iffi
ng
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| Puml1j.28.

The Athenian Mercury.

X"TT* T bdievt the Ro-
% /\/ roans /n their greatejt
1o pmr hadfo many Sod-
iiers in ?ay as the prejent French King f
Jnfv>, Yes, and miny more \ Xerxes Muftcr-
«d above twice as many in a little parf of the
World \ but the Lieutenancy oi Rome was ge-
fierally ipread throughout Europe,
Q7eft. 2. When the Angels had their firfi exi-
jience>
Anfv>, Who but an Angel knows? The
Scriptures alone muft be our Rule” and we there
can'track them'as far as the Foundations of the
Earth, and no farther ™~ when, we arc told,
thofe Morning Stars fung together~and all the Sons
ef Cod ( as they arc often called,j pouted for
joy. * For which Rcafon, we dare not lay any
flrefs on a notion , which elfe might be not
very improbable, namely, that they might be
X\t Souls of Cood Men”™ or fomc fuch Creatures
which to us want a Name, remaining from
fomc former Creation.
Qacft.3, go the Seulsof Good 'Men in
mediately after Death ?
“ Anfw. *Tis impoffiblc but we mufttalk im-
properly of fuch things whereof wc can
~v€ none but borrowed notions. \Wh'erenefs or
Wety” and all phyfical Progreflive local Mo-
tion, which muft”™ ina do not, that*we
know of, agree to pure Spirits j nor can we
conceive how they ftiould, being only the At-
tributes of Body. However, Exift they muft,
and wc pann’t conceive any Exifience but what
hfomewhere i, and if we allow Vehicles” could
much more cafily think and difeourfe of thefc
things. But for the prefent, cofifidcring of
ftparatc Spirits as in aPlace™ though we know
not how, the Queftion is where thofe, if Good
Men, reiidc immediately after Death ? If by im~
fnediatelyy here the Querilt fhould mean the ve-
ry next infant after Separation, we conceive
*twould bethe famething asiftbat Term were
to be taken in a lax Senfe, for the time before
phe Refurredion ; feeing Metaphyfical motion
h performed in an inftant: And by the leave
of very good Men, we can fee no ncccffity, nor
fo much as a Congruity, inwhatis generally
called a paniedar Judgment. W e believe then
and alTert, that the Souls o f Pious Men, as foon
asdeparted out of this Life, arc in Manu Do-
nuni, with God thatgave thfm : If we arefur-
ther askki to be more explicit, we anfwer, they
are in Varadife, as was the good Thief*s. La-
"aru@s,?):c. But ftill,v/hecherthat Daradifehz
the Higheji Heavens, the Seat of ineffable Glory,
and the Throne of the mof High”™ or only a
f~Alaccof £/*/eand prepared'for the
i>'iflof Good Men between Death and the lafl
, Judgment, (which is far enough from Purga-
and was the unanimous Dodrin of the
firft and pureft Ages ofthe Church,; we think

fo immediately to the prefent Queftion.

Qjicft, 4. iVljcther a feparaie Sod can affume
a Bgdy and how that which has no Body, can 0-
perate on what is fo p

Anfw. -For the latter part on which the for-
mer’inuch depends, that what is not Body, o-
perates on what is fo, "we arc as fire as- of
that.?ve™)u” felve's arcmadcup of Body and
Soul; blit ho”™ it does fo, better modeftly ac-
knowledgf~oranec,than pretend fully to ac-
count. This however we think may be faid,
that the nearer an”™ thing ia in nature to Spi-
rit, the ftronger it ads on Body, as Winds,
though Inviiiblc : That every order in Na-
ture of a higher kind,, commands that of a
lower,not vice verfa\and that there is and muft
bv an Jylarchick\)owGY in Spirit, which com-
mands Matter at Pleafure, though the mode
theieof wc cahn't pretend to explain.

Qiieft. 5. How does Gods Prefeiende confif
swith Mans free Agency ? *

, Ar/fw. God madjiMan upright, and 3/rfi
Agent (yet not without deftFlihility, as the An-
gels i) He inclines him not to Evil more than
Good , but capacitates him by a Talent bf
Reafon xo anfwer the end of his Creation, and
render himfelf acceptable. He exafts no /m-
poffible Duty from Man, but knowing Mans
Frame and the pojfibility o f prevaricating, he has
prelcribed a Method to reftore fuch as forfeit
their Priviledges: This is equally common to
ail  but if after all, he will have more pa-
tience with this Man thza that, and by giving
Nnftances of his Prerogative, for a warning
to all Men, call fome to a fpeedy Account,
who have not been fo notorioujly wicked™ asfome
others that are fpared linger j this is no //«-
peachment of his JujH(fe,» who gives "o every
Man fufident Means for his Happinefs. Thijs
God'’s Prefcience prefides over Agency,
hut doth not over-rule it by faving Man (ordi-
narily.) whether he will or no, or by damning him
smdefervedly.

'*Qpeft. 6. Whether was that of Diva and Lz-
zarus a Parable or an Hiftory ?

Anfw. | can meet with no Writer, either
antient or Modern,that takesitotherwifo than
Parabolied ¢ though of all Parables it looks
molt like an Hiflory, bccaufo 'cis fo particu-
lar 5 as to Dives.™ his fathers Houfe, his Nstnu
her of Brethren, &c. but whether Parable or
Hiftory, it is not without its ufc. It is.either
N real truth, or a real reprefentation of truth,
feeing it came from iris Ups who is truth it
felf. . :

Qoeft. 7. Whatis the meaning of that Text,
| Cfir.7. 36. If any Man think that he bcha-
veth himfelf uncomely toward his Virgin, if
foe pafs the Flower of her Age, and need fo
require. et -him do what he will, he fin-
neth not ~ let them Marry ?



ji/iftw. The Apofirle in another place, fays,

AiarrUge is Hortonrahle, to which the Word

HNconcly is here oppofed i j? that the .Senfe

K if aftyM”yi pho keeps his Hriift (‘that is™ his
\ irginicy or Chaftity) ahU it uncomly or
not fo honourAble a Stare as Marriage, and alfo
fi-ads the ConftitHtion of his Body necejjitates him
to bu Phifical end, after a long abfimnee, eveti
beyond the Flower of his Age , kt him Marry if
he will, he Sins not', although from the prcceed-
ing Difedurfe of the Apoftlc, a F'irgin State
iIs more adapted to the Service of God (ge-
nerally) tt>an a Married one.

Qiiefl: 8, K/ho was that M.c\ch\ztdtch,.men-
tioned Hcb. 72 Chrifi, an Angel, or a
Man} N

Anfw. We promifed ( i.) to aéljd
jobmetiung more of this SubjedI™t the latter
end of our Volume, which is this, that Mel®
chizedech was neither ( according to thofe
Learned Authors we mentioned in pur laft,)
an Angel, nor the very Son of Cod5 but a
Man, notwithftanding thofe ObjedUons that
have been brought, efpecially that, mthoat
FAther,‘'without Mother-, Gen, 1-4.18.
'Tis faid ™ He brought forth Wine, &c. If the
Text had becn,M brought Ifiwf,&c.it had been
proper for an Angel, &c. bnt the word/orrfc
fupTOfes a place of Refiilence, and a Human
Entenainment. Here’'s no need of a'
Pefffinal Type, fl mean as to a rimilitude m
Perfons,) no more than there was hetmixtold
Flias and young St.Johnthe Baptifl, 'ewasthe
hkfnefs and power of their Spirits1, fo here the
Type or Similitude lies in the Order, as is
plain by the Sixteenth arrd Seveniecnth Verfes
of the Seventh, of the Hebrews. The
Holy Gholt gives the exprefs Charaderiftick
Manner. 4. He had a Perfonal defeent, (that
iIs a Natural Father and [Mother , gathered
from'yen O, anti was fubjedt to Mortality.
Sec ven 8. the beginning of the Verf®, for the
latter part alludes not to his -Perfon, but his.
Order. His natural CeneaU>gyi"p\d\t\vy infer-,
red in ver. 6. but no?.fet down, it being only
the cuftom of the Jews to Regifter their Cenea.
lories ifi order, to preferve their.Claims to
outward Promifes, Blefliugs, Priviledges, &c.
Chrift himfelf had a reputed Vefcent,mzwt\"
he vtat about this Order of Righteoufnefs-,
Peace, he plainly reprefented™his fmo-
type Mehbiz.edech, in faying, heownd no other
ReUnon but fuch as did the Will of his Father in
Heaven. The difficulty and miftakc, was a
Confounding the Perfonof Mekhiz.edech, With
his Order', it was Righteoufnefs, Peace, &zc.
which have no Regifier, which are without
rinning of Days, or end™of Time 5 and fo repre-
fentingthc Son of RighteoiAhefs, who is now
and ever will remain fo , eternally .fulfilling
that Order which ™\elchiz.edech perfonally re-
prefented for a Uttlc time- We need not fay
anv more'againft s being an An~
gel or ChTilt,orS(fw,&c. Opinions, fince they
are already confuted by the abovefaid learned
Authors.
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Qiielt. 9. Seeing the Dilates of Gods Spwp -
are generally Dogmatical, feldom Hypothetical,
and never precarious, mayn't we imagin the Word
(I foppofej td bt crept into the Text, John
ziuli ?

Anfw. There’s no neceffity of granting any
fuch thing, fince we find the word in all the
Copies nor does fuch a Confequence follow
from the QHCrift's Premifes, as he draws from
them i For the Argument produced by him
to prove fuch a change probable, viz., .that .
the Didtalcs of Gods Spirit are generally Dog-
matical, feldom Hypothetical, and never preca™
rioM\ we may acknowlcdg as much, but yet
fay, that in the expreffing thofe Diftates, that
fame blcflcd Spirit may make ufe ofa different
way, according to the different importance of
the Truth revealed. In the great lruths of
the Gofpel, 'tis neceflary we fhould have ihe
cleareft and moft explicit Words to make
the TtflUmony more cogent and effecliial on
our Minds, in things collateral. Though the
infpired W rites .were there too guided by
the fame infallible Spirit, and, could affirm
nothing bnt Truth, they might yet in tlw
expreing that iruth, make ufe of fuCh Fi-
gures as are common ; nthe Speech of* all Na-
tions, and give fomething a lefs pofitivc and
magillcrial turn to'what they write. To in-
ftance in the former of theft CafesW here
the Attelfation of the Church is broughtto
what the Evangclift writes of our Saviou/s
laft and Death, and Miraclts, they fay, We
ksow that his Tiftimonyis true. The words ill
gueftion, are an inftance of the latter: The
Evangeiift cxprefics the Multitude of our Sa-
viours Miracles, by an nfual Hyperbole 5 fay-
ing, that if theyfhould all be written, he fuppofes
the world iould not contain them: As the Phari--
fees fay in another cafe, AIll the World is
gone after him', and we in common Difeourfe,
Tell all the World. Now this Hyperbole, (a-
gainft which too, forae have been fo wil'e’o
make Objections,) is*foftened by the Word
(fuppofe, oitutt, of the fame import withCrf- *
deres, you'd thinks and is the fame as if he
had faid, the World would hardly be able to
contain fuch Books.

Qneft. 10. WIsether there was ever futbaPer-
fpn 2s Pope }od.n} «

Anfw. Though | am no Papifi-,* | muft own
that | want clearer Confirmations cf ihis Sto-
ry thanany | have yet met with ; It is gene-
rally delivered with atheyfay. Martinus Fo'
lonus, who is mofturg’d to authorize this Re-
lation in his antient Copies, mentions not a-
ny thing of it, as the Learned Leo Allatius
hath upon a di igent Inquifition obferyed.
Metrophanes Smyrnatu, the .L.atin Hifto-
rians, and the -exarperated Greei™® do not
mention it ; *but grant that Be”cdiU the
Third was a Succefibr of Leo the Fourth,
niJtwichfthnding the Relation is, that Pope
%an intervened ,, and Succeeded Leo the
FourtI®
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