, that there were many Soldiers amoeng the pri-
miave Chrittians, who did more than bear the Name \§,
of Chriftians 3+ for they fuffered Martyrdem, not
becaufe they would not bear Arms, but becaufe they
wou'd not renounce Chriftiarity. And even thofe
Soldiers in Dicclefian’s Airmy, might be more than
meer nominal Lhrunans, tho’ thev were not fo fcrn-
puious as Max:/m:licin was 3 who by miftaking the
true Meaningof jome & ahages in the Gofpel (as fome
now-a-days do) mi ight thank they xmply’d a Pro-
hibitior:
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hibition of all Ufe of the Sword.  But this /. 1 find,
will allow none to be more than nominal Chriftians,
who have not got an Upderftanding exallly of a Size
with his own; in which Cafe, I can afiure hir, eve-
ry Authority he hath here quoted, wiii be but a no-
minal Chriftian 5 for they and ke differ very widely
on every Point of the Chriftian Religion, however
well he may think they agree in this.  But further
7 that there were Solawrs inthe primitive Tines, that
were more than meer nominal Chnftizns, will ap-

ar from the noted Paffage ot the Thelean Legion.
{;ilt betore I procesd o give any Account of it, it
will be proper to obferve, that fometimes when the
Perfecution was heightened, all the Chnftan Soldiers
- and Officers, as well as others, were commanded to
renounce Chriftianity, and crnbrace Paganifm, by
pouring Incenfe on the Altar to the Heathen Gods,
or delivering up their Bibles, and the ike, whick, tho’
fome thro’ Fear comply’d with, yect great Numbers
‘abfolutely refufed it ; and this drew upon them the
Tormentsiney fuffered. Now this Legicn havingbeen
converted untoChriftianity fom2Time before by the Bi-
thopof Jerufalem, whentheylay in Palejtiice, as Eucheri-
us faith, contentcdly {ferv’d in the Army ail that Time,
. but being fufpetted by the Emperor Maximian i
having embrac’d Chriftianity, they were command-

ed to facrifice to Idols ; which they abfolutcly refu-
- fing, and confefling themiclves to be Chnftians,
, were all put to Death at the Emperor’s Command.
Now this Legion, though very powerful (it confift-
ing of 6666 brave Soldiers) did not attempt any

Refiftance ; both becaufe it would have been im-
. poffible for them to defend themfelves againft the
" Emperor’s whole Army, and becaufe they look’d
upon it as inconfiftent with the Duty of Subjeéts to
oppofe their Magiftrates in the Execution of the
Laws. But tho’ they would not defend themfelves
ggainft thcir own Magiftrates (which indeed would

H 2 no,
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not havebeen agreeable to the Law of Nature) yet it
appears from the noble Speech they made betore their
Execution, that they were not principled againft
bearing Arms in Defence of their Country. ¢ A-
¢ gainft any foreign Power, fay they, we freely of-
¢ fer our Hands, which yet we dare not imbrue in
¢ the Blood of Innocents. Our Arms which have
¢ been long practis’d in {uppreffing Vice,and in van-
¢ quithing Foes, neveryct knew how to opprefs the
¢ Righteous, or to cut the Throats of our Neigh-
¢ bours and Fellow Citizens, When firft we enga-
¢ ged in War, we remember it was to proteét, and
¢ not to deftroy :  'We have hitherto fought for Ju- «f:
¢ ftice, for Picty, for the Defence of Innocence ;
¢ for thele Prizes we have flighted all Dangers ; we
¢ have fought for the Defence of our Faith, which
¢ fhould we have brake with God, how canft thou,
‘ t(z Emperor ! expet that we fhould keep with
¢ thee &’ | | - "
In fhort, in moft of the antient Perfecutions, we
find Examples of Chrittian Soldiers, who were as
conient and ready to die Martyrs, as any other \
Chnifhans, In Tertullian’s Time, it appears, they
were as couragious In paffive, as aétive Valour.
And in the Perfecution of Decius, we read of a’
File, or, as fome render it,” a Troop of Soldiers, §
who attending in the Court of Judicature, where
Chriftians were try’d for their Religion, ran to the
Bar, and cry’d out, We are Chriftians ; and made §.
the Judges themfelv.; tremble. Eufebius faith,
¢ Chnftian Soldiers went out in a Kind of Pomp
¢ and State to die, and rejoic’d at the Teftimony
¢ they were to give for the Faith.” I could bring
many more Examples of this Nature among the
Chriftian Soldiers, but this is enough to fhew, that
there were Numbers of Soldiers among the primi-
tive Chriftians that were more than meer nominal

Chiriftiany, as this 7, uncharitably fuggefts, F ronlll
a
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all which it appears, that nothing can be concluded
from the Teftimony or Praftice of the primitive
Chriftians againft the Lawfulnefs of Defenfive War
againft a foreign Invader.

BuT even fuppofing that fome of the Chriftian Fa-
thers were really of Opinion, that all War was un-
lawful under the Gofpel ; what then ? Will this a-
mount to a Proof that it really is fo ? Every Father
the 7. hath quoted, taught Do¢trines, and held Opi-
nions more zealoufly than he can prove they did the
Unlawfulnefs of Defenfive War ; and yet I prefume
- their Authority has no Weight with him in thefe
Points. St. Ambrofe maintain’d the Neceflity of E-
pifcopacy to the Being of a true Church, that Wa-
ter Baptifm, and the Belief of the Refurrection of the
fame Body, were neceffary to Salvation (as did all
the Fathers he hath mentioned.) Athenagoras main-
tain’d the Worfhip of Angels, and that they were
created to take Care of Things here below. He
recommends Virginity, condemnsfecond Marriages,
and calls them an honourable Adultery.

TERTULLIAN, who wntes more like a
Poet than an Hiftorian, can hardly ever be literally
interpreted, without making him to appear a Wri-
ter of no good Charatter. He afferts*, That a
Chriftian cannot in Confcience perform the Funtion
of a Judge, nor ferve as an Executioner of Juftice.
He abtolutely cond :mns fecond Marriages, as being
Aduiteryt. He prohibits Chriftians to avoid Martyr-
dom; and enjoin’d the moft ftri¢t and frequent Fafts.

CLEMENS ALEXANDRINUS held the
abfolute Neceflity of Water Baptifm, pleads that
’tis unlawful to @y from Perfecution, contrary to
our Saviour’s Words ; that a true Chritian is free
from Paffions, even the moft innocent Ones, except
fuch as regard the Prefervation of the Body ; and
that the Chriftian is the only rich Man|.

| - ORIGEN

- ® Do Jdol. Cap. v7. + De Coron. Cap. 11, || Pedag.
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O RIGE N maintains, that all intelligent Beings ever did,
and ever fhall, exilt ; that they have been .always free to dq
Good and Evil, and that they have been precipitated into low-
er Places, and confin’d to Bodies for 2 Punithment of their Sins?.

As to Maximiij-», who, as the /. fays fuffercd Deaih for
refufing to bear Arms, nqthing can be inters’d from this obfcure
fingle Inftance againit the Lawfulnefs of the Pradtice ; fince, as
I lave fhewn, many Chriftians who fuffered Death for the fake
of their Religion did fo. Fither there might be fome Circuin-
ftance attending his particular Cafe, which mxde it his Duty
to refufe it ; or he may have been one of thofe Chriftians we
read of, who were {o intemperate in their Zeal, that they ran
unneceffariiy to Torments, and defir'd rather to be condemn’d
than abfolv:d ; and did feveral other Things in which we are
under no Obligation to follow their Steps, nor to think that
they were obliged by any Precept of the Gofpel to aét as they
did. Now what [ wouid obferve, from whatI have {aid upon
thefe Opinions of the Fathers, js this ; That if this 7. will not
allow the Authority of thefe Faihers in one Cafe, as I am pret-
ty counfident he will not, why fhould he urge it fo firenuoufly
in another ? If the univerful Example of the primitive Chritti-
ans is not to be followed in one Cafe, it cannot, if we coufider
it by itfelf, be juitly accounted of greater Force in any aother.

It may juftly be expetted, that they who argue fo ftrongly
from their Example, according to the Account giyen of it by
thele Antients, fhould imitate it in all other Inftances recorded
by the fame Writers, or, at leaft, argue for the Neceffity of fo
doing. But whilit they acknowledge no fuch Neceflity in
many other Cafes, we cannot think tieir bare Example to be,
in this Cafe only, of great Importance, even could it be prov-
ed. But in Truth none of the Fathers fay any thing trom
whence it can be concluded, thot Defenfive War, againit a fo-
reign Enemy, was reckoned unlawful by the primitive Chritti-
ans. Tertxllian, ’tis true, feems, in fome Cafes, to fpeak
doubtfully of it, not becaufe it was in itfelf unlawfyl, as I ob-
ferved above, but becaufe Chrillian Soldiers were apt to be ex-
pofed to fome Ations which were not cenfiftent with their
Chrifian Profefion. Hence we find he obje@s in one Place,
¢ That Chriftian Soldiers were fometimes commanded to {wear
¢ by the Heathen Gods :* Whereupon in another Place he ar-
gues thus ; ¢ Shall, fays he, a Chriftian watch to guard the
¢ Temples of thofe Gods whom he hath renounced ? Shall he fup
¢ there where he is forbidden to eat ?  Shall he defend thofe
¢ Spirits by Night, which he exorcifeth by Day ?* And
then he adds; ¢ How many other great Offences may be
¢ feen in military Duties, which cannot be otherwife interpre:-
¢ ed, but as Breaches of our Chriftian Laws?’ But tho’ in

| - ' - fome
§ De Priacipiis Strema,




—~

- -, m ——— -

DEFENSIVE WAR. 161
fome Flaces he thus fpeaks doubtfully, yet in other Places he
fpeaks more favourably, fo as to make it appear, that he did
not underitand it to be inconfiftent with the Purity and Perfe&ti-
on of the Chrittian Religion. He fpeaks of it as dangerous,
but not as unlawful ; and that it is fo, I know no body that
will deny. Beiides, the Places I have quoted already, wherein
this Father {peaks favourably of a juft War, in his Jdlo/atria,
Le fays ; ¢ It is much queitioned whether Chriftians may take
¢ Arms, or whether Soldicrs may be admitted to Chriftianity.*
And in his Corona Militis, after he had difputed a while againft
the Lawfulnefs of War, he at lergth diftinguifhes between him
that entered into Arms before he was baptized, and him that
litted himfelf after Baptifm. ¢ For, fays he, their Condition
¢ is plainly otherwife, whe being firft Soldiers, were afterwards
converted to the Faith, as tneirs whom St. Jobs admitted
to his Baptifin ; or that faithful Centurion’s whom Chrift ap-
proved of, and whom St. Peter inftruCted ; provided that
having once embraced the Chriftian Faith, and being fealed
¢ up thereunto by Baptifm ; they either renounce the Waf
¢ prefently, asfome have done, or take fpecial Care that they
“ do nothing therein that may offend God.” Whence it is evi-
dent, tnat Tertullian look’d upon the military Office only as
dangercus, but not as unlawful ; becaufe Chriitians might con-
tinue in Arms afte* Baptiimy; which certainly would not have
been permitted by nim, if he had thought that all War was con-
tiary to the Gofpel;, no more than Magicians and Soothfayers
were permitted after Baptifm to retain their unlawful Profeffi-
ons. ¢ They who profefs fuch Arts as the Chriftian Difcipliné
‘ do not allow, fays het, are not to be admitted inte the
¢ Church of Chriit." And of the fame Opinion were St. Ax-
gifline and St. Cyprian. I have fhewn above, that both St.
Ambrofe and St. Gprian approv’d of a juft War, and fo did St.
Augufiine and St. Bafil. ¢ Good Men, faith the Firft*, make
€ War their Refuge ; but wicked Men make it their Delight.®
And the Laft gives this Teftimony of the primitive Chrilans ;
¢ That their Anceftors never accounted that Execution which was
done in a juit War as Murder ;' but always held them excus'd,
tadt fought for the Defence of Chattity, and of Picty.

NEertssr was there any one Bifliop, that we read of, among
fo many that were great Sufferers for Religion, that ¢ver re-
prov'd Comflantine (who was turn’d Chriftian) for making War,
or that ever endeavoured to make his Scldiers declinie it ; tho®
many of them were very fevere Difciplinarians, fparing neither
Prince nor People, that were defetive in their Duties. Now
let the impartial Reader but confider what this 7., hath alledg-
éd from the Example and Teftimony of the primitive Chriftians
to prove the Unlawfulnefs of Defenfive War, and what I have-

advanced
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advanced in Anfwer thereto, and then let him judge with what
Affuraace he could fay, ¢ That the Examples and Teftiggaies -
¢t of the tre(.hnﬁnns,thatObcdiencetoth:Gof'had
¢ that , not only 0 give Chriftians inward Peace, . but to
¢ take away theUfeofcamal Weapons, are very ftrong and co-
F:ntl’roofs that Wat cannot be confittent with the Punty and
erfebhon of the Chriftian Religion* And even tho’ it may
sppear doubtful, whether thefe Antients look’d upon all War to
be unlawful, wh;ch to me, it does not, yet we ought nor
from thence to make any Dcubt, whether it be lawful for us
to euter into a neceary War for defending our Country againft
a foreign Eoemy. Many of the primitive Fathers dxfallow d of
fecoud Ma-riages, and fev=ial other lawful Pralices, as I have
fhewn above ; yet no wife Man will corclpde, that they<are in
themfeives unlawful. For tho' the Omifhon "of fuch Pradtices |
might be expedient then, and, in fome Circumftances, Orna-
menss of the Chrifian Profefiion, and acceptable to Gog fuch
as Celibacy in times of Perfecution, {Jc. yet they are not im-
pos’d upon as by the Neceffity cf any Law.

NaY furtker ; Admit there are fome Texts of Scripture,
which fecxmngly forbid all Sorts of War ; yet fince it hath
been reckoned by all good Men a Means fnﬁcxent for avoiding

onal Inconveniencies {zs cutting off a Right hand, or pluck-
ing out a Right-eye) to admit of any Seefe rather than the
literal ; much rather fhould thofe Placcs of Scriptute that are
urg’d againtt the Ufe of carnal Weapons in Defence of Mens
Lives and Liherties admit of any Senfe, than that Chriftianity
fhould bz macs 0 deftrov that whch 1s one of the main Pillars
of human Society. For if it be granted that the World cannot
fubfift without Giovernment, nor any Government without Pro-
teition and Deizrze, which every Body but a wild Vifonary,
or bare fac’d Hypucrite, will readily grant ; them it is as cer-
tain, tha2¢ chat Rellgxon cannot be Good which teaches fuch
Do@rines, which, it followed, thro’ their native Confequen-
ces, will deftroy all Govcrnment and turn human Society into
a Field of Blood. And therefore conclude, that every fuch
Do@rine, let it; Pretences to Sanétity be ever fo fpecious, and
the Abettors of :: 2ver fo precife, ought nat ouly to'be held in
the utmoft Athorrence and Deteftatioz, by every true Friend
%o his Coantry, but:io be fappreft with all poflible Care and Pru-
dence, 2s a Nuifanceznd Pef} tothe Government where it 1s$un
tain’d, and an egregious Repséach to the Chriftian Rehg:

E R R A T A
Page 26 Line 36. for lie reed liwe. p, 31. ). 34~ dele the, p. 2 19ge
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