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A Gtntlman having Uttly fint ui /twra/Qucftions, and 
bttn vithal fo Kind to give us his evan Thouglus upon 
fhfw, for which w i own our filvcs txtreamly oblig'd to 
ififi, M kting its wiUing to Liarn our ftlvis as to Teach 
etbiTs i wt jhali htrt according to his Dtfirt injirt theJaid 
QacAions, end givt our Opinions both of thtm and hu 
Judgment nfon them, with tht fame Phitnfopbicai Liberty 
VI woh'd allow othtrs in riUtion to our own IVor ŝ—The

1 (^ucftionw— Y  X  y fitth tr  Sin night be Ordain'd 
\ / \ /  to God's Honour and Alan's 
▼  V  Happinefs ?

Anfw. By Ordain'd  ̂ I find the Querift means— Afai^i 
being fo ntceffarily determin'd to the Condition thereof, that 
’(nas irop' lfi‘>te for him tu avoid it* This he alfo holds 
\ntiK A^rtsative, and endeavours to efiablilb hisSenti*
meats by tliis Argument.----- That it might be Ordain'd
lot God's Honour he pretends to prove, bccaufe ail his
Attributes arc manifefied thereby------huWifdomt Power,
Jufiice, Hilinefs, Mercy and Love i and that it might be 
Ordain’d for Man's Happinefs, bccaufe without it he had 
nner Dy'd, and confcqucncly had never been ^/arijfrd— 
Wc tike the Negative of the J^ueftion, as we believe eve* 
rv one murt wlio will have juft or honourable Ibougbls of 
God. To the firft Lranch of the Argument, for the 
Af^mathe, That the <?rdai»iii^Slnconduccd to the ma- 
Diiffiacion of all God's Attributesj wc fay, that fuppo- 
fiog any luch thing, any fuch irrefifiible Ordination or 
^cirication of Sin, the quite contrary follows to what 
Is ificrtcd. Thus in God’s Wifdom, all know and grace 
that true Wifdom confiAs in choofuig right and juft 
means to attain a good End. Now nothing Is plainer 
than that Sin is a bad meaos to attain any thing, though 

beft of Ends, and fuch means as God woirt permit 
his Creature to make ufe of, who muft not do evil that 

may come of it, though their PerfeSiion confifts in 
Imitation of their Maher—therefore the Ordaining Sin, 
Of the ebfo'.utely Ntcefftating, or being a proper efficient 
Cakfe thereof, which wou’d make God guilty and his 
Creatures innocent, would by no means conduce to the 
"anifejlation of his Wijdom, but the quite contrary. The
fame fuppofition as highly contradifts his fufiice----- Ju -
dice in reipeft of Puniffiment always fuppofa a fubjiil a -  
pablc of Arwardj and Punijhmentsand further fuppofes 
a U w  by which it mufl judge and diftribute them. But 
farcwcl both Law and JuHiee, Vunilhmtnts and Rewards, 
If wc make Sin abfolutcly Decreed, effectually Ordain’d, 
NecclTuatcd, Produced by God in his Creatures, and af­
terwards Eternally Punifhed-------- .For, 'tis one of the
■ rii and drarefl Notions implanted in our Natures, and 
deny d by no Man, that ahfalute Neceffity exeufes any thing. 
rurchcr, Where is the Aitrey o f God, to fave a few, 
(fomc will perfwadeus a very f e w )  and punijh all the 
♦■*(» */ the World, for what they can’t avoid, nay, what 
he has forc'd ’em to Commit ? Where’s his HoUnefs, and 
how docs he hate Sin, if he himfcif Caufes, NccdTitaies, 
^tdainsit ? To the fecond Branch of the Argument—  

ĥac it might be Ordain'd foi Man's Happinefs, bccaufe 
without it he had never Dy'd, and confequcntly never 
wen glorified -  ■ (  in Heaven we fuppofc he means )
« sas palpably falfe as the former, if taken all together, 
rs never dy'd without ftn, wc readily grant,

m that fenfe chat he dy'd for i t )  but that ’ tis a fair con- 
*^cnce that if he had not dy’d he had not been glori- 

vve utterly deny, bccaufe he might have been tran- 
o*n as Enofh was, without any proper Pain
t Death----- —̂ But then fomc wilt ObjefI, if God(?r-
uii'd not Sin, how carric it imo the World, for wirh- 

his leave it could not ? Wc Aofvver, By his Permit- 
9 much more Modeft Word. But then why did he 

it ? Nor only bccaufe he was not Obliged to binder 
b out bccaufe lie w.ts indeed Obliged not :o hinder i t ; be- 

Nature of a Man rtqair’d this PcrmilTion or 
lotrcy, who without this could never have been a fret 
Vnt, nor therefore a fuby cl capable of Ptni'^mentf «

Rewards. He permitted it alfo for all chofc Reafans for 
which the Querift pretends he Ordain’d it, namely, tor 
the nianifeftacion of his own Jujiice, Wifdom, AUrcy and 
HoUnefs, which can’t be injur’d by fuch his Permifjion, 
which had no real Influence on a fret Agent, but yet con- 
fidering him as fallen, might be and were abundantly 
glorified both by his raifing him agen when repenting, and 
punilhing him when finally impenitent —^ T h e  two Co­
rollaries the Author of thefe Queries draws from his, as he 
thinks, invincible Arguments, are— —That if Sin might 
be Ordain d, it was (o which he afterwards endea­
vours to prove, and that i f  thus Ordain’d and NcceiTi- 
rated, there can be no fudi thing as Hell-fire or Eternal. 
Torment!. Tlic conjiifuence o f the firrt wc deny, being on- 
ly a pojjt ad tff’ ; but turn it Itrongiy upon him—— a 
non pofje ad non ejje, it cou'd not have been Ordain’d to 
God’s Glory, therefore it was not. The latter /trikes 
home, and both he aud Mr. Hobbs, and we doubt mo/l 
of the NectJJity men know too well the confequtncf-’-^ th zL  
If Ntetffity of Sin, there cou’d be no Eternal Punifhments for 
It i but the antecedent we do, and even (hall deny, and hope 
wc have given fome facisfaitory Realons for our fo doing

Queft. 8. Whether Sin were not Ordain'd, or all Poffebili- 
ty of Rdutn's Jianding ta^en from him?

Anfw. The ^ueriji holds the Queftion, as thofc before 
in the Affirmative, and endeavours to prove it from 
£ph-i. 9, 10, I I . Who Created all things by JtfusChriU, 
—  To the Intent that now unto Principalities and Pow­
ers in heavenly places might be made known by the Church 
the manifold wifdom of God, according to the eternal purpoft 
which he pwrpoftd in Cbrifi Jefus our Lord; in whom we have 
boldnefs and confidence by the Faith o f him. Hence he ar­
gues— Ged created aU things, and therefore Adam to 
the fetting forth his manifold Wifdom to the Powers above, 
which was too folid a Concern to be left to Adam's lland- 
ing to fruflrare.----------- from hence and from our Sa­
viours Death he concludes there Jay an abfolute Nccetli- 
xy otsAiam to Fall, that Sin might enter, that Chrift 
might be Crucified, that God might make his manifold. 
Wifdom kuown in Chri/l crucified for Sin. Thus we have 
fairly rcprcfcotcd the ftrength of the Argument, the con­
trary whercunto we with all fober Chriftians take upon 
us to defend: In Order whercunto wc fliatl firft Obferve, 
that the very Foundation of the Querift’s Rcafoning here 
IS falfe and fallacious; In the Text he gives us a part 
of a former Verfe without the Context whereon it de­
pends, and reprefeats it as depending on the follow- 
ing Verfes whereon it has no dependance, or at Icaft no
Immediate one----------- Thus then he quotes it—  [Who
created all things by Jefus Cbrifl, to the intent that now,8cc. 
might be made known by the Church the manifold Wifdom 
of God; 3  which piece of Cunning makes the Words bear 
a Face much njorc favourable to his Dcfign, though even 
taking them in that fenfe they would fail of doing him that 
fervice he expcAs from them, as we may anon prove. To 
find tke true mcanfog of the Words, let’s view the Con­
text, where we find the Apo/He difeourfing of a AJyflery, 
the Myftery e f Chrlft, Jn other Ages not known to the 
Sons ef men as now fcveal’d unto the Pro/^ets *, which 
Myftery was--— that Calling of the Gentilis, chat they 
/hould be in his own words, Fellow-heirs, and ef the fame 
Body, and partakers of the Fromifes, as he wrote before,' 
namely, Chap. i .—That he might gather together in one all 
thtngs:  And Chap. 2. r. i i .—Tou being h  time pgft Gen̂  
tiles & 14. fff hath made both one. And indeed fo great 
"  Secret or M'/ftery was this Calling of the Gentiles, that 
the chTijiian Jews could hardly perfwadc ihemfclvts to 
telicve It after’twas Confirm’d in the Cafe of Cornelius, 
by a vifion from Heaven, and fpeak of it as a very mar­
vellous thing, when convinc’d of its Truth------Thm bath
God alfe te the Gentiles granted Reptntdnce i.nie Life I Now 
o f this M)ftery or Difpenfation, the Apoftic fays he was 
made a Mfnifter, the Gofpelof the Uncircumdiion being' 
committed unto him—— :—and according to the Office 
o f a Miniftir was to preach among the Gentiles the un-
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'urchAblt of Ch> iii i and to make ail Men fee what 
h  the ftihrv(hip, the Cmmusicatioj, or as the words will 
well bear, the Difpi fjtioK of this A1j[iiry •, namely, the 
Citihg of tot Gfntilis, the Myftcry lie all aloniz before 
fpoke of, which from the beginning of the World had betn 
:id tn God : The fame witli that in the Verfc, which 

other Ails ivas not made ^nov-n. Who Cruttd all 
’ bv Jtfus Chrid; there add a Coioit, as in all Copies, 

Latin and Ertgiilj. Then follows K. lo . Ti? the in­
tent that nen> unto the Frincijyalities and Porvers, &c. mi£ht 
:e l̂ novrn by the Church the manifoli Wifdom of God. Here 
we. lay rhofe words to the intent, relate not to tliofc imme­
diately going before--------- Who Created all things by Jtfiu
(.hrifi y but to thofc prccceding them----- To ma r̂ all Men
f t  what If the Myjitry which from the beginning of the
World, See. The feme being thus------God gave me Grace,
fays tiie Apoftle, to Preach to the Gentiles----- and to
make all AUn fee what was the Dirpenfarion of the Mypry 
which from the beginning of the World had not been before 
fo clearly revealed- — Tlut Men knowing it, Angels alfo 
miglu by looking jm o the Church, which they delire to 
do, come to know^nd admire it, and therein the mani­
fold VVjfdom of God- It’s plain this is the Senfe and Dc-
peiidancc, from comparing as we have done the whole 
Context, and by rematkipg the Oppoficion between this 
Verfe and that before---------- which/’ ow the beginning of
the World li^d been hid' that Now might be l̂ nown.
And in this fenfc the befl Commentators alfo Interpret It. 
Groti:is, Hammond, i f  we miftake not Mr. Mtdt, and fc- 
vcral others.

Having thus fet right the Qiterift In this Text, we will 
notwithftanding grant him that the Fall of Man was Or­
der’d though not Ordain’d, to manifcll the Wifdom of
God 5 though not that only. We add, that’twas forefeen
by God, that’twas permitted by him, and that this Per- 
niilfion will anfwcr all the ends for which it's pretended 
he Ordain’d i t ; chough fuch ordaining or Neceffitaring 
ir, would, as has been already Obferv'd and Prov’d, ab- 
foluiely deflroying all ihofe Ends, it could not be im- 
pofftble for man to have remained in the State of Inno­
cence, nor did God’s Decree force him to Sin, for this 
would, as has been hinted in the former Quefiion, cake 
assay all Sin, all Law, all Puni(hmint, nay, God himfelf, 
or worfe than take him away, fince ’ twou d make him the 
moft Cruel, moft Unjuft of Beings, caufing Evil, then Pu- 
nifliing rhofe who irrcfiftably commit It, than which, as 
one fays ftiarply, Say worfe of the Devil ijyou can ! It takes 
away all Sir, and fo makes the very fuppofition it fcif of 
God’s Ordaining Sia ridiculous and impoffiblc.

drift of all his Difpute, as sve doubt of moft, and are furc 
of fomc O'hers who arc, or pretend to be of his Opinion. 
For .lie ; give us but the Infallibility of rlic Scrip- 
t re;., and sveTl undertake to demonftrate it againftall the 
V.'orld: Dtifunjlratt we fay, not only that ^ch Ettrul 
Punifkments arc denounc'd in tlie Scripture, but alfo, with 
due deference to fome excellent Perfons, chat ’ ns thence 
N:celTary, ifG cd b<f true, that they (bon’d be afttmiv 
Eternal: Our particular Arguments for which we fhaH 
lurpcnd, ’till sve hear what the Propofer of the former 4>*;- 
rjfi has to rrge agaiijft it, after lie has firft Anfwer'd a!i 
wc have I’crc advanc’d, and clear’d his F'oundation from 
thofc Contradiftions and Abfurditics vshcrcsvirli s\c base 
fo juftly charg'd it.

(^eft. 3. Whether Elijah [or .Elias] mentioned in the 
lafi Chapter oj Malachy, be any other Prophet than whit 
hath already been in the World ?

Anfw. The Gentleman svho pr'̂ -pofes the Queflion 
holds it in the i4̂ r«a fw ?: His Jud. iTicm is, that riiaj 
here Prophefied of is yet to come. The Kcafons lie 
brings to favour his Opinion, arc taken from the Text 
in the ^th. of Mai. 5, and 6. I  fend Elijah the prophet be- 
fore else coming of the great and terrible Day of the Lord: 
And, He (hall turn the Hearts, of the Fathers to the Cnii- 
dren,&.c. Itajl I  come and fmitt the Earth with aCnrfe- 
Hence he argues — If this mutual Love Elijah is to work 
is to continue to the end of the World, then he is not 
yet come j and accordingly interprets—the (frsjf 4«of tfr- 
rible Day of the Lord here fpoken of, by the Day of /«<?/• 

and final Con/awwfltioa of all tilings. And indeed it 
was the Opinion alfo of Tertuliian, and perhaps of moft of 
the Ancient (Jjriflians as well as ’tis of the Jews and Papilis 
at prefent and of fomc learned Protefiants alfo, that Ethu 
fball come before the general day of Judgment. On the 
whole wc flrft Remarl ,̂ that fuppofing true, that Elias 
were then to come, as Mr. Mede, and others arc of 0- 
pinion, it does not hence follow that he is not come al­
ready, for he may come twice,in which fiippofnion wc can 
difeover no manner of Incongruity. That he Is once al­
ready come, and that John Baptijl svas he, and the fame 
who was Prophefied of in Malachy, we are more than 
once affur’d by the infallible Oracles of Truth it felf-. He
was the Mefftnger that svas xo pepare the way of the Lord,

fore the Lord in the Spirit

fince svherc there is no Law, there is no Tranfgrejjion, but 
Niceljltas toUit legem, as before. NeciJJity, the higheft 
abfolurc Ntcefti y deftroys all Law, bccaufe it makes its 
Subjeft uncapablc thereof, confcquently it takes asvay the 
Jufticc of any Punlfhmeut, Temporal as well as Eternal— 
for aJl grant he svho saufes any iU is much more Culpable 
and dderviog of Punifbmcnc than he who involuntarily 
commits it. ’Tis a vain and weak Anfwcr, that he who 
Ordains the Sin Ordains the Punilbmem, fince this svidens 
rather than IcfTcns the Diffiajty. ’ Tis as vain to fay sve 
are not to judge of God'^ Sovereignty and Juiiice, fince 
sve have at leaft as much right to do it as our Antago- 
nifts, cfpecially svhen, as sve hope sve have prov'd, our 
Scncimcnrs arc for his Honour, theirs to his Difhonour. 
’Tis as jalfe »  ’tis vain, for God appeals to that Reafon he
has planted in us as to the JuJUce of his own Aflions-----
Are not my ways equal ? Judge between me, &c. and a 
thoufand other places— — which he would never have
done, had sve not been in fome mcafure capable Judges. 
Sliou’d sve, as the Querift wou'd perfwade us, fee afidc 
Eternal PunVjsments, he wou’d in thij Controverfie be ne­
ver the better, fince any Puniftiment at all wou’d be Un­
juft for a thing impoftiblc to be avoided---------- Bat a F«-
nijhment svas both Denounced and Exeduted on Adam for 
his falling, and that a jufl Punijhment lardy, fince God sn- 
fiiifed it, therefore fuch his Fall muft needs have been 
avoidable. One Argument more we’II bring to confute 
this worft of Opinions, and then conclude this fomething 
Prolix Difeourfe, though fuch an Argument as sve forefee 
won’t at all picjfe the Querift; and’ns this; If Sin were 
r.ecejfjyy, thi-rc cou’d be no Eternal Punifhmints for it in 
the ocher World but ’ tis dcmonftrablc that there are 
fuch Pun'flimcms, therefore Sin svas not neceffary. The 
fini Ihopoiirion the Oucrjft we are furc won’t deny, nor 
the (equcl therein, for sve find that very confequtnci is the

M a t - 3. He w a sto g o b t,......... ........... ..
and Power of Elias (with his Zeal and Fervour, and 
manner of Life) to turn the Hearts of the Fathers to the 
Children,9ad to makeready a People prepared,%cc. iSt.fia^. 
17- Our Saviour fpcaks in fuch a manner, that the Dii- 
ciples underftood he meant John the Bapti^ when he fpoke 
of Elias -, and well they might, for he tells ’em fo pofi- 
tivcly, 1 1 St. Atat. 12 , 14. From the days of John tfcf 
Bapiih, &c. This is E.lias which was for to come : Agcn 
1 7 , 1 2 .  Elias U come already. For that Argument brought 
to prove he is not yet come, T>ecaufc the Love he was to 
produce was to continue to the End of the World, a little 
before which it’s thence corcluded he was to appear in ir, 
it is grounded on a falfe Suppcfition, namely, that by 
the great and terrible Day of the Lord muft be meant the 
general Day of Judgment i whereas that Phrafe is no« fcl- 
dom taken for the particular Judgment oj Jtrufaltm,i Type 
indeed of that at the great Day thus A£is the 2d. and in 
fevcral other places, ( though perhaps not fo many as 
fome great men have thought: ) For the Earth here men­
tion’d, all who are anyway vers’d in the Old Teftamcnt 
know it fignifiesno more than Land, that particular land 
of Judea, whenever’ tis found without any thing elfe af* 
fix‘d thereto. Now the Inhabitants of this Land the Bsp‘ 
tijl did in great numbers reftore, by Preaching to them 
Repentance, and thereby prepare the way of the Lord ; 
and had lav’d the Country from utter Deftruftion and that 
Curfc which afterwards fell upon them for refufing and 
Crucifying the M’jjiah, whom he Prcacht unto them, had 
they generally Believ’d his Doarine.

3DiJcrtife.meat0-
"VyRay forbear fending arty more Queftioos, till we give fur- 
A  ther Orders for it, ire ' - - -Ji. .V., JO, n , ire having many already upon our
Hands, which will fptedily be Anfwtr'd, and then puklick. 
Notice [haU be given thereof to the World.

Wc intended to have added here (  according to out 
Promife in our laft Afercury ) a full Account of our 
ATHENIAN PROJECT, but we arc prevented, and 
therefore muft defer it ’ till next Tuefday.
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