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VOL VI

The

kind O0/Being

Souls of Abortive In-

fants are “Whether they h/we any more than
4 Vegetative* Soul,- — Si/ce as foon as the
Breath has left an Animal granted the-
Soul isfled, & h contra if feemSy bfor-e a Gfca
lure breaths it is not prefcnt. -~ h<d2TO, voashat a
Lump e/Macrer before he Breached, Ood Brea*
thing.fwo his Noftrils the Breath of Life, be-
forek becatne a Living Sou\.-"ithoHt Rredih
there cannot be where there never was
Life how can there be a Soul ? that Embryos
Breath m is demonftrable. // it be faidy in
Apoplexies; & c. there's Life.I»*f no Breath, ifs
tueafilyanfweredj that~tisa miflake,/orfere
it Breath, tho" fo Languid as not tb-he difcern’d.
jinfw. We have difcourfed largely on fe-
veral Qpeftions of this Nature, in one of
our Mercuries not long fince publifhed,
which we cdire the Qyerirt to conhder, tho’
we won't wholly refer him to what has been
already faid.Buc whether that or this,or both
Inould fail of giving Entire Satisfadion, the
beft is,that neither our™c/i”™w?z,nor fo much as
Phitofophy dofis depend on things of this nice
Nature. Both Realbn and Revelation tell us
thet ~Lan is made up of Soul as well as- Body,
gdthat this Soul muft be immortal, and Phi-
and even co;«no» fen(e facisfy us, that*

Man begets @ Man, that is, fo difpofes the mar-
ftr that wherever there’'s a true Generation
the”ul is United to it - Tho’ no wonder if
there be foitie diffculties in explaining the Hoxp
andthe*T/jen— and fhould there be forne-
thing,which neither Philofophers nor Divines
<etld certainly anfwer, as to the manner of
the Souls Operation In the Bodyy before the
Pirtho fthe Infant® f indeed \ve may add af-
terward too) tvtouM be no great wonder,
fioce even the manner of Generation it felf,
"t herein there have been fo many millions of
Experiments made in* all Ages, is yet fo
niuch in the dark, and even the ovarium
"’hichiis now taken for granted by moft Ana-
tomifls, with Keckringinsy is yet as pofitively
deny'd by others— and fince there are fo many
different Opinions on this head, and that too,
port often grounded on almofl equally pro-
bable arguments. T o come now to the pre-
fentdifficulty. T he5o0«hof j~hortivesywhete-
~Anerthere*s 3 real Conception, muft be of the
fame Nature with the Souls chofe Infants
" bich are bom alive, for the Ahon 'wn is but
®n<re(VeafVdifference : But tkefe have a <
*jontiiSoul, therefore ib muft the others. If
niey have the famefoul before they are born,
"*hichthey have.?/ferird”c/\fic muft be Ratio-
for that we have Rational Souls is prov’'d
plainly as that we liave Life by the indu-
bitable thereof, and thofe50«/] Spiri'u-
too, for nothing but what is Spiritual can
properly re<»/o«.Nowif Wehave Rational Sauls

~umb. 251

after we are Borhy (which none can deny
without calling himfelf Brutey whether he
will or no) we think- the confequem is eafily
prov'’d chat we muft haVe fuchbefore: For
this Rational Soul muft be infusdyf generated
it can’t be) thhtvbefore the Birthyov in the
Birthy or after it: not after it, which we
fuppofc none will aferty for then the Infant
WOoU'd not be of the fetne Species with its Pa-
rents: Noj;w the for undoubtedly its
Species was 'determin’d before cwas Bor”™.Now
to tlie ObjeOfion, which floors beyond the
mark, and therefore does no injurry (‘tho’ we
fhall anon find it gives good aim to find out the
Truth.) “That Infants before Birth feem to
have only Vegetative Souls, becaufe as foon as
the Breath has left an ~nimdl, the Soul isfiedy
therefore before a Creature hoW can
it beprefenc,&c. We anfwer firft, tliere are
other Properties of Animals bdides Breatbtngy
to inftance in Senfation & Locomotion: This In-
fantshzvt before they are /om,as none deny,
not only fuddenly)?*jrfiwg,& feeling eitherjoy,
or Pain, but fenfibly moving chemfelves, nay
turning them from fide to fide, in their little
Bed, and changing their Pofture for greater
eafe. Now if they have thefe two Incommmi.
cable Properties Of Animalsy we may well con-
clude they have the third, or fomething at
leatt that’'s equivalent to'-it, tho’ wefhou’'d
not be able diiHnIHy to ajftgn it, which yet we
think we cando: In order to whicli we muft
inquire into the Reafon of Refpirationy which
we are inclin’d to think isnot fo much, if ac
all, asyour OldFolkj ufed to tell Refrige-
rium Pulmonumy to fan QT cool tht LungSy ast0
Jwell and diflend tne fmall Branches of the
}Vind pipe, by the Air taken irt, that the Blood
which out of theright rmricle of the Heart,
IS propell'd into the Lungs may pafs into the
Ltfty itbeing from thence that the Ramifca-
tions oi the Arterial Vein, thro’ which the
Blood muft pafs, are comprefs'd™ and the Blood
there inclos'd protruded into the Branches of
theV'enal Artery. Now inftead of this, all
Animals while they are in the Ivomb have pe-
culiar duSlus*%, by which the Bbod pafles into
the without palfinginto the Lungsy-~
which isaquivalent tOrefpiration.Asiov Adam,
the cafe is not the fame with him, and Infants
as to aPhtal Breathing. Befides there muft be
fomething Metaphorical neceftarily granted irl
that Exprefun. Goh Breathed into him the,
~Breath of Life Nothing but an Animal pro-
perly Breathsy but ic’s expreffed according to
our capacity, however, 'tis certain that fome-
thing Divine muft be intended by that which
is called the Breath of the Almighty, which
he’s not laid to have ifreirW into any other
fenfible Creature but Adamy tho’ they hadall
the fame Animal Ufe, - and what elfe can
be meant thereby but a Ray of the Dtvinityy
a



a Spiritual SubJi'artccj 1 Rational 50«/, whicH
proceedsonly from that Father #f Spirits, and
from whence we are called the] offspring of
~od.

But we have fomewhat more to add on this
Head. Ifthere may beeven an Animal prin-
ciple in Man, when either not fenfible, or but
weakly (o* why may there not? nay why not
much rather,be aRational too? fince this latter
IS much morefubtUyzxd only aSis by imprefs'd
Specits as to any outward Operation / Further,
there .may be a Principle, or Power of Reafon, as
well as there is offptech in an Infant, before
it be reduc'd into AB, which may for a while
be hindred by the an~ility of the external 9™
gans— but none will fay, without expet”ing
to be laugh'd at for his pains, that there’s any
fuch Power or Principle in Vegetables qr meerly
Senjibles.

Qgefc. 2. Since we aretas”ht to believe that
Cod is Impartial in his Benefits, and that all
Men uponthe Face ofthe Earth are equally dear
Mnto him, in his defire of their Salvation, and
fince mofi certainly there is but one true way of
Worfbip thatcan pleafe him, how will you prove
to me by Reafon that the Scriptures his Word,
vihen wefee how many and dif~ent Interpre-
tations itfuffers,whereas one woud think it fisoud
hefo perfpicuous and Open, that not the lea™
doubt or mifprifion coud be made of any one
particular if, muchlefs would that which he
meant for the prefervation o/twrSo”jpro'ye an
Argument of Contention and Divifion, and
what hefent among w to teach ut Peace and
Love, involve us in Rage and Enmity?

Anfw. For the reafon we have to believe

Scriptures tohcCodslvVord,v/c refer the
Queriftto voL ad. No. - lo. And fhall
here proceed to anfwer Kisfiruples about it.
The Wij»>and different Interpretations fhtxtof,
are no prejudice againft,itfor asthe xciokfrait
and exaPtrule inthe World, will appear croo-
kpd, if beheld through a wrong medtumioi”s
here 5 The Fault isnot in the Scriptures, but
in thevitiated Judgments OX Paffions of thofe
Men who wrefi 'em to their own Damnation.
For the Diverfity of Opinions *tis the caufe of,
this isonly an accidental effeu, fuid fo may
and does accidentalEvil proceed from even O-
ther effetts, o f the chiefefi Good— fox No doubt
Sin had never been in the v~orld,uox among the
Ang€is,bzd not God made'em both He goeson
“‘one WQUd expeA it fo perfpicuous & open,that
not the leaft doubt or mifprifion could be made
o f any one particular. Now this we believe is
Impoffiblefo r a Man may (hut his Eyes,aud pre-
tend the 5 K»!does not jfcwe,becaufe he cm tfee
it, or impudently affirm the fame with his
eyes wide open- - or be accidentally blind, and
fo not hi a capacity ofdifecming it. Do we
qgueftion A6h of Parliament, to be really the
Kings and Kingdoms Word, becaufc their mea-
ning Is fometimes vifputed? A low'er In*
ftance’lis true, but yet coming fully up
to the ohjeSHon— Twill be be urged, God
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coH*d have made ‘tmotherwife,— it may be
true, but then he rouft have made Man
otherwife, and fo made him notaAf*n”
which he had not been if notfree and Rmw-
nal, and while fo, he can neither be cow.
pell'd In his Faith nor apHons. And being
thus/rec, it'simpoflible any pro--cy;f,o« can be
form’d which isnot in his power Verbally,
at leaft to deny,6cdo this fo long till at laft be
nciay really ofit,tho’neverfo/f//-m/"«f,
much mca*e in what is only reveal'd. He may,
he does abufe Gods name, every day, and what
wonder if he does as much by his word} We
~nd thofe who, at leaft m words, his ve-
ry ~c«cc, and why fhould we admire that
they do as much by hts perfections, Or Revelp-
tions, and we may as well argue, there is 00
6’0 N0 Reli“ron, Natural Or Revealed, be-
caufe all thefe beabufed, & made the occafm,
or at leaft pretences 0f confufion and difmd,
as that the Noly Scriptures are not Gods
Word for the fame reafon. W e muft look
Into the Natural and directttrsd~iscy Of thefe
Sacred Writings, and what they wou'd cer-
tainly produce, if their directions were Pra-
ctis'd, (which’tisour faultsif they arc not)
If we'd makea t\~t Judgment 0f’em, ad
difcern whether they are of cod: Now no-
thing can be plainer, than that they every
wliere prels to Peace, and Love, and vnity-,
and, in the Writings of our saviour and ks
Apoffles efpecially, under whom ReveUm
was perfected, at leaftas far asa canon, a
Rule of Life, meek~e/s and forgivenefs Of
Wrongs, IS recommended and required, with
the greatefc promffes and rewardf,-~- and what
can bear more legible mark~ of Divinity, then
fuch writings, as if they were followd
would make man fo like Ggpd, and Earth lit-
tle dffering from Heaven t And that they ae
not fo, we may e ne thank our fclves what-
ever iIs fundamental Or neceffary tO Salvativ>f
being plainly deferib'd therein, and if inftead
of believing and Ppractifing them , wc will
eternally quarrel about fome little fhibboleths
which fometimes we find, but oftner makt
in them, let’s have a care at once of //»
fiice and Blafphemies, and not find fault with
them, but amend our felves according to
thofe excellent Rules which are there given s
Quefc. 3. Whether Vniverfal Love to »
Mankind, Innocence of Life, and an entirt
refignation to the Divine Will, benotactf
tain Evidence of a Good Man, notwithfiand
ing any feeming Heterodox Opinions.
Anfw. We reply in the affirmative, ifthe
cafe be fairly Stated, if thofe Hetero~x o-
pinions fucha Perlon holds, arc but feeminilj
fo, if he falls into, and remains in 'em out
of weaknefs, not pride Or obftinacy, andu
they are not infundamentals, as they will
be, iIf he has fuch an entire refignation to the
Divine will, for that will oblige him, "
only to do and fuffer whatever God regmrest
but alfoto believe what he Reveals,
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