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The Athenian Mercury.

Quefl- i. 3l:« Bund

O ofCoals laid ona Heap and Fire
put to*em, that would confume 'em all to -AfljeSi
about three Bufhelsof yljhes fill remaining —
Fray what becomes of the refi™ fmce nothing can
be annihilated ?

~nfw. The Queftion might have been
put defer in anlnftance ofanother Nature,
where there are no A(hes left at all — par-
ticularly in a Candle, where tho there are
fome fmall Afhes from the wiek,, there
would be none atall from the Wax or Tab
low, tho the Candle fhould be like what
the Seamen vow'd to the Virgin, asbig as
aMain-maft. However it's much the fame
inboth cafes, the undtuous fubftance, both
in Coals and Candle firing the Flame, and
the Faces or heavier part, either fubfiding
in Cinders and Afhes, or being forc'd up
in the fmoak, fome flying one way,
others another, by theviolent byl of the
matter, When putin fo brisk,a motion, but
yet no part thereof being really annihilated,
tho no man, nor perhaps Angel could find all
the icattered partsand join’em together again
as they were immediately before their difib-
lution.

Qiefl-. 2. U that LSUAUS whomwe read
of at Venice and otherplaces, who had aWt-
tk Brother growing out of his fide, two
IMEN or ONe — had he two Souls or one, and
how (liall they rife at the dayof Judgment ?

Jnfw. It had beena noble piece of Cu-
riofity indeed to have difleded that perfon
after his Death to have made obfervations
how the nourilhment or Blood was convey-
ed out of one into theother- 1 we remem-
ber that Story aright, thefe two had diffe-
rent Sentiments and perceptions of things,
one of 'em often appearing pleafed when
the other weas difplealed, and one crying
when the other was laughing — which
fufliciently evinces they had different pafli-
ons,'sccordin;;;ly different Souls, and there-
fore mulf be two different men, and hence
as they had different Deaths, little Bro-
ther & he was call'd. pying flrft, tho the
ocher did not long furvive him, fo undoubt-
edly they fliall be difinBly rais'd — But how
the fecond fliall have hisown Body reflored
again,’ and that compleacly, tho he never had
any more than the upper part ofz Man, let
thofe look to it who think chat 'tis not
enough the Bodies of Men fhould be fpeci-
fically Of the fame matter they weTc before,
at the Refurr™fion.

Qjieff. 3. 1Phereas the Letter G is found-
fifGhe before tlefowel | in Give, Guilt, &C-
and before the kowel E  Get, Gcld, Gecr,
Gehazi, GeJalia, but mtus into Gi or] (as
to the founds) before ths- fame Fowei in Giﬂ,
Gibbet, Gilly-flower, ¢"c. and w Gender,

Generation, George, now where G melu
in found as before, may not the ufeof an JCon-
fonant reconcile this contradiEHon, and the words
be written Jin, Jibbec, Jilly-floner, lender,
Jeneration, Jeorge, &c, and fo the J deferve
a place in the ailphabet and not dwell in the
Fenonly — and whether fuch an alteration may
not pafs under thefame favour with the common
abbreviations now ufed of writing 'em, 3 for
Cthem3 Ctho*3 for Cthough 3 mary
others ?

Afw> The found of the Englifh Letters
IS (0 Arbitrary that wf believe 'tis impoflible
to make any canon for 'emwdth fewer Ex-
ceptions than Busbys Buies, which are fo ma-
ny that you may e'ne throw up crofs and
File, which fhall be the rule, and which the
Exception, This of6 particularly, is at once
fo difeenc and fo difficult that'tis as hard
for ftrangers to know how to pronounce it,
as to pronounce it when they know it,
we mean the Liquid found, for when 'tis
mute 'tis eafie and common toall Nations
And indeed the Greeks know no other
found of it than that more Blunt one which
weufe In Give, Get, &C. any more than the
Germans do now, who pronounce even their
own names as we the words juft inflanced —*
and we are apt to believe the Romans did
the fame, but for us, as has been faid, we
are alogecher Arbitrary, pronouncing the
fame Letters, the fame Syllables and taken
from the fame Language after a different
manner. Thus Gyges and Giant are both
from the Greek, and yet we pronounce one
Mute, and to’ther at leaft a senfe-liquid zxtd
"tis & common in many other words both
from the Greek and Latin, not only to pro-
nounce’em contrary to what they are intheir
own Language when we have made 'em De-
nizens of ours, but evento approprlate one
found to 'em when we exprefs ‘em intheir
own Language. Thus in Ibme of thofe in-
flances by the Qperift, Generation, Gender,
George, and chat even inthe l.acin, Genera-
tio. Genus, Georgius, Whereas there is little
doubt tobe made but the Latins pronounced
their Georgius and Genus as the Greeks did
their ,&c. and there is no more reafon
why we (hould pronounce Genus with a Li-
quid found in Latin, to accommodate it to
our own Englith, nor indeed the Englifh
word Gender it felf derived from it, then
in Greek after the fame manner. But tho
we have loft the right pronunciation, yet
methinks we fliould keep the right fpelling
in the words mentioned and others like 'em,
chat they may at leaft in fome meafurerf”//r
their original, a8 IN Gender, Generation, &C.
otherwife we fhould quite lofe both. We
think therefore 'twou'd be inconvenient to
ufean”FConfonant in thefe words,asothers of
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the fame notatm. For the others tis true
there feems to be forme reafon, in one of
that kind, to wit Goal, cuftom has already
made it a moot-cafe whether is the truer
way of fpelling it with ac?oranJ in ano-
ther, Gilly-flower, it'sonly a corruption and
the~rucword Julyflovper, tho this has ob-
tain'd fo long, as writing Surgeon for chi-
rurgeon, that' we now as commonly write
oneas tother. For ufing the ~Confonant
in all fuch cafes, would indeed be the way
to avoid fome confufion, but yet fuch an
Innovation feens fo odd, that we hardly
believe 'twill ever be pradifed- For the
other of thofe Abbreviations now ufed,
there may be feveral Reafons why they ob-
tained, wnhich this alteration would want.
Thofe were ufed generally by our Poets,
Ben-Johnfon and the reft, they are more con-
venient 2A\d expeditious for writing and withal
more neat than writing at full length,

Quelt. 4. Seeing Angels are Spirits, and
eonfequetitly immaterial Suhflances, howcan they
he /aidtoeat, Of we find they dtd when Abra-
hamand Lot entertained 'em i

Anfw. If we believe Raphaelint cafe will
be quickly decided, for he tells Tobit and
Tobias, Tobit 12.19. “ Ail thefe days| did
“ Appear unto you, but | did neither Eat
“ nor Drink, but ye did feea Vifion. But
the Truth, is that fame is a fort of
an Apocryphal Angel, who denied his nane,
and gave a wrong one in the room on'r, fo
that we can’t blameany perfon not to believe
him, fince he has been caught already.
What we efteem moft probable is,that thofe
Angels which are mentioned in Canonical
Scripture, and which 'tis plainly faid did
Tat with the Patriarchs, did really do fo,
and not in aVifiononly. For that they had
Corporeal Vehicles weare certain, otherwife
they could neither have beenfeen NOr heard.
In whichyehkks they might receive and con-
tain the Meat which they put into their
Mouths, which either might be difpericd
again by perjpiration, or perhaps fell to the
Ground upon the Diflblution of thofe ve-
hicles, N

Qyefl. 5» That the Soul dothfub/ft out of the
Body after Death isgranted by all Chrijlians ;
but whetheris it an aUive or unaSHve State du-
ring thatfubfiflance out of the Body ?

Anfw. In order to anfwer this Queftion,
we'd fain ask the Gentlemanwho propofes
it, what kind of thing he takes an unaBive
Soul to be, or a Soul IN @an maBive State
which is the famething? And whether it
bent as perfedl a contradidlion, and that
IN terminis, s to fay aBivctOr Rational Matter
Or a Material Spirit ? Paffiyity IS Of the Ef,
fence Of Matter, aSABivity Of Spirit 5 take
away pafivenefs from one you make it Spirit,
take away adivity for t'other, you make it
either matter or nothing atall.  In Swoons,
Extafies, &c. 'tis not the soul, but the Body
that'sunaBive, or rather unfit to be adled,
and no more wonder we can't remember

when our Eyes are fafl fhut together.
Whatever Definitionwe give of the "oul
of Man, if we believe it material, whe-
ther we C3\\it!Lcogitative Being, a reflcBing

Being, dKnowing, Z Jhinking Subfiance, orty
what ever Name or Title, We diftinguilli it,
there’s ftill fomething of ABion includedin
its Efience, and whether it thinks, refieBs OF
knows, fiill it Ads, orelfeitisnot, for all
thefe Terms, connote fome adion. In vain
then wou'd the Socinian endeavour to miti-
gate theAbfurdity of the”oul’s fleeping with
the Body in the fame Gaave™ fince notwith-
fianding his iiigh pretences to Reafon, there
are not twomoreindigeffible abfurdiciesin
all Tranfublfantiation t%an an Adorable Crea-
ture, OF an unai'Hve Spirit, both which he
pretends to believe.

Queft. 6. Whether if the Soul can be ahfem
from the Body for a limited time without
Death, provided the Body remain Tenantable,
what has been or may be the means ufedto pre-
ferve the Body thta Tenentable in the Souls ah-
fence, and for how long time may it he done”™
and whether may any fuch thing be lawfully en-
deavour'd

Anfw. We muft bevery kind, and Gve
very liberally before we can come near
enough to anfwer the greatefl part of this
Query -J- which indeed cakes it for granted
that we’l refolve thofe immediately going
before in the Affirmative, wWliereas we are
rather ftjr the contrary opinion. Thus we
“ fay 'tis Invain to enquire what hasbeen the
“ means tO prefcrve the Body Tenentable du-
“ ring the Souls abfence, When there spo fuch
“ thing as this abfence Of the Soul without

Death. And for the Other Query. Whe-
ther it be lawful to endeavour it — that is,
we fuppofe, to preferve the Body Tenantable,
ifitmaybe lawful, 'tis yet fufficiently ab-
furd to attempt it.

1 Queft. 7. Whether Uthe Caufe of Death,
or Separation of theSoul from the Body, in the
Souls or, in the Body, orboth?

Anfw. The feparation of the Body and
Soul is not thecaufe of Death, but Death IC
felf, the caufe of which Separation IS often-
times very diftant from itsef~B, the Se-
paration it (t\{, Xizy always {om \tkm fH d-
den Death. But further, it feems very in-
congruous to ask whether the Separation of
the Soul from the Body be in the Soul,
or whether it be in the Body, Or both,
fince any separation neceflarily implies two
things to be feparated, for who ever heard
Of one thing that was feparated from its felf?
But upon further confideration the Oyerift
feens to mean much the fame with what we
have now afferted, and tho his C/eftion
founds a little oddly, intends no more by the
leparation of the soul fromthe Body than
Death It felf, and not the caufe on'c. In
anfwer, we believe the Caufe ci this Se-
paration to be firft in the Body, then in
the soul, and the manner how we have
endeavoured to explain in anfwer to a

what “afles then, than that we can't fee Qyeftion above.

LO M DO Ny Printed forJ. Dmont,

16"™u





