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H. Publick thould never have been trou-
bled with the following Treatifc on the
Lawtulnefs of Defenfive War, had it not
been for a late unfeafonable Pampnlet, in-
tituled, Tde Detirine of Chriftianity; as beld by the
Pecple cclled Quakers, vindicated, in Anfwer to Gil-
bert Tenmwent’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 Pampidet was printed and publifhed in Anfwer
to :t: And that it might have the more univerfal In-
Fuence over the Province, was order’d to be given
away gratis. In this Performance the Author has
unacrtaken 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 wiii fec in

the Perufal of the fecond Part of this Treatife:

IT was undoubtedly undertazken with ne other
Intent but to defear this generous Undertaking of
thefe worthy Men (who could not »~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
unieafonable a Timc, when every Body {but the Au-
thor and his Friends) was fuliy conv'nced that there
was an extraordinary Call for falling 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/h Subjett.

WHEREFORE, as a Teftimony of my Re-
gard for the Good of human Socic ety in general, of
my Duty to my King and Country in particular,
and of true Benevolence for all my Fellow Subjects;
I have fuffered myfelf to be prevaJed upon by fome
true Patriots, and Lovers of their Country, toin-
terpofe in the Behalf of that Doctrine, which, if
once given up, the Exglifh Dominions, as well as
thofe of all other Chriftian States, would foon be-
come a Scene of Slavery and Oppreflion.  This 1
have done 1 the following Treatife, which I pray
God may be an Antidote agam{’c 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 Old Teftament;
and thence I have deduced, as an undeniable Con°
fequence, that it is therefore not unlawful under the
New.

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

Whether n any Cafe it be lawful for Chrifhans to |

make War under the Gofpel ?

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

War was iawtul under the Old Teftament.  And,
3.1 HAVE
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2. I HAVE made it appear (which 1s a plain
Relolution) that as there is rothing in Chriftianity
that can amount to a Law pronmibiting, Iiefenfive W ar
under the Gofpel ; ther=fore it canngi e uniawtul for
Chnftians, under that Dilpentation, to defend them-
feives aganft a foreign Enemy: All this 1s contain’d
in the firft Part.

IN the fecond Part, I have examined all the Paf-
fages in the forfaid Pamphlet, tizt feem to affect
the general Docirine I had eftablifhed in the furft ;
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 Iluftration of the Dotrines
advanced in the Examination of them, I muft beg
Leave to add fomething here, in order to prevent
Miftakes. The firft i1s, where I examine what the
V. advances againft the Law and Light of Nature,
The iecond 1s, where I examine his Obfervation con-
cerning Mens acting in moral Matters according to
their Convictions.

THAT there is fuch a Thing as the Law of
. Nature exifting in the Univerfe, 1 have brefly
proved in the fecond Part 5 and that notwithftanding
tne Fall of Adam, Mankind were capable of difcover-
ing the main Principles of the Law of Nature, and the
‘neceflary Duties incumbent upon them by Virtue of
this Law. Now, for the farther Iluftration of this
curious Point, and preventing Miftakes, let ine add,

1f. WHEN 1 fay there are natural eifential
Differences in the Natures of Things, from whence
refults a Fitnefs and Unfitnefs in Ac.ons to certain
Ends ; I don’t maintain that thefe Differences are
any Thing abftraéted from the Will of God, this
being a Speculation that has no Relation to my
Subje@t. It is enough for my Purpofe, ifit be grant-
ed, that thereare fuch natural and effential Differen-
Ces i Things, whether thofc Differences be confi-

A 3 dered




vl 72‘4’ PREFJICE.

dered as anfing from the Things themiclves antece-
dent to the Will of God, or trom his Will conttit:
ting them fuch, tho’ before they were in their Na-
tures perfectly indifferent.

A DEAL may be faid for both theie Opinions ;
out I incline to the latter, as being mofit 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
therefore be changed by God, or the contrary be
commanded ; becaufe he has created Man {who 1s
the Subject ot this Law) a Being not pofhbly to be
prefervid 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 cn-
join’d by this Law do by a naturai Lonﬁqucme pro-
‘mote the Good of Society, m which is contain’d all
the temporal Happinefs of Mankird, wiuie the con-
trary Actions da by as ftrong a Ncceffity deftroy thar
Society : That 15, fo lonor as Beneficence, Kind-
nefs, good Faith, Jufticc, “Gratitude, and the like
Practices, fhall have a Power of engaging  and
winning on Mens Minds, and wice vei/a.

AND theretore fuppofing human Nature and
human Affairs to be fix’d and condtant, the Law of
Nature, tho’ it owed its oniginal Inftitution io the
free Pleafure of God, remains firm and immutable.

AND here we ought to diftinguith carefully be-
twixt the Law of Nature as it refpe&s God himfelf,
who is the Author of it, and as it refpets Men,
who are the Subjeéts thereof. For tho” *twould be
Impiety to affert that the I.aw of Nature contains any
Thing in it :epugnant 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, besaufe this
I.aw 1s not commen to God and Men. The Law
of Nature, tho’ it indifpeniibly obliges us yet it can
lay no Obligation upon him. So that when we fay
Gou cannot difpenfe with the Law of Nature, we
mean, that he cannot alter the Relations of Things
with Regard to fuch Duties as neceffanily 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
Obfcervation, ’tis ealy ic anfwer thofe Inftances
which fome give of God’s difpenfing with the Law
of Nature ; as when he commanded the Ifraefites to
deftroy fome Nations utterly, and to {poil others of
their Pofleflions. Here wasonly 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 il but that which was done by the inmediate
and {pecial Command of God, who is the fupream
Lord and Difpofer 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 5 but taking Things alie-
nzted from their Properties by God himfelf, who is
the righttul Proprictor of all Things, was not Znbbe-
ry. It cannot thercfore 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 poffefied 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
g’linds, from their very Birth, in the Manner of di-
A 4 ftinc
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ftinct and actual Propofitions, fo astobe readily ex-

prefs’d and utter’d by them, as foon as they arrive
at the Ule of Specch witheu: further Inftruction cr
Meditation ; becaufe this Doctnine 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 nght Reafon, my Meaning is this, That the
human Underftanding is endued with fuch a Power,
as to be able from the Contemplation of human Na-
ture, to aifcover a Neceflity of living agreeably to
thisLaw. On which Account St. Paeul declaresii to
be written 1n 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 anght, they muft una-
voidably lofe 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

neceflary Duties of moral Practice ; and that neither

of thofe Powersare fo corruptec. and depraved, as to
put them under a Neceflity of being miftaken there-
in. An ill-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 Difte-
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 thafe 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 f«

clear Difcernment of moral Good and Evi. And i1t §
would

¢
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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¢tionin Men before
the giving of the moral Law, we muft by all Means
maintain, that tte human Undcrftanding ever was,
and ftitl 15, {fo far nght, as to be able to difcern and
pra‘tife the neceffary Duties of Nature’s Law, upon
(ufficient Enquiry and Meditation.  But to prevent
Miitakes, Ibeg Leave particularly to remark, that
I am not here debating 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 perform in fuch extraordinary
Cafes without the Affiftance of divine Grace ; 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 Offence to any confide-
rate Man, that there never was any Perfon of proper
Years, and Matter of hisown Keaion, that could not
comprehend the moft general and neceflary Precepts
of the Law of Nature, and thoie which are of the
greateft Ufe 1 common Lite 5 and difcern the A-

reement they bear to the vational and focial State of
§4ankind.

IT muftindeed be owned, that Intereft, joined
with the Prejudices of Intancy, Education, or Cu-
ftom, obfcure the cleareft Dittates of Reafon; of
this we every Day f{ce numberlefs Inftances. Some
are fo blinded with Self-love, that all tneir fine Parts
{eem intirely to forfake them, as foon as any Marter
comes in Debate, the Decifion of which 1s attended
with any Inconvenience to themielves; and yetihicfe
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,



7% PR E F ACE.

fon, and that whereby we know affuredly that it is
natural to Mvien, IS, that the unwift Man, when he is
a&ng in any Affarr that does nowife affe¢t his own
Incer=f, .udgcs exaltly according to tie Ruies of
juiacc and vicious Perlons, of everv Sart, have
juft Sentiments of Things, where they do not fuffer
themfelves to be prepoﬂ'cllcd by Paifion. But there
1s cnother Caufe of wrong Judgment befides thefe;
viz. Precipitation and Prepofieflion, equally hurtul
to Society with the other. A Man oftentimes be-
cores tenaciouily fond of falfe or doubttul Prina-
pees, taken up without Examinatian or Reflection s
anc. then ’vs no Wonder it he hnds himiclt unable
to recencile thefe with the Truth of Things, or to
draw from them juft and regular Coniequences.
H:w few ao we aind, who fo much as think of e-
ver calling in queftion certain Principles which they
have early imbibed, efpecialy it they iee them au-
thorized by the Opinions of thofe whom they look
upon to be their Supenors in Witdom and Expen-
encs; or eftablithed by the Cuftoms of the qocx::ty
or Place where they have been bred? Hence we Sad,

even Men of Parts, when puthed on by Party Ant-

mo.tes, firenuouly endeavounng to hind out, not
what 15 moft conformablc: to the invarabie Rules
of -ght Reaton and Equiy - the very Exaitence of
which thev have the Affurance to @eny® bus o only
what to them fems moit proper to juftity the fana-
tica. Notions their Party hath embraced.  But tho’

forre Pertons, thro’ Indoience, may poilibly never
havs thuu.ﬁn' of one or two Prﬁccpts ; or thro’

Rathnefeand | reapmnou, may have fram’d wrong
Opinions of acting ; or by a Mind corrupted with
vious Hahits; may have called therr Truth and
Neceffity 1n quefbion ; or may have embrac’d other
Ruies of Aétion contrary © natural Suggettions ;
yet this no more proves, that Luman \.uurc

1s univerfally corrupted, ¢hanit proves, that, becaufe
]
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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 pubhfhed and
explain’d, and fo clofcly interwoven with our very
Being, that no Man, with the Uie ot Reafon, can be
incapable of apprehending and dlker'nng them ;
fince to this End nothu:z ore 1« required, than an
ordinary Portion of natur ral L:~he, pmvzded that the
Mind be not vitiated and obtrusted by fome Diitem-
per.

2. IN my Examination of what the /7. hath ad-
vanc’d concerning People’s acting in moral Dutes
according to thnr Convicaons, lobierved, Thatteo
make Men’s Faith or Perfuafion the Rule of moral
Dutics, feems to be s prepetterous Wav of arguing,
as ai ranng, the great I‘oun\‘ sten of \Icmltt", .u.d
preducing very dangerous, yet necotiary Conicqx.ena
ces. For the ferther lifuttration of witich. ier me add :
"Ths true, Catufls aliow, that 'tiaa S tor a Man o
act agamtt hus Judgment, cven fuppoiirz his Judg-
ment to be falic: But then they ca wretully i tmi"t’l‘h
between an Error in Theory, and an Frror in Prac-
tice. A Man errsin the Tacory, when he tancies a
Thing to be commanded, which 1s really torbidder,
or l-ft !nuﬁircnt, i. 2. neither commanded nor forbid -
der, and tice verni.  Bur he errs in the Pracuce,
when fomething intervenes in the Exerciic of 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 fuppofed not to
have apply’d futficient Dii igence 1 comparing his
Acuons with the Rule prcﬁnb d him; which in Mat-
ters concerning moral Duues, 15 {o plam, 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 notbe imputed.  ©iod hasgiven
Men a moral Law, plain and inteibgible by every Bo}dy

that
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that has the xerciic of Reafon, whereby they are to
guide their A tons: And let a Man’s Perfuaiion be
what it will as to certain Aéhons, 1t cannot alter the
Nature of Things. *T'isnat hisOpinton, but God’s
Law that makes Things Good or Evil, and therefore
we fhall be for ever oblig’d to do fome Achions, and
torbear others, whatever our Perfuafion be, becaufe
we cannot alzer the \Iarure 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 hinigs in the World
and what 1s Good or Ewil 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 Pradtice is forbid-
den, he may be guilty of Sin, anc damn’d torit too,
if 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 Doétrnines of Chnit 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 foreign
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 i,
But then the Point we ftand upon is 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-

sutrate, .who is the Ordinance of Gad.  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 °xprcls
Command of God.  So that if God's Law commands
me to obey the Magiftrate in all Things lawtul, my
falfe Perfuafion that what the Magiﬁrate 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 Qucttion.

W HEN St. Paul thought himfeit bound in Duty
to perfecute Chnitians, was his Perfecution {intful or
no? Yes furely, for he calls himiclf the greateft of
Sinners for that very Reafon, 1 Tiém. 1. 13.15. And
theretore a Man’s thinking a Thing to be lawful,
will not acquit him before God for doing that Thing,
it it be againft God’s Law (as Perf{vcotion for Conici-
ence in religicus Speculations undoubtedly is.) Nor
will a Man’s thinking a Thing to be unlawtul acqur
him bcfore God tor omitting that Thing, if by fodo-
ng he violate a plain Law of God in another Cafe.
Again, {uppofe 2 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 abhor thefc Practices did he think
them to be 1dolatrous, but he believes them to be ne-
ceflary Duties.  And yet I 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 rightly 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-

greffor, who thinks it his Duty to difobey the (Magi-

ftrate
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firate. as he is an Idolater, who thinks it his Duty to
worihip a Creature. A Man's Miftake, according
to the greater or lcﬁer Culpability of it, wili more ot
lefs excuie him betore God in both Inftances, butit
cannot change the Nature either of Difobedience or
Idolatry.

NO W 10 apply thisto the Cafe under Confidera-
tion, That Protcction is wue trom the Magzftrate to
the Subject, anc tuat the Subicct is bound to obey
the Magvl‘ratb in all his lawful Commands, is undeni-
ably evident, both trom the moral Law and the Gof-

But that the Gofpci torbids a neceflary Selt-de-
tence againft 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 1s
Obedience to 2 doubtfui Precept of Chrift, the other
15 Obedience to an indifputable Law of God, <iz.
Protection from the Magiftrate, and Obedience frem
the Subjelt.

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 all 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 Circumftances to overbalance that
Coniideration of Uncertainty (which is plainly the
Cafe with the 7. and his Friends) it will be more rea-
fonable to chufe that Side which U did betore doubt of.
Nay, 1t 1s my Duty fo to do. Forit I doubt, I doby
doubtmg own that I cannot certainly tell whether the
Action be lawtul or unlawful; and furely then the
Weight of prcﬁim* Confiderations ( (which in this Cafe
are not wanting) fuch as the Prefervation of my Coun-
try from Ruin, Obedience and Subje€tion to my Su-
pertors, and the like, ought to turn the Ballance;
otherwife I cannot anfwer to God and the World for

the



T7%¢ P R E FACE. Xv

the Confequences that may enfue.  Thus for Inftance>
If [ have the fole legiilative Power of Government in
my Hands, at a Junéture when the People are threat-
ned with a foreign Invafion; I’m oblig’d, by Virtue
of a former Gbligation, notwithftanding my Doubt as
to the Lawfulnefs of bearing Arms, to make a legal
Provifion for the publick Security. And then as to
the Cafe of Subjets, who are under an indifpenfible
Obligation, both by the moral Law and the Precepts
of the Gofpel, to obey Magiitrates 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
Command, is heartily to join in the Defence of the
Publick, agamﬂ: a lawlefs, foreign Invader, whenever
there fhall be Occafion for their Affiftance. Becaufe,
as in all doubtful Cafes, the fafeft Side is to be chofen;
fo ’ts certain, 1t is {afer for them, in this Cafe, to
obey than diobey.  There is a plaiin Law of God
that commands them to obey the M agiftrate in all
lawful Things; and it hisC ommand 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-
glefﬁng a plain Law which they cannot but know,

and which 1s of the greateft Importance to the Pub-
lick.

*T IS true (as I 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
Caf, and that of thofe I am arguing with. ;;hc

an
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Man St. Paul fpeaks of, was at Liberty to forbear
catng, and {inned in chufing to run fuch a needlefs
Hazard of tranigreiiing the Law - ‘ot giving no Ot-
fence to weak Brethren.) But wher. the Magittrate
commands the Subject to affift in defending their
Country, they are not at Liberty.  In the former
Cafe the Man might forbear withcut any Danger,
but in the latter (..Jb tha = is greater Danger in for-
bcanng, than in acting, and thaelo*e he 1s bound to
alt in the latter (.aie, +ho’ 1t mught be Sin to alt 1n
the former.

A S tomy Method of »xamining this /”s Remarks
on the aforefaid Sermon, [ have tas 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 Enor. It 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
it was neither from any Prejudice in Favour of the
Author of the Sergion (to whorn I am {fo far a
Stranger, that to my Knowledge I never exchang’d
a Word with him) nor from any perfonal Prejudice
againft the /. or any of his 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 1n his Power to con-
fute, I thought it my Duty to lay them out in their
true Colours, that the World may fee wherein their
boafted Strength lies.  +'or [ know rnany have bodfted
of this mighty Performance, as an unanfwerable
‘Piece.  Bur fure [ am it it be, itis not upon the Ac-

count of folid Argument or found Reafoning.
FOR if either the Author or his Friends can fhew
me kut haif 2 Dozen of Argumentsin the whole Per-
formance,
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formance, that will bear the Teft of Svlloaifm ‘the
T ouc‘ntonc of nght Arguing} 1 will own “all Thave
fad againft him to be gmundlefs.

[ StiOGU LD not have made fo free wizh this 7.
upon any other Point of Controverly we could poifibly
have hit upon. Butthisbeing a Point otfuch vait Conie-
quence to the whole Chnﬁvn World; the abaiive Me-
thod he has made Ulie of in treating of 1, cannot in
my Opirion be too fmartly repnhcm ed.

AND it feems not unn\tdﬂr) tor the Good of
the Publick, that he thould be ol fo; that the next
Time he hasa Mind to publith a Vindicanion of this
Doctrine, he may chufe a more {eafonable Opportu-
nity, than when we are alarm’d with a toreign Inva-
fion. Had not this been the Cafe, 1 do affure him,
I theuld have employ’d my Time mwuch 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
fenfelefs Sentimernts on this Point.  Arnd as to thofe
who do, if they think I have done him any Wrong,
I cannot hope they thould ipare me. Only I bLg
Leave to give this triendiy Caution to whom{oever
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 equivocal Terms in fuch a Manner
as to make them look two direct contrary Ways,
togcther with fome Jdark out-of-the-way Expreffions
in their own Language, which have not ic much as
the Face of an Argument, only that they may have
1t to fay, there i1s 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- anfwer 'as Difticulties.

T k.. Caufe i Debate between usis of very great
Confequence 3 it concerns the whoie Chrritian

B World



xvin 72‘:' PREFAC E.

World in gencral, and rthis unhappy Province in
particular.  That any Evidence in the Propofal or
Defence of it, can be fufficient to conquer the Ob-
ftinacy and Prejudices of a great manv 2mong us, |
have not the Vanity to imagirz.  Bur this | tiunk 1
may juftly demand of evirv Reader, that tince
there are great and vifibke Falihoods on one Side or
other, he “would unpmlﬂn cxainine on which Sile
they Lic: and upor that 1 wili v nture the Cuule n

any Readers Judement, who wiii but lay afi e all
Prewdice and P.xm.xl,q . and come with a fincere
Refsiution to cmbrace what, upon the grear:ft k-
vidence appears to be the Truth : And as for him
that will not do that, I care not much either what ae
{ays or thinks.

ASS to the Goodnefs of the Performance, I can fay
but little in its Favour. But if I have not fucceed-
ed in 1t according to my Wiihes, I may plzad that
it was drawn up under a bad State of Healt‘x amidft
a Vanety of Intcrruptions, and a Famine both of
Men and Books. This will in fome Sort excufe the
Author, tho’ it may detract from the Performance.

I SHATI L make no other Apology for becoming
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 Inftinét
to the beft F ruits, {o (faith a learned ’Wnter) thefe
Kind of Infeéts fwarm about the beft VWriters ; fo
that thould they vouchfafe to allcw me a Place a-
mong thefe, they would do me an Honour, which I
have not the Vanity to think I deferve.

IHAVE ro more to add, but that V, ftands

for Vindicator, A



TREATISE
On the Lawruvinass of
DEFENSIVE WAR.

S the beft Things -are moft apt to be
abufed, fo the Abufe of them generally
produces very il Confequences. There
1s no Principle fo goed, nor Prattice fo
encficial, 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. :

For tho’ Self-prefervation be a nioble Principley
ingrafted in our Nature by the all-wife Author of our
Being, for the Security of our Lives, and the Prefer-
vation of the Species; yet wicked Men dooften abufe
it to very ill Purpofes.  Whanever 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 mioft ufeful Principles in Nature, and fo necef-
fary for the Good of the whole Aaimal Creation,

that the Weorld could not fubfift without it, is per-
B 2 verted
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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, um-
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
Ad&on, by the Repugnancy or Congruity it hath to
rational Nature itfelf; and confequently that fuch an
Adltion 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 thns
A Defenfive War, undertaken by lawful Authonty.
with no other View but to defend the innocent Lives
and Libertes 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 New;
unlefs an e xprefs pofitive Law of Chrift car. be pro-
cuc’d, prohlbmng all Sorts of War under the Gof-
pel. And if it be prov’d, that fuch a War is not
unlawful, it will be enough for my Purpofe ; for if
it be not unlawful, it will be no Violation of .my
Law, and confequently can be no Sin.

I sHaLL now proceed to prove in the firft Place,
That Defenfive War was confonant, or agreeable, tq
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 s.



DEFENSIVE WAR. 5

(the Grounds and Reafons continuing the fame) un-
lefs made otherwife by a pofitive Law of God. -

- Anp, Firft, 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 folxowlng Arguments ;

1. THEerE are {fome Things to which every Man
(at leaft before the Caf: is altered by voluntary Com-
pact) has 1uch a natural 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, Secondly, Tho' no Man can have a Rloht
to begin to hurt another, yet every Man has a
R‘crht to defend himfelf, and his, againft Violence,
when offered (always iupﬂoﬁno the Cafe not tc be
altered by voluntary Compact) tor I do not fay that
a Man who is become a Memb\r of Scciety, “has, In
all Cafes, a Kight to defcnd himfelf againft even
lawlefs Vioience, for Reafons that are obvious almoft
to every Bocy; and far lefs to defend himfaif a-
gainft lawtul Violence, when he has incurred it, by
violating the Laws of the Community to which he
belongs. 1 fay then (excepting this Cafe) every
Man, and confequently every independent S Qoaetg
of Men, have a Right to defend thcmﬁlch, an
what is theirs, ag.umt lawlefs Violence. Now who-
ever denies 2 Man (thus circuinftanc d) this Privi-
lege, afferts, contrary to Truth, cither that he hath
not the Facultics and Powers which he has, or that
hisMaker has giventhemto him invain ; for to what
End has he them, it he may not ufc them? And how

may he uf¢ them, if not for his own Prefervaton,
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, whichicrves for no Purpofe that we know
of, but to preferve Individuals, by prompting them
to provide for, and dcfend themfelves ?

Thirdlr, 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 Welfare ot
Mankind, is inconfiftent with the Laws of hvman
Nature, and theretore wrong

Fcurehly, Ir a Man has no Rwht to defend hlm-
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, his Liberty,
&c. that he only, of all Mankind, canjuftiy call them
his: If thercfore a Man has a Right, he may juftly
maintain tnat Right. It implics a great Abfurdity
then, to deny a Man a Right to detend 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 1s 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, is but the Effeét of his own A&, or it 1s that
Violence of which he is the Author, refleéted back
upon lumf.1f. If then he who begins to violate the
Lite and Happinefs of another, evxdcnt'y docs what
is vrong, he who endeavours to put a Stop to that
v mlerca, does in that Refpect what is night by the
Terms.

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

Liberty
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Liberty, &c. that he only of all Markind 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 ceniequently lays a claim to that which
is not his, alts contrary to Right.

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

I own in fo doing, I ought not to act rafhly, 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 ineffettual, 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 is. - ' -

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 15 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 defend himfelf,
which that he hath, is evident from the Nature and
Reafon of Things; then a Numbsr of Men muit
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 fthould. And if this may be done by
every f{ingle Perfon in a State of Naturc, before the
Cafe is alter’d by voluntary Compadt, it may be
done by them'in a facial State, when confederated
. | S among
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among themfelves; becaufe with refpe& to other
‘Nations they are fhil in that State, fo far as they have
not limited themfelves by Leagues and Alliances.

+ Upon 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 faid before, whoever from a Principle of
'Generolity 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 what s
agreeable to the eternal Law of Truth and Right,
and jultly deferves the grateful Agknowledcrmcnts [
cf every good -Sub.ect, and Lover of his ng and

Now thefe Truths, as they are built upon the in-
diputable Principles of right Reafon, and in a Man-
ner felf-emdent will, 'I think, readily be granted by
all Men of found ]udgment Wxthout any farther II-
luftration. -

- I SuavL proceed therefore in the

2d. Prack, 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 pofitive 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, Melchifedeck blefled Abrabam, and faid, Bleffed
be Abrakam of the moft bigh God Polfelfor qf Heawz

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 as 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 [beddzth Manw's Blood, by Man fball bis Blosd
be fbed, feems to have been deeply engraven in Mens
Hearts from the Beginning ; which made Cas, aiter
the Murder of his Brother, cryout, Every ome that
fndeth me thall flayme.. - : S
As to the \War made by the Ifraclites upon the
Seven Nations, I fhall wholly omit any Confideration
of it here; as having no Relation to this Argument:
In this Cafe they were not excited by the Law of Na-
ture, bur ated by Virtue of an exprefs Commrand of
God. This Aton therefore comes intirely within
the Verge of the judicial Law, - which being long
fince cxpir’d, is therefore quite out of this Queftion.
Thofe A&ions therefore that were lawful for the Fews,
may not be drawn into Example by us Chrifhians, be-
caufe the Reafon of them ceas’d when their Law ex-
pir'd.. -I fay there were many Things lawful for the
Fews as a Body Politick, under a Theocratical Go-
vernment, which cannot be lawfully practifed under
the Gofpel, - becaufe the Reafon of thofe Things do
not  defcend to Chriftians. - - But all thofe Prattices
among the Jews, which are founded upor common
Equity, of which Number was that of Detenfive War,
may lawtully be prattis’d by Cariftians, not by Virtue
of their having been prattifed by them, but by Virtue
of common Principles of Equity founded in the Law
of Nature, and difcoverable by our raticnial Faculties,
- BuT fuch a War as was carried on by good Men,
without any exprefs Command of God, and yer
was manifeftly approv’d of by the Almighty, muft

have
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have been undertaken upon fuch Principles, as were

not repugnant to his Nature, cife he would never
bave approv’d of it ; and what could thofe be but
i Pranciples of the Law of Nature, which were
written in their Hearts 3 {inc> they had no Syitem
of moral Practice at that Time by Revelation ?

2. In the 17th of Zxodus, 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 them in their Paffage towards the
promis’d Land ; which, tho’ it W&s not command-
ed to be done, yet being done, had the divine Ap-
proba t:on TP, which certainly wowid not have
been, ¥ 1t had been repugnant to the faw 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; which is a
fuhcent T e"umon‘v that War mughe {fometimes be
juft, the’ Men have no fpecial Commiffion from
God to make this or that War.
- For there Alsfer makes a manifeft ™itference
tween the Cafe of the Seven Narions, and the (,aie
of other People, as appears from the roth and rsth
Verfes- Forother People they mightreceive 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, tor'the Abufe done to his Ambaffadors ;
and, as fome thirk, 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 agrecable to the

Law

l
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Law of Nature ; becaufe he can approve of nothing
done 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 it 1s, at leaft, highly probable, that what all
Nations in the World unanimoufly agree m, 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-
hign’d, than that it 1s a Di¢ate of that
Law, that is as univerfal as Nature &{clf. 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.”  :\nd tho’ there may be a few tha
dithchieve the Juftice of Detenfive War, yet that
coth not invalidate the Force of this Argument;
forasmuch as there is no general Rule withour Ex-
ceptions.  When I fay, That muft be a Di&ate of
Nature, that is ackrowledged by all 5 I mean, all
who have found Judgmernts: Butif it appear other-
wife to Men of diftemper’d and perverfe Minds,
who have been corrupted tnro’ an evil Education,
inparted to them by Men of vifionary, enthufiattick
Tempers, it doth not in the leaft weaken the Au-
thority of the L.aw of Nature, nec more than it will
prove Honey not to be fweet, brcaufe a ditemper’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 Difpenfation.  We fee it was
commenc’d and carried on by good Men, without
any exprefs Command of Go.! authorizing them ;
and theretore they muft have been prompied to it
by the Law of Nature, as they had no Syftem of
moral Duties by Revelation 3 and the Practice ;nuﬂr
wve

" *~ ) " [ ) "~ ) " ) [} [ ) "
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have been agreeable thereto, otherwife Almaghty
God, who cannot but hare cvery Thing tha: i< con-
trary tohs‘\'ill, would never have thewn his Ap-
probution of it.

Havixc therefore undenuably prov'd, that Defen-
five War was lawful urder the Oid Tdhmd\t x
evidently follows as a Redolution of the Quethon to
be difcufs’d, that it 1s Jawful for Chnfhans in fome
Cafxs, to make War under the New, becaufe what
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 otherwde by a pofiuve
Law of God. It being the Naturs >f Lawsto bound
up Men’s Rights, what is rot exprefly torbiiden in
the Gofpel, which was agrecble to the Will of God
under the Law, by Virmue of the Law of Narure,
tha: muft be lawfui for Chriftrans to practitc fhil [the
Grounds and Reafons of fuch 2 Practxce continuing
she fame. ;} My Meaning s tiis; P fentive War beng
neceflary under the Oid Tettament tor the Preferva-
tion of avil Soctety, was hawtully practis’d by good
Mer. ;. but Detenfive War baing as necciiary under
the Goipel for the hke Purpofe, may be rawtully prac-
us’d now, as well as then; unlefs it can be made ap-
pear that the Author of the Golper has madk an
cxprels pofinve Law againft ail War wharlocver.

AXD here I might reit the Caufe, wrthout giving
myfelf any turther Trouble; becaufe as my Oppo-
nens, hcy will fupport thar Argument, muft
held the Afhrmanve, <r=. Thathd'clsfuch a Law
in the New Teftament (which I deny) *os incifpen-
itbly incumbent upon them to prove t.  For by the
ftn&eft Laws of Reafoning, he that maintains the
Negative of a (@eﬁxon, may perfift to deny th:
Afhrmative, ’ull fuch Times as the Affirmant {haﬂ
prove what he affirms.

WHOEVER therefore fhall afhrm, that Chnft hath

by anexpreis Law fortidden all Defenfive War um.‘;r
ths
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the New Teftament, ougat by all M-ans to prove
K ; i bewrg a Maresr ol fuch vaft Importan—= te human
Socxty cither Way.  For if he hath not, how will
t}xy..nlmﬁmrnwhoa&nnfnchad? And ot
3 huth, how will they anfwer for & who a@ as ifhe
kad nat 2 Toafkrr fuch a Thing therefore withaut
Proof, :md m Confequence thereof, walt ssitx
were prov'd, certamiy men afevere R

For if there be fuch 2 Law in the New Tctho-;t,
x mu be an caly Mareer for thei~ Men to produce
2, whh o they do, and can prove that our Savi-
our mtenced 1t 2s fkch, 1tk every tue Chnftian
' & bound to thank them for the Dicovery, and never
to appear :n Arms any more.  But it they fail m this,
a I'm confident they will, they 2re bound in Duty,
not orly to ﬁmmkugt thar Fault, in condem-
zs:g\l:nioraPncncc‘omﬂ'aryfortthrmc\
mre'c:m.ibocr:ms, when they can fhew no Law
| ey manigreis thereby, bat to hy afide thar
grounlefs 1’re;udices themifelves, that fo they may
be abic to anfwer of = mthcgrtatthndsforwh:ch
tey enterad mnto Socety, tvz. Murual Defence a-
garft Injunes.

I ro therziore in the Name and on the Behaif of
the whoie Chnftian World, who are m the Practice
of Sclf-defence againft Lwlefs Violence, eall upon
dtmtopuinccanvPaﬁigtorPaﬂigcm the
New Teftament, whick wili amount to a Law pro-
?hnngctcnﬁv War in all Cafes without Excepa-

on. | fay, which will amount to a 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
dothing can make all War uniawfe! under the Gof-
Ptl,butantxu'tfsl..awcrnftedb the Author of
%e Gofpel pruhibiting it ; for ancxp'tﬁpoﬁnve
Command, a I obferved zbove, nnotnwdﬁrnﬁio

e
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make a Thing lawful under the Gofpel, which was
always agreeable to the Iictates of the Law of Na-
ture ; it is 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 Unlawfulrefs of be -aring
Arms. The Firft is wntten in the 33d Verfe of the
gth Chapter of St. Alazthew 5 the \\ ordsare thefe;
Bur I [ay unto you, that ye refift not E<vil.  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 cvangelical Precept or Law, prohibiing {ome
Things, which the Feros, thro’ the corrupt Gloffes
or the Scribes and Pharifees, look’d upon as indit-
ferent Adtions, tho’ reaily contrary to the Law of
Nature ; fuch as Revenge, Impaticnce under Af-
flittions, returning Injum s, and the like 3 which,
certain Circumttiunces, have ever been, and ever
will be Evil : Yet we can find no Colour of Reafon
to allow, that they amount to a Precept or lL.aw
prohibiting Chriftian States to defend themfclves a-
gainft the lawlels Violence ot a foreign Enemy ; of
that the great evangclical Lawgiver had any In-
tention they fhould, for 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 without any Breach of
the Law of Nature, for fome valuable Ends, remit
fomewhat of his own private Kigat 5 but thc Ma-
giftrate who fuftains a publick Charalter, 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 as.

2. WHzRE the Law of Nature doth determine a-
ny Thing bv Way of Duty, as flowing from the
Principles of it, which we take to e the Cafe with
relation to Scli- defence againft a for:ign Enemy,
there no pofitive Law can be fuppos’c d o take of
the Chbligation of it. For the Things commanded
by the Law of Nature being juft and nohteaus n
themfelves, there can be no og.:cra*ory Law made a-
gainft fuch Things. A Marn may be as well hound
not to be a Man, as not to a& according to Princi-
ples of Reafon.  For the Law of Nature is not! ung
bui the Dictate of night Realon, diicovering th
Good or Evil of particular Actions, from “their
Conformity or Repugnancy to the Nature and Rea-
fon of Things. Whatever pofitive Law is then
made Jlre&lv infringing and violating natural Princi-
ﬁks 1 ) ereb) of no Force at ail ; nd that which

ath no Oblgation in itfelf, carnot dlﬁolvc a former
Obligaticn*.

*T1s a Ditate of the Law of Nature that Men
thould enter into Society by mutual Compacts, in
order the better to ')TLfLI’VC them{elves in their natu-
ral Rights and Prmleo s by fuch Means as are pro-
per for that End.

Now the gregteft Rights of Men are fuch as flow
from Nature 1tfclf and therefore, as no Law binds
againft the Reafon of it, fo neither can it againit
the common Fnd of Laws. Therefore, if a poﬁ-
tive Law thould be made, that Men fhould not
prote& and defcnd themfelves againft lawlefs Vio-
lence, it cannot bind, being aoa.m{t the main End of
Laws, which is, that every y civil Society be protected
and preferved which, in many Cafes, cannot be

done, without doing what Nature requires ; and
C that

¥ See Preface.
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that s to defend themilives trom unpuft Vie-
lence.

Axp therefore we corncluds, that SeMf-defence a-
gainit lawle's Violence, boinga Diftate of the Law of
Nature, ro pofitive Law cin be made to difannul
our Obligation to it, and cori-quently that cur Sa-
viour did not intend by tidi: 'recepts to prohibit it
i all Cafes.

2. WHaTsoeVER binds Chrifhans as an umver-
fa, ftandingLaw, muft be cicarly revealed as fuch,
and lud down in Scripture in fuch evident Terms,
as ali who have their Scnics exercifed therein, may
difcern it to have been tihe Will of Chrift that x
thould perpetually oblige ali Chrniftians.  And this
is necefiary more cipecially in eitabiithing a new
Law, i order to prohitita Practice which had been
lawtul before. If therefore our Saviour had intend-
ed thefe Words as a ftanding, univerfal Law, binding
all Chriftians in no Cafe to take Arms in their own
Dedfence againft lawlefs Vieolence, he would un-
doubtedly have declar’d  himfelf in {uch difbinct
Terms, and in fuch a piain Drefs of Words, &
fhould have been lable to no Milapprehenfion ; it
being hghly neceffary in fuch a Cate, where the
Matter of the Law was fo weighty, and {o new.

THE Fews, as well as all other Nations, had be:n
bred in the full Conviction of the Lawfulnefs of Selt-
defenceagainft unjuftViolence, 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 binfelf in any Cafe whatfocver 3 or in Words a8
eafy to bec underftood. This I fay was abfolutely
neceflary in publithing a new Law of fuch mi(g:th

on-
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Confcquence 5 efpecially 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 1s/es, {o long as their Common-
Weaith fhoulqd ftand.

Bu 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 neceflanly be underftood without any Reftrniéhi-
on or Lmitation ; 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 mutt refift neither moral nor
natural Evil. At this Rate, 1t wiil be unlawful to
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 refit natural Evil,
fuch as a raging Conflagration, an overflowing In-
undation, a mad Dog, or any wild Beaft, that is rea-
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 with Death,
and to put a Stop to cther Enormities committed
by his evil Subjetts againft the publick Peace of the
Community ; and fo by this Means hz 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. Pau!.
~ WHereror©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 Armsin
their own Defence, in any Cafc whattoever ; more

Co than

T
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than he intended thercby to bind them never to refit

cither moral or natural Livil, ur to bind the Chnft-

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

Trus we fee how improper thele Words are to
prove tae Point 1n (@dt‘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 knd defign’d, wiz. To
prove the Unlawfulnefs ot Detenflive \War in all Ca-
ics.

Axp as for thofe Words, . 44th, Loze yeur E-
nees, &c. ncither will thefe prove any fuch Law
as is here demanded ; becaufe the Term, Ewnemies,
being applicable cither to private or publick Ene-

sies, we cannot be certain which our Saviour meant;
whether he meant only thofe who may be at Enmity
with us in the Society where we live, or foreign -
nemies, to whom we ftand in no other Relation than
as we are Men ; or laitly, whether he meant ail
Sorts of Enemies, whether foreign or domeftick.
What Reafor any Man hata to underftand the
Words in either the fecond or third Senfe, I cannot
conceive 3 but that they oughr to be underitood in
the firlt, feerns evident from hence; that the Hedrew
Law, whick the Scribes and Pharifees had perverted
.and obfcured by their falfe Glodes, commanded the
Jews to love their Neighbburs ; by whom they un-
derftood jewws and thc1r Pr okly tes : But thofe Laws
which forbad them to do Hurt, reach’d even to
thofe uncircumcifed Strangers that Liv'd among
them, as appears froin Lev. xix. 18. Thou fbalt love
tby Neighbour as thyfelf. And v. 34. The Stranger
ibat fojournéth with you, fkall be as one Home- born a-
mong you, and thou fbalt lrve bim as thyfelf 5 for ye
were Strangers in the Land of Eg 61228

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

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

Now what I would obferve from hence 1s this,
That notwithftanding this Precept of loving their
Neighbours, the c¢leven Tribes “did juftly make
War agmn& 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 Davd,
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 find that he
was ever blam’d for it.

Whay then might not our blefled” Saviour enjoin
Chnftians o love Y nemies, and vet not thereby o-
biige them to fuffer all Sorts of unlawful Violence
from them, as w ell as the God of the Hebrews 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 juit Ground
for it ? If it was not unlawful for the fm s, notwith-

tanding God’s Precept to them, 2 fbail lsve your
Ne; vbuoms as yor. ﬁluff, 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 toreign Enemy, when there is juft Grounds
tor 1ty from Chrift’s Words, Love your Eremies,
Becaufe as the Fews did love their Neighbours, and
yet fometimes did lawtully make War upon them ;
fo may Chriftians love Enemies, and yet fometimes
lawfully make War againft them, to defend them-
felves trom unjuﬂ: Violence. '

C3 | I_SU”;';
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But I expett it will be faid, thar the Golpel re-
quires an higher Degree of Love than whar was re-
quired by the Fewsh Law : "All which I readily
@ant ; but even then it vill 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 ‘\Icw‘mourc betore
our Enemies. If t}ns be granted, it \wll follow, 4
JSortiori, that T ought to prefer ray own Life betore
the Life of my Enemv . then of Con§ cauence |
ought to dcftroy the Life of my Encmy, i I can by
no other Means poffibly fave my own.

- As ’us 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 Subjets.  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 that 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 fo 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 in the
fame Danger, I weuld {erioufly afk thofe who are
againtt all Defence by Force of Arms, whofe Safety
we arc to prefer ? For my ownPart, I am clearly of
Opinion, that we ought to prefer our own to that of
our Enemy ; for this Reafon, becaufe we are no
where, that I know of, forbid to do fo.

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

verfary’s
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verfary’s Purpofe, 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 Adatthbese v. 42, our Saviour ex-
profiv fays, Give to b that cfieth. And in St
Lute the Words are, Givetsevery Man that afketh of.
th:e, and of bim that taketh away thy Goeds, afk them
il agaii.

Now if tiis general Precept to Chriftians, ought
to be underftood with a Lim'tation, why not thofe
which are brought to prove the Unlawfulnefs of Re-
fittance 1n all Cafes ? Nay, there is more Reafon to
refirain thefe latter than the former, not enly from
the Nature of the Thing, but irom our Saviour’s
own following Words. For when he fays, Refiff
not il the Precept following feems to reftrain
tie Words preceding, as if they were too general.
But if anv Man girike thee cn cne Cheek, {ays he, turn
to b 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 unlimited 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, éxhorting the Corinthbians to extend their Libe-

C 4 rallty
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n.n' to the Poor at Fera.> =, {oth, Noiide by
d ke eas’d, axd vz rx wwed, 2 Cor vm. g
But tha: §i ax £ fu.’:{t fr g tz&i&&‘e‘i:c;" a2y
therr Fiaxss.
Qur Saviour tanh, St Tede i 2~ Lawcar xid
for the Meat whice porid ¢~ N\ew can any o tank
our Saviour mtenGed thzx thatc W m\ > hould ix w-
dcrﬁood without any Limizanes 2 Iiih-y do, how
will they account for vweie otner S Ture Brnrvcs
whach enoin Chratuns o work with thar Huirds
that whch 1s cood E“--. . 2N.andic Jo :}\.ravm
Bufineis, and the hke 3 We are bkewate *mom o
take ro Thought iur the MaTow; to take mo
Thought for Fooud and Ramert; not to fear them
that can kui the Boly ; met to ivax cartouy Thigs s
Chadren are commanded to elvy e Pareses axd
Scrv.mts ther Matersy, w 3l T:ur"s Chritrans
are c(-:nnm:ucd to be fubjoct to the ""-"xcr Powuss,
without any Limitation ; to pray without ceafing %
and the like ; s amd :ul m Tenus o oooeral and unar-
mited as thol- in tie Text under Debate - And Wi
I prefurne no Man in his Sertis wiil oy, that tate
Precepts are o be underttond without azy Lan-
tion : S as that by Virtue thereo!, 12 s uniawtul
for Chnftians to ufe a provident Care tur the Goad
of Soaizty ; or to endeavowr to prevent Murder and
Bloodihed : or that Subjects, Children, and >c:-
vanss, are therby chitg’d to ooy Magiitrats, Pa-
rents, or Maiters, 1if thar Commands be intul; 2.
if they command them to Jdo what 1s repugnant to
the Laws of God ; becaufe i fuch Caies they are
bound by the Lam of Nature, to obey God rather
than Man. And ¥ thele are not to b underitood
i an unhmited Senfe, becauie ot the abfurd Conke-
cucices tiwxt would refult from fuch an Interpretan-
on, why thok ? Since the latter woulkd be attended
with mare abtuid Confequences than the former, <
} have a..cac ¥ thewn.

I
4



DEFENSIFE WAR 1

Ix ths Cafs w woui! be urlswiul for the Mag-
frie 0 it Funthments oo cnmnal Offendas,
or to ulc the Qtom w Defence of his Subyects, a-
g1t Kotbers and Cut-throars § decaufe th's would
ke to reit Evl) and mconfifters with the Love of
Encmies m:; txn hox joon weukd the Chriitian
Wl e over-nim witd Rapine amd Vislence 2

And whar 2 uﬁ > ot Wrkainfs, of aii Sores,

vkl Dreak v "\m eveiy Canttun State ¥ ¢ Ths
oy o '!‘..g\‘?\*n\.\ ~Td ef), thar wall but con-
‘ider whor fad bifects tis Reninefs bruught
¢ gpon the Workd buiere the Flood 5 and obierve
¢ fow harlly theie Sons of Rapine ard Cres! ity are
radtrain’d row, necwshitand xg the \ht_.hntc s
Py 2 I'ex sro _t;r!:\*rz; x‘mu, how pofi-
o kewer, but wiat m, ks l:ruftm.e I CXtror-
dimary Uates 1 amd fwch e ait Cales of inddoenfibie
Nezoifs v, T the vuveitd Vexe of Narure,
s23t Nevadhiy owakes an Excepaon © ewry g gencral
Ruk. So thx STantu X th(k Weonls to be cven
general Precepts, produbamg Inury and Revenge
amoeng Canttiang, X wiki pot ¢ forlow, that a neceffary
b(';;*u\fi‘m\. agammt unniit Vkdence = theredy proi-
bitad, beviuk X may e rulombh fuppus’d to
be an Excepoon from the generid Rul, as bemg, In
jorae Caley, the oniy \.c:ma w our Power, umdes
God, (o protect and proferve avil Secetes.

I interproing Spiere, it ought alw.s\‘s o be 2
Ruic with us, o cicavenr to oplan it fo, asto
free U trem il Abtunazies 5 but jurely thole who
n..\r;‘::t it fo, at ro miike Chritharity an Enemy to

a¢ Hapjpaxss of human Sockety, which i» muit be,
Y 'riu'hm: 2n Enemy be unlawiul in al! (‘L\S, un-
kts they can prove that God has promus’d to inter-
poic in ordinary Cales by a miraculous Providence,

¢ rot well confider this.  For 1t not only imglics a
g'oik Abturdity, but reflelts s p:&pab!c C:dumny on
BERE Religion in the ' World, by reprefentng it as

ne-

I
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neceflarily laving Men open and unguarded to all
the Outr.xbcs the vileft Part of the World think it
to offer them. Cur Saviour thercfore cannot be
fuppos’d in thefe Words to put the Cafe of a foreign
Invafion, or that we thould love Rufians, and Cw
threats, which i n\poﬁib]f’

Bur ’us fiid, ¢ If the glorious I‘o«.trmf’s of the
¢ ALfieb wire u mvnri;ulv erabiac’d, there would be
¢ no Need of SdedSonce :’—---\‘\ hich 1 c°'1.lv
‘..:nt ; but s can be no Argument agamit tie
Vo L.xr:ds thoreof in fome Caizs, wh uls there s
.\':"d of t.  Trne Gofpdd h:ltn Rever yer Jecn uni-
vcrfai' emmac 'y, nerisit rihe “.11: at pr:icnt; aned
t’}e"cmf‘" the ()l“tC"l(‘I‘. waphics,  that Scli-detonce
fhli neceffary 5 and 1 neceffary, i malt be as la
tul now as fermariy, fince no Law can be procuc’d
prohibiting 1t

Whex the Delirines of Chritiznity fhall be vni-
vorfally embrac’d ameng the \.::: ons, W Yich we b
Eove will b the Cate bcton ths Fnd of th World ;
when the Jews fhatl be converte d, and ail Nations
{ircerely rrr.‘cz::a (hf.:lzamtv . then there will be
an umverfad P’cace 1 Neatoon .'".‘.:'! nst oft ur Sword a-
gaint Natice, ner Iurﬂrdcm cgaiiit Kirg dﬁr mesther
ﬁw’l they iecvs oy any mere : Then thev may bezt
their Swords into Plowthares, and *heir bp“an into
Pruning-hooks, becaufe there witl b2 ro Ufe tfor
them @ But 1t does not foliow trom hence, that ’uois
urlawhul ta ufe them belore thut Time comwe,
Then indc=i it would be uniawtul te cle them, be-
caufe there a:!l be no vt Vielonce to refitt - But
that does not prove, thot i s unlawiu! to uL them
new, when Gircumitinces are fuch, that twey are
the only human Moans, uader God, to prozut
Chnftian Socictiecs rrom  unift Violenee.  Thele
Prophecies only toretel what fhall be the Efecis of
their Accomplithment, axd theretore canbe no Ar-
cument that Chnthians mav por lwtully defend

T



DEFENSIIE WAR 23

thomfclves and taeir Country, till fuch times as they
ihal' be tulall’d, when all Wars fhaj! ceale, and
thm therc will be no Occafion for Selt-defence ;
ttere will be no Violence, and confequently zo need
of Ref:ftance.
BeT it isafk’d, * Is Defenfive War then oureniy
* Barner againtt mm’t.u and Violence 2’ To which
1 \nfwer, By no mcans ; God forbid we fhould
think fo.  For as the Apofile fays, Of eurfelves e
caiz do mothing, cvenin this Cole, out all our Suffci-
excv is of God. Andthe Plalmift fays, Except the Lerd
sep the Gity, toe Watchman < coaketh but in vamn, Pfal.
cxxvi. 1. Al we contend for is, that it is the only
Means under God. asicr as we have any reafonable
Greunds tobedieve, forthis Purpofe. Tis furtherfaid,
¢ Thart there zre many whe depend upon, and conhide
* {olely In another Barmicr, wiz. the eternal and bernieh-
¢ cent Providence of Gl Thatitisthe Duty rofe-
very Chnftian to depend upon, and confide in the
Providence of Alnughty Gox, I readily grant 5 but
thar it isour Duty to cenitde /..'ay it ‘w thig "‘er*n
be intended 2 Difufe of Means; in the Divine Pro-
vidence, Idenv ; and whoever afierts it, ois viciun-
bent upon hum to prove 1t ; without which, the Af-
fertion 15 rath, and the Practice built upon it
groundiefs and dangercus. *Tis true God can pro-
«ct us from the s*rc..;,‘t Violence, without any of
cur Indeavours 3 but it 1s one Thing what God
can do, and another waat b2 wul or does do, In the
gererai C ouric of his Frovidence. He can protect
s irom the , and all his Tempranors, and yet
We are oXp rchv comz‘...‘..n «d to refift kim, and to
{nve m} his Te mpmrzms He couid kave pro-
\ﬁcu and defended s chofen People the Fews
trom ali their Enemies, and brought them into the
promifed Lard, without the Effuficn of fo miuch
Ricod; and yet weind he gave themy fixaa! Dircet-
ons in what Method they fhould pnotu.z aad detend
(h\ﬂl‘
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xhemﬁlvcs, and drive cut their Enemics from be-

fore them, as the Scripture expreflesit. He could,
by his Almighty Prmnumcc, have faved St. Psud
and the ShQ without the Help of Mannezs and
yct when they were about to leave i, St. Pazd  cried
out, Except th:ie ayice in the Siip, ye cannct ie fa-
vad, Acts xxvi. 31. notw dhmnmr.g he had fad,
«. 22. that there thould be no Lofs of aay Man’s
Life, tut of the Ship; which is a plan ngorum-
tion, that it is preiumptuous for Men, in the on Lnary
Couriz ot God’s P’rovidence, toex I)ec:“t Protection and
Deliverance from Inisrics, without uiing their own
Endeavours, at the fame ome that thu' conadent

ly rely on the Divine Providence for Succefs.

" HE could have recovered flezelicd, when hewas
fick unto Death ; and yet, we nind, he was orderad
by a Prophet, to taxke a Lumv of Figs, and to lay
¢ upon the Boi, upon which he rccoerLd, 2
Rings xx. 7.

Gop Alvmo‘rv if he p?c;ifed, coukd not only
kesp us from, but cure us o:, all Dveades, b)' hs
a]l-powenul Providence ; and yet he net ealy per-
mits, but requires us inHoly Sers, ture, to ufe ail pru-
dent Methods of refifting and ftopping their Fury ;
and 1s far frein exped hnt* that we thould lie down
and do ncthing to fave our {clves from penithing in
fuch Calamitis.

Axvp as Ggd, in the general Courte of his Provi-
dence, protected and aclended his own prculnar
People from thie Vicicnce et ther Fnomies, not
without, bur aiwavs by the Ui of fvond Means
(except when he was pivafed to work a Miracke i
taciy Favour, whtch yet was very felkdom notwith-
‘hndmfr they were under a Theecratical Govern-
ment, w h(‘!"‘b\ God himielt was ther King 5 this |
fay being the Cate with God s peceliar People under
an c.\'raordu\..n, Providen we who hr under =

]

common Providene, a to our vl Poucy, can
havyg
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have no Ground t0 expet any nuraculous Inte
fiicn for cur Protection and Defence from Vieo-
lence 3 nor can any good Realons be affign’d why
we fhould. I\otlun o can be a futhcient Ground for
fuch an l:'.xpc&auon, but an exprefs Promie in the
New-Teftament ; withoutthis, a Belief that God's
Providence wiil prote& us, w:thout ufing our own
Endeavours, would bec Prcfumptien, and not
Faith * : For that cannot be a nght Faith that has
ro fure Grounds to reft upon ; and nothing can be
a fure Ground of Faith, but God’s Promife refpect-
ing that which is the Cbject of this I'aith.  If God
ias given \.hr:umm any fuch Promife, let 1t be pro-
duc’u . but ull this s dens, kt no Man blame
them for wfing theiv Means tor the Prefervation and
Proteiion of the publik Safzty, with a pious De-
pensance on the Divire Providence for Succefs,
which zood Men in ail Agss have made ufe of with
his :‘.}‘})r(.-l‘»at}bn.

Axp thus I have endeaveured to make it dppear,
that thore Texts, which are the firongeft Ruiwark
tor fupporting tae Dodirne of the Unlawfulnefs of
War in ail Cawes urder the Gedpel, cannot amount
toa Law rrohiuang Chriﬂi;ms to Jclend themiclves
agzmit the lawk s Viclerce of a ierzign Enemy.

Tuere are fome cther Texts alledged by
cur Adverfanes, in favour of this Do&rmc but
nene of them I think can «ven be prctcnded to
amount to a Law ; but are oniy te be adduced as
celizteral Preofs the two I have already confider-
ad, being the chief Bafis upen waich the whole of
their Do&nm 1s bui
1 suaLL examine ene o’thcr Text, which, next to
thefe, feems moit to favour therr Doétrine 5 ond
that is writtcn, Rom. xii. 17. Recompence to mo Man

W for Exsl: Deariy veloved, arenge mot your feives,

~ ® By Taith in this Place we are 10 unieiind what the Les
‘;t’ C&E: a“\"-
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st ratber give place unte Wraib ;  for 1t 1s wrisier:,
Fexgeance 1s mine, I w:ll repar jaxtb the Levd ;
therefore if thine Eunenr banger, f:.(d e:m 5 if Lo
thirfl, give bim Drink, <.

1. As to thefe Words, Recsmperce to no Man L-
wil fer Ewif, they bong our Saviour’s Words, re-
peated by St. Pael, wizth fome little Vanation :a
the Phrafe, tho’ not in the Senic; what hath bean

dvanc’d i Anfwer to thofe, wil be a eficiznt
Anfwerto thele. They are not adurefs’d to the Ma-
giftrate, who hath tic fole Rigit of making War
but to the mjurcu Janty znd thercfore it carnot
rca!onably be mnterr'd trom ¢ hc:n, that St. Pad in-
~nded hereby to forbid all War uvnder the Gof
p:i

2. Axpastothofle, T 19, ncither can any good Ar-
cument be drawn from them agawnft ..,l bc.m of
War ; forafinuch as fome Sorts of War may be
cemm:m:d withour anv Dofice of Rc\“m\, bor
meerly from the Prrciple of Seit-rrciirvatien.

3. Brr that no cor Cuive ‘\r‘:.'mc:‘t can oe i'*
f2rv’d trom thele Words :*.':.::“.!t ain War under thc
GoLxl will farther appear from bince ; thar atthe

Time when God approprizacd to himkli the
S\m'd of Vengeance, iaying, Doutl xxxu 3:
Fegzearse 15 mre, I will recergezes, Laws wers ac-

"w: iz being for rc"ulanng and making War.
;\nd the ]m:'s at the fame Time that t.'Ly were
bound by the Law of God rot to revenge them-
f.lves upon their En::n:cx, if Countr)m *n or Stran-
cers, admitted to kve ameng them  ecaufe Ven-
geance belonged to (Joa, and he had promus’d to
recompence it: might yet lawfully make War in
tome Cales, without a pofitive Comimand of God,
as to this or that particular War; as s evident from
the r.any Directions he had @vin them concerning
his Marter, inthe 20th Chapies of this ﬂlmc Rook.

Se. Pavk
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Sr, PM.‘L therefore mignt cnoin C‘mﬁlans not
to revenge themicives upon their Eneiries (becaufe
Vengeance bc'ons_.cd to (;(, ;.x\. he .vnulu recom-
pence it) as'well as God ha d emyon’d the Fews not
to do fo, tor the fame Reafen, and yet not therehy
intend to promibit ali Sorts of War under the Gofjpcl.
For as God n {jxaking thefe Words to the Fews,
¢id not Cefign they fhould prohibit ail Sorts of War
among thcm, as appears by what ha~ been faid al-
nac’), and which St. Pes!, and thelc Chnfhans to
whom he wrote, could not but krow ; fo if St.
Pey! had intended that this 1'r~c-"‘t nould oblize

themto any Thirgarthor than whatihe hedoblig'd the
Jews to, he ik ould corta 'y Kave riertioned it
-xsthc Words when 1p6Xen to th.: RN impxy’d no-
thing but a Prokituion .. mvae R \'c:'.gw, bkow
could the Apelde imagine that the Kemans conl!
vaderftand thenms os pror hidng 2 S of War un-
der the G:)f'\-l unics e had @l ..‘;~:‘1 fo In exprets
Wonds > For w .:.:: Kad been con i- “““““ - pradtfed by
God’s owa Peopie trom the Bionns ;‘ :0 thar Timg,
anu unhveniuly rocoived as L;il ant ol could ot
be repuzed etherwiic by any 'E‘:‘;--zg the Apoftic
could £y, lets than an exprels Prollien of all Sorts
of War in pizin Terms.

Iz theretore he had mtended tiae this Precey:
thould obhge all Chrftans, or even thats C’lmba:b
to whom ke wrote this Epiﬁ!c, m: T 2a Cetend them-
waves againft the uniult Awempes of 1 loreign Ere-
my, hn would undoubtedly have faid fo in CXpreis
Words ; fince otherwife 1t was not to be expected
they could underitand the Words, Reuemge #6: ysar-
s, uupo't any fuch "‘..hg: But as he di!
not, we may real ‘\'\ conctuve, that he dild it
mtend thereby to y*o'x.bzt all Seres of Warunder the
Golpel.

4 BuT that no condiuinve A~mument can be wi-
ferr’d from thefs Worls, .1_-;:3::”: P Norts of War

. BRY - -
\.“LQ
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under the Gofpel, will ftill further appezr from thie
Confideration : The Apoftk, Chap. 13th of this
Epiftle, fays, Let every Scuii be mzjq‘i‘ N tbe bigher
Posoers ; 1. e. the Magiftrate : And g. ;. he tells
them, That be beareth not the Sword in "'am ; 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 dstor E<ii.

Now in tclling them that thofe higher Powen
are the Executioners of God’s Wratif in punithing
Evil-doers, he claarly dntmgul'}\ s buoween Re-
venze In the Magiftrate, and Revenge in private
Perfons. The Magiﬁr;:x he owns is to be a Re-
venger, that 15, he is to exccuie MWrath, or infiict
Puni‘hment on them that do Evil, an? that by Vir-
tue of his Office, as he 1s Gold’s Mimiter, wiofe a-
lone Prerogative it is to recompence Vengeaace on
the Guilty ; when at the {ime time he had LXpIoi-
Iy prolabited w butore, n the gencral Prcccg,t, g
venge xci yomrjelves. Whence it planly appears,
that he Gid not intend by this Precept 1o p'o'l.s.t

Chnfhan Magiftrates the Ule of the Sword to de-
fend their Subjetts from lawlefs Violence.

To wppole the contrary, wouid make the A-
poitle guilty or an Abfurdity. ¢ For it we indude i
¢ that negative Precept, thac Revenge which is in-
¢ flicted by the Magittraie Yor the }uo].u\ Prace,
¢ what can be more abfurd, than attor e had charg’ 3
¢ all Chnthans sever to take AArms 1 therr owa De-

¢ fence, as our Adverfanics contend he di\., to have
¢ immediately fudjon’d in the fams Epn le, that 0
< this very End God had ordaned Magittrates, that
¢ they, as his M:niﬁers, thould defend Chriftians by
¢ Force of Armg, far ﬁ) the Power of thae Sword
* muft needs ﬁgmf\ any Thing” To fay, a
fome do, that St Paxl bv the Sword here mc.ms
an wward and 1ru~mu >v vl 15 fomething fo idle

and impertinent, that it dota aut deferve 2 ..h Anfwet.
Nobody
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Neobody wiil fay fo in carnsft, that nas not renoun-
ed conmon Sinfe, and given up his Reafon for a
Sorit of Delufion 3 and whan once tins is tae Cafe
wit1 any Man, 1t 1s 0 vain to realen wita Ren e
For as we mﬁ-’. othrr Wiy o convince a Man of
1z Teory o any 2 .o,,\) iwn but by Realoning,
te not Lo b igned taat over e wil ke convin-
¢ . wios s tu from being determined by night
R aion, tazt e donies the vory Zxalience thereot 3
anl y.t whoover doss fo, muit arzue ageintt Rea-
lon, OtaeT *-:i:h Reaan, or w {CA0UL T ; 1n the lat-
Ly ay Lrcoessne sthing, :md W tae f'\rm°r hc oe-
) travs e Caufe, +d citahithes that which he
wosurs o ucthrene. ¢ To prove tacre 1s no fuch
P 33 T .;fm, Uy any good Argument,
8ol Lok Docauie that would bc to
Do taors 15 iach 2 Fhe 1o, by tas Mani of
Coruvnn there 1©onet” Such will abfurdines we
tole vt e, wao fave givon up thear Un-
ntan inas 10 W ooam and Bndoeiadm.
30 ovaapeat wiltocaand by our Adverianes en
» U darg ol tay dane diny a R sat of mak-
CEANE I SHE SRERJRER :‘.:‘m'.o ; 1o fir trom i,
nat they rainr agolaud them tor fo domng, © By

-

Ce \‘.‘*‘ri*g hev e\t prodabie, that God will blefs
Cthr Yo with Swe -fs 2 Whrh mutt certanly
1;2, a B Lor ur fuch a Practice 1s lawtal, unicis
W can ppt 1128 Yy can wrth Succdds to an un-
L .-\.-.:or rrovided th oy the m ives have no
Hane i'\ i, o I wei Rt no Lach uncharaable
Co = voa on thaar Vver sy but fuy; !')o"n r [em

”
‘
-

s

-

-
<

Wb incuv 1t oas l)\\......t.u o, ihall b'*\* Leoove to
2"“tr\ tnm, ot it they wid make w appear, taat
&s tor real Opinion that the Chritan Magutrates
' may law tu.l) deteird thar nnes ntSubledts from tae
bul L Violacs of a forcign “non, They and |
lﬁuﬂ be Advertances on tus ot iw lon'*"r. Jor I

0] pertectly
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perfetly azree with them, not only that ali War s
to be avoided under the Gofpel, when this can be
don: without incurming a greater Evil; but that "us
the fule Right of the N’Iagxl‘ragc t0 commcnce even
a lawful War: Nay, I will agree with®hem tarther,
that ’tis unlawtul even for the Chnftian Magtrate
himfelt to commence and prolccutr: any fort of
War but what is juftly grounded; which I think no
War car be, even the I) ofenfive, that 1s undertaken

ur:ly from a Pnnciple of Revenge, wixen the
good of the Pyblick dois not neceharly require
It.

Bur, after 211, T muft oven myitit at a Lofs how
to recorncile this fpecious Pretonce with the general
Doctrine thefe Men have celivired on this Point:
For they have exprefly afierted in all their Wnangs
on that Subject, that ail beanng of Arms a-
ganft an Enemy, is iaconlittent with the true P’ro-
feflion of Chriftianity ®; nay, that all Ule of the
Sword by Chnftans, tho’ t fuve themicives trom
Thieves, Robbers or Cut-threats, 1s not only mcon-
fiftent wath the Proteilion of Chritianity, but as bad
as .\thedm, as being a diftrufting of Providence in
reftraining evil Men. Now, ths being the Cafe, 1
cannot fcc, and indeed hc muit have good Eyes
tha: can, how that can be lawful in the Chnib-
an Magiftrate, which, by virtue of Chnitianiy,
1s not only unlawtul in afelt, but as bad as A-
the'{m ?

Ir all War be uniawful under the Gofpel, by vir-
tue of Chriit’s Command, as they fay it 1s, 1wmuft,
1 my humble Opinion, be a Sin in any Chnfhan,
wh:ther Magiftrate or Subjet, to engage even ina
Dctenfive War againft a lawlefs Invader, unlefs 1t
can be made appcar that the Magxﬁ:atc 1s an bx-

ce ption
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# See Dcclaration to the King, Anno 1660.
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ception from the general Rule.  And befides, ir it
be not unlawtui for the Chnttian Magiftrate to de-
fend his Subjects from 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 ordinary Means for obtaining it
multbe folikewie. Now, th-ordinary Meanswhercby
the Chnfhan Magifirate candefend the Publick from
Ruin aganft™a forvign Enemy, is the mutual Afli-
ftance ¢t us Subjicis; 1t cannot thercetore be unlaw-
ful for (.hnltun Subyets to affift the Magiitrate in
Detence ot thie Publick againit a foreign Lnemy *
Nay, 1o faris it tfrom being vnlawhal, tl..lt 1t 1s their
indifpenfible Duty, forafimuch as tiev are Obll:’Ld
by tae Laws of (.nmiumlt)' to be 1ubject to th
higher Powers, and oixy the Magilate, i all
Things lawfil; and what 1s lawtui tor him to com-
mand, cannot be unlawtu! ior the Subject to obey ;
fo that cur Advorfares, onthis Foint, muft either thew
where ( hnfhianity has made War lawtal for Chnithi-
an Magiitrates, whie at the fame time 1t has made
War uniawtul tor Chimtians 3 or clfe 1t wili tollow,
from the whole Tenor of thweir Loctrine or this
Point, that 1t is as unlwrul tor Magiftrates as for
Sub ;]\Cts : But how this can be rcconciled with
thetr thinking 1t probable that God will blefs their
Arms with Succedy, I ownis miore than I can gc-
count for, with any Advantage to thear Charadter.
Away then with that 1ile Diftinétion ‘to call it
no worfe) That tho’ Chnftians may not make ute
of carnal Weapons in their own neceffary Defence as
Chnf‘l.ms, yct they may as Magiftrates. By tius
very Argument the Remifb Anuchnft defends the
Lawfulnds of ufing the temporal Sword to cut off
Hereucks; which, whatever W cight it may have

D2 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.

Acamn, If 1t be not unlawtul for the Chriftian

Magiitrate o detend the Publick tirom the Vielence

of foreign Encmicr, why do Queker Aoglirates
among us fo perer: }ionl) Tefuft to l:nd the leaft Af:
fiftance towards it, when we appreherd ourleives in
fo great Danger ? They carnct be igrorant, that 1t
is the Magifh'ate s Duty to uf: his urmoit Fndea-
vours for the Protection of the Suhicct from all
lawlefs Violence and Oppreflion, which in many Ca-
fes cannot be donz; without ovpsfing Force to
Force by the carnal Sword. Now what can make
them fo backward to aflift thofz who arc wiiling to
exert themfclves to the utmoft ot therr 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 srobable, chat God will biefs the
Arms of their '§ovu*< :on, 1f 1t be inconliflent with
the Principles _f the Chrftian Religion to uf> them
at all ? And i # be not, how can [hLY anfwer it to
God and their own Confcrnas, who abfolutely re-
fufe to do that which is their Duty to de, and with-
out which, this Part of his Majefty’s Donanions,
for any Thing they know to the contrary, may be
quite ruined ¢ ?

- Bur here we fhall be told, that the Friends,
tho’ principled againit bcarmg 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 Atheilm,
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 gave

onc
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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 indiipenfibly
incumbent, twth orn us and them, to defend our-
felves and Country from the lawlels Awempts of 2
foreign bnemy by outward Means, at the fame
Time that we relv en Divine Providence for Pro-
teltion : AAnd ull tiey can vrove the contrary from
th- New Tdliment, which T am confident they
cannet, we cannot help thicking, that in condem-
ning oiis Praduce as inconfiftent wuh the Chrniftian
Religion, toey cordemn all who afe in the Ufe of
1, notw.mit‘,ndmg this fprecious Declaration to the
contrary. W e are not convinc’d that the Difpenfati-
en of the Gofpel torbids any Ciniftian Community
to detund then m}vcs {from the Violence of a foreign
Encmy 5 becaufe, as I have already fhewn, it is evi-
dent almoft to 2 Demontr attion, that there is no
Ground for fuch a Convittion in the New Tefta-
ment ;3 and therefore 1 our Adverfaries;, on this
voint, be fo convinced, it muft de by other Argu-
ments than any that can Le drewn from thence ;
which wo looking upon as the only Rule of our
Faith and Pr actice, think ourfeives bound in Con-
fcience to abide by it, and to bz determined thereby,
as to cvery Point of Dury.  Whatt it hath enjom’d,
we wulinely obferve 5 and fucn Practices as were
law{ul Detore, and not made unlawful by it (there
being an equal Neceffity for them now as before)
we think we inay lawtully, and with a good Con{ci-
ence, 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 whaggver {pecious Colours of Sanctity
and Perfction it may appear ; 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. Tryals of Gesrge Kuit#,



36 A TREATISE, &

believe every Spirit to be, that attempts to make
void the Law of Nature, introduce Pnincples as
Doctrines of Chnthanity, which, in the prefent Cir-
cumftances of the World, would foon dcftroy
Chriftianity, and bring all the Chnftian States on
Earth, into the moft abfolute Slavery and Oppref-
fion.

- Axp thus I hope T have made it appear, to the
Sausfaction cof every nnprcm\.v‘ ’d, intelligent Read-
er, that it is not unlawful in all Cafes tor Chnthians
to make War under the Gofpel.

T Tb;-ifnd ojf;}ae FirsT ParT.




TREATISE

On the LAwFruLNEss of

DEFENSIVE WAR.

PART SECOND.

SHOULD now conclude, were it not that
a certain Author, in a late Pamphlet, en-
tituled, The Destrine of Chrijiianity, as beld by
the Pecple c:lled Quakers, vindicated 5 in rn-
Jeert 19 Giibert Tennent’s Sermon on the Lawfulnefs
of Defenfive I¥ar 3 hath undertaken to prove, by
fair und  candid Interpretations of Secripture, 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.
Arnd becaufe fome of his Remarks may feem to affect
the general Doérine 1 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 lealt Tendency that Way.

THe firft of his Remarks that feems to affect 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

D 4 ¢ any
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any War, and confequ el of Sclf-de-
feiice 3 but Man filling iebe Lience. hig
Nature became corrupted, his Facu'siis e v
ed, and the whole int:llectusl Syftem difur. ered.
Thus brgan fhedding of Blood, and the Earth
was early “illed with Violence. 'I his was the un-
hapry Cenfequence of Sin. Nobo iy, fays he,
I hops, will fay tiiat Gol was tlie Autnor of Na-
ture L‘ms corrupted. The Nature, ana tae Lizhe
of Nature, that he was the Author of, was ho:v,m-
nycent, and perfe& , but the Corruption of Na-
ture, from whence proceeded Violence and Blood-
fhed, was occafioned by adhering to the Voice of
Satan.” Anfwer,
Tuart if Man ha? not fallen from his State
of Innocence, there would have bzen no War, and
confquently no Nezd of Detencey eviry Gne will
readll) grant : But that iminediately upon the Fall;
Man’s Nature was as highly corruptzd, as tius Vin-
dicator reprefents it, in my humble Opunion,  warts
Froat. For tho’ it pluafed Gol, tor wilc Ynas, beft
known to himfuif, to permiit Man to fall, y;t he
was {o far from abandoning lim horcupon, thar he
takes Care to provide for his iHappinels, by entering
into another Covenant with him, in thefc Waords ;
Tke Seed of the Wosnan fbail bruife the 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 thur Liberty, and abandon’d
therndzlves to great Enormitics 5 but it does not ap-
pear that tais was the Cafe thh ail of them, or that
it was a nceeflary Conicquerce of the Faily becaule
there were good Men notwichftanding this, who did
many Things agreeable to the Ditates of the Law
of Naturey as .f!dam, Seth,Enos, Meibu/alem, Noab ;
and it doth no where appear that thofe Fatriarchs had
any other Rule whereby to guide their i’ractice, but

thus eternal Law of Righteoutnefs ; which is notln'lw;;
elfe

aaaaﬁnauaanoaub,
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eif> but the unchangeable Will of God, conftarrly
acting accorcing to the eternal Rules of infinite
Goouncfs, Juftice, and Truth: Which Will of
God, 1s engraven upon the Natures of Things, and
to be dilcovered by the cue Ufe of Mens rational
Facultes. This Law hath God for its Author,
was to have been the Rule ot Duty in Paradife, and
was fo to the Patnarchs vl Mofes’s Time, when
God was pleafzd te nwke a particular Revelation of
it to his chofin People in the Decalogue ; which is
only a Tranfcript of this Law,

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

1. Tue Exiftence of the Law of Nature ; and
that it was the Kule of Duty, in ordinary Cafes, to
Mankind betfore the giving of the Law to AMgées.
And {ccondly, That Man’s Nature by the Fall was
not {o corrupted, but that he could difcern it to be
fo, ti0’ he had not Power {ulficient to perform it in
ali Cafcs. _

1. THaT there are natural, effential Differences,
in the Natures of Things, as between Truth and
Falthood, Good-fiith and Perfidioufnefs,- Grat:tude
and 'norratxtuve, Love and Hatred, Juft and Un-
juft, luorht and Wrong, gc. And hence a Fitnefs
and Unntncis in Acnons to certain Ends, has ever
been evident to the common Reafor of Mankind *.

THEsE; and the like eternal Truths, confidered as
a Syftem of moral Principles, which have their
Foundation in the Nature and Reafon of Things, are
what we call the Law of Nature, Righ.t Reafon,
the eternal Rule of Rightcoufnefs, or the unchangea-
ble Will of God; written in the Books of Nature.
This is the immutable Sts  -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 proper isvirtuous ;
what 1s morally unfit and imvroper is vicious.  And
the fune wifc and good Buing, who confututed Na-
ture in fuch a Manner, that this Fitnefs or Unit-
nefs fhould immediately refult from t, muft intend
that every intelligent Being, o tar as he is capable of
difcerning thefe Things, thould act agreeably thercto.
- This Law, we {ay, God 1s the Author of, bcocaufe
thofe moral Principles, which are founided in the
Nature and Reafon of Things, were onginaliy con-
ftituted fuch by him, who 1s the Supream Author
of Nature. This was .dasx’s Law in Paracife, and
continued to be a Law to Manixind, as far as we
know, dll the Tune of Aages, when 2 Tranicript
of it was delivered to him in the Mount. For tho’
God made {fome fpecial Revelations to the Patn-
archs, he never gave them any Syitem ot Laws to
be a Rule of Prac¢tice heture this.  And rthus it ap-
pears, that there exiits 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 Ule to
Mankind, becaufe they were uncapable of dricover-
ing what Dutwes were wixcumbent by virtue oi it.
rik gives fuch a ftrange Deleription of the Cor-
ruption of Man’s Nature, and the Depravation of his
Facultics, as it he thought the Patnarchs 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 atotal 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 ic{t by the Ivall 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 eatepd 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 fhould take thereof, and live forever. Tius
fhews thiat Paradife was a State of Immortality,
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 hkely, that as foon as fdam wwas
turn’d out of Paradife, his Jracultics 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 ? *Ths true his
Poftenity, thro’ Length of Time, became very de-
bauch’d, both in Princivle and Prattice ; 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-
greflion ; and Sin is only a Tranigreffion of a divine
Law. And tho’ a Law exifts, yet if it be impoffi-
ble for Men to ccme at the Knowledoe of fuch a
Law, ’tis all one, in regard to them, as 1If there
wcre none ; it being 1mpoﬂiblc for them to obcv 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 l:vho
' ived
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Iiv’d hefore A% ;o5 were not without a Law, beccuf:
they had this moral Law written in tacir ficarts ;
i. e. by the due Ut of taar ranicnal Powers, they
clvovered the Will of God concerning ther moral
Duty to be feunided in the Nurures and Reaten of
Things. The Censiles, bethptore and aiter 3. o5
(as futh St. Fowd) doing by Nawire, or ainding it
ge2fonzble to do the Things conttine 1 the noral
Law ; thefe havieg net thc mer2i Lav written on
“Tables of Stone, were neverth. kel 2 Law unte temi-
f:ives: What todo ? Nor wiat ey i «ild, rot
what their nrcgular Afpauts pron,, o BN ‘m 1o ;
but tey were a Law urto n\u.sz“, tu o the
“Work of the Law of Noture, or the mneal Law
written 1 thuir ! lczrss, initead o1 abls Li"I LU,
T'he Apoftle, by a commen I LT, s T f-
fe& of the Law for the Law 1, which indeed s
equivalnt thereto, s he thews Lusy thor Con-
faences bore Witnofs, and thow 1 houghts redicing
on their Awons, acctlLd, or excuizd them in whst
they did. Thus it appears thas e s fuch a faw
as that of N’atura, wn:c:‘. exited long beiere any Do
finve Law was given @ That 1 the urveriit o aw
of ali rcaion.;blc Creatures, and hat 1t was e on-
ly Rule of moral Practice bodor: that Tracir: it of
it was given to Mofes, which we cail the Decaiogue.
Thus doth St. Cbrifrflem expouna this Paili_: of
St. Paul, ¢ The Genules by Nature, {aith St Pet,
“ that s, faith Chryfofiem, by the very Dictutes of
“ nght Reafon ; in this, fiys he, are they to be
“ admirecd, that they ftood in no Necd wio Affes’s
* Law to guide them ; they w.re gut . oniy by
the Ufe of Reafon, anfl the Light ot [.. OWwn: on-
fciences.” Thus alfo futh Teriulicn, < or. -3 boiore
Meofes wrote the Law i Tublesof Stor . :'\r was
(as I will juftify) a Law rataral,y ur.ci weod and
obferved by the Patriarch:.” ¢ Evi :...n com-

mend many Things trul), Luth St. augiive, and

Iepr ove
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¢ reprove many Thingsas wftiy ; but by w “atRuley
¢ dothevio? Wheneodo tany lmm that Men ouchc
¢ to live fo, £ .xmw they hive not fo thamitlves? W hy
¢ {avs he, thels i ules arc 1 right and good, and they
* canrct but f¢ them to be In, tho’ therr Minds be
¢ rot fo; the Ruics are vinchangceabic, tho’ their Minds
be muiabic.” But turther, that Mankind had nct
only the Rrovidge of the Law of Nature, but that
In e gnat B. arches of Moraity, they regulated
their Praciice the l‘\bf, wili appear from a pamcu]ar
Ceniiderivon of the Decaiogue it lf, which is the
great Poncect of ths Law 5 which, whcn Men by
th= Abute of thar F: .l(‘ll]"l"b had i1 great Meafure
erazed out ot therr Heares, Alivigioy God was gra-
ciouly pleafid to commit it to \\ 1 .-« that by having
an Or OFTUNIEY Of VIOwIng 1T iR e i-'mblc Charac-
ters, th v n ut,ht 2530 ROVIVE T hxg-;)wlcdge of itin
their Minds.

1. To ix-gin witis the firit Procept, we find Gen.

xexv. 2. That Faces commaned ':'- : iouthold to put
away their ﬁrantn Gods. Pytbac:ras fays,  If .my one
¢ fhall fay that he is 2 God ' h .o that made all
* Things, lt him prove 1, bv making a ncw
¢ \\'orl;!.’ Senpreies, Feorre, O",'! cusy Plais, &c.
all maintain’d the Uity of the Doy,

2. For the Second, we find tiat Faced Lunied
the Idols under an Oak, Chap. xxxv. 4. And the
Gentiles :igrcm, that cvery God ™euld be worfhip-
ped according te the Manner that 1+ If thould think
beft 5 and arro did much approve of the Fews Re-
lmon, as St. -dugusi:ns informs us, brcaufz it exclu-
ded Imagges, holdi ng 1t the beit Way to keep Re-
ligion undefiled by cxcll.dmo them ;3 and thae if all
Peop]e elfe had taken that C ouris, it had becn a
Means to take away much trifling.

For the Third, we find ..lrabam caufed his
qtewrard to put his Hand under his Thigh, and
fwear by the Lord of Heaven and Earth ; and we

find

~
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find alfo a folomn Oath pafs’d betwixt Fucedo and
Laban, Chap. xxiv. 3. and Chap. xxxi. 53. .

Anp it was a ‘.aw among the Egvptians, as Dio-
dorus reports, Les the perjur’d be punif’ d <with Deatb,
And tacre was a Law in tre twelve Tables at Rome,
Szzear not rafply. And Sspeacles faithy ¢ When an
¢ Qath is taken, the Soul wili be more cautious to
¢ Sin againft God, and to injure Man.’ |

4. For the Fourth, we find tiie Gbfervation of
it before the giving of tic Law, Exed. xvi. 23.
And tho’ as to the particular Day to be {pent in the

Woorfhip of God, the Gentiles knew byt liedle, as
being rather pofiuve than moral ; yet they all a-
greed that God was to be worihipped, this being
an inuifputable Dictate of the Law of Nature.
And evenas to the particular Day mentioned 1n this
Commandment, I muft confcfs, that the general
Conficnt 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 from the
Sons of Neab.

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

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

6. For the Sixth, We fce a plain Precept, Gen.
iX. 6. Whofoever [beddeth Man’s Blood, by Man fhal
bis Biood be fhed. And every Nation held it a Ca-
non of their Jaw, Let @ Murderer expelt Lrﬁ f”f

(4
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Life, as be depri=’d another of it. And therefore
they ali punithed Murder with Death.

7. For the Scventh, Fudab would have burnt
Tbamar for playng the Harlot, Gen. xxxvii. 24.
And Seckem was flain for ravifhang Dinab, and the
whole City {peil’d by her Brothers : For their An-
fwer to their Father was, Should be deal with cur
Sifter es with on Harlot ? And 1t was the Saying of
Lycurgus, ¢ Avold Adultery, fo fhalt thou avoid
¢ untuncly Death.” And Adenander cenfureth Adul-
tery as a difgraceful Sin, becsufe the Price ofitis Death.

§. For the kighth, The putting Fofepb’s Cup
mnto the Mouth of the Sack, was ¢nough, tho’ a-
mong the Egvyptians, to clap his Brethren in Prifon ;
dnd God ferbid, fay they, that we [hould do this,
Chap. xhv. 3. And Demsfbenes againtt Timocrates,
urges the Lacedemenian Law, i the very Words of
this Precept, Tbou fhait not floal.  And Heftod's
Precept enjoins Men not to pofiefs ftolen Goods.

9. ror the Ninth, Becaufe Fudeh had promifed
to fend a Kid, he would not break his Promife, tho®
(as ke thought) he had given it to a Harlot, Chap.
oxvii. 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 At that
Wwe 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 comcupifcere, 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- .
Picere, not to covet other Men’s Properties.
Whence we may conclude with St. Paw/, That the

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

Frowm all which it appears, that notwithftanding
the Corruption of Nature (this 7. talks of) by the
Fall, Mankind were not only fen{ible 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 directed to their moral
Duties by the Dictatcs of this Law, fo were they to
that of a neceffary Self-def:nce : For confidering that
the Prefervation of themfelves, and thofe under their
Care is a DiCate of the Law of Nature, they could
not but conclude that Self-detence, when this can-
not poilibly be done otherwife, muft be a Duty re-
fulting from this Law ; it being an inditpurable
Truth, that wheneveritis our Ducy to profecute an
End, n muft hikewife 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 trom Gad,
were agreeable to this Law, as appcars from taeir
having been approved of by him after they were
gsommenc’d. But having fully difcours’d this Point
in the firft 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 Credit 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 Noboly will fay, that God 15 the
¢ Auther 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, his 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 ? I think not. Wasall Nature comprehend-
ed in the human Nature ? The Nature of Man 1s,
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 DiftinGtien between moral Good and Ewil ?
If not, then a Man may juftly fay, that Ged is
the Author of that Part of Nature which never was
corrupted, and this is all we contend for.  But we
cannot help thinking, that God is the Author of
tiat Part of Nature too which is thus corrupted,
tho’ rot of the Corruption itfelf ; which to deny,
would incur fuch a Centure as this 7. 1 prefume,
wou!d not like. ¢ The Nature, fays he, and the
* Light of Nature he was the Author of, was holy,
¢ innocent and perfect:”  Is not this an evident In-
finuat'on, that the Law or Light of Nature was
corrupted by the Fall; as well as Mar’s Nature ?
That the efernal Law of Righteoulnefs, which
would have been the Rule of Man's Pradtice; had he
kept his Innocency, was by the Fall deftroyed 2
His Words can be confirued no otherwife than to
import, that that Nature, and the Lighe of
Nature, which was holy, innocent, and perfect,
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 his Adverfary to fpeak of a Law or Light of Na-
ture. If this be a2 wrong Conftrution of his Mean-
ing, he muft blame himfelf; 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
eternal Relations of Things, as Goodncls, Juttice,
Righteoufpefs, Love, Grattude, good Faith, and
the .whole Syftern of moral Principles, which con-
ftitute that eternal Law of Right:ouinfs, 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
perfect, fince the Fall, as before. The Fallacy lies
in the Word Nature, which he thould have limited
to the particular Nature he had been defcribing ;
Lut this would not have ferv’d his Turn, 2. To
prove there was no fuch Thing as the Law of Na-
ture : And therefore iike a truc 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 Reafoning, as if one
fhould fay, in Oppofition to anotlicr, maintaining, that
Chnft is the Author of the Catiwbhck Church
¢ The Catholick Church is fo monftruoufly corrup-
¢ ted, thac fthe is become a meer Chaos of Anti-
¢ Chriftian Darknefs (meaning the Church of Reme)
¢ will any one verture to fay, that Chnift 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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the Opponent by the equivocal Terms, Catholick
Cburch, which, as apply’d by the Papifts; are {pe-
cial, but as apply’d by other Chniftians, are geneial,
impofes upon his Read~r’s Affent; that Chrift 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 ? No; I believe
no Man will fay that Chrift i1s 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 fo is 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
theretore 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 3
~ ¢ but the Corruption in Nature;, from whence 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 perfeft, 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
n the leaft affect our Argument, besaufe we are net
- E 2 pleads
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pleading for Violence and Blootdifhed, but for a ne-
ceffary Self-defence ; and tho’ it be uue, that Vio- |
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-dcefence 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 necefary Support of ourfelves and Families.  If,
Violerce and Bloodthed happen to enfue upon a ne-
cedary Sclf-defence, this indeed proceeds from the
Corruption 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 beer: no Corruption, there would
have been no lawlefs Violence ; 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
Diftcrence between a neceflary Effect, and an acc-
dental Confequenc~ ; 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 neceflary Self-defence againft lawlefs Vi-
Gencey, 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 Corruption 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 adhening to the Voice of Satan, as a produchive
Cauie, and i1s thercfore unlawtul ; what will this 7.
fay to ali the Bloodihed and Violence committed by
the Chrifhan Magftrate in the legal Punithment of
Maletactors 2 Will he fay thay all chis 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 forteited
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 thge
may enfue upon a Community’s defending them-
felves againft a foreign Invader : The Aflulants 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 Provocaiion, have thereby forfeited their Lives
to all Intents and Purpoies, 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 s 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
cccafionally proceed from thet Corruption of Nature
which was occafioned by adhering to the Voice of
Satan, when they cannot efcape their Violence by
Ej3 any
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any other Methods. Whoever afferts the laster,
muft by a Panty of Reafen maiitain the former.

Vnishthel’ fays, ¢ It is not from the degene-
¢ rate fallen Light of Nature that Arguments are to
¢ be drawn for the Formation and i:ftablithment of
¢ Chriftian Principles;’ he fays jult nothing ar all
to the Purpote. For we draw our Arguments for
cftahlithing our Doirine, not from the ¢ degererate,
fallen Light of Narure, but irom that eternal Law of
Righteoutnefs, which is as immutable as God fum-
felf. and confequently he is neither fallen nor degene
vate, as I have thewn above. Nor moreover do we
allow the Pointin Queftion to beaChnftian Principle;
do far from it, that we have prov’d it to be a I’mn-
ciple of the Law of Nature ; and thar ot from the
degenerate fallen Light of \aturc, as the 7. loves
to fpcak, but from iclt-evident Propofitions, and
Falts recorded in Holy Writ*.

BuT, which 1nakes werfe for him fhll, this is not
the #’s Meaning. By Chnfhan Princples, for the
Formation and Eftabiithment of which, he fays Ar

ts are not to be drawn from the dcgcqeratc,
fallen Light of Nature, we are to underftand the
Principle he 15 pleading for, <7z. the Unla\\ tulnefs
of Defenfive War ; that this is his Meaning 1‘)
from the Words immediazely following ; 8¢ Neither
¢ are any from it of any Weight in Oppofition
< thcrcto Now this 1s a fhamelefs begging the
Queftion ; for we are fo fur from allowing hum his
Principle, or granting it to have any Foundanon i
the Chnifhan Religion, that we deny it to have any
Foundation in Nature ; and all he produces beteet
Arguments 1n fupport of it, than any we have feca
yet, we think we fhould wreng the Truth were we
to do otherwife.

THe next Paffage of this V. that feems to affe&
my general Do&nne, is Page 15. of his Anfwer ;

where,
® See fift Past,
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where, after having repeited thef= Words of his
Adverfary. ¢ War was .awtui under the Old Tefta-
¢ mert Diveniccon, and thercfore it is law ful under
¢ the New,’” tefave, ¢ Letus fee how this extraordina-
* 1y Infcrence wikiiiold in other Cafes ; Burnt-offer-
¢ ngs, Sacnfices, and Clrcumcnﬁon, were lawful
. umkr the Gld Teftament Difpenfation, are they
¢ therefore fo now #7

snjwer. But the F thould confider thefe Cafes
are nowile parallel.  Bumt-oficnngs, Sacsifices and
Circumaien, w2 typical of the Gofpel Difpenfa-
tior. and wore to ceafe of courfe when that was e-
flublitheld.  They were Parts of the Ceremonial
Law, w! |Lh wis o continue cnly 6l the comlng of
Cirul. wio was to eftabiiih a new Law 1n 1ts Room.
Tiis whole Laitxafition was made up of Types
and Snadows, whereof Chrift was the Subftance 5
bt whes Chinit camie, thede all neceflfanly vanifhed:
¢ Tie iture being tinithed, there was no farther
¢ \“\‘. o} the ruug:h Dmug;ht But with relation
to a revefiary Sel f-Cefence, the Cafe is very diffe-
ront; i €0 was lawtul under the Old Teftament,
by virtus of the Law of Nature ‘as I have proved
it was; it muit hkewide be lawfel under the New ;
rot on}y bucoeft tiiere 1s no Precept there pro}ubmng
it, but brcauic the Grounds and Realfans thereof are
the very fane now they were then. Sacnfices and
Circumacifion are not to be ufed now, becaule there
1 no Oce ;afien for them; but there is as great Qcca-
fion fur Defenfive War & cver theme was ; fo that
*nis evident the Cafes are :iot parallel. Thc. V. adds,
¢ But we are farther toil, it o certain that God ap-
¢ proved of, and appointed 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 muit not kill others,
much lefs ourfelves; and if we mnuit have no
¢ Hand in our own Death, we muft defead our
. E 4 ¢ Lifo
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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 replies, ¢ A poli-
¢ tive Precept is made to imply its direct Reverle;
¢ A Command not to kill, is implicd to authonze
¢ killing.” - Here we have another Speainicn of his
Learning and Candour. In the firft Place he fpeaks
Nonfenfe in Grammar ; and in the fecond he gro!}y
mifreprefents his Advcrf ary, and abufes his Reader,
by putting fuch a Conftruction on his Words, as
they will by no Means admit of. He has no where
faid 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 talic
Conftruttion, “of the #’s own framing ; and if it is
an Abfurdity, he muft anfwer for it.
- His Adverfary, I dare fay, never imagined that
the fixth Commandment forbids ail kang, but on-
Iy all Killing that is Murder. And if he thinks fo,
what Qpinion muft he have of Magiitrates, «ibeci:
ally thofe of his own Friends,” who make ro more
Scruple to kill in their Way than others éo? 1n or-
der therefore tq do Juftice to his Adverfury, 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 ncccﬁ'anly im-
plies an Authority or Right to kill in a Jawful War.
And this is fo far from 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 mieant no other) I
prove thus ; : |
IF by Virtue of t}us Command it be a Sin to de-
ﬂro myfelf, it muft by the Terms be a Duty to
prefcrve myfelf; and 1f it be my Duty to preferve
myfelf, it muft likewife be my Duty to defend my-
Iclt againit Jawlefs V olence, thn I cannot fecure
my



DEFENSIVE WAR. {1
my own Prefervation otherwife ; and i ® be my
Duty to defend myfilt againft lawlefs Viol-nce,
when I cannet fecure my own Prefervation other-
wife, 1t muft be my Duty to do it by fuch Means,
and in fuch a Manncr, as without which I cannot
poffibly effect 1t ; and if I cannct poffibly effect it
without Defenfive War, it cannot be unlawhul to
engage 1 it. * But to bring the Argument clofer
full; If by Virtue of thisCominand, it beaSin for the
Magiftrate to deftroy his Subiefts, 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 mut be his Duty to defend them a-
ganft all Injuftice and Wrong ; and if it be his Du-
ty to defcrd them againft all Inmjufbice and Wrong,
1t muft be his Duty to do it by fuch Means, and n
fuch a Manner, as withcut which it cannot pofiibly
be done ; and if it cannot poffibly be done without
oppoling Force to Force, in the Ule of carnal Wea-

ns, 1t cannot be unlawful in hun to ufc thefe

leans. Nay fo far is it from being unlawful, thag
by Virtue of this Command, it muft be his indi{pen-
fible Duty to ufe fuch Means, when the Prefervar-
on of his innocent Subjects canriot 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 preférvirg their Lives, Liberties, and Proper-
ties ; he is hkewife bound by wirtue 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 2 War is exprefly prohibited by a Gofpel
Precept ; which, as I have thewn above, cannot be
done. From all whick we conclude that the Sixth

%t;nunandmcat doth undoubtedly imply Defenfive
var,
| T
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Tax ¥. further adds, ¢ I would now afk, is the
¢ mora Command, Tbex fait xet kill, beft fultll’d
¢ or kept by underftanding the Gofpel to forbid
¢ War, or 1o allow of it 2* To which I anfwer, by

g another Queition, Is the moral Commmd,
Thou pait not bill, beft fulhll’d or kept by under-
ftanding the Gofpel to torbid all capiral *unithments,
or to allow cfthem ? to forbid Magittracy, or toal-
low of it 2 Is the moral Command, Thox Galt net
covet, beft fuifill’d or kept by thofe who under-
ftand the Gofpel to forbid Chnitiars to labour for
the Meart that penitheth, to take no Thought for
Food and Raiment, not to lay up Treafures upon
Earth, &e. or to allow of theie Things ?  But the
V. before we can give a direct Aniwer to his Qudf-
tion, muit expiain his Terms, and tell vs what ke
neans by #ar ; of he means by tus Term, a law-
lefs Attack upon innocent Mcen, we anfwer, The
moral Precept, Thow jocii st kill, is beft tulfilled
b7 underftanding the Gofpel to forkad it ; but it by
this Term he means a neceflary Self-deferce agzinft
lawlefs V:olencc we anfwer, It s beft fultﬂlcd by
underftanding the Gofp rel to allow ir. Nay, toun-
derftand the Gofpel to rorbnd War in the latter Senfe,
and a&t accordingly, when there is a Neveffity for
fuch a War, is fo far from being the beft Way w0
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 ast 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 Magiftrare

contrary to the Goipel n punithing Evil-doers,

who do not conform to Gofpel Rules ; fo far from
it, that he is bound by virtue of the Gofpel fo to
do, this being one main End of his Office : So that
were he o pefuic or negiect it, he weuld aét contra-
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 thofcwhotakc it in its hrft Senfe flain,
¢ are there not many Thoufands of the larter kili’d
¢ in the Prathce of Fighting * 1 reply by afking
anothcr Qu:ttion, Where one of thofe thar jock’d

Chnitiamty as a cunnuingly dewis’d Fable have
fuffer’d, have not many Thoufands been flain in
mamtammg it to be the Power of God unto Salvati-

2 \Where there is one of thoie whe take it in rs
ﬁxﬁ Senfe, fuffers, are there not many Thoufands
of the latter martyr’d in the Pruicilion of the Gof
r:l? Is it therctore wrong to rake Chriftianity it the
atter Senfe 2 And befides, that o few of thoﬁ: who
take it in the firlt Senic, are lain, may eafily be ac-
counted for ; they are ike Sclemer’s pradent Man,
‘who forefeeing the Eval, hides humfelf. Let the
Publick fink or fwim, they take Care tc keep them-
felves aut of Harm’s Way ; they have learnt fo
much of the Wikicm of the Serpent, as not to ex-
pofe themielves to Violence and Sicughter, fo long
as there are other brave Men enough to fareen them
from the Danger; who, like fome among the pri-
mitive Chnftians, feem to invite Danger as boidly as
others fheakingly fhun & ; being as zcalous for ther
Country, as they were for their Religion: So that
2 Man muit have a good Command of his Tem-
per, that can keep his Countenancs in
thefe Words, inftead of being convinc’d by them,
that the Sixth Commandment is beft fulﬁll’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. replies,
¢ Can any Man poflibly think that War sPartdQ:
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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 nioral Law. I have prov’d in the
firft Part of chis Treanfe, that a neceffary Self-de-
fence aganft lawlds Violence is a Diltate of the
Law of Nawre, of which the moral Law is «
Tranfcript ; but neither I nor the 4. of the S. have
fo much as infinuated that it was a Part of that Law,
but only a Duty refultung from it, and imp}y’d In
the Precept, Thbou fbalt not &ill. 1 have prov'd like-
wilc, that as a neceflary Self-defenge againft a fo-
regn Enemy, was nndon.btedly lawful under the
Old Teftament, it muft be equaily fo under the
New, becauic the Grounds and Reafons are the
fame, pnlefs it can be made appear, that Chniit hath
by an exprels Law prohshited it. Apd 1 aﬂirm, '
anfwer 10 the Queftion,  that the’ it be no Yart of
the moral Law, vyet it is 2 Dictate of it, and a ne-
cefary Duty rcfulnng from it, and therefore will e-
ver be lawtul while there is a Neceffity for it, un-
lets we can fuppofe that God wilireveri: the Law of
Narure, which 1s as immutahle as his own Being.
The ¥. farther adds, ¢* Now {faith the Sermon)
¢ if the Almighty has approved of War formerly,
¢ and there is ftll the fame Necefiity of it under the
- Gofpel Difpenfation as before, it will foilow that
it 1s equally lawful now. It is abfurd: to fuppole
that the bleffed God, who is infinite in Wildom,
and unalterable in his Nature, would determine
contrarily at different Periods of Time, concern-
ing a Cafe that 1s fub&antially the fame.’
To which he replies, ¢ If ths Manner of Argu-
Ing proves any Thmg, it proves Offenfive War
as lawful as Defenfive. God approv’d of the If-
raclites taking away the Pofleffions of many Nao-
ons, he commanded them to deftroy fomc utter-
ly; 1 it therefore equally lawful to do fo now,

whether we have lus Cammand er not ? ;’l"vhd
¢ War

a A N H
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¢ War that he approv’d of formerly, was underta-
¢ ken by his Counfel and Dire¢tion.” Upon which
I remark, That the 7. 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, is not 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 neceffa-
ry to infer his Concluﬁon, viz. that Defenfive War
is lawful under the Gofpel. But to gain the Affent
of his *cnorant Readers, the #. puts fuch Wards in
his Adverfary’s Mouth, as will beft fuit his own
Turn, and then exults as if he had the better of the
Aigument. ¢ God commanded the Ifraeites, fays
¢ he, to deftroy fome utterly, s it therefore equally
¢ lawful to do io now.?*  ‘Which Queftion is quite

impertinent, as being grounded on a falfe Suppofi-
tion, as if his Adverlary had faid, ©If the Almighty
has commanded War formerly, &5¢.” whereas he
fays no fuch Thi.g : His W'ords are, ¢ Ifthe Al
¢ mighry has ayp-:ov’d of War formerly, (¢ He
hkewife reprefents him as arguing in Defence of War
without Diftinction, which is another Specimen of
his Candour : Whereas he is arguing only for the
Lawtulnefs of Defenfive War, asis evident from the
Tide and whole Tenor of the Sermen, and which
this /. 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 Defenﬁvc,’ can rever be accounted
for tc his Credit : For ’us evident to every Body
that can difcover a true Syllogifm from a hare-fac’d
Sophifm, that it is otherwife.

The 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
formarly, becaufe it was a neceflary Means under
Divine Providence to protect innocent Men from
the lawlefs Attacks of foreign LEnemies; Defenfive
War was undoubtedly lawtul, becaufe he can ap-
prove of nothing that is not fo : But Defenfive War
1s as neceflary, in the FHand of Divine Providence,
to protet 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, v1z.
¢ That the A£’s Manner of arguing proves Offen-
five War as Jawtul 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. Defenfive War was then law-
ful ; but Defenfive War 1s as neceffary under the
Gofpel as formerly, therefore Gfteniive War is law-
ful under the Gofpel. Here is a Conclufion inferr’d
that is not to be found in the Premifes. The Sub-
ject of the Premifes is, #War Defenfive, the Subjeck
of the Conclufion i1s, War Offenfre.

Suppofe the Vindicator were to argue in Defence
of Divine Revelation, thus; if God Almxtrhty ap-
prov’d of Revelation formerly, and there is ftill 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 Fudaifm 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 lawful as Chrifianity ? Or the

Temple Service, as the fpirityal Werthip of the Qt,;ta-‘o
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 Sophiftry and Falihood of his Adverfary’s
Reafoning, and proving his own to be night, 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, {c. 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 frorn 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 Ijraelites 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 lawful to do fo now, whetber 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 Counel aIx)ld
¢ Di-
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¢ Diretion.” Hazre we have another Specimen of
his Sophultry.  What doth he mean by sbe Har ¢
‘This l’ro“oﬁ"on. tho’ hitzrally true, yet is nothing
to his t’\lrpofc which is to prove that God never
arprov’d of any War but what was undertaken
by tus Counfel and Direltion. T2 War, if t can
mean any Thing, muit mean the War with the Se-
ven Nations; and this ro doubt God approv’d of,
becaufe he tommanded i ; but what 1s this to the
Purpofe of confuting his Adveriare, or proving that
his Manmr of arguing nroves CFenitve War as
lawful as Defenfive ? Doth it ! fow, that becauls
God approv'd of this particeiar \War whicn: wes un-
dertzken by his Command,; that he never approv’d
of any that was undertaken without s Command ?
no Means. If the #7 had intended to prove by
thefe Words, that ins Ad\’cri:iry't Mananer of argu-
inb prov’d fuch a War as thar agamft iz Seven Na-
nons as lawful as aDNefenfive ! which ko would fain do
i poffible) he fheould have form’d them thus;
\Vhatcv*r War God approv’d of formerly, was un-
dertzken by lis Command, or m his own eauivoca-
ting Words, &v bis Counfel ard Direfiien. Then he
woula have faid fomething to his Purpotz; could he
have prov'd it, and ml,n'v have told th= World with
a much better Grace, thac his Adveriary’s Manner
of argumo' proves Offenfive War as lawfu as Doz
five. Butif he cannot do this, the leaft Attonemnent
he can make, for abufing his Author, and impuling
upon the World evident Falthoods inftead of Truchs,
1s to beg God’s Pardon, and confefs his Ignorance ;
or elfe fra.m(l own the true Reafon of fuch wreiched
Quibbling and Prevarication.
BuT to clear this Matter further fhil, T wall now
prove, for this s Convition, 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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Commanl, or, as the 77 himiclf exprefles it, by
s Cosrlane Ny ction,

1. 1oz Pairmrch Lfercbam, as vo read, Gen. xiv.
13 made War upen the tour Kings tor recovenng
R ciove:d E*'“i*ni and nnitinan Lsé ; which tho'
Fof worcavin fssown Ddence syetitwas Taniamsun?,
& .\':‘.; crouxicd on e fanwe i rmcv‘l s of Re=afon
a ! Loudy 5 waich [ prove thus 1t a Man has
C e iigitio wotond e, and w hat s b is. againft
¢ i Viownde of a lawlets Iny -ader, he may certain-
) i,- cadvavais to recover what has been by any
* Xind of Violence or Villainy ta\en from him ; for
‘ as the Power to take any thing from :mothcr,
¢ t,...\:. no Righit to i, 1t foilows, that the Right
* o that which has been taken from 1ts Owner, a-
¢ zunit his Wi, remains full where 1t was ; he
¢ muay LG ey call i his, and if 1t be his, he may
Cule 1! as b, whichit he who took it away, or any
¢ (umr, thal! hinder Kim from domg, chat Man
“ even o the Aggreflor, and the Owner does but
Cdoient Ui, aad what is kis.” Which Reafon-
vy boig apply’ < @ the Gaie ol Lfirabam, who
meis War upon thcic Kings with no other View

‘

tat tu FCOvLr 2 Part of s own F amity, it will
AW r ar this was n l* ioct a Defenfive War,  And
Si. Lfegidine futh, ¢ That Nation mnay ;uftly by
¢ Armes beoabial ml, whica fhall nregiect either to
“punth indr own \u“zi\;‘ts tor Injuries by them
t e, OF tu refwere that whnch by Force was ta-
* Koo ..\u', And this was it . rebam’s Cafe.
Now _orabam had no Iecial CommiiTion from Gaod
R undertakes this War': 1lere was no Divine Coun-
& nor Dir:ticn out of the ordimary Courfe of
P"O\"Lx\ HE and yet 1t was ap;rov Ll of by GOd,
8 appears rom Verle 19, Melebijedeck, who was
P n(ﬁ of ti.> moit iligh God, bleficd God for the
Vidtory ; which, h.ui the Lndcrtakmg been unlaw-

Wl ke corta niv would not have done.
1 2. ANOQTHER
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2. AvoTHer Inftance of the like Nature we
have in Zixedus xvii. 9. There we find how Alefes
commandcd the Ijrae.,tc.r to fizht the ..,..f/er.tes in
their own Deferce, who wirh “armed Violence op-
pos’d their Pafiage into tae Land of Ceracuy and it
doth nct appear tiat in this he coniulted God at all.
Now here 1s arcther Inftance of a War that was not

adertaken by God’s Countel and  Luirccuion,
and yet was approved cof by him, as we l:am
frem Verle 4. snid the Lerd ja.d unts  Adjes,
write this for ¢ Memsriel in a cock, Gu:d rebearje it in
the Ecrs of Fefiua. That thare \Wars were agrecabie
to the Law of Nature, is evident from 1N n(‘c, that
(104 approvei oi them, tho unlertak:n with-
out his {oecial Command 5 for he can no more ap-
prove of any thing contrary to this, than ke can
.change als own Bung o, or take away all Diftinction
et.ween moral Geod and Ewvil. Things which are
morally *wvil (and fuch are 2ll Things contrary to
the Law of Nature) can never be an Object of Di-
vine Approbation, but muit neceffarily be condem-
ned by him ; the eternal and neceflary Rectitude of
his Nature requires it.  Thefe Wars were Detenfive,
ot Tantasz:unt, as 1 cbferved above 5 the latter was
undertaken by the Ifraefires to detend themtilves
from the Vielence of an Iremiy, that by Force of
Arms oppos’d their talage into their own Land ;
the formcr was undertalien by L49rabzsis to recover
his diftr«fs’d Friend and Fonfman, and his muf: ravle
Famity, from alawl:{s Fnemy, that badd taken them
aptives.  Now if fuch a War was lawiul then (as
appears it was) there biing e fame N ceeflity talt
for Self-dcferce, 10 will {eitow, thar Sclt-Ceterce I8
cqually lawtul now, unlefs a Law of the Gofpel
can be procduc’d which expreily torbids it
Traere s ament L Ligcrence betwcen God’s ap-
p!‘CVIPQ: thofe Vvars that were undertaken b] gOOd
Men, having no other Warrant {or {o doing than

the
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the bare Law of Nature ; and thofe that were un-
dertaken by his fpecial Coramand.  The firlt were
undertzien becaufe they were agreeable to the Law

of Nature, antccedent to all pofiive Precepts
whatfocver, and therefore were approved of by
God ; but the | rter were only lawful becaufe God
commanded themn.  He being the abfolute Sove-
reign of the Univerle, and the ng‘xtf ul Proprictor of
ail his Crosteres, may quitly difpofe of them ta
whom, and 1n what Manner, he p.c..i s, >Tis true
God cannot diffelve the Obiigation of the preceptive
Law ot Nature, cr change the Natures ot Good and
Ex:l. For altho’ he be omnipotent, yet we muft
always {uppofe his infinite Power to be conjoin’d
with mfinite Goodnefs, elfe it 1s no Divine Power ;
ami therefore, Poffe mal.zm, son eff poffe; 1.e Itis
no cwer but Weaknefs to do Evil*.  Neverthelefs,
God may aiter the Properties of thofe Things from
whence the Relpetts of Good and Evil do ;'efult,
as in the [jreeliies deftroying fome Nations utterly,
and taxking away taerr Pofleffions, which God may
juftly do, by virtue of his abfolute Dominion ; but
the Change hercis not in theObiligation of the Law,
but in the Things themfelves. Murder would be
an intrinfical Evil fill, but that which was done by
an immediate and explicit Command from God,
was no Murder.  Robbery had been a Sin fhll, bur
taking Things alicnated from their Properties by
God himf lf was not Robbery. And moreover,
the Narttens upon whom he commanded the Ifra-
elites to nake 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 Ule of the [fra-
elites for that Purpoic, they did no Wrong in taking
away their Poffeffions, and deftroying many of them
I' 2 utterly,

* Seg Preface, Page 7,
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v, becaf:ther Al on'v whit God -cmmmanded
tn:m. \\'.nc.x, to nive rebus !, wou:sd Rove twen
Rebiil: wh\rui had t'l\ voundertax: o tuch a
War wit ot Ge's Torman it wetk f rever hevs
been a rov. ! cf "\' e, ooande wowenid qove
becn a manio® Vialimon et thic taw of Nature.  In
this Caie they wowr, aav: deon ~:liy of Koo
and Murlen, and tier fore Gou tow. ! nev.r have
anprov' ot i, Thae Reaons of ta oro-niontioned
Inttancrs,  wiie tounded it Law of Natureg,
which 15 e ctornal Rals of Rexhwouin s, which
Reafcns will continue th fams, i lonm as it s rea-
forable that the Irn-scent ﬂwoul d net fuikr Intury by
the wiolent Hards of the Guiity ; cr, in other
Words, fo long as there 1ubliits any lidirence be-
twacn mora! (:ooi and Evil: But ths 1t-mentionad
Initances were mm Cont-zesnce of an «xrefs Tom-
man:l of Col!, iOunded uron Neafuns s pocihiar to
the Circumitances of thoic Timos w wihich 1t was
given. The [iraestes wer- uvacer a §hecerao s
God himi:if was tivir King <wl Sovereign in a2
rhore pccuilg.r narner than to :my other People.
oo el Lnd“'t\".\ therr Tunle~ 550" a De-
i.i.l. Courtry, I Wil I 7ol am funported
tOLm 11 @ MFlcicas Aanner Ay Vs, but pros
mi’d o ool tem '1 1 f‘ o Laad, ani ocitow
u “,ntlun coront Jfoffuie -

AXD as the 'n l’b‘t" S of the Seven Nations had
by ti o ileezihon - Lt God fortiice d ally he was
Pivas O give - ‘,)“ul Co:rm:flon £ lis own pe-
cultar Peop' . 1o dnve them our, and take Pofiltii-
on. Bur faar =Xtiaor tnary Dif)oniavon baing long
fince exprred, an . o Nevors Detng now under an

rdinaiy 2rovidence, o< to tu..r el Colicv, there
are not tae fam: Grou s ant Wedons for fuf‘h a
}ramier, and cherctoie 2 c s of Couilh, DL . che
fancGroands an i Reamns ius ftaow, as didthicn, We
may fupnofe Gud wound act w the fame Manncbr ;
ut
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but th cs' \:af re, the Fraowor cmafd with them.
Tuc Fraclizes were connonted to ddroy fome
Noroes ute r":, amn! ¢ ks PofitiTen of tour In-
Eoiec . ‘el RO LGutt (1'\ :!"“'S‘t‘;\. of, be-

-
-

3 . ..~ .. . R, . - Y
CRUb. A LT NINUL wie U7 L Lo emiitancss
‘— - .~ -~ '.‘ - - - l - .-- - - ~ N 4
I WOk s (.\ novand was oven, e o ke

<M aa.
:‘ ?

-\ - - P S -
0y S I.%\ - \"‘v.\ } ~ v - ~ - s
!!l\ . R [N : ’ < < =& \\‘-‘-:.lli‘ N\a :‘O’

> AN 2N - - : N ““,'...- ! <3 .-
tam.:} r l~l2:‘i - "t s Bae o IS - - L :\ P \\I “‘\\;‘ -\a ; v\ ‘,
- : R - . e - ’ !\ - b
N eth. T e .n.!&- s, whom i Grouncs and Kea-

fors et e a Gemmant €2, we may be fure God
L Y (O .':jn;:f o 1A lialiilE.

Lo Cas gawrwmccen thontore be remer™- :'rd,
tiat thnls Wars woch ware anderaken by good
Plon, withcut iory fxasl Command frem ucd,
ar. Al Twar s &y T vod of Oy LM, were agreeatle
Ty Tic i 3V O Lvarurs, ;mu corfooucrtdy lawiul §
» vk e Greea s and Reatens of them conu-
o, WL TR D G h.; .ot W olre thar wore un-
¢ mak.n by Uw Foesiia, at e oo Comumand
¢t wo, bwg foun ‘ui Lpon Ko fors n.n‘ could
RGP0 RGr than U Teciae il U0 they

- -

-~ N : <~ e~ - ‘\ -~ td
voroa Yoo, vonk i Leaisae of them conn-

» e w e 3 ‘ < g - £ ;‘
DU , Y.rioovoess o iwbe 10, wiu the Keaons
"- ‘ “ e ‘. - : . s‘ - - -+ B b §
G . 2. 0ERED L, Ay, oo rememo rec:,

by T QALY S SRS ﬁ}’ Nahe P oo anfwer tae /s
Cucil'on 3 ¢ is il taonvders lawiul 1o 10 io now,
DTG SR (Y STV L oin axtornt?y No,ils
P witl row o e casy Mens Loslalicns and
L ves, tho' it was Tan; becauie Circerri ances boing
awitiec, and the hgsuons Gi iUl A Practic D.ing €. a-
oy LOd Sn nty coesrot give Men fuca 2 Com-
man’, and taatl Iwcauic e can do notaing witnout
Reafon.  But then 1t coth not tollow tom hence,
that ir 15 not ccually fawtel now to niake fuch 2 \War
as goo-! Men under the Cld Lftament il for the
unleriaking wacrcof they had no other Dircciion
but the Law of Nature, winch Law 1s thil carmuncn
to us with them, and that tor this Reafon ; Becaute

I 3 tie

.
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the fame Grounds and Realuns {ubfift now as i
thcn. Having the fame Law to direst us, and be-
under the fame Obligations to citemd ouriclves
from unmuft Vioknce, to which we are equally he-
ble, 1t muft conf juently ©o as lawhul tor usto
defend m.ﬂuvcs, L , opi Oh I‘ orce to Force, as i
was for them ; unicis as I i2: vofere, Chnit by an
exprefs Precept in the Gofjpel Fas proh.bitted 1t

He further adds, ¢ The later 221t of the Para-
* graph does r.ot bdons: to taw Argument, unlds it
¢ i firft prov’d, either thae Pu‘“"' Now-a-uays have
¢ the cx.)rck Co...m:m\ ot Ged o go to War :-—-
¢ Or that he hath Cotermine Mian o be a fwiicicnt
¢ Judge whuon 1t is fuitable, an.d when not!”

To which I rcply ¢ The it Part of this Re-
mark 1s falfe, asivfcently 2 ‘*p}‘t ars from what I nave
faid above ; and the Jatter Yart 5 asrcady anfwered.
For I h:m: prov’d, tothe Corviction of cvery un-
pmm ic’d Reader, that Detonlive War is agrecavie
to tx-t Law ot Niwur:, and nct contrary o the
Gotypl, m::\\’zt?.i’:;n-\'éirg the wart of an ex,rels
Comniand of God.  From whenoe it wiil foliow,
t.al wege m.m, by the Lixeraie o1 " '“t'vrz. ‘.x

M b T
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iiaprmeds ard 3haory, hoe wi ": & RGent hu.ﬂfe
wien fuch a Waris fuitble, andvwivn no

Trz Auvthor of the Sermen fays ,..rt'u:. ¢ Can
¢ we tink tuit God woulk! approve of any Pr.l‘ptlcc
¢ fermerly, that was contrary to the moral Law ?
¢ Wall, #ajuft War was not contrary to the moral
* 1.aw under the Jxcyb Difpenfation, and before 1t,
* why thould it bc fo now in the like Circumftances
¢ of Neceffity 7 o which the 7. replies, ¢ T have
¢ aircadv oblerved, that the Almighty’s cnjoining
and aporoving of fome \Wars Iormcrly, does
¢ authorize any Wars begun and camied on at thc
* mecr Willand Pleafure of Men. The like Circum-

* tances of Neceflity muft be when we have the di-
¢ vine
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¢ vie onma and and INirection, and no otherwife.’
W Gt orvaston having born aiready proved to
br groum oty an i impxertaeny, i owil not follow,
thot the Be ordleiitances of Necetniy muit be
W owe have tie crviae Command and Dir+&ion ¢
Tuc L Croumilaness of Necefiity muit be, the
human o puihosty of “r(n“r.t'r‘.:r an.d pitlervirg an
Innec:nt r cpic fvom the Vickance of a iawl- s In-
vaier. LGl was the Ground of thofe Wars which
wirs 173!.':1.3:‘.'::,‘ carrizi on by good Men, without a-
ny expr b Comman! from God, and y.t approv’d
of by !:x..\ winenh is an indifputable Teitunony that
thev were Jawiul 5 and the f..m.\ Grounds and Rea-
fons fubfiin: f‘nl the fame 2radtice muft be lawful
f35 unies an umnfs Law of God can be produc’d
Fiosaluding it That the Goz:pel prohibits all uniaw-
fa! Vs, IS it docs all other unlawful Actions, we
rea iy grant 3 Lut it no mare follows from hence,
thuat ail . finner of War is unlawtul under the Gof
pel, than a2l Manncr of Actions are fo ; for as
fome Actions ae lawiul, notwithfranding there are
a great many uniawtul 5 fo foime Wars may be juft,
pOtwitiituniirg the many unjuu Wars that re car-
rizd on n tl\_ \. viily «nd 10 thefe be prohbxted
by the Gofnl, as al! othur unjult Actions are, yet 1t
doss not app-ar that thofe ars promb ited any fartaer,
than as tiy cxceed t 12 Bouds of Juitice and Hu-
manity ; and then ’tis only the Abui: thris prohi-
bite 4, l)ut not the Ufe. ¢ The bleffed Juius (faich
¢ the /. nath taug'it fome Chnftians, both by the
¢ ymm . Jiace idtacos of his Spirit, and Expreifion
¢ of ats Wil Wil Luofl‘.u) upon ¥ arth, that the
¢ balt Way o keep the Comamandments, 'I’Gh'_/l.ullo
¢ not ki, JL., I/Jw faall love tay Nesghisur, 1s
¢ not to nuwroour any lil-will or Reveng: againft
¢ any, but to love Enemies.” I will add, by way of
Remark, That the blefled Jefus hath raughr, not
fome, but all Chriftans, I thail not fay, by the 1m-
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 Dictates of his Spirit thcy mean tiie holy
Scri tures) but by the Expreflion of his Will in the
Gofpcl, that the beft Way to keen thck Command-
ments, is not to harbour any lii-wiil or Revenge a-
gainft any, but to love Fnemics.  And, without
Doubt, all who deferve the Nume of Chnibians,
will acknowle-dge this, as well as tiiis ¥, and, 1
doubt net, are s e ady to prm.th it in 1ts true and
proper Senfe.  But how decs this Argument prove
the Unlawfulnefs of Self-defence as:a'mt the lawliis
Violence of a forcign Enemy 2 Bocaufe it s ever
Chnftian’s Duty to harbeur no Ill-w:ll or ikevenge
againft ary, doth it therefore follow, that it 1s tac
Duty of the Magiftrate to {fuffer a foreign Invader
to deftroy himfc!t and his Subjelts, without any
Refiftance ? Or, i other Words, That ’us unlaw-
ful for the Magiftrate to defend humfelt, and his
Subje@s, againit the lawlefs Violence of a forcion
Lnemy 2 BV the fame Argument, ke ought to b
vith the moft villainous Outrages of Cut-throats
and Rebels among his own Subjucts, becaufe this
will be the beft Way to keep the Commandmints,
G fhalt wot killy, and, Theu fhalt teve ihy Neigh-
vour, by nct harbeuring any Ill-will or Revenge a-
caint any, but loving of Enemies. But may not
the Chriftian Magiftrate defend himfelf and his Sub-
welts againdt a fnxcwm Encmy, without harbouring
u] -will and Rcwngc againft any, as well as put to
{)eath a notoricus Cr.mmal who cannot be pre-
forv’d without manifeft Danwcr to the Community ?
And if fo, why fuch a mighty Out cry aganft 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 lll-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 Magaitrate may nut to Death a
notoricus Malfaltor, who cannct be preferv’d
without manifeft Danger to the rublick, and yet
not be chargeable with any Violaticn of thefe Com-
mandments, he may likewife, withcut being guilty
of any Violation of thefe Commandments, ftrenu-
oully defend himfelf and his innocent Suby=€ts a-
aanft the lawlefs Violirce of a foreign Invacer,
when the Ruin of the Publick cainot be prevented
without u. This ». fhould dittinguih bitween
War Cffenfive and Lifenfive (but this would have
dificrv’d his Purpole} and even biiween the Ufe
and the Ybufe cf tae latter. I acknowledge that even
a Pefuinve War may be abus’d, when Mcn, in the
Management of 1t, exceed the Bounds of Juftice
and tiumanity ; but this is no Argument againit the
Lawiulnefs of 1, but only of the Pervertencfs of
Mankii, who arc too apt to abufe the beft Things
of ’rovidence. Chnftianity has been abus’d by bad
Men to very il Purpofcs, and yct I hope Nobody
will fay, that therefore the Profeflion of Chinftianity
1s unlawful. Chrifianty forbids Injury and Re-
venge, and emoins the Love of Enemics  (fays the
}.5 and therciore tis unlawtul for Chriftians to de-
fond themiclves againtt a toreign Inemy.  Now the
f:me Argument will prove it unlawtui for the Chn-
than Magiitrate to refift a domeftick Traitor, or the
moft outrageous Villain whatlocver ; 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 hkewife Refiftance to a forcign
Enemy. If it cannot, and yet Refiftance to them
be acknowledged lawful, fo hikewic may Refiftance
to foreign Invaders, notwithftanding the fame 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

owhn.
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own Self-defcnce in onz Cafe, than it is ailiowed to
do 1n another.

Burt it is a very unacccustabic Thing, it v Opine-
on, to fuppofc ‘that a I! eobiL Can;oi Foin o3 LT,
with the Confent, ~nd by the Authority of tac {u-
pream Maglﬂrate, in defending themiclives o saintt
a foreign Enuimy, without any “fuch Crenes. For
there is nothing nceetfary to this, that 1 know cf,
that requires cither Revenge, Hatred, or Injury,
in the true Senfe of thefe Terms, or any Thing but
an inoffenfive and juttifiable Way of procceding,
If any other Methods have beer ufed in carrfing on
fuch Wars, this will only reflect upen tiac Pertons
who have made Uf of them, not upo'l the Tuihice
of the Wars themfelves. Hence wiil appear the
Impertinency of this /s elaborar. Ihr.mou‘, Page
29. where he fays, ¢ If every particuiar Member of
the Church be forbilden }\c\’ tnge, 1t is becauke
¢ allowing of it would manifcit a waat ot Pati nce
¢ and Fortitude to cndure, and cacourage Ilmr'),
e furcly then this Reafon is much ftronger for
forbidding natunal and publick Revenge.” Al
which 15 a.‘:.r drGum f1ll, becauic the Practics, for
the Lawtulnefs of which we arc cmtanﬁmg, 11 I
no fuch Idea. We grant that the Goinl forbi
Revenge, both private e and publxck Doth it tiier.-
fore follow, that it forbids Self-defince 2 Or, 1
other Words, dota 1t thercfore follow, thar a
neceffary Self-defence is unlawtul, when this can
be done without Revenge ? Let this 77 prov
that an aff-tionate Father cannot defend him-
feif againit an unnatural Child attempunz to
cut his Throar, ithout Revenge s or that a
pious Prince cannot deferd his innocent Subjects
from a forcign Invader, without a malicious Inten-
tion of Rcvcrgt and Injury in the proper Senfe of
thefe Tcrms ; and then his Argument will fignify

fomething, otherwife *tis quite inpertnent, and w l\ol'Y
foraign

Lol

~
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forsign to t‘:c Peirtia ditates BRut then he tells us
ferther = ¢ .\ Iiohibition of lr3u.;cs, ard a Com-

rmard to endure them, muit b2 coqf der’d as re-
l:tive to the Confequernice 1 v allew’d + A fmall In.
jury s attenced with a Degree of Inj,uﬁxce, and
¢ thie cnduning it rather than returning it, fhews, in
¢ fome Degree, a Chntian Difpoiit:en.  Now con-
¢ f: ler that Confequence with refpelt to greater,
* tie «nciuiing of them, rather than returning Evil
¢ for Exdl, doth certainly thew a greater Degree of
¢ that NMecknsfs and Lowlineis ot Heart, thch
Chrft taught fis quc;ples to learn of him.” Up-
on which I muft remark, in the Art Flacs, That

tnis fophftical Arctinent reflects a mott egregious
Caieminy on the Cariuin Rehgion, repr 1wnng it
as nece hanly layirg Chriftians open to 21 tae villain-
ous Outnbcs the viclt Fart of Mankind think fit
to offer thum.  For by the fame :\rgument it may
be prov’d unlawful to rehift a Robixr or a Cut-
thr()at, becauie the enduring of therr imuernious
Trcatment, ratler than returning Fvil for Evil,
fhews a Chriftian Difoofitien, and a vory great De-
cree of that Meeknels and Lowiinels of Heart,
wiih Chr it tauzhe his Uidctples to learn of himn,
By the fame Argumeni it may be prov’d unlawful
for a Chnitan Prince to quell a Jangerous Confpi-
racy, or to reiift a Cabal of rebeli uoux “Subj -&s, who
have fworn De 1mC"fion to him an: the Common-
wealth, becaufe the enduring fuch Injury and Inju-
ftice, ,;ter than rcturning Lvnl for val, thews a
Chrithan Difpoiition in him, and a great Degree of
that Meeknefs an.. Lowhnds of !eart, which
Chrit taught his Difciples to lcarn of him.  And if
it be faid that the Chriftian Religion allows the Ma-
giltrate to regard the publick (;ood then it muft
confequertly De allowed Tawful for him to defend the
Pubhd\ trom lawicfs Violence ; unlefs a Regard for

¢ publick Good can be confiftent with the De-
{truction

[ ]
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ftruction of the Puvlick. But the true State of this
Cafe, in thort, cana:nount to ru morc than Liis, Liat
Chriftianity oohges Men to fu.ier paticiiiv, w.ion
they cannot by any lawful Mi.ans prevent e, The
Point therctore tiis 2. muft prove, is tins 5 1'hae Scit-
defence againftaforeign Invaler, wnonoth r Vetnio s
fail, is an unlawiul Method for Peopic to take 1n or-
der to prevent thar own Rum.  Cr, ot tao’ the
Chrifhan Religion hath allowed tiie Chnftian Ma-
giftrate to defend hinfelf and his innocent Subielts
trom Robbers and Cur-tiroats in prnivate Cafls, 1t
hath abfolutely condemncd it in all Cafcs aganiit a
forcign Invader, tho’ this b: much more nccefiary
far the fame good End.  To prove this, weuld do
Service to a Caufe waich I hope the #. hatn not
much at Heart, but would by no Mcans be tor the
Honour of the Chrifttan Reugron.  But to t:ll us
that Chniit:anity obliges us to bear Inwunes, can be
no Acgument at all againft our Doctrine 5 we are
as ready toacknowledgethis 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 Hypocnly, willown, 1s
no farther than they cannot prevent 1t by lawful and
honourable Means. And if it can be thewn, that
Self-deience in all Cafes 1s condemn’d in the Gofpel,
this muft be the Argument agamft it taken from
Chriftianity, and not that it obliges us to bear Inju-
ries ; for this it may do, and yet allow of Sclt-de-
fence, in Cafes of publick Concern, as well as m
fome Cafcs of private Concern.

As to the Paffages of Scripture from whence the
V. infers lus Argument, I have futciently examin-
ed them in the firft art of this Treatife, and thewn,
that they neceilanly require a Limitation, and that
it can be no more fthewn from thofe Expreffions,
that no Cafes are to be excepted in the interpreting
thefe Texts, than it can be from the like gencrad

Ex-

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

W & are fortid in unlimited Terms to refift Evil,
but o where forbid to deferd ourlclves ; we are en-
joired in unlimited Terms to love cur Encmicd®
but this 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 Neceffity of pray-
ing for their worldly Profpenity 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 V. further obferves ;¢ That according to
¢ the Reafon given by Chnft himien, immediately
afrer thefe Precepts, they muft certamnly intend
a Prohibition of all Injury and Revenge, or elfe
the Companfon is not very proper ; That ye may
“ be the Children of your Faitker in Heaven, &c.’
Which Obfurvation i+ equally impertinent with his
former ; becaufe the Practice we plead for, implies
neither 1 njury nor Revenge, ftnctly fo called. And
further ; It ir be unlawful for a Chnfhan Commu-
nity to defcnd themfclves aganft a foreign Enemy,
becaufe we are to imitate our heavenly Fatier, who

penfes his temporal Bleflings upon the moft pub-
hckly prophane* ; by the fame Argument, it will
be

* ] pray the ¥ to put thefe Words into the Mouth of a

Criminal, and then confider the Coniequence of them. Sir,
faith

[ ]

[ o
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be unlawful to defend ourfilves againft any villain
ous Ahiuit whatforver ;3 1t will be unlawiul for the
Magiftrate to it Punithment upon Crinnnais ;
it wil! be vaizwrul tor the moit virtuous Wonzan to
efift a Raviher, e becauie God difpenics his
‘mpo:‘:l Bieilinzs upon tae vilelt of the human
Race : This 2acage of Scripruzz 1s an excellent
Argum-nt agzainit Revenge and Inwry,  arifing
from Mons Pations and conupt Inciinations, which
are entircly inconnftent with ta2 pubnek Good ; and
Bkewit: tor the moft patient fuitering of thofe Lwvils
which they cannot lawfully and henourabiy avoid.
But it 1s a fad 1iung to and Men erdeavounng to
reprefent the Chrittian Religion, as throwing ofr aii
Care for the Happineais of human Society, and to
look upon themfziycs, becanf: Chnfhins, as uncon-
cern’d for their Famibies, Neignbours, and Poften-
ty, at a 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 kriend, to human
Socicty.

Bur further, the Argument againit Seif-defence
taken from theic Words, Tbat ye mav Le the Children
of your Fatber whickisin Heaven, 1s not only inconciu-
five, butill greunded 5 and s fo far from being in
favour of the 7. that it makes directiy agamnit ium.
We are commandid to love our Enemies by the Ex-
amgle of God himfelf, who maketh his Sun to rife
on: the Lvil, and on the Good, and fendeth Rawm on
the Juft, and on the Unjuft, and yet the {aine God
puts a manifelt Difference between them 3 foinc he

Py

faith the Mailefafor to his Judgs, Why are you fo unkind and
fevere to me ? Tho' I be a Criminal, yet you ought to be 38
ki * 10 me z3 the bet of your Sulvelts ; becauie you zre to fol-
lov. Gol's Fiampie, who mzkes the Sun tc thine, and ths
&Kai» to 1l en the Jut and Uinjuit.  Private Perions are here-
by encourig! to love tiwir Enemies, bat it liys no Oblig.uon
© the Chrutian Magitrate not to defead the I' 'k trom
lawleis Violence.
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puiithes with heavy Judgments in this Life, and
hita in Seore much heavier Judgmerts in the next.
T.0° bc ve tuil ot Patience and Leng-fafrenng,
vet e Songture every Where declares his 'nuxgna-

t:on an.ti Wiroth a ‘:nﬁ obftinate Sinners, of which

the Muogpttraee is \.\d.lrcd by St. Paui to be the
I\.u.lu(r, Rom. xii. 4. And Chnft himfelf bang
d by the Obitinacy of the Fews, is fud by
a i’amz‘c-lc, to fcnd out his Army, and to burn up
their City, which was accordingly fulilled in Fact.
So that tho’ it be the Duty of Chnfhians not to re-
tahate Injury and Revenge, that they may be the
Chilcren 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:mnfter to cxecute Vengeance, or infiitt Pumin-
ment on them that do Lwvil} to defend with the
Sword of Juftice his Innocent Subjelts againft the
lawlefs Violence of wicked MNen; becaufe at the
fame Time 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 trom 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 dufend the Publick from thewr Vio-
knce, Ift 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 pnvatc
¢ Revenge, bui refifting with V iolence. grc..u Inju-

¢ ncs,
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¢ ries, and rcturning wita the utmott Foree all thie
Evii in my rowcer, m reveng: for naconal Gric-
vances, br coming up to this Cumparion of tue
Almigaty’s umverfal Benzhceacs aine Ko in -x\ to
thofe that do thaar uthioll to dirent dna Gl uealke
hun & All this, 1 fay, 15 ijerin it s bl
the Practice we plead joi, cote vt nie o, re-
quire the returntag wirh owr utiv b 1o o an Lo
Ewil in our Power in rovenZe Tur mafiendi e, Vit
ces*. The 71 1s muca minaian i v Ll <3 a0
We are plea :ng for r;(:tg;:;‘.g bur oo ary Lili-
defence, which i we cin do Ly .;rp canids o Do
fuaiives, thercby bringing the winea s to Toatabie
Terms without thed Jnigz of B, wohall nader
be guilty of Violence nor intury, 1f we rejure ro-
thing of hun repugnant to Jum, v, ot he
complies with, tier: wil be ar Lnd oo aid 1a0itib-
ties on our Part ; but i, nticad of coa. i:ing with
any rcajonable Terms, he attacks us 1: an noilie
Manner, we, m oppofing Iorce to Yuee, pur.dy
in our own Defence, cannot, witn any Cowour of
Reaton, be faid to commit Violonee 5 7. e, torceadly
infringe upon any Man’s Righs, waica is ta2 pro-
per ldca ot Violence, and return all tie il in our
Power in reverge for nationai Sricvances 3 becaule
this may be done, rot trom any imncipic of Ke-
venge, but from the fole ¥rinciple ot Scit- r>r\m\‘1-
ton.' And a for the Eviis trat IMAY «CC:auni.diy
happen to the Aggr-flor, we cargut prum riy be
faid 10 be the Authors of them ; bD.caul  ac Who
begins tae Violence, is the truc Caufe ot all ciat iol-
lows ; and whatever falls upci humn, by tac Uvpo-

fit:on

ol ” a »

® He that defends himfelf in a lawul Manner, doth not a&t
diretly for the Hurt of anot..er, bu: ‘or is own Prefer, tion :
And he wno repel: a Wrosg is not imarious, out ne who offers
it. ’Tis one 'L hing to excic it an u.uime.bis Detence, and
another Thing to },ro! cute an unmerc: ‘L Reveage  Lhe Jat-
* may be as great a Sin, as te n.r & an hjl"\ ; but

w~ former can never faud wnaer 10 and i Coare. P fend. 10
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fition made by the defending Party, is but the Ef-
fect of his own A&t ; or, as I fad above, 1t is that
Violence, of which he is the Author, refiefted back
upon himfelf. -

THe Prattice therefore we plead for, being the
A& of the fupreme Magiftrate, comes up to the
Almighty’s univerfal Beneficence as a Comparifon ;
who, notwithftanding this, doth by no Means clear
the Guilty : And thus it appears that the #’s Con-
clufion is as falfe, as his Premifes are impertinent.

Again: The Author of the Sermon endeavours
to prove, that the Office of the Magiftrate neceffa-
nly evinces the Lawfulnefs of Defenfive War ; up-
on which the ». makes this Remark ; ¢ Whenever
¢ the Magiitrate is convinced that the Do&rines of
¢ Chrifianity forbid War, it will be as much hig
¢ Duty, as any other Man’s, to render Obedience
¢ to thofe Do€trines 3’ 1. e. in other Worcs, to act ac-
cording to his Convictions. To whichI reply: 7
feems very unaccountable how any Man can be <¢
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 Duty oi
the Magiftrate to protect the Lives and Libesties ot
the Subjects, and if this cannot, at fome times, be
done, without oppofing Force to Force, I wou'd
afk this 7. How that Man can be fad to do ns
Duty, or att a confiftent Part, whe, 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 ? b=
muft either allow, that it is not the Magiftrate’s
Duty to protect the Lives and Libertes of Sub-
jets from unjuft Violence, which I believe he will
hardly veature te do ; or elie, thar every Man, prin-
cipled againft Self-defence, undertaking the Ofice
of a Magiftrate, aés fuch a Part as no horeit Man
can juftify. The 7. Ihogld have faid, vibich weuid

' i HAVEC
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have been much more for his Credit, Whencver a
Man is convinced tnat the Doctiines of Chnft for-
bid Defenfive War, it will be his indifpenfible Duty
to refufe the Ofce of a Magiitrate {at leait to act in
the legifiat. -¢ Part of Government, whofe Province
it 1 to cuncert proper Meaiures for the Defence of
the Publck; lcaving this Oinice to thofe, who can
comply witn all the Ends ot it with a fafe Con-
fience.

But furthor: * I look upon it to be a prepofterous
Way of arguing, that becaufe a Mzn is not con-
vinced oi the Lawtulnes of any Practice evidently
requifite for the Goed of human Society, that there-
fore it 1s ki DDuty to omit it ; thisis making a Man’s
Faith or Fariwaion the Rule of moral Dunes. *Tis
true the Apoitle taith, IFbetlecver 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 arite from doubttul
Speculations, the I’ratice or Cmiffion whereof, hath
no other kwii 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 hLis moral Duty, as this /. doth, both kere,
and where he fays, ¢ If any fincere Chnitian under-
¢ ftands 1t to be kis Duty not to make any Ddfence
¢ at ali, his refufing to ufe any, will never incur
- Gult,” 17, In my Opinion, of dargeicus Confes
guence.  Cne of the gr¢at Ends of Society 1s mu-
rual Defence againtt Injuries 3 every Member there-
fore 1s cbliged by the Law of Nature, whercby he
15 bound to obferve Compadts, and fuliil Promifes,
ro contrivute his Share in Defence of the Pubiick ;
this is as difpenfible a Duty on every Member of
avil Society, as Obedience to Parents, or Subjection
ro Magitrates. ’Tis a Duty, the Obligation to
which no Law can difpenfe with, nor can any Pre-

tence

* See Prefice, Page 11.
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tence whatfoever excufe the Neglect of it. Let a
Man pretend to what Spinit he will, his underftand-
ing it to be his Duty to omit wlat both Keafon and
Revelation demonftrate tc - -~ Sin for him to omit,
viz. Protetion, if he be a Magnﬁrate, and Obedi-
ence, if a Subjet (befides the Obligation he is un-
der, by the Law of Nature, to keep lawful Com-
pacts, and fulfil lawful Promifes, will undcubtedly
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 ; Did he therefore by this villairous Aff>ffina-
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 againit their
lawful Magiftrates incur no Guit? And even as to
Cafes of Omiffion, if a Subjeét underftands it to be
his Duty not to obey the lawful Commands 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 tn be his Duty,
from fome miftaken Paffages of Scripture. no* to la-
bour for the Meat that perxfheth and thereby ftarve
himfeif and his Family, will he therefore incur no
Guili ? If a Man fhould underftand it to be his Duty
tc betake himfelt 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 infli&t Pu-

fathment on Evil-doers, notwnmftandmw this be in-
G 2 difpenfibly
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difpen{ibly neceffary for the publick Security, will he
therdfore weer no Guilt? And fnadly, It ail the
Subrcits of a Commonwealth, who are botnd, by the
Laws of God and Nature, to do every Thing thatis
favtul, and @ their Pow“r, for preturving ard pro-
moting the Good ot tie Commurity, uncertland it
to be thar Duiy o omita i’r.::}u(, w'xici. at a cor-
tan Time s tac eily ndeans under God to prederve
the Comnmuy from Ruin, will they thercfore mncur
no Gue? \\ hence 1 think it planly appears, that
this Way areaing 1€ net only groury ‘m and ab-
furd, as (Luro_vzr.; the true Foundation of all moral
Dunies, bura moft dangercus Error, cnel woukd in-
fer moft creadiul, yet neceffary, C nn"'qucnccs
Tue next Paffage in this V i~ Fcaror’s Anlier to
the Sermon, which ecnes to affect the general Doc-
trine I have cfteblifhed, 1, Page 5350 where he re-
marks on that i rop*l Ay of Lacd n. 4. which fays,
sbid be fi::l ju Yoe emony the Nesions, end fbcll re-
tuke many Pecpic, and they fhcli bect ibeoir Sweords
into Pl f/"aiu, erd their Speers inio Pruning-books,
&c. Which Proanddy can no more provc th‘, Un-
fav xuh 1z ot Defeniive Woar, {o long as there fhall
be Cecalion sor it, than it will prove thc Non-obii-
gation o keeping a {fucking Child from playing
with a Vi iper, or the Non- necefh ity of kecping a
I.amb irom a Lion, becaufe the fame Prophefy
tells us, that at the very Time when Men fhall beat
their Sworas into Flowfhares, and their Spears into
Pruning-hooks, The Lamb and the Lion fhail ki
dyon tegether, and the fucking Child fhall play with
tie bafiifk. It can prove nothing but this, That
wicticver that Prophefy thall be fulfilled, which we
helieve will be at the Converfion of the ]e'us, then
Al War will ceafe, an univerfal Peace being fpread
over the Nations.  This the Proplut mtlmates by a
fymiobcal Expreflion, of turning  their Wea-
poné

* This fanher explained, Profucs, Pages 11, 12, &,




we Yy e

DEFENSIFE IWAR g

pons of V' ar inro Implements of Hufbandry.  ‘Then
tur: i bz no Violence, and confequently no
No of Delence. But it cin by no Ruics of Rea-
VO o inferr’d from tii Provhefy, that ’us un-
v - s meke USE of uch Weapens in oar own
Deicnec, ko as there is N ceefiity for it.  This
1S net a Urepaety of the (50!}){'l—i)ii})enihtion In ge-
neral, but sk of fomething that thall come to pais
In a ceriain reriod of thar Difpenfation. It only
tlls us vt the State of Chriftians wiil be, asto this
Peirt, wher i fhall b ful=Sli=d : but not what their
Duty s, w.th rezard to it ixtere ; Oniy what thall
be cone in a certain Period of che Goipel (FEcono-
my, but not what muit he dene bofore chat Period
comes. “hhar ghe A1 fays with relation o the
Coateanc the Bffect 5 ¢ " hat the Caule is the judg-
¢ 1ng of Canftinternaliy in Individuzls, and che Ef-
“ oty that waerever this Juiging is expenenced,
“ tiere s a Ceffation from all War s> 1s eicher a
barc-fac’d Sophifz, or a meer Dream of his own ;
&N is as orpofite to the plain Impor of the whole of
tits i’rophefy, as Light is to Dz knes. And if
Ifen will take fuch Liberties as this in interpreting
“enpture,  they may bring Scriptuse. Proofs for all
CUowveit raams of Faceb Bebmen. W henever
v 1o et focaks of Chrifts Kingdom, that he
| ~5 an external glorious State, and not any
o Ringloin in *he Hearts of a Few, is evident
s ey Text that makes mention thereof.  Bug
Lot This gtonivus State, or at leaft thar Period of it
w'ulea to i the Text under Confideration, hath
niver doen yet, but is fhll future, is as evident to
all rational Men, who are well acquainted  witn
Church-iidiory,  The Time hath never yct been
wien e Lion and the Lamb could lie fafely toge-
ther (taiirg thefe Words even in a fgurative Senfe)
and the fucking Child play with the Bafiliik withaur
Danger of being hurt ; and wicn there was none o

G 3 Lirt
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hurt in all God*. :oly Mountain ; wlen Nation hah
ceas'd to lift up Sword againit Naticn, and wholly
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 Peint I con-
tend for ; but if he cannot, | mutt beg 1.eave to -
fift upon it, that his Argument d~awn trom hence @
the contrary, proves nouung. W jien Nadon ihll
ceafc to lift up Sword againft Nation, and not learn:
War any more ; then I own Chnftians may convert
their Weapons of War into Jmplements of Huftar-
dry ; bur ti! then it doth rot appear, frem any
thing in this Propbcfy, that they may not iawfuly
keep them, and uk them too, provided it be pure-
Iy n their £ wn Defence. Nothing from tiience can
be conciuded againft the Lawtfulaeis of 2 neceilary
Self-defence, fo long as they that heartiiv «ndea-
vour to live in Peace, are not fuifcred to emoy it
‘What the 7. quotes from the lcarned Psciz, 1s {o fa
from making 1t appear that this-Prophcfy makes in
tavour of his Argument, that it is 2 ftrong Confir-
mation of what I have advanced, «iz. That the
Completion oi this Prophely is yet to come. The
Animofities and Hoftilitics between the Fewws and
Gentiles have never vet been rooted cut ; this wil!
never be till the Fews are converted ; nor have
Mens Pride, and Paffions, and Lufts, which are
the Caufes of ali 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 to all Men, from whence Peace neceflanly
fcllows, was the Defign of the Gofpel in all, and
the Effect of it in thofe that vightly received it 3
s no more proves that he thought this Prophefy
makes Defenfive War unlawful under the Gofpel,
than that he thought it makes capital Punithmeits
oy the Magiftrate fo. For if it be unlawtul for flhe

Ma-
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Magiftrate to vfe the temporal Sword in Defence of
his innocent Subjefts, becavfe it was the Defign of
the Golpel to work Humility, Meekness, Self-de-
nial, and truc 2nd fi rvent Love to all Men, and the
Effect of it in cthofe who nghtly recewved it ; it muft
by the famc Argvment be vnlawiul for the Magi-
ftrate 1o defead himftlf and his peaceable Sub]euts
fror the vilainous Artzmpts of Murderers and Cut-
throats in his own Dominicns 3 which Ducliié this
learne¢ Man was very far from believing. It 1s evi-
dent, ihat all have not yet complied w: ith the Delign
of the Golpey, and ic cannot be nferred fror: any
thing in Pocle’s Words, that he thought 1t unizwhul
for thofc, who have comply’d fo far with the De-
ficn of it, as to tollow after the Things taat make
for Peace, to defer:d themfclves ag‘.mi’t thole wiio
will not fuffer them to enjoy it, When they ¢ canno,
in any human Probability, efcape their unjuit Vio-
lence otherwife.

¢ The Fews, faysthe V. umzu“ood this Prophe-
¢ {y to relate folely to the tunes cf the Mefiiah, ‘and
¢ alledge it as a ftrong Argument that the Methah s
¢ not come.” Upon winch I obierve, chat tius &7
is every where the fame fubtle Arguer. Tae Fews
underitood, by this Prophety, “that the Meffiah
would come in the Form of a grear t=mporal Mo-
narch, to reftore them to their own Land, that Fe-
rufalem thould be the Seat of Government, and that
zll Nations thould bow under his Scepter : In tiis
Senfe, I fay, they underftood tins Prophefy to re-
late folely to the times of the Mefiiah, and alledge it
as a {trong Argument that the Meiliah is not coine ;
I leave the intelligent Reader to make the Applicati-
on. The Ffews, Ig_rant, ufe this Prophefy by wWay
of Argumentum ad bominem againtt fuch Chnitians
as this 7. in order to prove that Chnift cannct be the
Meffiah prophefied of by Ifaiah, who, fuppofing

that they underftood this Prophefy in the fame Stmi
4- Wi
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with themfclves (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 Chnift be the Meffiahk there prophefied of ? So
that the #’s Argument might pais well enough, if
advanc’d k7 a Few ; but as it comes from the
Mouth of the #. of a Chritian Dofrine, 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. aflerts, I muft begr Leave to defire hin to
confider, that thefe antient Fathers he {peaks of,

being fome of that Man-made hircling Miniftry he
complams of, Page 3. of his V md)c.:non, are to De
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 cno‘mt with the Vin-
~ dicator in t}us one Point, and no other, is not eafy
to be accounted for to his Credit. 1 fhould be glad
to know of the 7. 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 lf-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 it was fulfilled in fome Senfe, as we fa)lr1 3

this




DEFENSIFE iI'AR. 37
this was cvident to every one fram Matter of Fa&t.
ror tho’ they who in tuncs pait killed one asiother,
upon cvery little Provocauon ¢as was cciamon a-
mong the Heathens) did net then war and hght
with their Enemies, as Fuflin Aartyr fpeaks 5 yet
Nation did then fight againft | Nation, and King-
don. againft Kingdom, as much as ever, and Men
learned War then as much as before.  So that *tis
- impoffible any Man in his Senfes couid think, that
this Prophefy was at that Time tuily accomplithed.
Could jxtin Mertvr pombiy inagine, that a Pro-
phely concerning the i’eace and "Tranquility of all
Nations, was tulfilled in the patfive Obedience of 2
very infigniticant Number, i Comparifon with all
Nations ¢ It he did, we may venture to fay, with-
out Brcach ot Chanty, that he was as much mifta-
ken in this Point, as the ¥. cannot but think he was
n fome others, which we look upon to be of far
greater Jmportance. But granting the #. that the
Fathers unwerfally allow the Reign of Chrift to be
dcfenb’d by the Pro het fjazab, Chap. xi. where he
fays, They fball hOI bart ror d:flicy in all my bely
Mouitain, for the Earth it foall 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 fromy it againit the Unlawful-
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 tull of
the Knowledge "of the Lord, as the Waters cover
the Sea. And if Jufiin Martyr took the holy
Mountain in this Prophefy to be fpoken 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 trorn Fact, that the Cafe
55 otherwife, The Time has never yet been whep

lt
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it could be truly faid, therc was none te hurt ror
deftroy in the vifible Church of Chintt, tho we have
good Ground to belicve there will be Yach 2 Time ; s
and then we acknowledge that no Kind of War vall
be Liwful, no, not a Dtcnﬁvc War ; an:d the Rea-
fon 1s, becauﬁ: there will be no \"io!cncc to defend
ourfeives againit. But o long as lawlefs Violence
is offered, fo long wil! Defenfive War be lawful,
and no longer, provided zlways it be managed with
Juftice and Huisanity.

Axp here 1 cannot but chferve, 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 imperfet Sentences of the an-
tient Fathers, made Ulfe of tor this Purpofe, by thofe
very Men who defpife their Authority in other Ca-
fes, which the whole Chrifhan World, but them-
felves, allow to be of much greater Importance ;
and raking into fome obicure Prophecies of the Old
Teitament, which, as is evident in Fa&, have ne-
ver yet been literally fulfilled ; and which the Fews
make Ule of to prove that Chrit cannot be the
true Mefliah, and }'uﬂin Martyr, Tertullian, and a
great many more of the #’s Authorities, to prove
the mulcnarv 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 equal De-
gree of Claim to Truth with this Vindicator ;° they
are equally qualified to fupport each of the latter
Dotrines as the former, and each of the Vindica-
tors feems to be intituled to an equal Degree of Me-

rir. for fock 00U Diflrries to the =™ of
WIZGC.  vvnat 1ruth therefore is in the sader
ClaUk of the following Paragraph, which was the
Point this Vindicator undertook to prove, I fubmit
¢ to the mtclhgent Reader to judge, iz, ¢ Thele

" Pre-
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© way the o ivof carnmal Weapors, are very firorg

¢ and cogont L roofs, tast War cannot be comzl’ccnt
¢ with tae rurzy and Perfction of the Chriftian Re-
¢ .mm W here wemay fee more of his Sophiitry
Lt as if the Autior of the Sermon had been pl&d~
ing for War witi:iout any Ddtinction; 2nd as if thcre
ware a Diffcrence between the Chriftian Rehgieon as
contain’d in the New Teltament, and the Punity and
Periect:on of that Religion, wiich he imagines is to
te found ro where but among them who have that
Light which hath dehvered them from all Sin; ; and
that infail:ble Spinit, by which aione Men can come
t0 a nght Underftanding of the Scriptures.
* THar neither thefe Predictions, nor the Example
and Teftimony of Chnit and his Apoftles, do in the
leaft take away the Ufe of carnal Weapons, fo as to
make 1t unlawtul for the Chritian Magiftrate to de-
fend his Subjcéts aganft a foreign Enemy, I have
fully prov’d 1lrcady And as for the prnmitive
Chriftans, 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 Perfettion
of the Chriftian 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, will expofe it to
the juit Indxgnanon of every unprejudic’d reafonable
Man.,
Now as to the Example and Teftimony of the
prnmuvc Chriftians, nothmg can rcafonably ?e l,n(i-
erT
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ferr’d from hence againft the Lawfulnefs of Defernfiva
War, for feveral Reafons.  Fart, it muft be confidered
that they being Subjelts under their Magftrates,
which their Religion taught them to regard as an
Ordinance of God, had no Right o rciift any Vio-
lence offered by thcm, as thcy were but private Sub-
jets ; becaufe in fo doing, they would have been
Rebels, and fo would have incurr’d the Penaity of
Damnation. A particular Party of Men may be
barbaroufly us’d by thcir Superiors, and yct it may
neither be expedient nor lawtul 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 Penalty, in Cafe of Tranfcn.ﬂion For
every Perfon that fubmits to a Govcrnmcnt and
becormes 2 Subjet to any Prince, either explicity or
implicitly, ftipulates and confents, that he will pay
due Obedience to all the Laws of the Common-
Wealth to which he belongs ; which Gbedierce is
juftly due from him to the Government, for the
Protc&lon ii affords him, and the Privileges he en-
joys under it. Now if any Subject, under fuch C-
bligations, fhould find himfelf oblig’d in Confcience
to alter his Conduct, whereby he tranigreﬁ'cq {fome
ftanding Law of the Community s 1If in this Cafe, I
fay, he is made to fuffer the Penalty in Cafc of fuch
Tranfgreffion, 1t is no more than he had Reafon to
expett, becaufe he is fuppofed to have promis’d O-
bedience to whatever Laws fhould be made by the
Legiflature of that Gaovernment 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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tnder his Sufferings. Now this was the Cafe of
the pnmitive Chrifians. They were a Party of
Men barbaroufly ufed, and they had, no doubt, a
Riglt to better Treatment ; but no one can fhew,
ei.-r m it they could juftly comphm of the Exccuti-
on uf the Laws, unlefs it can be made appear, that
their Suneriors were convine’d that they had a divine
Comuaflion for what they did contrary to thoﬁ:
Laws ; «r (wiich is a2 Corfideration of
Weight w this Debate) that it would have bccn
for the Tntereft and good of the Publick, or whole
Commuric., thar they fhould have rifen up in
Amms, ant . v v for their own particular Self-de-
fence a_ami’ tncr supenors and Fellow Subjedts,
have put who: ™ ons in Combuftion, and fo have
been e Ciecallon 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 Magiitrates, becaufe
they could not in Confcience obey the Laws of their
Country, and that of one 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 attract 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, whea they became the whole of 2 Com-
munity, govern’d by their own Laws, to fubmit
themiclvcs to be ruined and made miferable by eve-
ry lawl. (s, foreign Invader. By the former they de-
monftrated to all the World the Power of their
Faith, in Cafcs 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,




Q2 A TREATISE on

Interct. Bu:, upon the latter Suppofition, nothmg
could be inciu..c.!, but that Chn{hamty was an Ene-
my to the publick Good of human Society, and
that it tended to conciude whole Nations unger
Slavery and Oppreffion ; unlefs, at the fam> ume,
it could be thewn, that Chrifhians 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 Practice, we are urgzd with the
Teftimony of the primiive Chnittians “pecially of
the Fathers) againft the Unlawfuln:fs of War un-
der the Gofpcl To which I reply ; That tho’ the
univerfal Teftimony of the prim:tive Fattiers of the
Chriftian Church, as to Matters of Fact, muft of
Neceffity be received ; yet their Judgment, in any
difficuit Point, or any Part of their ¢racace depend-
ing upon their Judgment, ought no: to be any far-
the regarded, than as it is foundcd either on the
Reafon of the Thing itfelf, or on the Declarations
of Chrift and his Apoﬁ]es As to the Point before
us then, nothing can be corcluded from the Sayings
of the Fathers, but that it was the Opinion of fome
private Men. The firft Teitimony the V. quotes is
that of St. .4mbrofz, a Man-made Mimfter, ard an
eminent Bithop, whofe Teftimony, if it be authen-
tick in every Pomt 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 One
that can read his Offices, a Boox wrote by him on
purpofe to teach Ecclefiafticks thuir 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 bave
no other Weapons but T:=rs; for thefe are the only
Forts and Muniments of « Prigf, S

® lib. 5. Orat. in .2 -
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So may the Paffage quoted by him from Origen a-
gainft Ce/fus, as appears from the following Words 3
To theje who, beinyg Unbeiievers, fays he, would odlige
us to fight for the Commonwealth, and to defircy Men,
we fball give this Anfwer, That even their cwon 1dsl
Prigis, and thoje sbat attend upon the Service of their
reputed Gods, do keep themfelves unfiained with buman
Blsod, that fo they may offer up their Sacrifices for the
wbole Nation with clean and unpslluted 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
without Reafon, bow miuch 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 fo wbilf
others are polluted with Spoil and Slaughier, ibey
may wrejtle with God bimfelf by conflant and incef-
fant Prayers, for the Welfare of them whbo 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 Chriftian Clergy very
early, as appears by that Colletion of Rules called
Tbe Apoftalical Conens 3 and thus we have ftumbled
upon the true Onigin of the Quakers Non-refifting
Principle, which, in the Opinion of fome, looks

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

tnne of Chriftianity.

TraT St. /Bubrofe 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
Becs, 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. Ambrofe expreily aﬁimll‘s}"t"g

¢ That
® Apocalgs, i, 6. 4 Serm. 7. )
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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 1s dcfended from our Enemies by War,
¢ or the Weak an.! Innocent defended at Home, or
¢ our Aflociates from Pirates and Robbers, is per-
¢ fet Juiticz’ And in another Place he fpeaks
thus +: ¢ The Emperor 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 Country,
¢ they readily obey’d; but being commanded to
¢ march againft the Chriftians, then they acknow-
¢ ledged no Empcror but the King of Heaven.’
Now, whether the Teftimony of thefe two antient.
Fathers can be any Proof againit the Lawfulnefs 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 Or:gm 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, but in refpet of
fome Circumftances they were in, which would nct
admit of the Exercifes of War, without doing fome
A&s that the Chriftian Religion would not allow of;
fuch as taking the military Oath by the Heathen
Gods, or the Gens of the' Emperor; fighting a-
gam{t their Chriftian Brethren; that is,” being obli-
ged to harrafs them in Times of Perfecutlon, and
the like : I fay, tho’ in fuch Cafes as thefe,"Chniftians
did fometimesrefufe co bear Arms, yet that Numbers_
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 lgz'

-

t De Offic. Lib, 1, Cap. 27.




DEFENSIVE WAR. o

3r. Ambrofe for readily obeying the Command to
fight in Defence of their Country, and for acknow-

lcumwg no Emperor but the King of Heaven, when
commanded to march againft the Chnftians.

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 Chrniftian, he fays,
* It would become him to be unthod, unlefs he be
“ a Soldier.> Clemens Romanus fayst, ¢ Let the
* Soldier that defires Baptifm be inftructed to ab-
¢ ftain from wrong doing, and from Oppreffion, and
¢ to content himfclf 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:hormcs,
expreflly fays, ¢ We, tho’ Strangers, do notwith-
¢ ftanding fupply all your Places and Offices, we fill

‘ your Cntnes, Iflands, Caﬁlcs, Towns, Councils;
* yea, and your very Camps.” And in another
Place he fays, ¢ We both fail and fight with you it
¢ the fame Fleetj.’ |

AND he tells 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.  § Confi. Lib. 8. Cap. 32.
} Apol, Coatr. Gintes. Cap. 37. Cap 42. | De Coron. Militis.
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ry of that Soldier before all his Brethren, that had
thrown away the Garland when he had won it ; in
timating unto the faid Fmpcror, that he had many
other fuch Chriftian Soldiers.
Axp we have Irftances out of the fame Authoer;
of Soldiers that endurcd Torments even to Deatb,
for the Chrithan Faith, and were therefore worthi-
ly admitted by the Church to the 1amc Honour with
oiher Mar“\.ra
Axp St. Cypiisa®, the famous Bithop of Carihage,
and another of the #°s Authorities againit the Law-
fulnefs of Deteniive War, expreﬂy fays of two
Ten, both Jifricca Soidicm,' ¢ That they wcre once
Sokirs fightire under fecular Princes, but they
were at the fame Time true Soidlcrs of God,
when by the Contc%ion of their Faith in Chnﬂ,
they vanquxﬂweo tae Devil 1 and by their invinci-
bic Patience under the Crofs, were ennobled with
the Crown of Martyrdom.” And here I cannot
but remark, how groundlefs the 7”’s Suggettion is,
Page z3. aad how uncharitably he guelics, where,
{i upakmo of the Scldiers in Dselcfrar’s r\rtn), he fays,
But what Sort of Chrittians thofe were in the Em-
peror’s Army, whom £ven faid could fight.we can
only gucfs at. f hey nught indeed bear the Name
of Chr ifhans, & Multtudes do Now-a-days.’
Snlwer ; It apn":u‘s from what I have juft now
fam, that there were many Soldiers among the pn-
miave Chrittians, who did more than bear the Name \§.
of Chniftians ;- for they fuffered Martyrdem, not
becaufe they would not bear Arms, but becaufe they
wou'd not renounce Chriftianity. And even thofe
Soldiers in Dicclefian’s firmy, might be more than
meer nominal Chri rhnans, tho’ tLev were not fo fcre-
puious as Max/mil:an was 3 who by miftaking the
true Meaningof jome ahagc-q in the Gofpel (as fome
now-a-days do) might think they 1mply’d a Pro-
hibiuor:

<
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hibition of all Ufe of the Sword.  But this 7. 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 hiry, eve-
ry Authority he hath here quoted, wii 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
that there were Solawrs inthe primitive Times, that
were more than meer nominal Chnftians, will ap-

ar from the noted Paffage of 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 wcll as others, were commanded to
renounce Chriftianmty, and crbrace Paganifm, by
pouring Incenfe on the Alwar to the Heathen Gods,
or delivering up their Bibles, and the ike, whick, tho’
fome thro’ Fear comply’d with, yet great Numbers
‘abfolutely refufed it ; and this drew upon them the
Tormentsiney fuffered. Now this Legicn havingbeen
converted untoChriftianity foni=Time beforeby the Bi-
thopof Jerufalem, whenthey lay in Palojtiice,as Eucheri-
- ws{aith, contentedly ferv’d in the Armiy ail that Time,
. but being fuipected by the Emperor Maximian ot
having embrac’d Chriftianity, they were command-
ed to facrifice to Idols ; which they abfolutely refu-
- fing, and confefling themiclves to be Chnftians,
, were all put to Death at the Fmperor’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 againt the
" Emperor’s whole Army, and becaufe they look’d
upon it as inconfiftent with the Duty of Subjetts to
oppofe their Magiftrates in the Execution of the
Laws. But tho’ they would not defend themfelves
ggainft their own Magiftrates (which indeed would

H 2 not,
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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 againit
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, neveryet 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 theie Prizes we have flighted all Dangers ; we
¢ have fought for the Defence of our Faith, which
¢ fthould we have brake with God, how canft thou,
© O Emperor! expet that we fhould keep with
¢ thee | | - |
In fthort, in moft of the antient Perfecutions, we
find Examples of Chnttian Soldiers, who were as
concent and ready to die Martyrs, as any other \
Chriftians. In Tertullian’s Time, it appears, they
were as couragious mn paffive, as altive 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-s tremble.  Eufebius faith,
¢ Chriftian Soldiers went out in a Kind of Pomp
¢ and State to die, and rejoic’d at the Teltimony ¢
¢ they were to give for the Faith, 1 could bring
many maore 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

Chritians, as this ¥, uncharitably fuggefts, F roﬂlll
a
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all which it appears, that nothing can be concluded
from the Teftimony or Prattice 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 Refurre@ion 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 writes 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 Funion
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 ftrict and frequent Fafts.
CLEMENS-ALEXANDRINUS held the
abfolute Neceflity of Water Baptifm, pleads that
’tis unlawful to fly from Perfecution, contrary to
our Saviour’s Words ; that a true Chriltian 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. 17. T De Coron. Cap. 11, || Pedag.
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O RIGE N maintains, that all intclligent Beings ever did,
and ever fhall, exilt ; that they have been .always frec to do
Good and Evil, and that they have been precipitated into low-
er Places, and confin’d to Bouies for 2 Punithment of thzir Sins?.

As to Maximiij-», who, as the 7. {ays fuffercd Deach for
refufing to bear Arms, nqthing can be inters’d from this obfcure
fingle Inftance againtt the Lawfulnefs of the Pratice ; fince, as
I lave fhewn, many Chriftians who fuffered Death for the fake
of their Religion did fo. Fither there migt be fome Circuin-
flance attending his particular Cafe, which made 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 Qbligation to follow their Steps, nor to think that
they were obliged by any Precept of the Gofpel to alt as they
did. Now what [ wouid obferve, from whatI have {2id 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 juttly accounted of greater Force in ary ather.

It may juftly be expeCted, that they who argue fo itrongly
from their Example, according to the Account giyen of it by
thefe Antients, fhould imitate it in all other Inftances recorded
by the fame Writers, or, at leait, 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 unlawfyl 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 Altions which were not cenfiftent” with their
Chrifian Profeflion. Hence we find he obje&is 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 grcat Offences may be
¢ feen in military Duties, which cannot be otherwife interpre:-
¢ ed, but as Breaches of our Chriftian Laws > But tho’ in

| - ' o fome
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fome Flaces he thus fpeaks doubtfully, yet in other Places he
fpeaks more favourably, {o as to make it appear, that he did
not underitand it to be inconfiftent with the Purity and Perfeh-
on of the Chrittian Religion. He fpeaks of it as dangerous,
but not as unlawful ; and that xt is fo, I know no body that
will deny. Befides, the Places I have quoted already, wherein
this Father {peaks favourably of a jut War, in his Jdlo/atria,
ke fays ; ¢ lt 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 length diftinguifhes between him
that entered into Arms before he was baptized, and bim that
lifted 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. Pefer 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 {pecial Care that they
“ do nothing therein that may offend God.” Whence it 15 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* Baptiim,; which certainly would not have
been permitted by nim, if he had thought that sl War was con-
tiary to the Gofpel; no more than Magicians and Soothfayers
were permitted after Baptifm to retain their unlawful Profefk-
ons. ¢ They who profefs fuch Aris as the Chriftian Difcipliné
‘ do not allow, fays het, are not toc be admitted inte the
¢ Church of Chriit." And of the fame Opinion were St. Ax-
gifline and St. Crprian. I have fhewn above, that both St.
Ambrofc 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 Chriltans ;
¢ That their Anceftors never accounted that Execution which was
done in a juit War as Murder ;' but always held them excus’d,
tiadt fought for the Defence of Chaftity, and of Piety.

NErTrER was there any one Bifhiop, that we read of, among
{fo many that were great Sufferers for Religion, that ever re-
prov’d Comflantine (who was turn’d Chriftian) for making War,
or that ever endeavoured to make his Soldiers declinie it ; tho®
many of them were very fevere Difciplinarians, fparing neither
Prince nor People, that were defe@ive 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

-

¥ De Lirl, Cap. 35 * De Civitats Deiy Lib. 4«

e 4 o Y AR R A T~ AN G BDRE S S YR TS A S S



%62 A TREATISE &

advanced in Aofwer thereto, and then let him judge with wht
Affursace he could fay, ¢ That the Examples and Tefti .
‘ofdie u"'e(,hnﬁnns,thatObcdncncctoth»Gof had
Egztmnotonl 1o give Chrifhans wnward Peace, . but to
¢ ukeawa theUfeofcamal Weapons, are very ftrong and co-
ntProofs that War cannot be confitent with the Punty and
erfeRion of the Chriftian Religion® And even tho’ it may
Ippear doubtful, whether thefe Antients look’d upon all War to
be unlawfal, wh‘dn 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 neceffary War for defending our Country againft
a foreign Enemy. Many of the primitive Fathers dxfallc:w d of
fecoud Mariages, and fev=ial other lawful Pralices, as I have
fhewn above ; yet no wife Man will corclude, that they<are in
themfeives unlawful. For tho’ the Omiffion "of fuch Pradtices |
might be expedient then, and, in fome Circumftances, Orna-
menss of the Chnifian Profefion, and acceptable to Gogd ; fuch
as Celibacy in times of Perfecution, {Jc. yet they are not im-
pos’d upon as by the Neceflity cf any Law.

NaYy further ; Admit there are fome Texts of Scripture,
which fccxmngly forbid all Sorts of War ; yet fince it hath
been reckoned by all good Men a Means fnﬁc:ent for avoiding

onal Inconveniencies {zs cutting off a Right hand, or pluck-

ing out z Right-eye) to admit of any Seefe rather than the
literal ; much rather fhould thofe Placcs of Scriptute that are
urg'd againit the Ufe of carnal Weapons in Defence of Mens
Lives and Liherties admit of any Senfe, than that Chriffianity
fhould b2 macs 0 deftrov that wlich is one of the main Pillars
of Human Society. For if it be granted that the World cannot
fubfift without (iovernmeant; nor any Government without Pro-
tetion and Deftrze, which every Body but a wild Vifionary;
or bare fac’d Hypucrite, will readily grant ; them it is as cer-
tam, that chat Religion cannot be Good, which teaches fuch
Dodrines, which, if followed, thro' their native, Confequen-
ces, will deftroy all Government, and turn human Society into
a Field of Blood. And therefore I 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 Deteftation, by every true Friend
to his Coantry, but:c be fuppreft with all poflible Care and Pru-
dcnce, 2s a Nuifanr2z2nd Peft tothe Government where it 1s$m

tain’d, and an egregious Repséach to the Chnihan Religio

E R R A T A
Page 38 Line 36. for /ie read liwe, p, 31, ). 34. dele the; p 2, L9
for tic read tde”. p. 34. 1. 16, dele of. ,p. 52. L. 11, dele bes 5o b 38
ofor snderfleed vead ndcrﬁud p 87, & 23. dele ity p. 93, h 3, 60: inclnded
read concladed,
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