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The Athenian Mercury.
Quell- I . “THethtr it rv§re the real

* % / \ /  . Samuel, the Devil, or
V  V  only A 0)nfcdcrate 

which AffCAY'd to Saul at Endor ?
jdnjw. Confederate  ̂fov thtCt Reafons, 

1 . W e mulh fuppofe Saul and his Courtiers  ̂
as in the cafe o f  Pharaoh  ̂ Islam, i . Vol. 2. the 
moft jta^d  o f men, io«bc cheated fo egregi^ 
oujly by an old Woman and a Knave behind 
the Curtain. But appear’d a n d  ap̂  
prehenfive enough in other things, the cafe o f  
I^.:vid^ iicc- And Courtiers are the 
mn  in the W orld .10 be impofed on iiithingt 
o f that Nature.

2. Becanfc we mufJ: fupi'ofe the o/*/. y/oman
and he; Son (as^n m eof cat Wat '--.:dvocates 
tell us he -vas, i f  tnev mnfh
have fo m  the Hrc. r 'irhKV Cod
mr man fa/ an^ t ’ '- g  v- . 1 )  'Ve fay, we . 
m'-.u *’hem o a\: f i d t f ,  but«W ,
when ■ .!: had t->r''ie ttW/rryi alfthofe
who pr;tCti<o rh jt to pretend fa llly
to It, both ja t aad her Son  ̂ and when ihe 
hncvv be was the King., not knowing what

h e ^  ask, to fo^etei him fuch Ili- 
fortunei when Cheats, as tis Notorioufly 
known, will tell little or nothing'but good, 
which had it not come to pafs, (he was to ex- 
pettthc fevereft Treatment an offended, ab-^ 
folutc, conquering Monarchy could h ifli^  u p -' 
on her.

3. Though they both w ou'd , yet they 
cou'd, not carry on fuch a Cheat. Can Cheats 
Prophefy ? Can they foretel the tkaCC tvent 
o fa  Battel 5 while yet in the dai'K-Wombof 
future Contingencies,  which fome, tho’ un- 
jnftly,-deny to God himfelf ** (ian^they 
know the T im e ; the Circumltances, the 
Slain ? T o  m orrow , Thou and thy Sons 
(hall be witli me. T is  all the greatcR Ab- 
.furdity imaginable. N ay, fuppofmg for once, 
the old Crone, and this her new Son, fuch 
wonderful Politicians, as to know e;cadly 
the State o f  both Armies  ̂ fuppofing further, 
that they knew God Indreje^ed Saul -., yet 
from neither o f thefc Circnmftances cou’d 
they fo much as jationally Guefs, much lefs 
fo exactly VoreLel the Event. For the Armies, 
they could not be more mec^ually match't 
than they had been formerly, when all but 
a few hundred ran away before -the Battle.^ 
w h em ota Sword withthofc few left, befides 
with Saul and Jonaihan-^ when Jonathan and 
his. Armour-hearer alone difeomfited the whole 
'PhiliHian Army. Foi*S*aK/, though’ Gcd had 
indeed rcjedlcllhim, and an evil Spirit was 
come upon him ; yet he had fome foccefs 
Afterwards in his Wars. He was actually 
prefent at the Battle when Goliah was kUlcd, 
at which, time Saul and all Jfrad were 
fighting againft the Philiftines, before and 
_purfued ’em after : Bcfidcs, i . Sam. 23.

when the Philiftines had invaded the 
Land, he went againft them •, and that, not 
that we read o f ,  with ill fuccefs. For,' 
though tis probable enough’Gods Sentence 
againft Saul o f  rending the Kingdom from 
him, migiic be commonly known to the 
People*, yet the time when it ftioud be exe­
cuted, is no Vvhere reveal’d, nor that hehim- 
je lf iliOL’d come to an’ untimely end 5 which 
feems more particularly a puniirment on 
him tor his thus confulting the W itch, as 
wefind exprelly, i Chron, 10. 13 . So Saul 
dice for his rranfgrefiion, &c,and alfd for 
asking Counfel o f one that had a Familiar 
Spiiic.

This to prove , ’twas not a Confedera- . 
c y : T o  which i f  we add ,  that Saul both 
faw and heard thisApparition,whatever it was, 
in the Form o i Samuel  ̂ nay perceived that 
it was Samuel, viz., his likenefs  ̂ we think 
that lirft Point, ( for which we are moll con­
cerned^ wili be fet in as good a  Light as 
can tje deGrcd.

For the 2. Whether the real Soul o f  
Samuel, or the D evil in his Shape  ̂ This wc 
confeu a greater oifoculry; Learned Men be­
ing cxti erneiy divided therein. However,' . 

^ince’cL I'Scclfaiy we embrace one Opinion, 
wc rather adhere to the la tter, thai^’ewas 
the D e v il, not the real Samuel 5 and 
that for this, as appears to us, very cogent 
Reafon. bcvaufc ir. foeio. veiy^ harfli to 
fuppofe, cither that a wiciied W itch ftiou’d 
have fuch Power oVer. ihe Holy Soul of 
Samuel,  then at reft in Abrahams Bofom, 
as to drag it vhciice by her accuiild A rtsj or 
that God Ihqu’d fend him from the place o f 
BUfs on fo fad-an Errand, when the mali­
cious Fiend, the deilroying Angel, the In- 

.ftrument o f his Vengeance, the Tempter 
to Dclpair and'Advcrl^ry o f mankind was 
fo ready, fo proper a Mefienger for fuch a 
bufinefs. T he chief Arguments to the con­
trary are thefe, i .  The exprefs repeated 
mention o f Samuel through the whole Story. 
The Woman faw that it  was- Samuel, Saul 
perceived it  -wa  ̂ Samuel,  Samuel laid unto 
Saul: Befidds the Apparition it felf, v. 1 7. 
The ^Lord hath done as he fpake by md 
T is  acknowledg’d this is a weighty argu­
ment, andnoteafily anfwer’d. But this may 
be, we think, fairly Laid to’c : That the- Holy 
Penman here ,  ties not himfelf to ftrifi 
Logical expreflions j but defcrilics things as 
they appear’d, or were taken to be in vulgar 
acceptation. Many Inftanccs might Iw 
given from othef places, take one in 
the very words*, Samuet did , Samuel faid $ 
Whereas really, in ftvidnefs and exad pro­
priety, even granting their Suppofition that 
’twas SamuePs Soul, it cou’d not however 
be real Samuel 3 The Soul being but part o f
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the Man, o f  whoft EITcncc ’ tis to be Body as 
well as Soul. But raecrly bccaufe here was the 
likcnefs ofhis Body,br a Body o f Air (  for his 
own was buried tic kdr*ta-^~— Miles from 
£ n d o f) he is called SatnucL This being 

granted, we fee no HI confequences in ad­
vancing a ftep further, and asking, W hy 
main’;  as well the appearance of'54^n«c/‘ be 
call’d Samudy though it was not fo, as the 
Soul o f Samuel hz called by that natoe, 
when neither' cou’d that properly be faid to 
be Satmtd ? For another Difficulty,  the 
DevilV foretelling future Events, befides his 
Ihroad GuciTcs, It might be reveal’d to him, 
as we a ri lure 'ewas in the cafe o f Job. Thus 
have we endeavour’d to remove Objections, 
and Ibew Reafons why it was neither a 
Confederate, nor the real Samud, but an 
illulive Demon which appear’ d to Saul in the 
Shape, D ie fs , and form o f that Holy 
Man.

Queft’. 2. Whether an Example wiihoua Pre^ 
eept,  be fujf.cient , for ihJHttmng one Ordi- 
nance and difanulling another ? ^ i d  whether the 
Example o f the •’jipojHes in meetifig the firfl day 
o f the weA  ̂ be fu^cient for changing the Sab-
bath ? .  ̂ ,

yinfw. The Ordinances or Rites o f the 
Chrifiian Rdigion^. are fimplc, and not many 
hx number 5 forac o f them inftituted by 
Chrift, others by the Apoftlcs, though bftth in 
a fenfe Jure p h in o  j fome Temporary, others 
to continue to the end o f the W orld. W e 
think there can be no inftance giTcn- o f any 

'one Rite or Ufage ordained or Inftituted, as^ 
always and o f neccflity to b6 obferved in the 
Church of God, but what has cither our Sa­
viours, or the Apoftles Precept as well as Ex­
ample to infol:cc and recommend i t ; and that 
the fame is to be faid o f the difatmulhng any 
R ite  or Ufage which before thofe times ob­
tained in the Church o f God. But we alfo 
think that there is great difference between a 
Ritey and what we may call a mode o f a Rite  ̂
and between difanulling a thing ib particular 
orgencraL T o  explain and apply this to the 
prefent Queftion o f the. Change o f the Sabbath; ̂  
Time is but a Circumfhtnce o f iVbrjhip^ as well 
as Place * ft ij generally held, and we think 
by all acknowledged, th^t feme things tnpyTi^^ 
in the Fourth Commandment, which fixed that 
time, were only Judaical and Ceremonial, The 
Jfradites were, not fo much as to drefs their 
Vidnals on that d ay , but the day before, to 
Bake what they would B a^ , an'd Secth what they 
i^uld Seeth. Moft Chriftians further believe, 
that the appropriation o f  the Seventh Day out 
o f  the S m » , to be ke^t holfy was only felled 
in the Church by Mofts^ and think t\.e parti- 
ticular Seventh day Ceremonial, though one in 
Seven Moral, for which Divines produce fe- 
veral very pi obable Texes, in the Old as-well 
as in the new Teftaraent. That among the 
reft. Let no Man judge you for Meats tfr Drinks, 
or for a New-Moonytor a Sabbath ,  (the Old 
Jtwifh SaWbath) Day. And i f  thi& Hypothefs 
be true, there is no need o f a particular dif~ 
annulling this Rite or Ordiname, as to that very

day, by our Saviour, or his Apoftles, fince it 
falls o f its own accord, together with the reft 
o f  the Jewif) Oecommy,  which being Typical 
only, was ia our Saviour, and clearly
annulled by him and his Apoftles. Then for 
the inftituting anew, the Firft Day in its room, 
or rather changing it,” ‘\vhkh as Ras'been faid, U 
but altering the mode o f an old Rite, not pro­
perly inftituting a wew owe, for w hich we have 
both the jipoJHes Example and Precept, one o f 
which would-hardly be valid,as toa general and 
perpetual Obrervaiion thereof without the o- 
ther. For their Example o f meeting on the 
Firjl day, meeting frequently on that Day, 
and meeting for the celebration of Relmous J f -  
fembliej, ’the Sabbatarians will riot ueny i t ;  
but they deny any fuch Precept by them deli­
vered to the Church of God, This we prove, 
both by the Records o f the firft Church Hifto- 
rians, and from the Univerfal Tradition of 
the Church in all Peaces and Ages. They 
difallow this way o f Proof, tell us they 
have no‘ ufagcs in their Churches, but what 
ai‘C plain in Scripture, and omit none that are 
fo. In Anfwcr, neither does the laft hold; 
for though they ufc Vndion for the Sick, and 

■ perhaps the etydmu to o , or Charity Feafs\  
yet they omit the Kifs o f Peace, fo common 
.among the antient Churches, For the former, 
they have no manner o f Warrant in theHo^ 
ly  Scripture, cither for the BaptiungWqmen, 
or admitting them to the Lords Supper, but 
muft here fly to Chat Univerfal 1 raditibn, 
which, in other things they condemn for 
their own Warrant and Excufe.

Qiieft. 3* Whether the PHniJhments o f  Hell 
• ate Eq^uai?

. Equal as to extent, though unequal 
as to their degrees ; their extent or duration 
muft be equal, becaufe all Infinite, which 2d» 
raiti of*no.magis &  fninusi And Infinite they 
muft be, bccaufc o f the Infinicenefs o f that 
Sin whereof they arc the Puniftimcnt; which 
again receives a fort o f Infinitenefs from that 
InfiniK Objeft, namely, God himfdf, "who H 
thereby injured and offended. N or can wc 
here fee that ill confcqucncc which fome gr:at. 
Men have fi.rcd on this notion, namely, that 
it leads to Stoicifm, and makes all Sins equal ;• 
feeing we can Itill find a.fufficicnt difference 
both ki Sin and Punilhmcnt. For as fome 
Sins are in their own nature, though.notvvith 
refpeft to the Objeft, more great and hainous 
than others; fo there may be a more Intcnfc 
Degree o f Pain provided for them; wc being 
allured by our Saviour himfclf, that in.the 
Day of Judgment ’ twill be more tolerable for 
forac Sinners than for others.
■ Q jeff, 4- Whether there be fuch a Spider as a 

Tarantula; and whether its Bite is curable by 
Mulick, as is commonly reported f

Anfw.TVz Learned Kircherius hathpofitively. 
averred its exiftence in and hath fet
down iho(c ALafures and Tunes which are fo- 
lemnly ufed for i t ; fome affirm further,and fa j 
there are Notes in Mufick at which the Taran- 
tuia\x.{t\i will D ance: So that as to the general 
Report, we cannoC think it at all queftionablc;
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