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Qyeft. iXUMether Jacob xareftitd with an
Angel-, or with God himfelf?
Anfw. The words are,Gen. 32.24. There
wreftled a Mman with him, & c. But both our
&viour and his Angels appearing in the
formof Men, are called by that name. See
Gen. 18. j. “ lift up hisEyes, and
“ fow three men flood by him, two of which
“ were Angels— for *tis laid, v. 12. The
““ men turned their Faces, and went towards
“ sodom. But in the ifl of the 19th.— There
came two Angeit t0o Sodom—yet not only
“ Lot calls’em men again, v. 8. but the
Holy Ghoft it felf,v. 10.and 12. * The men
“ put forth their Hands— The men faid un-
to Lot—Yyet Angels again 15. and Men, iD
ThatGod, or our Saviour was one of the
three, may be proved from the ift of the
1 8t h “ The Lord appeared to Abraham—
but more plainly afterwards—for one only
difcourfes with him, from the loth v. to the
end. He faid—and who that was appears
from the 13 th. And the Lord for Jehovah)
faid— that incommunicable Name, applied
to none but God 5 tho' it's true'that Elohim,
another of his Names, Includes the Angels
alfo. ’Tis evident alfo from what follows,
v. 17. * And the Lord faid. Shall I hide from
“ Abraham the thing that | do?—20. —
“ And the Lord faid, Becaufe the Cry of
Sodom IS great, &c. 22. And the men
“ turned their faces to go to Sodom, but
“ Abraham flood yet before the Lord.------
But two men went,as before, iftof the 19th*
He then which remained with Abraham was
the third, and that third was God—who al-
fo afterwards, as it feems by the Text, joyn-
ed the other two, and appeared to Lot when
the Angels liad brought him out of sodom,
who in the 18thentreating for zoar,
fays, “ Not fo, my Lord. And v. 24. Then
the Lord rained upon Sodom and Gomorrah
Brimftone and Fire from the Lord out of
Heaven — Whence the Arrian-Coundl at
Sirmium attempt in their Creed to prove a
diftinftion between the Father and Son,
taking the firft Lord here for the Father,the
fecond for the son, tho' the Orthodox more
cautioafly pronounce 'em to be but one God,
one Lord.— This premis'd becaufe of the
affinity of the Argument, we are to remark
that he who wreflled with Jacob is implied
to be God, becaufe of the name given him
« Jfrael — and the interpretation— as a
Prince haft thou power with God—relating
to hiswreflling with him, that is, earneflly
ftriving in Prayer to him, which had been
Idolatry (by the soewians leavelJ had he not
been God. His being (truck Lame, we
efteem as a puniihment for his more than
Holy-boldnefs, or indeed want of Fear and
enough towards God, Afayingpe-
Julyely.— *T will not let thee go.— It ap-

pears alfo to have been God from the
name of the Place, as 'ewas afterward cal-
led by Jacob; viz.. Peniel, or theFace of
“ God 5 for, fays he, I have feen God Face
to Face-, namely,God the Son, who is alfo
caird an Angel, both in the Old Teftamenc
& New, andthe Angel or Meflenger ofthe
Covenant. And this fufficiently folves that
expreflion of Jacob, which the Papifts would
wrefc to the defence of their own Angel-
worll)ip, that inGen.48. 16. “ The Angel
“ that redeemed me from all evil, blefs the
“ Ladsl Who was this Angel, but he who
wreflled with him, which was God. Bur
the Angel who appeared to him in Fadan-
Aram, cap. 31. who tho’ he’s firft call'd an
Angel, V, Il. yet when difeourfing with
him, tells him, “ | am the God of Bethel,
5. 13. and bad him go out of the Land *—
He whom he prayed to, cap. 31.v. 9. v hen
In danger of Efau, —and faid, “ O God of
“ my Father Abraham, and God of my Fa-
“ ther Ifaac, the Lord which faidft unco me,
“ Return unco thy Country, and to 'hy
“ Kindred— me, | pray thee, nitc of
“ thehand of my Brother, \\hicn accv)rd-
ingly he did*, and thereupon Jacob built
him an Altar, and called it-—-- God, the
God of ljrael. The fame God who alfo a”
peared to Mofes in the Bulb, Exod 3. hois
called the Angel of the Lord, in u 2 But
in the 4th, Lord and God, and in tliefich.
The God of Abraham, | aac and “acob.

Quefl. 2. IEhether iQthzh hadfm.edhad
he broken his Vow ?

Anjw. Let usfirft examinewhat his Vow
\Nas, and how he fulfilled it; concerni.fg
which the Learned are of fuch different
Opinions. The Vow, as we find it in the
inho(Jadgesv. 31. “ Whacfoevercomech
“ forth of the doors of my Houfe to meet
“ me when | return in peace from the Chil-
“ dren oi Ammon, fliall furely be the Lords,
°and I will offer it up for a Burnc*offoring.
“ And V. 39. He did with lier according to
his Vow which he had vowed. Now the Law
of a Burnt-offering we know was, that it
fliou'd be totally confumed on the Altar—
Thus Exod. 29. 18. To inflance in no more;
“ Thou flialc burn the whole Ram upon the
“ Altar,it is a Bhmt-Sacrificeunto the Lord.
He vowed to offer whacfoever met him for
a Burnt-Sacrifice; his Daughter met himshe
did unco her as he had vowed, therefore he
facrificed he™~— which tho’ feveral Learned
men are ofa contrary Opinion, we cannot
but believe he actually did it, there being
fo punctual a Law coming fully up to this
very CzCcjLevit. 27. 28,& 29. “ No devoted
“ thing that a man lhall devote unto the
“ Lord, ofall chat he hath, both of MAM
" cand Beaft, fliall be fold or redeemed.—
“ Every devoted thing is moft holy to the



Lord—Kone demed which fhall be de-
“ voted of men fhall be redeemed, BUT
““SHALL SURELY BE PUT TO
“DEATH. He therefore having opened
Ins mouth to the Lord, cho' he might y4 in
fo doing it, cou'd not go back with-
out Perjury, and befides, breaking this So-
lemn La>v here twice repeated to make it
more remarkable, and reaching not only to
Beafh.}d\M Aien, if devoted to the Lord.

C~. 3. What's the meaning of the Woman
selothed with the Sun™ having the Moon under
her feetywhom we read of in the Revelations ?

Anfw. All Commentators we ever met
with, interpret it of the Primitive Chriftian
Church, who is faid to be clothed with
the Sun, becaufe illuminated with the true
Faith of Chrifh the Sun of Kighteoufnefs.
By the Moon under her feet, is generally un-
derltood her delpifing and trampling thefe
fublunary things— But a Learned man has
another curious Conjedure, either that it
relates to the Feaftsand Ceremonies of the
Jews, which were all markt out by the
courfe of tlie Moon, as the New-Moons
themfelves were their principal Holy-days,
or elfe the Gentile-ldolatry,worlhipping of
Demons, and the Powers of Darknefs,
which miglit be reprefented by the Moon,
which rules over tlie Night, as the contrary
thereunto, namely, Gofpel light, by the
chearful Light of the Sun. For the twelve
Stars, they arc, we think, by all, interpreted
as a Symbol of the Twelve Apofiks of the
Lamb.

Queft. 4. What Community in your opinion
comes mgheft to the LoSIrine of our Bleffed Sa-
vioufy the yipofilfs and Primitive Fathers ?

Anfw. Undoubtedly it's our opinion that
the Communion we ourfelvesareof, and
hope to live and dye in, namelythatof the
Church of England is the beft in the World,
and nearell to rlie Dodrine of our Saviour,
his ApoRlesand tlie Primitive Fathers, and
unlefs we cliou™t fo, weihould be very ill
men to continue in it. — But this all the
World befides thinkof their own Commu-
nion as well as we of ours, and pretend too
to Uiew their Reafons for':- However
there can be but one right, one neare/f,
where-ever it is, tho' there may be many
near enough for Salvation: And that we are
the neareff, we tliink we can make good,
at leaft .are pretty fifre has been often al-
ready made good by better hands with in-
vincible Reafon. Tliat our DoEirine is
agredable to Gods Word, both Papifts and
Procdlants agree, — Tiie Papifts blaming
us not for holding too much, but for not
holding enough, the Proteftants both a-
broad and at home, not finding fault with
our Doctrine, but with our Difcipline only,

thich Difcipline, namely. Liturgy and
pifcopacy, which we look upon to be the
fr*nvals or Charaderifticks ofour Church,
Ive are certain is agreeable to the pradice
of the Primitive Fathers, —and for one of
‘em, viz,. Epifcopacy, and that a pre-emi-
nence of one IYesbyter above others, we

arc furewecan proveit, from the AgCS nCxt.
the Apoftics, and from thofe who had con-
verfed with 'em, if not from the authority
and pradice of the Apoftles themfelves,
— and defie any who think otherwife to
fliew any Error which was then Univerfal-
ly held by the Church of God.

Queft. 5. Whether he that Begs Pardon/or
afin before he commitsit,and he that refolves
to Sin and Repent afterward, are not dik'e
Eenitent ?

Anfw. We anfwer in the Negative.
For we may all ask Pardon, e\en in the
Lords Prayer, for thofe fins we lhall com-
mit, through the unavoidable Infirmities of
our Nature, as well as for thofe we have
already committed- — Whereas he that
refolves to fin and repent afterwards, is
much more guilty than he who through in-
firmity falls into a fin, without tliinking
at the fame time o f Repentance, — becaufe
one is through inadvertency, the otlier pre-
meditated. But if the Queftion be under-
ftood of one who immediately before he
commits a fin, and refolving then to do it,
yet begs pardon for'c, tis much the fame
with the other, and is only a mocking the
Divine Jufiice in both cafes.

Queft. 6. What finsare mod deftrudive
to Soul and Body, and which k the bejfwayto
avoid™em?

Anfw. This is different in different men,
according'to their particular conftitucions
or Inclinations. But in general, *tis the feve-
ral forts of intemperance which deftroy moft
men both Soul and Body, we mean the in-
ordinate fatisfadion of two of the groffeft
fences, the Touch and Tafi, which asthey
fill the weekly Bills with Fevers, Confump-
tions, and fomething worfe, which is fo
often fhrowded under the name of the latter,
fo 'tis to be fear'd, more inevitably ruine
the Souls of thofe who are tormented by
'em. — Now the means to avoid thefe fins
are as many as there are helps toa Chriftian
Life. “-One however we'd propofe, ( tho
here’'s no room to Preach, nor is't our de-
fign to Print Sermons but Mercuries) which
by God’s Grace may have very good effed
on thofe who ufeic.-'Tis— every day to
get apart from all company, whatever happens,
tho hutfor a quarter ofan hour together, and to
think upon Death in good earnejk, and what
will ccrtaiinly fellow it if men either perfiji or
fall into the habit of thofe, or indeed any other
fins without repentance ?

Queft. 7. Whether monfirous Births have ra-
tional Souls, and whether theyfisall appear fo at
the laft day}

Anfw. Tliat’s a Monfier which has any

thing defedive or redundant, either in pans
ca maimtudi. AGiantanda DN7aifarc Monflers, and fo
he that is born with fix fingers, or one Icfs than he ought
to have upon his hand. Now none will be fo mad to
fay—therefore they have not rational Souls. Nay,
though they ftiould appear much more deform'd or
monllfous. — For their rifing at the laft day, we
think it fhall be, as we have formcijy expreft it, at
the greareft ferfiflion of their Niturts, for the greater
iDtenfenefs of their rewards or punifhmcms.





