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PREFACE,

At is an obvious and certain fact, that if the 
intrinfic merit of any performance doth not re
commend it to a difcerning public, all foreign 
recommendation will have fmall efFedt in promot
ing its circulation. There is little doubt, how
ever, but the intrinfic merit of the follow
ing Diflertations will recommend them to all 
the lovers of evangelical truth, and alfo that 
the fentiments contained in them will defy the 
keeneft ingenuity of its enemies either to refute 
or to invalidate. The deferved fame of their Au
thor hath long circulated among all the Protcdant 
churches ; and it were earneflly to be wifhed that 
his writings were more univerfally known. For the 
benefit of the Englilh reader, the following tranfla- 
tion of thefe valuable Diflertations is now prefentcd 

' to the public. Did they (land in need of any recom- 
I mendation, it is fully fufficient to fay, that the 
high character given of them by the Reverend

Dr
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iv PREFACE.

Dr John Erlkine of Edinburgh, led to their tranf- 
lation; who in a note in p. 3C0. of his Sketches 
and Hints of Church Hiflory and Theological Contro- 
verfy, thus fpeaks concerning the fubjcdt of future 
punifhmcnts: “ Punifliment without end,” fays 
the Doctor, “ is clearly, aflerted in Scripture: and 
the oppoGte dodrine tends to embolden bad men 

. in wickednefs.” And concerning the merit of 
thefe Differtations, after mentioning fevcral au
thors who have defended the doftrine of Scrip
ture in oppoGtiorf to the advocates for univerfnl 
reftoration, he adds, that “ Lampe’s Latin Dif
fertations on the eternity of hell torments, better 
merit being translated into Englhh, than many di
vinity books which have had that honour.” Se
veral other divines who have read thefe Diflerta- 
tions in the original, alfo concur with Dr Erlkine 
m thinking them highly worthy of a tranflation.



CONCERNING THE

ENDLESS DURATION OF PUNISHMENT.

I. The DoSrir.al Part.

THEOLOGICAL DISSERTATION

y i. np HAT the Great Judge of heaven and of earth
S hath certainly and righteoufly determined 

the endlefs punifhment of the damned, both of angels 
and of men, is confidently affirmed in conjunftion with 
the orthodox church. The incrcafing number of the 
ingenious defenders of an error exceedingly grateful to 
depravity, under the fpecious appearance of piety, 
particularly in Germany, call for the defence of this 
opinion ; which is of Angular importance, if, in the 
prefent Hate, the perverfenefs of the notorious finner 
and the profanity of the age are to be reftrained ; and 
alfo, according to report, the imprudent malevolent 

. oppofilion of fome of our Lutheran brethren, who in- 
finuatc, that the fentiment concerning the termination of 
infernal punifhment t, is not unacceptable to the divines of 
our church, as a certain divine of great eminence among 

z them hath recently afl'erted.
$ 2. When thofe with whom we contend exprefs their 

fentiments either in the acrimony of an intemperate 
ilyle, or in a petulant manner, they certainly extinguifii 
all love and compaffion towards a brother, by dif- 
fembling their attack upon him. In this conduct 
however it is not intended to imitate their example, 
but, uniformly adhering to the fubjeft in difpute, I 
fhall begin with a defence of my opinion, and fhall af- 

A terwards
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tersvards proceed to examine the oppofite errors fuc- 
cedivcly in their order.

In the firft part of this work, I fhall evince both 
the truth and pure tendency of this doftrine ; then, in 
corroboration of that evidence, I fhall proceed to pro
duce the teftimony both of foreign and domeftic divines. 
Hence, in the difcuffion of this point, the fentiments 
taught by Scripture and Rcafou and Hiflory fhall be un
folded.

J 3. That the teftinionies of Scripture, which extend 
future'punifliments to an infinite duration, may more 
clearly appear both in their remarkable number and 
their fingular ftrength, 1 fhall arrange them under dif
ferent clades. The JirJl includes thofe frequently re
peated declarations, which exprefsly affert the eternal 
punifhmentof Hell. For it is called everlajling Jire, 
ffa. xxxiii. 14. Matt, xviii. 8. & xxv. 41.; coerlafling 
contempt, Dan. xii. 2. ; everlafling deftrudtion, 2 Theff. 
i. 9.; everlajling chains, Jude 6. ; and verfe 13. ever- 
lajling darlncfs.

§ 4. The objeflion from the different acceptation of 
the word everlasting, when applied to a different 
fubjeft, does not enervate the force of our argument.

For, in the firft place, it is certain that our op
ponents quote many paffages to fupport a limited, 
which require a more ample fignification. For ex
ample, the word eternity is relatively applied to fome of 
the legal ftatutes, which is moil frequently afcribed to 
the Eternal Antitype. To the fame purpofe I may quote 
paffages, in which eternal, is conftrued with 
alTIH generatisn. So Gen. ix. 12, the rainbow is e- 
ftablifhed a fign for perpetual generations. And Exod. 
xii. 14. & xxvii. 21. & xl, 15. the priefthood is pro- 
mifed to Aaron’s fons, “ an everlajling priefthood 
throughout their' generations.” For when generation 
achgns human generations, it manifefts an obvious li
mitation. Alfo, the eternity of the earth, Eccl. i. 4. • 
M the heavenly bodies, Pfal. cdviii, 6.; of the' Son 

abiding



My covenant fhall be in your flelh

flefh
of a covenant of eternal duration, by

That he tuould be tv
Indeed,

ed, when, according to 
terpret thefe words thus

God." Add alfo, Numb. xvii

covenant in you 
nant that is,

the word Jlnlute, pin, in the phrafe coerlajling flatutc, 
■which often occurs, eflablifhes a reftriftion, when it e- 
vinces that it is ufed in a particular manner concerning 
the ceremonial ftatutes, which were in their very na
ture tranfitory. Nor do 1 pafs it over in filence, that 
learned men themfelvcs have in this matter been fome- 
times carekfs, and yielded too far. Huetius is an ex- 

A 2 : - ample

abiding - in the houfe, John viii, 35. &c. ; which ex- 
preflions we plainly perceive to be reftridled, without 
any reafon alfigned. Whether an abfolute eternity is in
dicated in the two firft of thefe paffages, eternity it- 
felf will unfold ; at lead, of their total annihilation/ 
in every poffible form, Scripture is altogether fdent. 
In the lail mentioned paifage, the etbjblute eternity of 
the Son of God himfelf is unqueflionably affected. 
Likewife, thofe places ought altogether to be exeluded 
that treat of divine judgements, though thefe refpeft 
temporal things, and exprefs their termination by the 
word coerla/ling; becaufe, for that very reafon, their 
meaning may be difeovered, lince thefe are joined with 
eternal punilhments upon the impenitent. Jer. xxv. 9. 
“ And make them an aftoniDiment, and an hilling, and 
perpetual defolations.” And chap. li. 39. “ That 
they may deep a perpetual deep, and not wake, faith 
the Lord.”

There are. fayings, moreover, of which they boaft 
on account of their fuppofed flrength ; and yet thefe 
manifeftly require a figurative lignification: Such'as,

for an everlnjling covenant.” Here Pcterfenius and his 
adherents apply the word evcrlajling to the Old Tefla- 
ment difpenfation. But this erroneous glofs is remov-

facramental manner, we in- 
This fhall be a fign of my 

gn of an everlalling cove-
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ample of this, (Origenian. b. 2. qu. it. § 26.) 
where he attempts to prove, from Luke i. 33. “ And 
he fliall reign over the houfe of Jacob for ever ; and of 
his kingdom there fliall be no end,” that the word 

•/•□er, aiuv, does not fpecify an infinite duration of time, 
but a finite and limited time. For, faith he, if that 
phrafe cxprefies an unbounded fpace, why fliould he 
have added, “ and of his -kingdom there fliall be no 
end ?” Therefore, Luke himfclf, or rather the angel . 
Gabriel, aflerts, “ that he fliall retain the kingdom fo

it long in the houfe-of Jacob, that it fliall fecm endlefs
as if this interpretation did not labour under a much 
greater tautology.

Two arguments plainly demonflrate this: Firft, in •
S, thole additional words, “ And of his kingdom there
•Z: Ihall be no end,” the copulative and may be underftood
Ji cither as explanatory of the foregoing exprcflion, or as

afligning the true reafon of the Mefliah’s kingdom, 
which was obfcured by the erroneous conceptions of 
the, Jews. Befides, when Gabriel alludes to numerous 

j? paflages of the prophets, and defigns to teach the emi
nent fulfilment of them, he unqucftionably joins thefe 
two phrafes together, as various fayings of the pro
phets might be produced to prove, of which fome pre- 
dift an evcrlafting kingdom to be granted unto the 
Melfiah : as, Pfal. xlv. 6, 7. “ Thy throne, O God, 
is for ever and ever : the feeptre of thy kingdom is a 
right feeptre. Thou loveft righteoufnefs, and hateft 
wickedncfs: therefore God, thy God, hath anointed 
thee with the oil of gladnefs above thy fellows.” Dan. 
Ji. 44. “ And in the days of thefe kings fliall the God. 
of heaven fet up a kingdom, which fliall never be de
stroyed : and the kingdom fliall not be left to another 
people, but it (hall break , in pieces, and confume all 
thefe kingdoms, and it fliall hand for ever.” Chap, 
vii. 14, 27. “ And there was given him dominion, and 
glory, and a kingdom—and Ins dominion is an ever- 
k.fling dominion—whofe kiiTgdom is an overkilling kin-1- ' 

dom,
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dom, and all dominions fhall ferve him.” Ollier plaejif 
foretell a kingdom without end : as Ifa. ix. 7. “ Of 
the increafe of his government and peace, there find I 
be no end ; upon the throne of David, and upon his 
kingdom, to order it, and to eflabiifh it with judge
ment and with juflicc, from henceforth even for ever.”

Secondly, Although it fliould be granted, that eter
nal is fometimes ufed for a period of long duration, and. 
about to terminate ; even that doth not afTeft our ar
gument, fincc from the more emphatieal lignification, 
wc arc not rafhly to depart; particularly when that 
fignification is more frequent, as appears from the lexi
cons and concordances concerning the words in difpute, 
which is fhewn by Fefielii Adverf. Sacr. 3, 2. Far
ther, no veftige of limitation occurs in thofe places ad
duced.

$ 5. Add, that it may be granted along with our an- 
tagonifls, that “ eternity always, and every where, de
notes the duration of a thing as far as poffible; ar c- 
ternity lignifies the fame as to endure fo long as the 
thing ought to endure.” Thefe words are adduced by 
the celebrated ZEpinus front Lud. Gerhardus.

Likewife Siegvolkius, p. 56, admits an eternity cor- 
refponding to the nature of the thing. The celebrated. 
Goufietus, upon the word everlajling, illuflrates this ar
gument in an accurate manner.

The fame argument holds rcfpeciing the word ever- 
lajling in the New Teftament, which mud be explained 
according to the genius of the Grecian flyle ; and what 
renders this Hill more evident, is, that, according to 
Ariftotle and others, the word is derived from “« 
Therefore, although it is afterwards ufed in a more ex
tended lignification, (as Windetus concerning morality, 
IO. ; Huetius, 1. c. ; Maffon hifl. crit. 3. p- 145', &c- 
teach), that circumdance doth not afTed! our argument, 
who only adhere to the facred writers. Hence we in
fer, that fince the things, or the fubjects to which eter
nity is aferibed in thefe layings adduced, are by theic 

nature'
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nature immortal, it follows, that abfolute eternity may 
be equally and extenfively afligned to the condemnation 
of perfons.

§ 6. I do not intend an induction of all the examples 
to illuftrate this rule, although a companion of them 
cpuld eafily be produced, fn one, however, there ap
pears to be fome difficulty, becaufe Alardus of Raat 
(Apolog. verit. p. 240.) mentions a very illluftrious ex
ample of this matter, namely, Exod. xxi. 6, where, 
concerning the voluntary Hebrew fervant, it is faid, 
“ And he fhall ferve him for ever.” Many writers,, 
both Jcwilh and Chriftian, perceive the time of the Ju
bilee to be defigned by the word in this place: 
and the law alfo agrees in this thing, Lev. xxv. 10. & 
xl. 41. in which God commands, that in the fiftieth 
year, every one fliould return unto his pofiefiion, and 
Unto his family, and the fervant fliould only ferve until 
the year of Jubilee. Goufletus, 1. c. Imitating Pifca- 
tor, oppofes this torrent of evidence, who explains the . 
word ever to mean to the end of life: and Ainfworth, 
io the death of his mo/lcr ; fuppofing that when the fer
vant had declared his willingnefs to continue in fervitude 
for ever, he fubjefied himfelf not to depart from bond
age, even in the year of Jubilee, nor on any other ac
count whatever. In fupport of which opinion, he pro
duces what is faid in the fame chapter, Lev. xxv. 46, 
where the word ever is oppofsd to the term of Jubilee. 
On this account, Ern. Georg. Goelitz. in his diflert. 
concerning the word ever, hath expofed himfelf to cen- 
fure, fince the paflage refers to flaves from among the 
heathen, the fervitude of whom was nqt terminated by 
the Jubilee, but only by death. But this doth not 
hold, becaufe it is very evident, that the oppofition be
tween the term of fubllce, and the word ever, frill re
mains ; which diflinftion is fufilcient for our prefent 
purpofe. In this matter, the opinion of Gouffetus is 
rather to be enervated, fince the year of Jubilee, men
tioned Exod. pti. 6, cannot be referred to. For when

it



The infiance which Lud. Gerhar-by and by fpeak,
dus § 340. produces, contending with a {lender wea

fame time with the tribe of Judah. “ And thine elder 
fifter is Samaria, file and her daughters that dwell at 
thy left hand; and thy younger fifter that dwclleth at

Exodus, from chapter xx. to xxiii. were previous to 
the Sinaitic covenant; but thofe which are contained

C 7 J
it happened that an Hebrew fervant fpontaneoufly of
fered himfelf to fertitude in the Sabbatic year, which 
was exactly feven years before the Jubilee, it would 
from hence follow, that he would only be a feptennial 
{lave, which is perfectly incompatible with the fignifica- 
tion of the word.

Add, that the year of Jubilee was not then infti- 
tuted. For thofe precepts which are contained in

in Leviticus, after the Mofaic ceremonies were fully 
made known.

§ 7. In another manner the Socinians attempt to e- 
vade the force of this argument. Of this number is 
Wolzogenius, who thus comments on Matt, xviii, 8. 
“ This is not called everlafting fire, into which the 
thing thrown is to burn eternally, and never to be con- 
fumed ; but which fo burns and confumes' the thing, 
that it is not to be reftored whole unto eternity ; ,or 
which burns fo long, until the thing be fully and to
tally confumed.” This affords a true example of a 
veiy extraordinary figure of fpeech indeed; and the 
more fo, fince everlafting fire is-the fame as unquench
able fire, mentioned in Matt. iii. 12, of which we fhall

pon, as if everlafting fire, mentioned in Jude 7. ne- 
ceffarily denoted fire that would be extinguiftied, be- 
caufe the Sodomites, according to Ezek. xvi. 55, were 
in feme future period to return to their former eftate. 
“ When thy fillers, Sodom and her daughters, fliall 
return to their former eftate.” For this exprefiiot' 
cannot properly be underftood of the city of Sodom, 
which is abundantly evident from ver. 46. where the 
Sodom here mentioned is defcribed as exifting at the
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thy right hand, is Sodom and her daughters.” A Ifo, 
from the defcription given of the vices of this Sodom, 
ver. 49. & 50, which were of the kind there fpecificd. 
Likev.ifc, from what is faid, ver. 53, refpedting the 
captivity of Sodom. Farther, from what is mentioned 
in Matt. xi. 23. concerning the punidunent of Sodom. 
Hence various things arc produced by different writers 
in illuflration of this, which are ingenioufly exhibited 
in the notes of the celebrated Michaelis. But to me 
nothing appears more evident, than that thofe here 
mentioned are Moabites—who were the remnant of the 
Sodomitic region, and had fettled near the Dead fea— 
wAv were of the Sodomites of the offspring of Lot 
by his daughter—who had preferred their manners in a 
great degree—who in Ifa. xvi. 6. are denominated very 
proud, “ We have heard of the pride of Moab (he is 
very proud) even of his haughtinefs, and his pride, and 
his wrath ”—who, at the time when Salmauaffer took 
Samaria, were expelled from it— but who in the rcRitu- 
tion and converfion of Judah were alfo themfelvcs to 
participate.

J 8. The Second Ckjs of teftimonies includes thofe 
declarations which mention eternity by the phrafe fr 
ever and ever, not only in the plural number, but alfo 
in an increafr.^ of punifhments. Rcy. xiv. to. “ And 
the fmoke of their torment afeendeth up for ever and 
ever.” And Rev. xix. 3. « And her fmoke rofe up 
forever and ever.” And xx. 10. “ The bead and ' 
the faffe prophet fhall be tormented day and night, for 
ever and ever.” Thus eternity without end is clearly 
defcribed from the-natural energy of this phrafe,“ which 
m its very nature excludes every degree of limitation 
as the redoubling of this fupeilative fully ii d'eates • 
which Glafiius, in his Philol. Sacr. b. 3. tri 1. can. j6* 
hath abundantly proved;

Farther, from the oppofition which occurs between 
the millennium of the kingdom of the faints and the 
phrafe for ever and ner, which afcribes equal dura- 

tion.
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I
lion to the kingdom of the faints as to the enemies of 
Chrid after the general judgement. Rev. ix. 15.

■ “ The kingdoms of this world are become the king
doms of our Lord, and of his Chrid, and he (hall reign 
for ever and ever.” And xx. 10. “ And the devil that 
deceived them was cad into the lake of fire and brim- 
ilonc, where the bead and the falfe. prophet are, aifd 
fhall be tormented day and night for ever and ever 
compared with Dari. vii. 18. “ But the faints of the 
Mod High fhall take the kingdom and poflefs the king
dom for ever, even for ever and ever.”

Again, from a comparifon of Ifa.t xxxiv. 9. 10. 
“ And the dreams thereof fliall be turned into pitch, 
and the dud thereof into brimdone, and the land there
of fhall become burning pitch. It fliall not be quench
ed night nor day ; the fmoke thereof fhall go up for 
ever; from generation to generation it fhall lie wade ; 
none fhall pafs through it for ever and ever.” To which 
prophefy the book of Revelation alludes in defcribing: 
the total dedrudtion of Mydical Edom. And it is 
fufiiciently obvious that what is faid in ver. 9. plainly 
alludes to the punifhment of Sodom. However, led 
any perfon fhould merely confider it as a narrative of its 
annihilation, in ver. 10. it is plainly affirmed of unquench
able fire. Befides, the denial of an oppofite extinction 
infers abfolute eternity.

Add, that this punifhment is chiedy didingu'fh- 
ed from punifhments which, though they aro very 
long continued, yet are of a temporary duration 
to which the words immediately following apply: “ I 
fhall not be dwelt in from generation to generation 
none fhall pafs through it for ever and ever. But the 
cormorant and the bittern fhall poflefs it,” &c.

Nay more, from an induftion of all the examples which 
like-wife cxid, unlefs in the New Tedament. For the 
Greeks are plainly unacquainted with that phrafe. Hence 
it is abundantly clear that 5the Holy Ghod intended 
this, that he might exprefs eternity more nervoufly than'
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it had formerly been done in human language, and re
move all pofiible evafions which the genius of the 
language fecmed otherwife to admit. So this expref- 
fion occurs, concerning the happinefs of the eleft, Rev. 
xxii. 5. “ The Lord God giveth them light: and they 
(hall reign for ever and ever.”—Concerning the glory 
to be given unto God by them in heaven, Gal; i. 5. 
*' To whom be glory for ever and ever.”—And PhiL 
iv. 20. 1 Tim. i, 17. 2 Tim. iv. 18. Heb. xiii. 21. 
1 Pet. iv. 11. & v. 11. Rev. i. 6. & v. 13. & vii. 12.

■—Concerning the endlefs life of our Saviour after his 
refurreftion, Rev. i. 18. “1 am he that liveth, and 
was dead ; and behold, I am alive for evermore.”— 
Concerning his eternal kingdom, Rev. xi. 15. “ He 
(hall reign for ever and ever.”—Nay, concerning the 
very life of God himfelf, Rev. iv. 9. “ And thole 
beads gave glory, and honour, and thanks, to him 
that fat on the throne, who liveth for ever and ever.” 
Alfo ver. 10. chap. v. 14. & x. 6. Sc xv. 7. Be- 

‘fides, the whole of this phrafe does not occur. Is it 
not therefore evident, that, in order to fnpport an hy
pothecs, thefe men, devoid of any authority, and con
trary to the conftant and frequently repeated ufe of 
Scripture, violently impofe a perfeftly different mean
ing on thofe paffages which militate againft them ?

The lad quoted pad'age merits particular attention : 
“ And one of the four beads gave unto the feven an- 
gels feven golden vials full of the wrath of God, who 
liveth for ever and ever.”
, For what reafon ? Why with the mentioning of di

vine wrath, Ihould the defcription of the Supreme Be
ing, as God who liveth for ever and ever, be immedi
ately Subjoined ? Where would be the ftrength of this 
repetition, unlcfs to fpecify an illudrious example, in 
order to exhibit, in the mod expreffive light, the tie- ' 
mendous wrath of God ? And if it refpefts him, is it 
not mamfeft, that God will continue to prove his exift- 
euce as living for ever and ever, even by the difplaying 

of



com.
cides with the Greek phrafe, and alfo becaufe

ufed, Pfal. cxlv.doxology of God it I will ex
tol thee, my God, O King

in eternity
thefc paths, fuppofe that it

fimilar doxologies of the Old
Blefled be the God of

Stand
and blefs the Lord our God for ever and ever,

Blefled be the Lord God of Ifrael.Pfal.’xli.
Pfal. cxlvifrom everlafting and to everlafting, 

“ The Lord fhall reign for ever,

but God is all and in all. Some who have

Sion, unto all generations.” The equal force of which

more recently trode

and 1 will blefs thy name

Teftament. I Chron. xvi.,36.

even thy God, O

Father, for ever and ever.”—Nehem.

eftablifh our point, 
more frequently ufed

affirmed, not in a dubious, but in a certain pofitive 
manner. But with their brethren thefe dp not ac-

Ifrael for ever and ever.”—Chap. xxix. 10. “ And 
David faid, Blefled be thou, Lord God of Ifrael, our

cord. And, not to tarry longer on this part of 
our fubjeft, let the arguments advanced, fuffice to e-

for ever and ever. Every day will 1 blefs thee, and I 
will praife thy name for ever and ever to which the 
faying in the book of Revelation evidently alludes. 
And that very phrafe in like manner indicates eternity 
without end, as I have more copioufly taught, Exercit.
6. on Pfal. xlv. 6. And with this the obfervation of 
Origen himfelf accords, unto whom that phrafe, in the 
age and thus far, fecmed to exprefs more than the ag: 
and the age's, even perhaps more than the ages of the 
ages, that is, viz. when all things are not now involved

of his wrath ? But how could that be demonflrated by 
the pouring out of the vials of his wrath, unlefs that 
very threatening of wrath fhould be protrafted for ever 
and ever ?

Moreover, this phrafe is of the fame import with 
the Hebrew words "IPI DPlJb which evidently appears 
from this, as well as becaufe the Chaldee paraphrafe



to that in Pfal. xli- I have ffown in nr; fermoas ia ovr 
own language on Pfal. xli. Ser. 8. p.

Trom the united teftimony of thefe pafiages it is alfo 
evident, that our interpretation preferves the firnple idea 
itfelf, and the proper meaning of thefe phrafes ; but 
a different opinion calls in to its fupport foreign and 
difeordant interpretations. For the ages of the ages, arc 
the ages of future life extending beyond the limits of 
the prefent life, and by a perpetual fucceffion about to 
extend themfelvcs into infinity. By this agreement not 
only is the energy of the phrafe exhaufted, but alfo an 
harmony, and the idea correfponding to the nature of 
the tiling, is conftantly preferred. But the diflenters 
from this opinion, by various turnings of the word ages, 
in which all things are reflored, fome in this age, and 
fome in a following age, are carried round in a circle ; 
whofe footfleps it is unneceflary here to trace, fince the 
greater part of the arguments advanced by them weakly 
fnpport an erroneous fyftem.

J 9. That which can chiefly be objected here, are the 
places in which the fame, or a fimilar phrafe, requires • 
a limited lignification. From an accurate review of all 
the places, it is fufiicicntly evident, that no example 
exifts of the very fame phrafe. Some are boafted of 
as parallel paffages, which plainly have no refcmhlancc. 
Such are. thofe, in which the particle docs not fol
low, but precedes a,d ever. Pfal.
cxlviii. 6. “ He hath allo eftabliflied them for ever and 
ever.” Pfal. cxi. 8, to. “ They ftand fait for ever and 
ever”—“ his pi aife endureth for ever.” Pfal civ. r. 
“ Who laid the foundations of the earth, that it ihouki 
not be removed for ever.” And alfo Pfal. cii. 4. •• Thy 
years are throughout all generations.” Pfal c / 
“ His mercy everlafting, and his truth endureth to 
all generations. Pfal. cxlv. 13. « Thy kingdom is 
an everlafting kingdom, and thy dominion endureth 
throughout all generations.” Pfa]. xxx!ii r, „ 
counfel of the Lord ftandeth for ever j the thoughts of 

his
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his heart to all generations.” Although in thofe very 
places nothing oppofes it, yet neverthelefs, on account 
of th? nature of the fubjeCt, we muft underftand an c- 
ternity without end. The palfages which have more 
of an appearance, are, Jer. vii. 7. “ I fhall dwell with 
you in this land, which I gave to you,r fathers for ever 
and ever.” And chap. xxv. 5. “ And dwell in the 

. land that the Lord hath given unto you and to your 
fathers for ever and ever.” Here the fame thing is 
predicted concerning the fame fubjeft. It is granted, 
the beft of interpreters agree, that a very long duration 
is here mentioned. Neither does this militate againft 
dur caufe, fince fuch an eternity is then underftood as 
correfponds to the earthly promife, and the reftored 
pofleflion of that land in the latter days, foretold by 
the predictions of the other prophets. But we are 
not here to negleft this confideration, that both thefe 
words TOb arc far diftinguilhed by
the accent athnach'irom the preceding, that they con-' 
ftitute a feparate fenfe, at leaft they do not agree with 
the immediately preceding. Bcfides, the prefixed 5 1S 
plainly excluded in the received interpretation, which 
neverthelefs fometimes fignifies nay, or but yet, fome- 
times even to, as Noldius abundantly proves ; and the 
moft extenfive meaning is expreffed by both : for, whe
ther you render it, “ I will dwell with you in .this 
land, nay, I will dwell with you for ever and ever or 
thus, “ 1 will dwell with you in this land, even to for 
ever and ever, that is, even to the confummation of an 
age, until an abfohite eternity fiiincs forth,” no force 
can exprefs it more clearly in words. The former 
meaning, however, is more extenfive, and correfponds 
more with the nature of the divine covenant: hence we 
chiefly acquiefce therein.

§ 10. Therefore Lud. Gerhardus was folicitous for a 
new fubterfuge. He fuppofed that he had difeovered 
one in this, that in the places where the ages of the 
Blefled are mentioned, fometimes the word al! is added.

Three
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Three are produced: Eph. iii. 2t. “ Throughout all 
ages, world without end.” Jude 25. “ Now and in- 
to all ages.”—That the number three might be com
pleted, one is added from the Septuagint: Pfal. cxlv. 
15. “ Thy kingdom is a kingdom throughout all gene
rations,” in place of the Hebrew D'oSlirbO °f 
ages. Before bim, Petcrfenius had already remarked 
this, (Dial. Vol. 1. p. 27.) where alfo he joins the ar
ticle rout and rue, which he fuppofed indicated fome fix
ed and determinate ages. This is trifling, fince it is 
not a fecret, that every where in the ordinary courfe of 
interpretation, that article is ufed in an emphatical 
manner. And with refpeft to thofe places quoted, the 
firft lefs agrees, fince, in it, all the ages are not mention
ed in tire abflrad, but all the generations, celebrating 
thofe living for ever and ever. When the precife mean
ing of this phrafe is obtained from the fcope of the .a- 
poftle, the union of all the families of the earth in 
'Chrift is declared : hence, by thefe generations, we are 
to underftand all the families of the eleft, not fucceffive- 
ly, but all at once united, when they fhall enter upon 
the poffeflion of the eternal inheritance. And in the 
two laft mentioned places, the word all is to be confi- 
dered as explanatory .; for when the words for ever and 
ever are not mentioned, but fimply the word ever, the 
Holy.Ghoft wilhed to fupply this ellipfis, by adding 
the word all. Thcrefee we have found, that our boaft- 
ing antagonift hath gained nothing, unlefs, inveftigat- 
ing thefe correfpondent places anew, he fhould fhow 
the place in which he finds the words “ all the ages of

( 11. Thofe places of Icnpture which pofitively deny 
the termination of punilhments, compofe the Third Clafs 
of teftimonies. Of .this nature are thofe paflages that 
«Pr<!lsly denominate hell fire, unquenchable fire; as 
John Baptift not .only fays, Matt. iii. 12, “ But he 
will burn up the chaff with unquenchable fire and in 
J.ukem. 17. where the fame expreflion is repeated: But
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even our Saviour himfelf more ncrvoufly cxpreflcs it, 
Mark ix. 43,^4.4- “ than having two hands to go into 
hell, into the fire that never fhall be quenched, where 
their worm dieth not, and the fire is not quenched.” 
If all the treafures of human language were ranfacked 
in order to defcribe punilhment without end, it is fuf
ficiently evident that no language, more explicit or more 
nervous, could be produced, in order to extinguilh c- 
very fpecies of infidelity refpedling this fubjedl. For 
not only is the word unquenchable ufed among
the moll ancient Greek authors, concerning fire not 
quenched, but it is alfo ufed concerning fire not to be ex- 
tinguj/bed. And fuch is the energy of the paraphrafe 
which, our Saviour here adds, quoted from Ifa. Ixvi. 
24. ; and certainly he abundantly proves and explains 
the fame of the punifhments of a future Hate, as is. 
granted by the moft ancient Jewilh interpretei-s them- 
felves. But this is made Hill more cxprefsly to refer to 
this matter, becaufe in the prophet the exprefiion runs’ 
in the future tenfe : “ For their worm fhall not die, 
neither fhall their fire be quenched ; and they fhall be 
an abhorring unto all llelh.” . The connexion of the 
worm with the Jire alfo teaches, thr.t this is not a furi- 

JyingJire, but one cxilling at the fame time with the 
guilt of felf-reproaching confcience : for the torments 
of a guilty confcience, and the commilfion of new 
crimes, always adminifter new fuel to this fire, very 
properly reprefenting the worm continually feeding up
on that mind, as the vulture of Titius daily devouring 
his liver. Of which Macrobius fays, Somn. Scip. lib.. 
1. c. 10. “ The difpofitions are the vulture continually 
gnawing the immortal liver, the torments of an evil- 
confcience, to the fury of which the finner is expofed, 
confuming his inward bowels, and enfeebling the very 
vitals by the folicitations of tormenting guilt.” Nei-, 
ther is it proper to omit, that properly fignifies' 
a fcarlet-dyed worm, as Bochart (Hieroz. Par. 2. 1. 4.- 
c. 27.) aud Braunius (de Vert. Sacr. 1. 1. c. 15.) have,

B 2 abundantly
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abundantly proved. Iniquities are compared to fuch a 
icarkt or crimfon colour: Ifa. i. 19. “ Though your 
fins be as fcarlet, and red like crimfon^” in refpe& of 
the criminality and guiltinefs of blood, which, in as 
far as it refpe&s the elect, is imputed to the worm 
Chrift, (Pfal. xxii. 6. “ I am a worm”) ; but in as far 
as it refpefts the reprobate, it never dies : and the guilt _ 
continuing to cxift through eternity, it is in vain to ex- 
peft any bound or limit to the puniihment: nay more, 
the relative pronoun here affixed, their fire, and their 
worm, involves the endlefs duration of thefe fubjefts 
in thefe fpecified puniflimcnts, and excludes all defeft: 
of combnftible matter, cither by the annihilation of 
thefe fubjefts themfelves, or by the expiation of their 
guilt. This is the natural fenfe inftantly occurring to 
the mind of every reader ; which our Saviour not only 
reflrifts by no argument, but ferioully inculcates, and 

. thrice repeats, and thus ftrongly guards, left, any one 
Stould in the lead attempt to lefi'en the force of this 
grievous threatening.

$ 12. The more clearly thefe things are revealed, 
the more fubtilc evafions are fought after in this dif- 
pute. Burnctus (de Stat. Mort, et Refurr. p. 248.), 
with the Socinians and other critics of the fame 
clafs, departing from the common ufe of language, 
have rccourfe to accommodations and hyperboles by 
a proverbial ufe. But thefe do manifeft injury to 
the majefty of the facred ftyle, and the limplicity of 
the Legiftator; nor indeed „are thefe deemed worthy of 
a- refutation. They exult only in a mere pretence, 
which its patrons fupport with falfe interpretations. 
Tor, in the firft place, they contend, that a- paflage 
ihnuld he produced, in which, in fo many words, it is 
verted, tliat “ puniflimcnts are mt to be ended.” But 
v. ho dares to prefcribe unto God, that he fltould ufe 
inch and fuch words? If it pleafes him to publifli a 

greateft importance, not limply, but, for 
. c r. c o gieater emphafis, by pcrfpicuous and for-

, cibk
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There is no end of all the pcoph

end of their treafures

And in ver.

land is alfo full of horfes.
ii. 7. “ Their land is full of filver, neithci

This is alfo aflerted concerning books, Eccl. xii. 12.. 
" Of making many books there is no end.” And alfo.

cible figures, is not this fo much the more to diteft on. 
attention to that momentous truth ? And is not their 
demand much more iniquitous in this matter, when 
they themfelves frequently and unjuRiy wreft expreflions 
to their own ufc, and when, as foon as we fix a deter
minate meaning to any expreflion, they inRantly, by a 
new exception, fortify themfelves againft the evidence 
fllining in that expreflion ?

§ 13.. Secondly, They colleft a mixture of paflages, 
in which things are faid not to have an end, which are 
neverthelefs of a decaying nature. Hence it is faid, Ifa.

in i Tim. i. 4. the expreflion endlefs genealogies occurs. 
But thefe fayings are collected without effect. This is- 
far from anfwering their ptirpofe, when fome things are 
faid to be without end relating to men, fince thefe can
not obtain an end of them by numbering ; and when 
God himfelf, in the fanftion of his law, in expects 
terms denies the end either of rewards or puniflunents.. 
Befides, it is properly faid refpe&ing pref nt treafures,. 
iniquities, and looks, that th^y have no end ; bccaufe they 
are continued.in action, and have certainly, not as yet. 
reached an end. Hence every p.erfon may eafily per
ceive that they differ very widely from what God, who- 
cannot lie, hath fimply declared,, that punifhments fhalT. 
never terminate in any future period.

$ 14. With greater order he infills upon fome expref- 
fions, in which fubjefts are faid not to die, which yet 
are. not. deftined unto eternal duration. Rev. ix. 6,.

B.3. “ And'.

neither is there any end of their chariots.” Nah. ii. 9. 
“ For there is none end of the Rore.” And Job xxii. 
5. “ Is not thy wickednels great ? and thine iniquities 
infinite ?” The fame thing is affirmed concerning la
bour, Eccl. iv. 8. “ There is no end of all his labour.
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»i And In thofe days fhall-men feek death, and fhall j 
not find it ; and fhall defire to die, and death fhall flee |
from them." Dent, xxxiii. 6. “ Let Reuben live, and |
not die.” . It would be fuperfluous to tarry, in order to 
confider the former of thefe paflages, becaufe the limi
tation is fufficiently obvious; flnee it is faid in thofe 
times, that is, in the future time, which denotes a cer
tain eircumfcribed meafure' of that punilhment in.a de
finite circle of time ; and fince abfolute death is not 
Ipecified, but that kind of death which they fought and 
defired, as that which would free them from more 
grievous punifhments. Nor doth any confideration pro
hibit us from interpreting the laft mentioned paffage of 
a long continued life, no very prefent danger of death 
appearing; and that the more fo in this matter, fince 
many confiderations in that benedidtion feem to allude | 
to the myftic Ifrael of the New Teftament.-

{ 15. Places are added which he fuppofes fpeak of un
quenchable fire, when yet fome circumftances indicate 
that it will be quenched. Lev. vi. 12. 13. “ And the 
fire upon the altar fhall be burning in it, it fhall not be

* put out.—The fire fhall ever be burning upon the altar ;■ 
it {hall never go out.” Here our antagonifts unwarily 
adopt the verfion of Luther, who- renders T'Dn for 
ever, when it fhould not have been fo rendered; becaufe 
daily, continually, which are adverbs of time, are op- 
pofed unto eternity. Therefore the principal emphafis ' 
of this exprefiion vanifhes. Nay more, becaufe thefe 
words do not indicate the determined purpofe of God 
to preferve that facred fire to an endlefs duration, but 
are part of the divine command enjoined to the Aaron- 
ical priefts, who ought continually to renew that fire, 
and to be peculiarly careful that it fhould not be extin- 
guifhed. Every reader mull perceive how little that 1 
makes for the caufe of our oppofers. For when that 
charge was given to the Aaronical priefthood ; by that 
very circumftance, it was fo reftricted to that pried- - 
hood, that it fhould expire with, the fame. Still lefs.

\ ' reafar
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reafon Have they to boaft of what is faid, Jer. xvii. 27, 
concerning “ the fire entering into the gates of Jcrufalem, 
which fhould confume the palaces thereof, and not be 
quenched.” For in fo far as that faying is reflricled un
to the gates of Jerufalem, in fo far it is obvious that it 
refers, only to a temporal judgment. Nothing however 
forbids us to uiid^rfland that paflage in a metaphorical 
fenfe ; and by palaces, their princes ; and by fre not 
to be quenched, the eternal wrath of God.

§ 16. Thirdly, Provoking alfo is the attempt of our 
adverfaries, who by the words of this very text feck to 
favour their caufe; among which number is Peter- 
fenius formerly mentioned, (in Colloq. de Reftit. Omn. 
vol; 1. p. 246.) Firfl, he imagines he hath difeover- 
ed a refuge for himfelf in the word Stou, where,. 
Mark ix. 44. 46. 48. which hefuppofes to be exhibited 
by our Saviour for this very reafon, becaufe the worm 
of the damned fhall certainly not die, nor their fire be 
extinguiihed, as long as they remain in hell. But this 
glofs is intentionally thrown over this paflage, which 
enervates the words of the facred text, is repugnant 
to their whole tenor, and originates only from the lova 
of a favourite hypothefis. And it is evident that thefe 
words are not fpoken of the worm, nor of the fire of 
that place, but of their worm and their fire ; that is, 
of the damned themfelves. Neither in the text of the 
prophet does this adverb of place occur ; but it is abfo- 
lutely faid, their worm shall not die. And the con
nexion of the paflage evinces that our Saviour ufes the 
word in the very fame fenfe, fince that which rendered 
hell exceeding terrible, was, that its fire would be un
quenchable, and that he proceeded to illuflrate this from 
an allufion to a prophetical faying.-

Farther, he pretends that ver. 49. mentions the 
purifying fire of a future life, in which our Saviour 
adds, “ Fbr every one fhall be failed with fire ; and 
every facrifice fhall be failed with fait.” But this mif- 

interpretation-
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interpretation is obvious. For, firft, fait here is to be 
confidcred as an emblem of love towards the brethren 
performed in this life ; ver. 50. “ have fait in your- 
felves, and have peace one with another. That ap
pears evident, from the type of the fait of the facrifices,. 
which was a Sodomitic bitumen or fat clay adapted to 
fatten the parts of the victims, and to increafe the 
flames, and which originally reprefented the exceeding 
greatnefs of Chrill’s love towards his people.. Hence 
it is explained concerning the prefervation of peace, 
which eminently accords with the fcope of our Saviour^ 
whole aim was to recommend brotherly love, as ap
pears from a companion of ver. 42. “ Have fait in 
yourfelves, and have peace one with another—And who- 
foever fliall offend one of thefe little ones that believe 
in me, it is better for him that a. millftone were hanged 
about his neck, and he were caft into the fea.” Se
condly, No example can be produced, in which it ap- ' 
pears, that the reprobate are to be confidered in hell 
fire as facrifices of God, or antitypes of the Old Teft- 
ament vidime. Although Heb. x. might feem to refer 
to this, yet the figure is not all the allufion : and the 
fire of the altar was fed in a double refpeft, either by 
divine punilhmcnts (but then the facrificesdid not exift), 
or by the confirming of the fubflituted victims.

He adds a parallel place, Ifa. Ixvi. 24, which he does 
not alfolutcly apply.the punilhment of a future ftate. 
But to this objection we have already replied, both in

11. and 4. where we Hated the connexion between 
temporal judgement] and eternal punijhnunts,.

J 17. The Fourth Claf of verbal teftimonies, iscom- 
pofed of thofe paffages which Hate a comparifon be
tween eternal happinefs and condemnation. Among 
thefe, Mat. xxv. 46. is Angularly remarkable, “ And 
thefe fliall go away into everlafting punilhment: but the 
righteous into life eternal.” Alfa Dan. xii. 2i “ And 
many of them thatfleep in the duft of. the earth fliall 
awake, feme to everlafting life, and feme to fhame and 

everlafting
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everlafting contempt.” Auguftinus (de Civ. Dei, 1. 21. 
c. 23.) eminently explains the energy of this faying. 
ChriR declares in one and the fame place, and in one and 
the fame fentence, “ Thefe fhall go away into everlafting 
punilhment, but the righteous into life everlafting.” If 
eternity is applied to both, certainly both ought to be un- 
derftood as defcriptive of a long duration which is to ter
minate, or of a perpetual duration without any termina
tion, for they are equally relative : and to fay, in this one 
and the fame fenfe, that eternal life fhall have no end, but 
eternal punilhment fhall have an end, isexceedingly abfurd.

$ 18. Here Lud. Gerhardus unfolds all the ftores 
of his fubtilty, even tg difguft, that he may urge againft 
us the maxim from which the fons of logic infer, 
“ that the rcafons and confequences of oppofitc things 
are oppofite.” Hence he concludes, that the oppofites 
here, are the eternities of punijhment, and of life; and 
he feizes this as an opportunity of exulting over thofe 
who apply another logical ride, “ that the reafou of 
oppofite things is the fame.” But this merely fo- 
phiftical war might have been eafily terminated, had 
he obferved that the truth of both parts of the rule, 
in different refpedts, could fubfift at the fame time ; 
for the reafon of oppofites is oppofite in oppofite- attri
butes, but the fame in the third ftep of the comparifon. 
Therefore in the text under inveftigation, it fhould 
carefully be diftinguilhed, what ought properly to be 
op-ofed, and what fhould be compared. That puntfb- 
ment and life are oppofed, and the fame eternity is applied 
to both, the very found of the words, and the re
petition of the fame adjeftive without any mark of 
diftinAion, render fufficiently evident.

6 ip. The remainder of his evafions Biair be dif- 
cuffed in a few words.

It is objected thpt “ oppofites ought to be equal.” But 
now both parties'agrce refpcAing the eternity of life; 
but concerning the eternity of punifiiment, it hath hi
therto been difputed. But I fhould willi to know, 
whether this reafoning can convey any inequality to. 

the



the things tbemfelves: Whether it ought not to be fuf. 
ficient to afccrtain the equality of things, that God 
himfelf hath tedificd in bis word by fo evident a de
claration that they are equal; particularly when it is 
difputed concerning things, the equality of which can
not be known by their own nature, and yet nothing of 
contradi&ion is included therein. And is it not unjuft- 
ly demanded, that this equality fhould firft be proved 
by other arguments, when it is declared with Angular 
perfpicuity in the very faying itfelf ?

The enemies to this doftrine alfo objcft, “ That 
there are fome pa[Tages of Scripture, that with equal 
evidence fecm to infer an equal reafon of their oppo- 
fites, which neverthelefs do not.” To fupport this hy- 
pothefis, Rom. v. 18, ig. is produced in this inftance, 
where all condemned men, and all jujlified men are oppof
ed, although the orthodox contend that the univerfality 
is not equal. Of this place we {hall afterwards more 
fully fpeak. Still more abfurdly he calls in to his de
fence Matt. xii. 32. “ Whofoever fpeaketh againft the 
Holy Ghoft, it (hall not be forgiven him, neither in 
this world, neither in the world to come.” Alfo 
Luke xx. 34, 35. a The children of this world many 
and are given in marriage ; but they who fhall be ac
counted worthy to obtain that 'world, and the refurrcc- 
tion from the dead, neither marry nor are given in mar
riage.” Epb. i. 21. “ And every name that is named, 
not only in thiswoild, but alfo in that which is to 
come as if, in thofe places, this and a future eternity 
were oppofed; when neverthelefs, in the extenfion of 
both, there may be the greateft difparity. But when 
this word is diftinguifhed from the future, in the fame 
text, an obvious limitation of the prefent world exihs ; 
and alfo this world, diftinguiihed from a future, may 
be deCgned to exprefs a full eternity by the flated 
oppofition. It is more infipid what Helmontius (de 
verolut. Anim. Probl. 138.) advances'concerning 

thole places, in which the fame word is ufed concern
ing the firfi. and kcond covenant, which are both de

clared
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dared to be of endlcfs duration, although the former 
is aboliflied, and the latter is to remain. But, bcfides 
that the Old Teftament covenant is never called eternal 
in its own nature, alfo no place is produced, in which, 
by a ftated contraft, each covenant is denominated eter
nal by the fame argument: but in this place eternity is 
attributed to both parts of the fanftion, and of the di
vine judgement. But rather thefe two covenants are 
exprefsly oppofed as to their duration : Jer. xxxi. 31. 
« Behold the days come, faith the Lord, that I will 
make a new covenant with the houfe of Ifrael, and 
■with the houfe of Judah : not according to the cove
nant that 1 made with their fathers in the day 1 took 
them by the hand to bring them out of the land of E- 
gypt, (which my covenant they brake, although I was 
an huftand unto them, faith the Lord), but this {hall 
be the covenant that I will make with the houfe of

■ Ifrael after thofe days.”—And eternity is only afcribed 
unto the laft mentioned covenant: Jer. xxxii. 40. “ And 
I will make an everlasting covenant with them, that I 
will not turn away from them.”

Farther, our opponent admits, “ That there is fome- 
how or another an analogy between eternal punifliments 
and life, fince the ages of joy might fometime have an 
end, as thofe of punifhment. That end is diftinguifh- 
cd into created and uncreated ages. The created ages, 
are not only the infernal, but alfo the heavenly ; 
which, though it may be the will of God to extend 
them to an infinite duration, yet thefe may have an 
end, that place may be given to uncreated ages in per
petual fucceffion, and without any end. This is infer
red from 1 Cor. xv. 24.”------To which I reply, that 
1 Cor. xv. 24. “ Then comcth the end, when he (hall 
have delivered up the kingdom to God, even the Fa
ther ; when he (hall have put down all rule, and all au
thority, and power,” fpeaks only of the termination of 
Chrifl’s mediatorial kingdom, which he governed pre
vious to the final judgement. Hence no fucceeding 

created



created ages can be extorted from this pafiagc, by the 
,noft fubtile reafonings ; particularly, when uncreated 
ages are nothing elfe than the abfolute infinite eternity 
of God, or the eternal God himfclf, if you defire to 
give a juft fenfe to the words. Therefore, it is abun- 
dantly certain, that this invention is drawn from the 
erroneous myftice, and grofs apoftates, by a magifterial 
violence ; at leaft, whatever they with to exprefs by 
the words “ uncreated age if whilft they call them un
created, arc known to exceed thofe in the meafure of 
the creature. Hence, thofe who, with Lud. Ger- 
hardus, J 220, affert, that the creatures admitted into 
the uncreated ages, nevcrthelefs preferye their individu
ality ; they either, devoid of philofophy, contradift them- I 
felves and one another; or, under the fport and ambi
guity of terms, attempt to conceal the impious doftrine 
of deification.

From the fame principle, Sieg-olkius argues in ano. • 
ther manner. “ From our .view of this queftion,” faith 
he, “ that eternity is of the fame meafure refpe&ing 
either part of the duration ; and hence it follows alfo, 
that evil may be devoid of all origin, cxifting with its 
punifiiment from all eternity, or it. might have fome 
very fmall eternal root in God ; therefore it may be ei
ther God himfelf, or a creature of his. For thus the 
faft is with eternal falvation, that it muft have been ei
ther the glorious kingdom of God, without beginning, ( 
•in God, and with him ; or a creature of his formation.” 
—It is anfwered, 1. The places in which we ufe this 
mode of argumentation, evidently fpeak, not of a pajl, 
but of a future eternity. Therefore, with very good 
reafon, we do not extend the companion beyond his 
own third term. 2. Here we confider that eternity 
which falls to the lot of creatures : and he who mingles 1 
this with the eternity of God, confounds the Creator 
and the work of his hands, and afcribes neceffity of ex- 
iftence to contingent things, and thus deifies the world. 
I rehnquilh this impiety, with its abomination, to the a- 

theifts.
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theifts. 3. He very abfurdly indeed imagines the 
kingdom of God fubfiding without any one placed un
der its government. If they began to be placed under 
it in time, then alfo the kingdom of God had a begin
ning. 4. The kingdom of God could not exid front 
eternity, unlefs eminently in idea, and in his decree. 
And thus evil exided from eternity, becaufe God fore- 
faw it, and refolved to permit and to punilh it, before 
laying the foundations of the world.

J 20. Nor is the faying, John iii. 36, to be palled 
over in filence, which regards both this and the pre
ceding clafs, and is on that account to be numbered a- 
mong the cleared evidences ; “ He that believetli on the 
Son, hath evcrlading life : and he that believeth not the 
Son, fliall not fee life ; but the wrath of God abideth 
upon him.” Here, not only all hope of life is nega
tively cut off from the unbeliever, but alfo abiding 
wrath is oppofed to eternal life. 1 find three excep
tions are chiefly exerted againd this exceedingly evi- 
dent declaration.

1 .) “ The verb to remain is often applied to fubje&s 
which have a finite duration. Therefore, unlefs we 
would beg the quedion, we mud prove by other argu
ments that the wrath of God is infinite.” To this L 
reply, That we contend not concerning the finglc mean
ing of the verb to remain, but from its connexion with 
the.preceding threatening “of not feeing ever!fling life.” 
The wrath of God extends to infinite duration, which 
remains fo oppofed unto everlading life, that that life 
is not to be feen in-any future period.

2 .) “ This threatening is redridled to unbelief. And 
if condemned men, when they are converted, arc no 
more unbelievers, then alfo the wrath of God remain- 
eth no more upon them.” 1. It is anfwered, By this 
fuppofition a redri&ion is violently impofed upon a text; 
fpeaking in the mod general terms. 2. This threaten
ing is extended into futurity, when fin itfelf is expref- 
fed in the prefent tenfe, He who now is an unbeliever,



3. The unhe/uver is fo ca\fall not in future fee life. „
led, either oppofed to hifuric al faith, or to livingfaith. 
The devils have the former, although they tremble be-

c i

holding the threatening. The latter is the very begin
ning oT this life, which the unbeliever (hall not fee. 
How can be believe, who remains in death ?

3 .) “ An inftanct is produced from' 1 John iii. 14. > 
»< He who lovcth not his brother, abidethjn death 
which yet is fo tacitly limited, as to be only fo long as 
he is not converted. For if he (hould begin to love his 
brother in this life? then without doubt he would hence
forth be freed from death.” I anfwer, That it is very- 
obvious that this is not fpoken of the eternal death of 
the future life, but concerning the fpiritual death_of 
tl.c prefent life ; becaufe it is declared, not only in the 
prefent tenfe, but alfo from what immediately goes be- 
forej “ we know that we have paffed from death unto 

.life, becaufc wc love the brethren.”
$ 2i. For the more full illuftration of this faying,. 

Ffi. xlix. deferves to be compared, which defcribes the 
continued punifliments of the unbelieving in phrafes 
equally emphatical, unto which the faying of John re
fers. What is faid by the Pfalmid in ver. 15, & 16. 
chiefly appertains to this matter : “ Like fheep they are 
laid in the grave; death (hall feed on them ; and the 
upright (hall have dominion over them in the morning ; 
and their beauty {hall confume in the grave from their 
dwelling. But God will redeem my foul from the - 
power of the grave, for he fliall receive me. Selah.”. 
Here indeed fame limitation .of the punifliment upon 
unbelievers feems fo be involved, fince dominion over 
them is attributed to the righteous, even unto the morn
ing’ But although this dominion is reflrifled, yet, be
yond, that, their mifery is extended unto everlajling. ’ 
For not only afterwards doth thia dominion terminate in 
the morning, even by the confuming of beauty in which 
they placed their confidence, and this is affirmed to be 

, m the grave, that fo no place of habitation (hall be left in
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it ; but alfo, whilft this judgment is oppofed to the 
redemption of the Church from the hand of hell, by 
virtue of that oppofition all hope of redemption is cut 
off. Verfe 20. confirms thir, “ He (hall go to the ge
neration of his fathers; they fh;tll never fee light 
that is, of eternal life, as Kimcbius and others rightly 
obferve, oppofed'unto falvation, in which the Church 
is faid to boaft. Hence the fame is illullrated yet more 
fully in ver. 21. “ Man that is in honour, and” yet 
“ underftandeth not,” (viz. by experience what falva- 
tion may be in the poffeffion of future glory) ; for his 
condition was fimilar (viz. in this life by his folly) “ to 
the beafls which perilh,” fince he efteemed real and per
manent good of no value.

§ 22. Thofe places occupy the Fifth Clefs, which 
limply exclude all hope of redemption from hell.- Such 
is Matt. v. 26. “ Verily I fay unto thee, Thou {halt 
by no means come out thence (from the prifon) til( 
thou hail paid the uttermoil farthing.” Similar is that 
which we read in Matt, xviii. 34. & Luke xii. 5S.

Hieronymus Comm, in Thren. 1. excellently unfolds 
the emphafis of this argument. “ lie who once enters 

' in there, is not permitted to depart thence. Becaufe 
that truth is declared in the Evangelift, faying, “ Giv<; 
diligence that thou mayeft be delivered from him ; left 
he hale thee to the judge, and the judge deliver thee to 
the officer, and the officer call thee into prifon ; T tell 
thee, thou {halt not depart thence, till thou hall paid'the 
uttermoil farthing.” There it is to be underftood in the 
fame manner as where it is faid, “ he muft reign, until 
he hath put all enemies under his feet; even that he {hall 
reign always, fince thefe enemies {hall always be under 
his feet So the expreffion in this place is to be Under- 
flood, “ thou (halt not depart thence, till thou haft 
paid, i. e. thou fnalt not always depart from thence, be- 
caufe always thou payeft, the uttermoil farthing, whilft 
the finner endures the everlafting puuilhments of earthly- 
crimes.” For from the lexicons it is very plain, that 

" the
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the word b>i is equivalent to “IJh frequently denoting 
fn^etuity. -And that is particularly evident here, fincc 
an impoflible.condition is mentioned ; which is the pay. 
ing of the uttermoil farthing, and that not by another, 
but out of thy own goods; “ till thou haft paid the 
very laft mite,’* faith Luke. And it is very certain 
that the (inner cannot pay both, from Matt, xviii. 25. 
“ But fcrafmtich as he had not to pay and alfo from 
the analogy of faith, on account of the total inability 
of man, and the recent merit of his continued guilt 
throughout all eternity.

$ 23. Neither is the ftrength of this argument in- 
validated by the daring invention, “ that the finner 
may atone for part thereof in his own perfon, and that 

• part which remained unexpiated is blotted out by the 
grace of God and the merit of Chrift.” For, on the 
contrary, the very text itfelf enjoins the paying of the 
ultermojl farthing upon the debtor ; and the following 
places confirm the fame : which plainly overthrow that 
daring fuppofition, and prohibit all mixture of the 
merit of Chrift with proper fatisfa&ion. For we have 
affigaed the fifth clafs to thofe facred declarations which 
overthrow the hope, not only of redemption, but alfo of 
all the pofGble means in order to redemption in a future 
ftate. For, that redemption may be effefted, both the 
remiffion of fins, andaftual converfion are required j but 
the facred- oracles teach, that in eternity both are to be 
expeded in vain.

$ 24. It is evident from Matt. xii. 32. that the hope 
of the remiffion of Jim expires with the termination of this 
life. “ Whofoever (hall (peak a word againft the Holy 
Ghoft, it (hall not be forgiven him, neither in this worlds 
neither in the world to come.” Either by this -world, and 
the -world to come, we are to underftand the economy of 
the Old and New Tcftament, as Tcebnannus contends, 
Excic. Sacr. p. 112, or the prefent and future life, in 
which the whole tube of interpreters agree ; and it is ma. 
mfeft from theufe of the Jewilh writer, that itfignifies/ir\
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■never
the guilty perfon by the commiflion 
prefent tenfe, “ 'be hath never” and

and never that; which is allo confirmed by Marl: iit. 29. 
where it is faid, “ he hath never forgiveneft, but is 
in danger of eternal damnation.” Indeed the phrafe 
hr rsv tun*, eternal, is con Randy ufed by our Saviour and

without doubt evince that this was the aim of Mark. 
Now, in this life he is bound with the chains of eternal1 
condemnation ; and indeed dcfervedly, by law-: For he 
who believeth not on the Son, is condemned already..

§ 25. Here two objections are chiefly brought.. I. 
“ That tbit and a future world' do not formally in
volve a full eternity, hut only, have a refpeft to- certain 
penal ages diftinft from this.” It is replied, That this 
is merely begging the queftion, fince they never prove 
that any interpretation marks this, diftinftion-of the 
ages from eternity,. nor can they (how that the phrafe 
us. tor itw of the New Teftament, is abfolutely found

the writers of the New Teftament,- concerning eternity 
devoid of any end. Moreover, our divines have been 
particularly careful left the patrons of purgatory Ihon’.d 
gain any advantage from this pafiage. The contrary 
fliall be much more difficult to the defenders-of this ab- 
folute reftitution of all things, cfpecially when we adopt 
the moft fimple meaning of the words. Thus, as to the 
fubftance of the thing', we follow the generality of com
mentators ; and that we may relinqui/h the trifling dif- 
tin&ions of Lightfoot and others upon this paflage, we 
perceive the words to be taken • comparatively, as if it 
had been faid, “ equally little in the world to come.” 
Therefore our Saviour eftabliflies it as manifeft, that in 
the world to . nine no femiffion is to be acquired. . Fronp 
this opinion, as far as appears from the catechifm of 
the Fathers, the Jewiffi church feem not to have re
ceded. This is common to all tinners-. Butblafphemy 
againft the Holy Ghoft hath that peculiarity, that even 
now in this life it fhould be equally unpardonable. The 
punilhment of this hardnefs of the tinner, defeends upon:
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to exhibit any thing elfe than a full eternity. 2. 
Farther, they attempt to diftinguiflt between the re. 
iniffion of fins, and the grace of reconciliation. For they 
grant that “ it is Amply the blafphemy againft the 
Holy Spirit which is unpardonable, fince blafphemers 
may atone for all merited punilhment. But when they 
fiate that no fin deferves punilhment without end, after 
the blafphemer of this kind endures all deferred puniffi- 
ment without any remiffi’on, yet they?contend that 
grace may be extended even unto him.”’

By this anfwer they obtain frnall advantage, and they 
have wandered from the path of gofpel truth, although, 
they affeft the name of New Evangeliers. For by 
this, they not only intentionally deftroy the true mean-, 
ing and majefty of the divine law, whilft they place- 
too narrow limits to the merit of fin, but alfo proudly- 
attribute fufficient ftrength to the {inner, either to the 
abfolution of punilhments or to converfion. And in. 
vain they fport with the name of grace, fince they fup- 
pofe that to be done without Chrift, whilft they join, 
that with his own proper merit, yet in direft oppofition. 
unto it.

J 26. Proceeding to deteft more abfurdities, we 
{hall cover this for a little. For it is fuppofed by the 
fame exception,, that “ fome compenfatorial punifh- 
ments are inflifted in this life previous to the remiffion-. । 
of finners, but the remiffion of fome of the more a- 
trocious criminals are referved unto a. coming world.”' 
This again we rejeft as an antichriftian figment) along 
with the papal indulgences. Therefore, with the la
bour of proving their point, which we legally devolve 
upon them, they are alfo to affign fome reafon for 
teaching that “ rcmiffion of fins, joined with fome 
penal atonement, is to be given, fome in this life, and 
J"** , ,0 And becaufe is a mani-
feft mfult unto the moft perfeft merit of Chrift’s obedi
ence, the foundations of thia impious opinion are to be 
•xpolcd in a few words.

4
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$ 2 7- To Support the remiffion in thh life, they a<f- 
dace the chaftifcments of the righteous, which they con- 
fidcr as general to all. Heb. xii. 6. “ He chafteneth 
every fon whom he receiveth.” They add examples of 
thofe to whom God remits fins; yet fo, that at the 
fame time he feverely chaftifeth them. To this pur- 
pofe were thofe words refpefting Ifrael, in which, Mofea 
interceding, puni/hment was omitted : Num. xiv. 2 2.

■ “ And the I,ord faid, I have pardoned according to 
thy word although they were excluded from the 
land of Canaan, except Caleb and Jofhua.” Both are 
plainly frivolous. Fer whilft the apoRle fpeaks of the 
fons whom. God lovet and receivet,. he /hows by that 
very a'rcumRance, that he. certainly denotes lelicverr, 
who, whilR they lay hold of the eternal rightcoufncfs, 
of Chrift, now pojfif eternal life. Therefore, in thefe 
chaflifements,. no veRigc of compenfation or atonement 
any more .remains.. And the remiffion granted unto 
the Ifraelites in the wildernefs, was not an abfolution,. 
but a delay of puni/hment, as what is immediately fub- 
joined refpefting that remiffibn evidently evinces. Ver. 
21, 22, 23. “ But, as truly as I live, all the earth 
/hall be filled with the glory of the Lord. Becaufe all 
thofe men which have feen my glory, and my miracles 
which I did-.in Egypt, and in the wildernefs, and- have 
tempted me now thefe ten times,.and have not hearken
ed to my voice ; furely they /hall not fee tire land which 
I /ware unto their fathers, neither /hall any of them: 
that provoked me fee it.” Ver. 32. “ Your carcafcs 
/hall fall in the wildernefs.”

$ 28. In fupport of the remiffion in n future ’world, 
i» adduced, what is promifed, Matt-, x. 42. “ And 
whofoever/hall give to drink, unto one of-thefe little 
ones, a cup of cold water only in the name of a dif- 
ciple, verily I fay unto you, he /hall in nowife lofe his. 
reward.” Hence it is pretended, that this is explained 
by Luke xvi. 9. M And I fay unto you, Make unfa 
yourfvlvej friends of. the jnammon- of unrightcoufnefs, 

that



tli.it when ye fail they may receive you into cvcrlaftmg 
habitations.” Therefore it is inferred, “ if any one of 
the profane of this world, or of the little ones of Mam
mon himfelf, from veneration of God, ihould adinini- 
fler a cup of cold wafer to a true believer, God would 
reward the fame in a future world, and that by an e-

. qual temiffion of puniiliment.” Nothing could be ad- 
vmced more hoftile to the literal meaning of this text, 
and to the analogy of'faith. For the connexion, and' 
the very thing itfelf, demonftrate that both places are 
to be underftood of true believers. For, when the na
ture of the thing forbids us to exped the unregcnerat- 
ed to perform any office of love to the fons of God 
from pure motives, therefore no remuneration can con
fidently refer to them. And the lah mentioned place 
is plainly foreign to the fubjeft in difpute, fince the 
name of babitationj does not corrcfpond to the triumph- 

rant, but the militant Church, although termed eternal oir 
account of the nature of the New Teftament Church, 
.v Inch includes the eternal kingdom of Chrift, and is 
happinefs to the permanently good. Add, that this paf- 
fage hath no immediate refpedl to the works of mercy, 
but rather the denying of wordly goods by the. carnal* 
Jew is here enjoined. The appellation of the mammon- 1 
of um^bteoufnefs teacheth this; that is, by unjuft pof- 
feffion: When wealth is enjoyed without a juft right; 
then there is not fo much neceffity of a firing, as of re- 
floring, or at lealt of relinquifhing. Here ver. 13. in
culcates hatred and contempt of this mammon. Therc-

• fore, that we may, after the example of others, pre-* 
fent our interpretation of this place in a confpicuous 
point of view,, we fhall clothe it with the following pa* 
raphrafe : “ But I fay unto you, from a contrary rea
fon .than indeed the infidel mifer himfflf, Proceed, ac
quire to yourfelves the friendihip of God and of angels; 
by that mammon which is the univerfal incentive to in
iquity, and is unjuftly acquired by that unjuft wretch, 
contrary to the will of the Lord; no more fraudulently > 

■ retaining.
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retaining the wealth of thia world to the prejudice of 
Jehovah's law, but cheerfully contemning and rejedting 
thefe; that, when you are deprived of them, (fome not 
improperly rendering tr.xmrt actively, when thou re- 
linqinjhejl theft), the heavenly favour may confign to 
you a place in the eternal habitations of the New Tef- 
tarnent church, in which the permanently good rc.- 
joice.” Moreover, they who are perfuaded that the 
general tenor of the gofpel is, that the principal caufe 
of falvation is the grace of God, know that nothing 
can be more adverfe to the analogy of faith than this, 
error. This is taught in Rom. iv. 4, 5. & xi. 6. and e- 
very fpecies of merit excluded: “ Now to him that 
worketh is the reward, not reckoned of grace, but of 
debt; but to Kim that worketh not, but believeth on 
him that juftifieth the ungodly, his faith is counted for 
righteoufnefs—And if by grace, then it is no more of 
works; otherwife grace is no more grace. But if it 
be of works, then is it no more grace; otherwife work 
is no more work.” Alfo, the Holy Ghoft, in Ifa. 
Iv. 1. and Rev. xxii. 17. offers in vain the waters of 
life to the thirfty, without money and without price* 
“ Ho, every one that thirfteth, come ye to the waters, 
and he that hath no money: come ye, buy and eat; 
yea, come, buy wine and milk, without money and 
without price—And the Spirit and the bride fay, 
Come ; and let him that heareth, fay, Come : and let 
him that is athirft come : and whofoever will, let him 
take the water of life freely." Thefe exceeding pure 
ft reams of truth appropriate all the glory to God alone, 
and preferve it from all the iniquitous inventions of the 
human mind.

§ 29. And from whence can the hope of the remifion 
of Jins arife, when remiffion itfelf requires the Jhedding 
of blood? Heb. ix. 22. “ And without fhedding of 
blood, is no remiffion And alfo that one facrifice of 
Chrill, from which propitiation, is obtained for the eter
nal falvation of all thofe who are faved. Col. i. 20*

“ (And



tt (And having made peace through the blood of his 
crofs) by him to reconcile al) things unto himfdf, by 
him I fay, whether they be things on earth, or things 
in heaven.” Hcb. x. 14. “ For by one offering he 
hath perfected for ever them that are fan&ified.” But 
the effe&s thereof ceafe with the elapfed term of grace. 
Heb. x. 26, 27. “ If we fin wilfully, after wc have re
ceived the knowledge of the truth, there rcmaineth no 
more facriGce for fin : but a certain and fearful looking 
for of judgement and fiery indignation, which fhall de
vour the adverfaries.” Since then, to thofe who con
temn the only means of falvation, nothing remains, 
unlefs wrath and fiery indignation, even to eternity, 
how can thefe indulge the hope of the pardon of fins ? 
Neither have thefe grofsly erroneous perfons any reply 
to produce, unlefs that fuch may be freed without any 
remiffion of fins, after all ibeJlcfs of their' punifhments 
are traverfed, by which at length all their malice is con- 
fumed. Therefore, confuming Jire is, to them, that fire 
which is the confuming and purifying of the adverfaries ; 
than which, nothing can be advanced more abfurd. For 
the metaphor is taken from the Jire of the altar, not 
purifying, but confuming, the victims; to prefigure 
the vicarious punifhment inflifted upon the Subflitutc, 
who gave himfclf a facrifice for us. Lev. ix. 24. 
“ And there came a Cue out from before the Lord, 
and conjumed upon the sitar the burnt-offering, and the 
fat.” 1 Kings xviii. 38. “ Then the fire of the Lord 
fell, and confumed the burnt-facrificc, and the wood and 
the flones.” Which facred fire is alfo exhibited fome- 
tinies to exprefs divine punifhments. Hence it is ufed 
when divine judgements are defcribed by fire fent forth. 
Lev. x. 2. 11 And there went out fire from the Lord, 
and devoured them ; and they died before the Lord.” 
Num. xvi. 35. ■« And there came out-a fire from the 

■ Lord, and confumed the two hundred and fifty men 
that offered incenfe.” And every where it is expreffive 
of the terrible demonllrations of. divine wrath. Ifa. v.

24.
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24. “ Therefore, as the fitc devourcth the flubble, and 
tlic flame confumeth the chaff, fo their root fhall be as 
rottennefs, and their b'.offom fliall go up as duft ; be- 

। caufe they have caft away the law of the Lord of hofls, 
and defpifed the word of the Holy One of Ifrael.” 
Chap. ix. 15. “ For wickednefs burneth as the fire: it 
fliall devour the briers and thorns, and fliall kindle in 

■ the thickets of the foreft, and they fliall mount up like 
- the lifting up of fmoke.” And chap. xxx. 27. “ Be

hold, the name of the Lord comcth from far, burning 
with his anger, and the burden thereof is heavy ; his 
lips are full of indignation, and his tongue as a devour
ing fire.” And in fome places the burning jire hath ra
ther the appearance of a favour. Ifa. iv. 6. “ Then 
flew one of the feraphims unto me, having a live coal 
in his hand, which he had taken with the tongs from 
off the altar.” Mal. iii. 2, 3. “ But who may abide 
the day of his coming ? and who fliall ftand when he 
appeareth ! For he is like a refiner’s fire, and like ful
lers foap, and he fliall fit as a refiner and purifier of fil- 
ver: and he fliall purify the fons of Levi, and purge 
them as gold and filver, that they may offer unto the 
Lord an offering in rightcoufnefs.” Moreover, thefe 
men are little mindful of the inability -of the finner to 
endure the due puniflinients of fin. Ifa. xxxiii. 14. 
“ Who fliall dwell with the devouring fire ? Who a- 
mongft us fliall dwell with everlafting burnings ?” From 
.which circumftance, the neceflity of atonement by the 
blood of Chrift fully appears, and eternally cuts off the 
hope of renovation; which I now proceed to demon- 
ftrate.

J 30. That any grace for converjion may be expect
ed in a coming world, cannot once, with any degree 
of reafon, be called in queftion. This is indeed done 
by fome Scholaftics, and a few Modem Divines, who, 
although they do favour the rejlitution of the damned, 
neverthelcfs think that the ftate of the damned is a ftate 
devoid of fin. But this cannot be effected, unlefs ac- 

■ • tual
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tual convergent intervene, which frees, front the chains 
of fin ; and when this is not effefted in this world, how 
can thefe by any means be effefted in the world to | 
come ? ।

John Fechtius, a celebrated divine of Roftochtenfium, 
has profeffedly handled this controvcrfy in a particular 
treatife concerning the JI ate of th: damned, in which he 
produceth and examineth twenty argument! on both 
ftdes of the queftion. And fince thefe may not be 
cafily collefted, and left fome of the weaker parts of 
his arguments fhould only be inveftigated, and the 
ftronger omitted, I fliall, by an accurate felection, pro. ( 
pone the principal arguments in a few words.

J 31. The following arguments certainly leave n» 
hope of refutation.

1 .) Scripture fimply declares that all opportunity of 
obtaining falvation expires with this life. Eccl. ix. 10. 
“ "Whatfoever thy hand findeth to do, do it with thy 
might; for there is no work, nor device, nor know
ledge, nor wifdom in the grave, whither thou g.oeft.”

2 .) Scripture accumulates fuch forms of language 
concerning the ftate of the damned, as fhadow forth 
their wretchednefs by the moil lively figures. For it is 
denominated the fecond death, Rev. ii. 11. xx. 6. xxi. 8, 

“It is alfo denominated a life “ into utter darknefs,” 
Matt. viii. 12. xxii. 13. xxv. 30.; or of the blacknefs 
tf darknefs, 2 Peter ii. 17. Jude, ver. 13. Sacred writ 
oppofes, to" ZifZf, whatever refpefts the dominion' of fin. 
In this view, it is defcribed as the power of death, Heb. 
ii. 15.; and the power of darknefs, Luke xxii. 53. Col. 
i. 13. Confult, concerning the emblem of death, Au- 
-guftinus de Civ. Dei,l. 13. c. 2. 11. 12. & 1. 19. c. 28.5 
And, concerning the emblem of darknefs, confult the ' 
fame Author,epift. 120. adHonorat.c. 21. And what, 
I pray, does the noun 1TQN, which correfponds to the 
word indicate, unlefs the ftate of perdition, in
which the moral powers are chiefly corrupted ? Job xxvi. 
6. “ Hell is naked before him, and deftruftion hath no

covering.”
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covering.” Alfo the gnajhirg of the teeth is defcriptive 
of bridled indignation, which indicates the impatience of 
the wicked, and his impotent rage againik the author of 
punifhmeut, joined with his own direful accufation, 
and that of his companions in vice. This is certainlv 
the proper meaning of the Jkakir.g or
gitajhing of the teeth ; and the Fathers have confidcrcd it 
as expreflivc of extreme cold, becaufe co!d awakens this 
horrible motion. This is alfo confirmed by Hammond 
on Matt. viii. 12. Picinellus in Lumin. reflex. Ada
mi Obferv. Theol. Philol. p. 133. Suicerus on the 
word fipvy/w, and others. There is certainly an unde
niable example in the facred writings, Afis vii. 54. 
“ When they heard thefe things they were cut to the 
heart, and they gnafhed on him with their teeth.”

That this might be an ancient mode of fpeech, is c- 
vident from that expreffion of Hefiod, Scut. Hercul. 
v. 403-

ZlXXi;X»/c x«rmT£, 1*1 efta; op/wart
△ At rp’ etpafioc fi’ a/4a ymr’ oJovruv.

“ Mutually enraged, they make an attack upon each 
“ other; and cruel roaring and gnafhing of teeth 
“ arofe among them.”

Memorable alfo is that place of Lycophron, in which 
loud voices are combined, v. 544.

Kai p,tv ^vSoiriy aXXnXOUf
Bpi^ovci, mxarpiQlu’iv axfiopt-tvat.

“ And firfl: indeed by words among themfelves, they 
“ gnafhed their teeth, exafperated with fevere re- 
“ proaches.” '

Boganus remarks the fame from Homer, Hebraiz. 
p. 156. Claudianus imitates the fame from the Latin 
authors in Mani. Theod. Conful. v. 223.

-“ Nor ever dreadful to their gnafhing teeth, 
“ Nor doft thou with a‘groan demand the flrokes.” 

Where Barthius collects more paffages refpefting the 
fame matter from the Fathers.

This gefture therefore is confidered as peculiar to the 
damned. . Matt. viii. 12. “ But the children of the 
kingdom fhall be call out into utter darknefs; there

D ' fhall
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fliall be weeping and gnaflung of teeth.” Chap. xni. I 
42. “ And fliall caft them into a furnace of fire ; there 
fliall be wailing and gnafhing of teeth.” The fame ex- 
preffion is alfo to be found in feveral other places, from ( 
which it is obvious that malice in hell rifes to the high- 
eft ftrength, at leaft in many.

3. Scripture removes all the caufes of falvation from 
the damned.

1 .) The impulfne caufe thereof is the mercy and. grace 
rf God. This terminates after the contempt of divine 
long-fuffering patience. Rom. ii. 4, 5. “ Or defpifeft 
thou the riches of his goodnefs, and forbearance, and 1 
long-fuffering ; not knowing that the goodnefs of God 
leadeth thee to repentance ? But after thy hardnefs and 1 
impenitent heart, treafureft up unto thyfelf wrath a. 
gainft the day of wrath, and revelation of the righte
ous judgment of God.” Nor is this grace of God 
any longer exercifed, after the door isJhut. Matt. xxv. 
10. “ And they who were ready went in with him to 
the marriage 1 and the door was Jhut” And thofe 
without the door are plainly excluded from all com
munion with God, whom the Son of God himfelf de
nominates surfed, ver. 41.

2 .) The meritorious caufe of falvation is the merit of 
Chr'f, which we haye already proved is not extended 
unto the damned. Indeed he intercedes not for them, 
who fill up the meafure of their fin, and are confirmed 1 
under tire judgment of obduracy, as Judas Ifcariot, 
John xvii. 1?. ; but rather he intercedes againft them, 
Pfal. Ixix. 28, 29. “ Add iniquity to their iniquity ; 
and let them not come into thy righteoufnefs. Let 
them be blotted out of the book of the living, and not 
be written with the righteous.”

3 .) The efficient caufe of falvation is the effellualopera- 
lion of the Divine Spirit. And how can thefe obtain 
this effedual operation, of whom the Holy Ghoft is 
their avowed enemy ? Ifa. Ixiii, 10. “ But they re- 

and vexed his Holy Spirit: therefore he was 
turned
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turned to be their enemy, and he fought againft them.” 
And fuch are they alfo with whom the Spirit of Jeho‘ 
vah fhall not always ftrive. Gen. vi. 3. <« My Spirit 
fhall not always drive with man.”

4 .) The w/lrumental caufe of fahation it the preaching 
of the gofpel. But the word of Jehovah is reftri&cd 
unto a fpecific day, DITT to-day ; which once elapfed, 
the contemners of his word fhall not enter into his reft. 
Pfal. xcv. 7, 11. compared with Heb. iii. 7. «f For he 
is our God, and we are the people of his pafture, and 
the fheep of his hand : to-day if ye will hear his voice 
—Unto whom I fware in my wrath, that they fliould 
not enter into my reft—Wherefore, as the Holy Ghoft 
faith, To-day if ye will hear his voice, harden not your 
hearts as in the provocation—So I fware in my wrath, 
they fhall not enter into my reft.” But preachers are 
neceflary in order to the preaching of the gofpel. We 
are not however informed of any being fent to the re-„ 
gion of the damned, to ‘proclaim the glad tidings of 
falvation. If any were to be fent, it might be flip* 
pofed that they would be of the number of the faithful. 
But this is likewife declared impoffible: Luke xvi. 26. 
“ And befides all this, between us and yon there is a 
great gulf fixed : fo that they which would pafs from, 
hence to you, cannot ; neither can they pafs to us, that 
would come from thence.’’ There are here as many 
weighty reafons as there are words. Mention is made of 
a gulf, which alone is the indication of an impaffable re
gion. It is great by the very nature thereof. It is fixed 
by the unchangeable counfel of God. Nay it renders the 
way impoflible to them that mould, and that from both fideS. 
And Abraham urges this confideration above all, the 
very equity of the proceeding, which refulted from, 
their former enjoyments. In which manner, both a 
moral and a phy/ical neccflity is indicated; and alfo irn- 
podibility in every refpeft, through any new legiflation 
of God ; or the leaft abatement, much lefs freedom, to 
be acquired from the chains of darknefs. Can we ima
gine that Abraham would have been reprefented fo ini-

D 2 '" nucal
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.mica! to Lus ov!n fir., and unwilling to excite in him 
the leaf! hope of alleviation, if any could have been in
dulged ? And was it not more agreeable to the infinite 
mercy of God, that he fhould cherifh and flrengthen the 
fmallefl. fparks of divine love in one deprecating him, if 
any ray of it fhould have appeared ? It is plainly an empty 
evafion, that, in the firft place, the law ought to be 
frcachcd unto the damned, and then the gofpel; after
wards they were to endure all punifhments to the total 
emptying of them all. For this would be plainly nd- 
Tcrfe to’the moil holy tenor of divine preaching, by 
which the rigour of the law is always tempered with 
the fweetnefs of the gofpel. If it fhould be otherwise, 
nothing could be expected but defitsirwhich by its 
intrinfic nature docs not incline the foul to God, but 
turns it away from God ; and dees not move unto fin* 
cere repentance, but etfe&ualiy hinders.it.

5.) Vroine jtidgetrur.ts arc the accidental caufi of Jal- 
But it appears from the effects of temporal 

judgement, and efpccially thofe of' a more formidable 
nature, that thefe of themfclves do not foften, but on 
the contrary, harden, the human heart, and inflame the 
madnefs of finning. Of this nature is the judgement 
upon the Jews, mentioned in Ifa. viti. 21. “ And it 
fhrll come to pals, that when they fhall be hungry, they 
Jlrdi fret themfelves, and curfe their king and their 
God, and- look upward.” Analogous to this is the 
judgements upon the followers of antichrill. Rev. xvi. 
<■;. “ And men were fcorched with great heat, and 
Idafphemed the name of God, who hath power over 
.thefe plagues ; and they repented not, to give him gio-, 
ry.” And ver. to, it. “ And they gnawed their 
tongues with pam, and blafphemed the God of heaven, 
becaufe of their pains and their fores ; and they repent
ed not of their deeds.”—For although we do not ac
cord with thofe, who fuppofe that the lad mentioned 
place direfily defcribes infernal punifhments, yet from 
hence it may lawfully be inferred, how far the malice of

hinders.it
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the damned may advance. For if temporal puniffiments 
prevail to fuch a degree as to irritate and enrage the 
minds of tinners, how much more is that to be expect
ed from punifhments feverer in their nature, and longcc 
in their duration ?

6 .) The (late of the damned is an exceeding bafefiate. 
Hence they are denominated, Deficit made unto dijhonour, 
and Deficit of watb fitted unto dejlruftion. Rom. ix. 
21, 22. “ Hath not the potter power over the clay, of 
the fame lump to make one veffel unto honour, and an
other unto difhonour ? What if God, willing to fhew 
his wrath, and to make his power known, endured with 
much long-fuffering, the veffels of wrath fitted to de- 
ilruflion What this appellation involves, from the 
defcription of veffelt of honour, may be gathered front 
what is faid in z Tim. ii. 21. “ If a man therefore 
purge himfclf from thefe, he fhall be a veffel unto ho
nour, fanftified and meet for the mailer’s ufe, and pre
pared unto every good work.” For when a veffel in 
there faid to be unto honour, it is fanBified and meet 
for the niafier’t ufe, and prepared unto every good 'work ; 
on the contrary, the veffel which fhall be to difhonour, 
fhall be an impure veffel; hence no fruit fhall be render
ed unto the mailer, becaufe unprepared unto every good, 
work. Another evidence may be added from Pfal. vi. 
5. “ For in death there is no remembrance of thee ; 
in the grave "who fhall give thee thanks ?” Pfal. cxv. 
17. “ The dead praife not the Lord, neither any that 
go down into filence.” Ifa. xxviii. 18. “ For the grave 
cannot praife thee, death cannot celebrate thee : they 
that go down into the pit cannot hope for thy truth.” 
Pfal. Ixxxix. 48. “ What man is he that livetb, and 
fhall not fee death ? fhall he deliver his foul from the 
hand of the grave ?” From thefe palfages it may, by a 
natural confequence,at leaft be inferred, that the more the 
wrath of God refts upon any perfon, the lefs is he qua
lified to praife the Lord.

D 3 . The
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The fame is illullratcd from iome examples of the 
damned, fuch as that of Judas the traitor,'Matt. xxvi. 
£4. “ It had been good for that man if he had never | 
been born.” The Lord of truth would not fimply have 1 
affirmed this thing, if any hope of fanftification.through 
eternity had remained. For a veffel to honour is one by 
whom the name of God is celebrated, and fo includes 
an illuftrious fituation ; that if any one, after many 
thoufands of ages fpent amid the moil excruciating fuf. 
fcrings, could be transferred into that fituation, and 
could fpend therein a full eternity, it certainly would 
have been an advantageous thing for fuch a man to 
have been born. Frivolous is the objection produced, 
that “ the faying of our Saviour may be underftood, 
not abfilutely but comparatively.” Every perfon may 
eafily perceive, that he who Uri&ly confiders the greateft 

* poffible number of ages, that thefe do not indeed com- 
pofe the Gnallefl portion of eternity ; nor indeed a be
ginning, a moment, or one point thereof. And un
fortunately for hiscaufe, the faying in Luke xxiii. 29. is 
alfo produced: “ For behold the days are coming, in 
which they ffiall fay, Blcffed are thebarren, and the wombs 
that never bare, and the paps which never gave fuck.” 
As if this alfo was not abfolutely true, when it is only 
mentioned of temporal calamities in which they may be 
involved who arc eternally faved. But, that I may here 
avoid introducing expreffions, which have a greater rc- 
fpecl: to prefent than to future mifery ; permit me only 
to add, that it refls on no folid foundation, that our ' 
Saviour refers to temporal calamities.

Ihe devil and his angels afford another example, who 
are even now condemned and bound with the eternal 
chains of darknefs; they flame with perpetual incenfed 
rage againft the kingdom of God and his chofen. Gen. 
iii. 15. “ And I will put enmity between thee and the 
woman, and between thy feed and her feed: it ffiall 
bruife thy head, and thou ffialt bruife his heel.” ' John 
uii. 44. “ Ye are of your father the devil, and the lulls
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of your father ye will do : lie was a murderer from the 
beginning, and abode not in the truth, hccaufe there f. 
no truth in him.” I John iii. 8. “ Hethat commit- 
teth I’m, is of the devil : for the devil finneth from the 
beginning.” Rev. xii. 7. 17. “ And there was war in 
heaven ; Michael and his angels fought againft the 
dragon, and the dragon fought, and his angels—And 
the dragon was wroth with the woman, and went to 
make war with the remnant of her feed, who keep the 
commandments of God, and have the tellimony of 
Jefus Chrill.” Hence, by way of emphafis, the in
fernal fpirit is called the wicked cne : Matt. xii:. 19. 38. 

- 1 John ii. 13. 14. But the fame lot is alhgucd to 
the wicked with the devil, Matt. xxv. 41. Depart 
from me, ye curfed, into everlafting fire, prepared for 
the devil and his angels.”

And why may not convention be declared as impof- 
fible in a coming world, when even in this life thecon- 
verfion of fome is declared inipnffille ? Heb. vi. 4—6. 
“ For it is iiiipojjille for thofc who were once enlight
ened, and have tafied of the heavenly gift, and were 
made partakers of the Holy Ghoft, and have tailed the 
gocd word of God, and the powers of the world to 
come, if they fhall fall away, to renew them again un7 
to repentance ; feeing they crucify to themfelves the 
Son of God afrefli, and put him to an open fhamc.” 
The reafon of this impofnbility is not phyfcal, but moral; 
and it refults not from the decree of God, by which 
circumilance there is here nothing fmgular to be found 
in this cafe, more than others ; but from the I’cccmi;:^ 
{mt lire and fai.cldy of the thing itfelf, when they righ- 
teoufiy merit that, who expofe the Son of God, and 
even the great God and Saviour of the world, • to the 
fame difgrace with the Jews, by a new apoftafy unto 
Judaifm, and thus fall into the fame crime with themi 
And whibl this caufe continues, the fame effect will re
main.

If



If the damned fhould not fin, or at lead were not 
ble to commit fin, their ftate would be preferable to 
le fit nation of tinners in this life. For moral evil is 
tore direful than physical evil. Hence the lefler de- 
ree of wretchednefs would flow to the unhappy perfon 
om the greateft punifhments. And would not that 
e a condemnation, in which the damned would acquire 
ime advantage ?

The damned perfon afts cither wickedly or rigbteoujly. 
There can be no medium.. He who lives rightcoufly, 
loes it from love to God, according to his law, and to 
he glory of his divine perfections. Therefore none can 
>e conceived to be free from finning, unlefs that perfon 
vho is filled with love and a fincere affeflion towards 
jod. And how could the punfihment of hell for one 
noment accord with fuch a difpofition of mind? Is not 
lie damned perfon feparated from God ? But (hall not 
hat reparation ceafe in refpeft of him who begins fin- 
cerely to love God ? Or, would not God mutually love 
the perfon loving him ? Shall not he approve what may 
be loved ? Shall not he reward them who feek him ?

The evidence of-this thing is fo ample, that our ad- 
verfaries univerfally yield this matter. Lud. Gcrhardus, 
c. 3. § 422, exprefsly acknowledges that the damned in 
hell fhall thoufands and thoufands of times cuife the day 
in which they were born ; and as long as their puniflr- 
ment ffiall be intolerable, fo long {hall they very fre
quently blafpheme their Creator, who produced them 
out of nothing. Neverthelefs, what our opponents give 
us with the pne hand, they take away with the other ; 
whilft they confider this fame'feverity of punifliment as 
a mean, by which the free-will of the finner is at length 
filled with hatred of fin, and fo, under the hand of the 
Judge, fhall finally be favingly humbled. Which things 
are perfectly incoherent. Whence could it happen to 
the finner, dead in trefpaffes and fins, that he {hould 
have power to abandon fin with a genuine hatred there
of, that is, from love to God andholinefs ? And if that 

very
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very feverity of punifitment produce die higheft blaf- 
phemy of the molt holy and Divine Name, tnuft it net 
hencc'follow, that fo much the more intolerable as their 
punilhmcnts fhall be, fo much the more outrageous 
hatred of God (hall be produced by them ?

§ 32. Thofc pa .Tages which exclude the hope of ref- 
titution,to therebclling angels, fhall compofe the Sixth 
C!afj of evidences. Gen. iii. 14. is with ftngular pro
priety applied to this matter, where it is faid unto the 
ferpent, “ Becaufc thou halt done this, thou ^rt curfed 
above all cattle, and above every bealt of the field : upon 
thy belly (halt thou go, and duft fnalt thou eat all the days 
of thy life.” Here it appears proper to underhand, by 
the ferpent, not an animal only, but the reducingfpirit \t\m- 
felf. Fer in ver. 15. the fume cotiverfation and the fame 
fubjedi is continued without any diftinclion, or the very 
flighted mark ofdiftindlion ; and this is the more evident, 
bccaufe this verfe is joined to the former by the prefixed 
particle and; whilft the fame con ftnntly remains con- 
nedted with the fecond perfon. Therefore, all thofe 
arguments advanced to prove the application of the 15th 
verfe unto the devil, do apply to the preceding verfe. 
The ferpent muft be v.nderftood r.s he who “ did th::.” 

ftrjnnt hegtdt.d me,” fail Eve, “ and I did cat.” Here 
the ferpent is accufcd of fraudulent fcdu&ion, and a ra
tional aflion is afcribed unto him ; both which do not 
a.ccord with a beaft. He had certainly committed a 
criminal action, becaufe a carfe was pronounced upon 
him ; which at the fame time alfo doth not corrcfpond 
with the nature of a bcaft. Nay more, learned men 
have fhown, that the literal fignification involves great
er difficulty than is commonly imagined : When there 

be many other fpecies of reptiles befidcs ferpents; 
whin the opinion that duft is the meat of the ferpent, 
it reje&ed as a Jewifh figment; Ariftotle (lib. 8. de 
Bid, Animal, c. 4.) afierting that ferpents, beyond all 
other animals, are immoderately delirous of delicate 

food:
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food : when there is nothing of nourifhment in dull-, 
from whence it could appear fcarce poffible that any a- 
nimal could live upon it: when Bochartus himfelf con- 
fdfes (Hieroz. part. I. lib. I. c. 4.) that dufl is appro
priated unto the ferpent as his meat, not as if he was 
fed with drift only, out becaufe he Jhould talc in duji into 
his mouth at the fame time with his other food: Finally, 
when their opinion appears to have much more the re- 
femblance of truth, who affirm, that the inftniment of 
feduftion was of the fpecies of dragons, who have npt 
been always of the reptile kind, but have been found 
with an ereft body, voracious, flying, and enfnaring to 
birdsi But of thefe matters 1 do not now difpute.

§ 33. There are not a few interpreters, indeed, who 
have adopted a contrary opinion. - But thefe, either 
with Jofephus and'other Jews, or the Socinians and 
Clerk, reiblve the whole fcopc of the paffage into a 
mere letter, and explain the verfe immediately following, 
of a literal ferpent; unto which our opponents are un
willing alfo to accord : Or they explain the whole fcope 
of the paffage, firft literally, and afterwards myjlically ; 
which hypothefis is not as yet adverfe to our opinion. 
The celebrated Cornelius Hafrcus has flrcnuouily de
fended this caufe, after Calvin, Rivetus, Cregutus, 
Grotius and others, in his very learned treatife of Pro- 
teuang. cap. 2. fq. This learned divine was formerly 
my preceptor ; and I cannot mention him here, but 
with the higheft refpeft. There are alfo fome learned 
men who rend in funder our interpretation ;’and cither, 
with Hunnius, explain ver. 14, in both parts, more 
to the devil than the ferpent, and ver. 15. to the devil 
only; or they, with Geicrus, Calovius, Frifchmutus, 
Pfciferus, refer the former verfe to the ferpent only, 
and the latter verfe to the devil only. They make eyes 
to rtean horns, who underftand the 14th verfe of the 
devil only. Seb. Schmidius Colleg. Bibi. P. I. J. H. 
Majus Loc. 7. Orac. 2. cap. 1. $ 6. Goufletus ip ter- 
xione ad Judatos p. 4. Witfius Oeconom. Feeder, lib.
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4. cap. I. $ 3- Momma Occonom. Temp. r. cap. 2. J 
II. Sal. van Till, in init. Gen. ail h. 1. Coccejus ad 
h. 1. Wittcrus Jur. Ifrael. ad h. 1. who profeflcdly dif- 
cufs this matter in agitation. Likewife, the famous 
Joh. Chrift. Ortlobius in fchediafmate, concerning the 
ferpent not puniihed with Satan, which was printed at 
Leipf. 1708 ; and alfo Schlofferus, and Vitringa his 
fon, in their particular diflertations concerning the fe- 
duftion of the ferpent. Thcfe are truly frivolous rea- 
fons for fo thinking ; becaufe there is nothing advanced 
which may incline us to refer the literal fignification to 
the 14th verfe, but rather the allegorical fenfe, and the 
continuation of the allegory and the parallel phrafes in 
the following verfe ; fuch as occur in Pfal. Iviii. 3, 4. 
& Ifa. Ixv. 25. a comparifon of which eftablifhes and. 
illuflrates our interpretation. “ The wicked are c- 
ftranged from the womb : they go aftray as foon as they ’ 
be born, fpeaking lies : their poifon is like the poifoo 
of a ferpent : they are like the deaf adder, that ftop- 
peth her ear—The wolf and the iamb fhall feed to- 

. getber, and the lion fhall eat ftraw like the bullock : 
and duft fhall be the ferpent’s meat. They fhall not 
hurt nor deftroy in all my holy mountain, faith the 
Lord.”

J 34. But if the ferpent is the fedneing fpirit him- 
felf, then the curfe which is here impofed upon hirri 
fhall continue in every age. Since it is to be continued', 
all the days of his life, that fhall not terminate unlefs 
with his life. And when this is immortal, it is obvious 
that the curfe involves punifhments which are equally- 
•immortal. Rivetus in Genef. Exerc. 35. unfolds the 
force of our argument in a very accurate manner. No 
fmall injury indeed is done to our caufe by thofe who 
hold thefe very words as an indication of the end of 
time. Therefore I cannot pafs it over in'filence, that 
the exceedingly praifeworthy Hafaeus hiinfelf, now 
mingling with’ the faints in glory, among many other 
places that might be quoted, (loc. cit. c. 4. J 20, 21.) 

there,



L 4? 2
there, among other things, fays, “ For neither this, I 
depraved delight of the devil, nor whatfoever inclina- I 
tion it is towards the dujl, fhall continue for ever : but I 
when that certain and determinate fpace of time, in 
which as by a bound this is circumfcribed, fnall expire, 
then his power fhall terminate. For we hear him indeed 
commanded is eat du/l in all, and only in all, the days 
of his life. And thefe days will be finifhed with the I
confummation of time, even when the great day of I
judgment fhall fhine forth, unto which the rebelling angeh I 
are referred, bound with the chain! of cverlajling dark. I 
nefs Jude, ver. 6. The fame is the opinion, of Fa- 1 
gius, Cocccjus, Cleb. Nic. Schierc in Do&. Tcft. lib. I 
2. cap. I. f J. 6. Sal, van Till. loc. err. Joh. Mark- 
ius in Hift. Farad, lib. 4. cap. 3. Neither do thefe 
things invalidate oi>r interpretation. For we adhere to I
the acknowledged idea of life. Thofe who are of a I
different opinion, ought to produce a reafon, why they I
reftrift all the days of the life of the ferpent, which is an I
univcrfal phrafe, unto the prefent age. By'the fall, he I
inflantly loft bin moral life ; but, through the immorta- I
lity of his nature, he fhall preferve his phyfical life in e- 
ternal fre itflf. Nor do we the lefs admit this reflric- I
tion, finee the eating of dujl itfelf (hall continue unto e- I
ternity. We eafily admit the pojJibUity of this being, 
by this allegory', defcribed refpe&ing unregenerated fin- I 
tiers. For dujl is the emblem of the vicious ; Ifa. v. 24. 
“ Their root fhall be as rottennefs, and their bloffom 
fhall go up as dull; becaufe they have caft away the 
law of the Lord of hofls, and defpifed the word of the 
holy One of Ifrael.” Ifa. Ixv. 25. “ And duftfha’.lbe 
the ferpent’s meat.”—What isebaff? unlefs duft, which 
reprefents the fame perfons. Pfal. i. 4. “ The ungod
ly are not fo, but are like the chaff which the wind 
driveth away.” Matt. iii. 12. “ He will gather his 
wheat into the garner: but he will burn up the chaff 
with unquenchable fire.” The Hebrew doctors are here 
referred unto, who had commanded to throw dujl upon
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the forcfkin in circumcilion, and inferred the reafon of 
this mandate from the very curfe itfclf, even that the 
forefkin, rolled in the dull, might afford meat to the 
ferpeut; as the paffages produced by Eifcnmengeru* 
teach, Jud. Revel. Part. i. p. 683'. And why fhould 
the panuer in this dujl terminate with the day of judge
ment? By no means, fince there fhall be a perpetual 
infliftor of infernal punifhments ; and he fhall receive 
thofe fully in his power, concerning whom the limita
tion was of more force, fo long as they were the object 
of the long-fuffering patience of God.

$ 35. But this phrafe is fo far from militating a- 
gainft our hypothefis, that rather, in another manner, 
it eftablifhes the eternal punifhments of the damned- 
For if the feducer is to live until then, if he is to eat 
dujl, and the impious are to be understood by the dujl, 
then it alfo follows, that the wicked fhall afford provi- 

*fion unto him all the days of his life, therefore unto e- 
ternity. And this cannot be otherwife accomplifhed, 
than by the inflidting the mod excruciating pains and 
torments upon them in perpetual fucceffion. Nor am 
I ignorant, that, by dujl, fome eminent interpreters at 
the fame time underftand the bodies of the faithful, de- 
flroyed and reduced to duft, in its time diffolving in 
mortal death, which is the prey of Satan on account of 
fin, the bodies of the faithful having original fin ; hence 
Satan eats duft in them, becaufe he hath this of right 
through fin, in the exercife of which he is delighted. 
They themfelves, however, who advance thefe things, 
are neverthelefs accuftomed to confider this fenfe only 
as fecondary. But it would have been fafcr, plainly to 
have departed from this, fince dujl is certainly charac- 
teriftic of bodies which the faithful in time depofite ; 
and they are faid to be reduced, as it were, by Satan’s 
confuming them, by eating, and wholly reducing them 
under his power, upon whom nothing, except a fliadow 
of power, was granted in this world. Neither doth 
his caufe receive any fupport from the circumftance of
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its delighting in it, when in very deed that dull may be- | 
:ome the garments of fouls, who, freed from its en- 
anglements, advance triumphant into the kingdom of 
heir Lord. Add, that this rather applies to the bruif- 
ng of the heel of the feed of the woman, which is 
plainly di(lingui(hcd from the eating of duf.

$ 36. Hence our interpretation (bines forth with in- 
trcafing luflre, fince in Ifa. Ixv. 25. where there is a 
manifeft allufion unto the paffage under interpretation, 
duf the food of the ferpent, is direAly contradiftin- 
guidied from the true membeis of the church : “ The 
wolf and the lamb (hall feed together, and the lion (hall 
eat draw like the bullock : and dull, (hall be the fer- . 
pent’s meat. They (hall not hurt nor dedroy in all my 
holy mountain, faith the Lord.” Camp. Vitringa, the 
celebrated interpreter of this prophet, accords with 
thofe who, neglefiing the emblem of JuH, choofe to 
confidcr that phrafe as indicating nothing elfe than the 
moft abject (late of Satan ; and Re even fmiles at Rive- 
tus on that paffage of Gencfis, and the parallel phrafe 
in Mic. vii. 17. “ They (hall lick duft like the fer
pent.” But that is Vlb, to lick any nourifliment, like | 
as bread or ufual food is eaten. Indeed, the faying of I 
Micah feems to advance fomething in the companion 1 
natural unto the ferpent, although Vitringa himfelf for
merly remarked, that ferments do not naturally cat dujl. 
And the nature of the allegory requires that the food 
of the ferpent (hould equally be explained by a meta
phorical lignification, as the prey of the wolf and the 
lion. Neither does what is oppofed to our hypo- 
thefis (Irengthen their caufe : “ If that (hould be per
mitted to Satan in this time which the prophet de- 
feribes, then consolation would remain to him. For 
that is the very food by which he is nourifhed. But 
what could he operate in them, unlefs that he ex
cites them againft the church ? But they fuppofe that, 
;n this period, the kingdoms of this world are become 
the kingdoms of our Lord and of his Chrift.” ' But

in
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in that glorious Rate of the church itfelf, the wicked 
{hall not be awanting, the future food of the ferpent ; 
as is evident from Rev. xxi. 8, 27. & xxii. 11. “ But 
the fearful and unbelieving, and the abominable, and 
murderers, and whoremongers, and forccrers, and ido
laters, and all liars, fhall have their part in the lake 
which burnetii with fire and brimftone : which is the 
fecond death—And there fhall in nowife enter into it 
any thing that defileth, neither whatfoever worketh ab
omination, or maketh a lie ; but they who are writ
ten in the Lamb’s book of life—He that it unjufl, kt 
him be unjuft ftill: and he who is filthy, let him be fil
thy ftill: and he that is righteous, let him be righteous 
ftill: and he that is holy, let him be holy ftill.” This, 
1 confefs, would be a wretched confolation, particular
ly fince he fhall in vain attempt by them to injure the 
church : hence this fhall afford no more real nourifh- 
ment unto him, than duft unto the ferpent. Yet this 
confolation correfponds unto the nature of the feducer, 
although it is no confolation, unlefs that he fhall enjoy 
endlefs duration, viz. that he may have companions of 
wicked men. And when this is lb, it is rendered abun
dantly evident, that dufl here defigns the wicked, op- 
pofed unto all the inhabitants of the Holy Mountain, 
unto whom, when the infernal dragon can do no more 
injury in the future kingdom of Chrift, this very cir- 
cumftance fhall be the fign of vidlory over him, that all 
his power fhall be reftridted unto the impenitent only, 
exerting his empty menaces againft the people of God, 
without any power to leffen their happinefs ; and he 
fhall even then be an abhorring unto allIfa, Ixvi. 24. 
And thus certainly the prophet celebrates a new ftep of 
the accomplifhment of the threatening in Paradife, and 
a prelude of the eternal punifhment of Satan and his 
angels, which fhall be accomplifhed in a fimilar manner.

J 37. The principal evafion of our adversaries rc- 
folves itfelf into this, “ That all the days of the life of 
th: f:rp:nt, arc all the days of his impious life, which
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lie had from himfelf, and which he acquired in punidi- I 
ment to himfelfhence it is inferred, that when this ini- I 
pious life may fometime ceafe, this punilhment (hall evafe 
at the fame time. Moreover, this pretenfion is ilhif-.' 
trated from a comparifon of the punilhment which was 
denounced upon Adam, Gen. iii. 17. “■ Curfed is the I 
ground for thy fake : in forrow Ihalt thou eat of it all 
the days of thy lifewhich, it is granted on both 
Iides, is to be underlined, not, of the life of Adam in. I 
general, but of his life in a Rate of corruption.

In the ftrR place 1 remark, that this is the natural I 
force of the noun O’TT, that it primarily denotes phy^ 

fuel life, which even then is involved, fince it alludes |ll
at the fame time unto moral life. And eminent divines II
think that this is the precife meaning of the dual num- I

Nor from t'«s ufual acceptation of a word ought I
we ralhly to depart, adly, Certainly the faying in I
verfe 17* is Angularly ftrong for our argument, fince 
what is there pofitively agreed to refer to the phyfical life- 
of Adam, accords equally well with his mortal nature. 
Hence, jdly, by the added condition of this mortali
ty, verfe 18, this condition is inftantly limited, which ' I 
limitation plainly eftablilhes our argument: And when, 1 
4thly, the very nature of this threatening fo exprefsly I 
and certainly required that limitation. But, ythly,. 
the contrary rather appears ; fince, if that hypothe- 
fis Ihould hold, hence additional obfeurity would 'be 
thrown upon the fubjeft. For this very threatening in
volves the continuation of corrupted life for rather of 
fpirllual death. Hence, this fenfe would enfue, “ as 
long as thou continuefl to Jin, fo long thou, continuejl to i 
feel: nouft/bment acquired by fuming that is, to add 
fin to fin. Who does not clearly perceive that, there’ 
would be here not only an abfurd tautology in interpret
ing the words of the fentence of the Supreme Judge ; 
but alfo, thus enjoined, their proper ftrength would 
fail ? When, I pray, would any end of finning arrive, 
if the finner Ihould merit that by finning, and accumu

late
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' late tin's curfe upon his own head, as he proceeds to 

; fin,' and to acquire all his nourifliment from the fins 
of others ? And how could either any remiflion, or 
the leall abatement of the rigour of puni/hment take 
place, fo long as the finner goes on to fill up the mea- 
fure of his guilt, and more and more to harden himfelf 
in fin ?

§ 38. Another objection is produced by Sturmius, 
namely, “ That fome new puni/hment is intimated un
to the ferpent in the following verfe, which includes 
an end of the eating of dufe, even that his bead Jbndd 
le bruifed. And, his head once broken, how could he 
any longer walk in the du ft ? Hence it is evident, that, 
in refpedt of him, this is the fenfe of the divine threat
ening, that during ail the days of his life, that is, as 
long as he is not thrown into hell, fo long he /hall con
tinue the moil defpicable creature of God, eating dujl; 
and therefore, by the breaking of his head, he /hall 
completely die/’ But this objection fuddeuly evani/hes,, 
fince, according to this hypothefis, the breaking of 
the ferpent’s head fubfills together with the days of his 
life, which are a/Egned unto the ferpent. For it is 
granted, that the days of his life extend even unto the 
final judgment. But the breaking of his head was ef
fected by the death of Chrift, hence united with the 
b/'uifing of the heel of the feed of the woman, though 
placed before it. Farther, the threatenings which are 
here accummulatcd, are connected with the puni/hments 
refpedting the ferpent, mentioned in verfe 14; which are 
joined with that very power of his over the finner, left 
from hence he /hould feize an opportunity of exulting, 
becaufe of his mournful fuccefs over them. Finally, 
puni/liments are added, which he hath relatively brought, 
upon the cbofen feed.

$ 39. Can therefore any falvation Be promifed unto 
fallen angels, when the caufes from whence that is de
rived are denied unto them ? That by which this is ■ 
chiefly fupported, is the faying in Heb. ii.. ,16. “ For
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verily he did not at all vindicate or undertale the eaufe of
the angels.” Learned men have Ihown, that the verb
in-ixa.«fa<»s£8ai anfwsrs unto the Hebrewverb Con-
fult Braunius, and D’Ooutreinius ad h. 1. and alfo
Cramerns de Goele, lib. ii. 2. where he'evidently (hows
that the whole connexion of the apoftolic allegory fa
vours this verlion. The explanatory particle 7«j>, for,
fltows, that the apoftle would give a reafon why this
■was the fcope of the incarnation of Chrift, that he
might defray the tuorls of the devil, and free the believ
ing Ifraelites from the fear of death, which had filled
them under the ancient ceconomy. And the reafon of
this diflimilitude, is this event, that he was the Re
deemer, the Vindicator, not of angels, but of the feed of
.Abraham, Ixifaixtap, ban. Thus angels are clearly ex
cluded from all hope of falvation by Chrift. And this
receives peculiar flrength from that phrafe o* Sn-rov,
which we render, not at all, in no part: left any one
Ihould object, faying, “ Though perhaps he did not
in the fame manner redeem angels, in which he redeem
ed the feed of Abraham, yet he hath opened up fome
way of redemption unto them.” Thus every lhadow of
hope is removed ; and that the more fo, fince this Vin
dicator is the true God. When therefore no falva
tion can be without God, how could any Ihine upon
the fallen angels ?

$ 40. Among the objections which are here formed,
the moft part adhere only to their verfion, and againft
Luther, according to whom, Jsr«XKJu/3a»t<rO«i ayytxav, is
only to ajfume the human nature. Here they contend,
that “ the concrete is rafhly changed into the abftraft ;
but nothing hinders that we may not neverthelefs un-
derftand angels, whofe nature Chrift is not faid to
alfume, fince he did not receive them into the number
of his brethren, and make them lharers of his king
dom.” But when it is eftablilhcd that bnxa^/Savrsta
here ncceflarily lignifies, to vindicate, to free, then thefe
things fall of their own accord. For then it is granted,

1 that
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that we do not uhdci Hand the angelic nalure, but 
Jons; and we mull underhand the evil angels, fmee 

■ retlemftiun does not apply to the good. Add, that our 
interpretation involves the reafon of the puniihment in- 
flifted upon the devil, defcribed ver. 14, 15. But if 
this hypothecs fhould be admitted, then it ought at the 
fame time to be proved, that the future condition of 
the feed >f jdbraham, (hall be more iUuRiious than even 
that of the good angels themfelves. In the mean time, 
both parts of the queftion involve fome exceptions; 
which, that we may not prove tedious, we fliall difeufs 
in a few words.

£ 41. They who fuppofc that it is here agitated con
cerning evil angels, thus reafon : “ Becaufe it is here 
declared, in the prefent tenfe, that Chrift did not aftumc 
the nature of angels, it docs (jot follow that he will 
not ojfume it in any future period.” If is replied, That 
this does aftually follow.' For it is ■ neceflary that 
lrinn4.it, he too!:, relate to the feed of ylbiahusn, which 
the Saviour began in this life ; but which he fliall con
tinue and perfeft in a future life. But, in like manner, 
as perfefiion and eternal redemption are confirmed to 
the feed of Abraham, fo, by the force of. oppofition, 
eternal redemption is denied unto the evil angels.

They add, “ That although it fhould be granted, 
that angels are not redeemed by Chrift, yet this doth 
not hinder, that neverthelefs God fhould, by fome o- 
thcr way, confult the falvation of fallen angels.” To 
this I reply, That if we believe God, there is no fal- 
vation out of Chrift. That thofe of the oppofite fen- 
timents contend, that the angelic world are reconciled 
by Chrift. Eph. i. 10. “ That in the difpcnfa'tion of 
the fulnefs of times, he might gather together in one 
all things in Chrift, both which are in heaven, and 
which are on earth, even in him.” Phil. ii. 10. “ That 

j at the name of Jefus every knee fhould bow ; of things 
in heaven, and things in earth, and things under the 
earth.” Col. i. 20. “ To reconcile all thipgs unto 

himfelf;
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sinifelf; by him, I fay, whether they be things in 
;arth, or things in heaven/1 Nay, they fuppofe that 
Zhrill himfdf interceded for angels. Luke xxii. 43, 
See. “ And there appeared an angel unto him from 
teaven, ftrengthening him.”—Thefe, and fimilar paf. 
Tages in our following obfervations, we fhall refeuefrom 
the milintcrpretations of the erroneous. Here only 
they are mentioned, that we may fight them with their 
own weapons.

J 42. Sicgvolkius (de Reftitut. c. iy.) exprefs’y 
contends for the good angels. For he afierts, “ That 
the name of angels is not ufed, except concerning the 
good angels, unltfs it be exprefsly limited.” It is re
plied, That I grant the veracity of this afi’ertion, fince 
the connexion clearly exhibits a limitation.

Again, he confiders.the afjinr.ptton of ths feed of A- 
Irabam, as a benefit by which the faithful are received, 
into fome very excellent degree of glory, unto which, 
angels themfelves are not qualified to an ive ; fo as this 
glory of the feed of Abraham can exalt them far fupe- 
rior to the dignity of angels. And the glory here men
tioned he places in this, that the world to come (hall not 
be fubjefted unto the angels, but unto Chrift, and unto 
the members of his myftical body; according to Heb. ii, 
5. “ For unto the angels hath he not put in fubje&ion 
the world to come, whereof we fpeak.” Hence it 
happens, that they are never called the fponfc, or the 
brethren of Cbrift ; and a facerdotal kingdom, nor fit- - 
ting on the throne of Chrift, are never attributed unto 
them ; but they are only confidered as xwrcvf/ixa • 
mtv/uxra, mnijlering fpirits. Heb. i. 14. “ Are they 
not all miniftcring fpirits, fent forth to minifter for them 
who fhall be heirs of falvation !” He refers to the 
fame thing, the judgement of faints upon angels, as 
mentioned 1 Cor. vi; 3. “ Know ye not that we fhall 
judge angels But it farther appears, that the very 
angelic nature requires this, which only includes part 
of the world, namely, fpirit, air, and fir's; when man

is



b computed of all thefe materials. Hence thry ar: 
mentioned, Pfal. civ. 3, as fpiritual beings, of wind, 
anti of, a flame, of fire : “ Who maketh his angels fpi- 
rits; his minifters a flame of fire.” And in man is 
found, not only ffrif, air, andfre, but alfo water and 
earth: or the live eflentiak of all creatures and things 
are to be found in him in the higheft pcrfeftion : there
fore he is the proper inftrumcnt of God to govern all’ 
things.. Hence angels are not only exhibited as mi- 
niftering to man in this life, but the whole hod of an- 
gels-performing a benevolent fervice to one man. Gen. 
xxxii. 1, 2. “ And Jacob went on his way, and the 
angels of God. met him ; and when Jacob faw them, 
he faid, This is God’s hoft.” 2 Kings vi. 17. “ And 
behold the mountain was full of horfes and charjots of 
fire round about Elifba.”

To thefe things I reply, That here many abfurdities 
are united unto, and every where fupport, that falfe hy
pothecs. The excellence of the glory of the eleft a- 
bove the angels, is a mere fuppofition. We relinquifli 
that entirely to the. difpofal af God’s free will, whe
ther, and bow far, it may feem good unto him to dif- 
penfe certain gradations of eternal glory. Thefe things,. 
However, that have been advanced, do not enter deeply 
into the fubjeft.

For in Heb. ii. 5, and the following verfes, the dif- 
tinftion is. mentioned, not between the oeconomy of 
this and a coming world, but between the economy of 
the Old and New Teftament. And OiXOUjttfW 
the world to cone, do not denote the connexion of this- 
vtfible world; which is fubjefted unto the faints, but de
note the very body of the faithful themfelves, no long
er fubjefted unto.the angels as divine heralds, but hence
forth fubjefted unto Chrift alone-

The name of fpaufe, and of brethren, refers to a pe
culiar mode of the redemption of the deft from among 
men; and. the phrafes of filing, and of kingdom,. refer 
to fome circumftances in the application of fahation.

But
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But although thefe things fhould not be granted, yet 
nothing hinders that the name of fpoufe, and of joint. * 
heir, may not alfo be afcribed unto angels, on account of 
the covenant of fricndHiip with the Three-One God • 
and an eternalprirflhood, on account of the perfection of 
divine wotlhip, afcribed unto them. And the Scripture 
more fparingly defcribes the glory of angels, becaufe 
it was not written becaufe of the angels, but to pro
duce and to ftrengthen the faith of men.

Farther, whentheyare denominated a-vtv^ra x«rovfj-ua, 
mniftering fpirits, in Heb. ii. 14, by this very circum- 
fiance, a Jjdrilual pricjlhood is afcribed unto them. 
Neither is their miniftration under the controul of men, 
but of God only. Not to mention the mofl glorious I 
work that angels perform, who execute a. facerdctal ' 
miniftration, in promoting the falvation of ether crea
tures.

Again, the judgement of angels, mentioned in 1 Cor. 
vi. 3, only applies unto evil angels, fince no judgment j 
takes place upon the eleft angels, who were confirmed 
in happinefs upon the fall of their companions.

Nay more, thofe things advanced concerning the five 
univerfal efientials of all vifible things, are vicioufy 
trifling. For not only is feme corporeal nature attri
buted unto angels, but alfo their fpiritual nature is 
changed into a body, fubtile, fiery, and aerial. Such 
afferticns indeed do not merit a refutation. For, al
though thefe things fhould be proved, the more excel
lent glory of angels in a future world would not from 
thence be evinced. It does not appear that they poH’cfs 
denfer bodies, which have fome mixture of earthly 
matter, through the greater acutencfs of their capacity 
to venerate the divine majufty. ‘Not to mention, that 
by fuch a foolilh fuppofition, the free grace of God in 
rewarding, is fufpended by fome, 1 know not what, 
corporeal circumftances.

In fine, the hoft of angels now in this life perform 
kind fervices unto the faithful; but this does not infer
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a kflcr gradation of glory, unlcfs one chufe to reafon 
fo abfurdly as to affirm, that the faithful, in their prefent 
finftil ftate, are more excellent than the angels. In 
fuch appearances, the angels are not only attendants of 
the faithful themfelves ; but rather accompany the pre- 
fence of the Archangel. Lukcii. 9. 13. “.And lo, the 
angel of the Lord came upon them, and the glory of the 
Lord (hone round about them—And fuddenly there 
was with the angel a multitude of the heavenly I10R, 
prailing God.”

6 43. The Seventh Clafs, embraces thofe fayings, in 
which the infinite value of the facrlfice that the Son of 
God gave for finners, is plainly affirmed. Negatively : 
that it is contained in thofe places which teach that the 
value of his facrifice, or ranfom, far furpafles the abfo- 
lution of every creature. Pfal. xlix. 8, 9. “ For the 
redemption of their foul is precious, and it ccafeth for 
ever ; that he Ihould flill live for ever, and not fee cor
ruption.” J er. xxx. 12. “For thus faith the Lord, 
Thy bruife is incurable, and thy wound is grievous.” 
Positively ; the fame is confirmed when the fruit of that 
price is extended unto eternity. Hence eternal righteouf- 
wfc, Lan. ix. 24. is faid to be acquired^by Chrift. 
Eternal redemption is obtained, Fleb. i. 9, 12. “ By 
which he bath for ever perfected them who are fanctified.” 
Heb. x. 12. “ Therefore the dignity of his prieft- 
hood confifts in this, that he is able to fave unto the 
very uttermoft all that come unto God by him, feeing 
that he ever liveth to make interceffion for them.” 
Heb. vii. 16, 17. From this fundamental dofirine of 
the Chriftian faith, the eternity of punilhments un- 
queftionably follows. For if inf nite value is required 

Iin the ranfom paid for tranfgrefficns, then the finner 
merits punilhments extended unto an inf nite duration, 
and ffiall aftually have them inflifted upon him, unlcfs 
faved by this ranfom. For the merit of juflifying fatis- 
fadion, and the merit of puniffiment, ought in ftri& 
juftice to be perfeftly equivalent. If therefore righte- 

oufnefs
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oufnefs is eternal, To alfo ought punilhments to be c- 
ternaL

€ 44.. They alfo labour to extort the evidence of 
thefe fayings from us, who infer, that, even in a future 
age, the damned fhall be redeemed by the merit of 
Chrift. " For they fuppofe the apoille teaches that, 
when it is faid, Heb. x. I a, that having- “ offered one 
facrifice for Jins, be for ever fat down on the right band if 
God f which they interpret, with Luther, which fa- 
crifice for ever prevails. And likewife, when it is faid, 
llcb. vii. 25, that “ ChriH is able to fave to the very 
uttennoRThis faying is not to Le reRrictcd unto the , 
prefent age, but indicates that the damned fhall be l| 
faved in all the future progreffive ages, by virtue of his I 
facrifice.”

In a former place I have fhown, therefore I do not | 
now infift upon it, that the words he ra far
ever, do not fo well agree with the following, fince they 
can be conRrued with the preceding words, as might 1 
be fliown by a great many examples. It is fuflicient 

' for our prefent purpofe to remark, that the connexion 
teaches, that the apoille every where fpeaks of falva- 
tion, as that which commences in this life, and is con
tinued in a future life.

For he defcribes the fuperior excellence of ChriR’s I 
facrifice unto the facrifices of the Old Teftament, the 
impetfeftion of which required that they Ihonld be of- j 
ten repeated for every individual perfon, Heb. vii. 27, 
28. & xv I. “ Who ncedeth not daily, as thofe high- 
priefts, to offer up facrifices, firft for his own fins, and 
then for the peoples : for this he did once, when he 
offered up himfelf. For the law maketh men high- 
priefts, wlio have infirmity ; but the word of the oath, 
which was fince the law, maketh the Son, who is con- 
fecrated for evermore. For the law having a fliadow 
of good things to come, and not the very image of the 
things, can never with thofe facrifices, which they of
fered year by year continually, make the comers there-

unt»
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unto pcrfcft.” ' In thefe paffages, the fame eternal ver 
hie, he to Mwxtr, is excluded from the typical facrificcs ; 
becaufe the fame is repeated yearly for the fame indivi
duals. In Heb. x. I >. the fame doflrine is alfo taught, 
« And every prieft ftandeth daily miniftu.ng,” and 
offering oftentimes the fame facrifices ; which can never 
take away fins.

Again, in the palfage, Heb. vii. 25. Paul openly 
treats of the various parts of falvation in this life, both 
becaufe he fpeaks in the prefent tenfe through the 
whole of the context, and alfo becaufe he exprcfsly 
applies thefe fayings unto himfelf and his fellow be
lievers, ver. 26. “ For fuch an high-priefl lecame ur.:>

Nay more, in Heb. x. this matter is unfolded with 
equal clearnefs, when, in verfe io, he fpeaks in the 
fame language, “ By the which'will we are fan&ified, 
through the offering of the body of Jefus once and 
verfe 14. “ For by one offering he hath perfected for 
ever them who in theprefent life are fanftified.” Hence 
it is as clear as meridian fnnfhine, that in thofe places 
it is agitated concerning eternal falvation, and the per- 
fefling, not of thofe who after this life are converted,, 
but of thofe who are now converted.

<J 45. The Eighth Claf involves thofe fayings which 
attribute all the caufe of falvation and of juftification 
to the merit of Chrift only, entirely exclufive of any 
other price. I Cor. i. 30. “ But of him are ye in 
Chrift Jefus, who of God is made unto uswifdom, and 
righteoufnefs, and fandiification, and. redemption.” 
Eph. i. 3—8. “ Bleffcd be the God and Father of our 
Lord Jefus Chrift, who hath blefied us with all fpiritual 
bleflings in heavenly places in Chrift, according as 
he hath chofen us in him before the foundation of th; 
world, that we fhould be holy, and without blame be
fore him in lovehaving predeftinated us unto the ad
option of children by Jefus Chrift to himfelf, accord
ing to the good plcafurc of his will, to the praife of 
the glory of his grace, wherein he bath made us ac-
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cepted in the Beloved : in whom we have redemption 
through his blood, the forgivenefs of fins, according 
to the tidies of his grace.” Col. i. 12. 20. “ Giving 
thanks unto the Father, who hath made us meet to be 
partakers of the inheritance of the faints in light—By 
him to reconcile all things unto himfelf; by him, I 
fay, whether they be things in earth, or things in hea. 
ven.” Hence the Church holds the grace revealed 
and inculcated in the gofpel as a facred anchor; the 
cord of which, he who daringly rends in funder, lef- 
fens the number of the punilhments of the impenitent 
even to a fourth pnrt, or to the ultermoji; and fo by 
this leflening, they fuppofe a way to be opened totally 
to emerge from mifery.

Their next refource is, “ That notwithftanding 
of the purifying punilhments of the damned, they con
tend that they are not expiatory.” Hence they in
fer, that although they ihould be excruciated through 
thoufands of ages, yet, through the ftiength of their 
paifions, they never would be purified, unlcfs the merit 
of Chrift’s obedience ihould be added. This certainly 
Peterfenius advances, tom. iii. 78. fq. But the futility 
of this evafion is eafily difeovered.

For this is injurious to the blood of Chrift, becaufe 
it afcribes the power of purifying from fins, to the pu- 
niihinents of fin themfelves, which the Scripture afcribes 
entirely unto the blood of Chrift. I John i. 7. “ The 
blood of jefus Chrift his Son cleanfeth from all fin.” 
Ver. 9. “ Jf we confefs our fins, he is faithful and juft 
to forgive our fins, and to cleanfe us from all uniighte- 
cufneis.”

Farther, every idea of punilhment evaniihes, when 
-the power of expiation'J3 admitted to thefe punilh
ments. r -

Nay more, thefe things are an evident contradi&ion, 
fince at other times they are accuftomed to- aflail us 
■from this fort, afferting that the fins committed in time, 
bear no proportion to the punilhments of eternity.
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§ 46.’ Thef? things abundantly dcmonftrate the eter

nity of punilhments ; nay, as clearly as any other doe- 
trine revealed in the facrcd page ; and he who denies 
the fame, perverts, through the abufe of his talents, the 
genuine fenfe and connexion of words. The fubtilties 
of thefe men 1 the more defpife, finer injuftice is pre- 
fumed from the great benignity and fmgular wifdem of 
the Legiflator, that he Ihould choofe to publilh the fanc- 
tions of his law in obfeure and ambiguous terms. With 
this hypothefis, that of our adverfaries may be refuted. 
If it tends fo much to advance the glory of God, to 
form to ourfelves fuch an ample conception.of his infi
nite lore, that we remove the unavoidable eternity of 
punilhments at a very remote diftance ; and if he who 
would attribute feverity to that fame God, does fo 
much injury to his divine perfections: Why Ihould 
that very God, in this matter, publilh terms of fuch 

‘importance, without a clear reftridiion ? Why Ihould 
lie fo often publilh thefe thicatenings anew? Why 
Ihould not he merit pardon, who fimply yields faith to 
this threatening, according to the tenor of the word ? 
And if thefe continue neverthelefs to refill the truth, 
we at leaft throw the burden upon them, that they 
Ihould Hiow in what other terms the eternity"of rewards 
could more openly and more eflicaciou'ly be taught. 
We may with fingular equity make this demand, fmee 
feme of them alfo call this in queltion, if not in'whole, 
at leaft in part, by pretending, that, previous to the ap
pearing of Chrift, that do&rine was neither revealed 
nor believed. The celebrated Moftteim, in his fennona 
in our own language, vol. 1. hath excellently difeufied 
this matter concerning the eternity of hell torments, 
where he labours more ftrenuoully to prove the fcrip- 
ture eternity of punilhments, than of falvation ; fmee 
human ingenuity is more inclined to embrace the lah-.r 
than the former.

§ 47. Neither is right reafon fo inimical to this doc
trine, as it would feem to fome. I readily grant, that 
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currupttii reafon, which (hotvs too daring an anxiety a. 
bout matters of fmaller importance, admits this with 
difficulty, becaufe it is contrary to depraved nature; 
which yet is evinced, in the fequel, not to be inextri- 
cible. I grant alfo, that this fubjedl docs not admit 
of a demonftration <i priori. For when nothing (lands 
in the way, that God may not even liberate the finner 
from eternal punifhments, and, by the fame all-fufhcien- 
cy by which he abfolves one accufcd of the violation of 
his law, he may be able to remit the fame to all the reft, 
however devoid of revelation, there appears nothing 
certain in this matter. But this, not oppofing the mere 
light of reafon, adminifters excellent auxiliary evidences 
in fupport of our hypothefis. For partly a priori, 
reafon prefumes that this is legally to be dreaded, at 
leaft by fome tranfgredbrs: and partly a pofleriori, reafon 
teaches that the revelation of this eternity of punifh- 
rnents is eafily reconcileable with the perfeilion of God, 
as tending wonderfully to illuftrate his glory ; which I 
ihall proceed to prove in a few words.

j 48.' I lay this as a foundation, that a fandion cor- 
refponding with the law of God, is, by our very crea
tion, depofited in the confcience of every rational crea
ture. That fan&ion includes both rewards and pnnifh- 
tneatr. The eternity of rewards is univerfally acknow- 
le ’ged : and hence the eternity of puniftiments follows 
by a natural confequence. For if thofe may legally ex
pect eternal rewards, who walk according to the divine 
law, they alfo may legally fear eternal puniihments 
who violate the law. They who .contcft thefe truths, 
fhould (how that, properly or improperly, there may 
be an unequal merit acquired. If this inequality 
ihould exift, it would be founded either in the nature of 
God, or in the nature of the free actions of the rational 
creature. Reafon is ignorant which of the two. And 
it the foundation of this inequality fhould euijl in the na
ture of God, then it might be affirmed, that to punifh 
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it would . be contrary 
till hoi nefs, which re

•oceed now to prove, that the foun

wards. 'This however I’ Hr ill difcnfs

dation of this pretended inequality does not exift in the 
free aliens of the. creature. If God fhould reward.

it ion, but to his relative holinefs, which comer

when an accurate computation is made of the advantage 
and the difidvanlage concerning the aftions difputed,. 
-whether relating to God, to ourfclves,

the reprobate eternally, would be more hi 
known perfection of God; than to fave tl

J JO. Relating to God, no inequality of this kind can: 
in the lea ft be admitted ; from whence it follows, that

natural, this would imply that the, L’ 
not equal power to dcjlriy, as to fave, L

good aCtions eternally, and evil actions fhould only be 
punifhed in time,, then it would follow, that the merit of 
good aCtions would infinitely exceed the demerit of evil 
aftions. For, any length of time whatever, though ex
tending to many thoufands of ages, compared unto eter
nity, is only a point, a moment, and’ fcarce the- begin
ning of the number proceeding into infinity. But the 
abfurdity which is involved in that matter’ is manifelF,

actions 
or- to c-U

both his ]i<Jlice and benignity. If the jujlice of । 
fhould oppofe eternal pimifhpents, this would ii 
that, in ftrict juftice, rw7-aftions left, merited i 
nal piuiifhmcntF, than good aCtions merited eternni

fcCtion. Therefore, the benignity or goodn.ft of Gc.d 
only remains. And, from this perfection, what can the 
enemy of God hope, who not only denies his Sovereign 
Lord, but alfo denies all his divine perfections ? Shall 
it be prejudicial to the goodnefi of God, that his na
ture will not pcimit him to indulge the creature who 
contemns his goodnefs ?



the virtue of the creature profits God equally little aa 
hid vice injures him. Equally high is his immutability, 
and fclf-exi.lent happinefs, railed above both the ‘virtue 
and the vice of man. Human obedience can add no
thing to his felicity: Nor can human difobedience 
dillurb his repofe. Sins therefore, as they relate unto 
the Great Legifiator, are a jin all evil: And (hall ac- I 
tions rightly performed, relating to him, have in them 
a greater good ? Are not thefe unprofitable  fervices con
tinued in, even though they could fulfil all the precepts 
of fo great a Lord ? And why therefore Ihould thofe 
men, who are eafily perfuaded to believe that God is I 
difpofed to reward fo fmall a good with eternal life, 
find fo much difficulty in granting, that the evil of fin, I
which they admit to be fo fmall in refpeft of him, J
Ihould alfo be puniflicd with eternal damnation ?

9 51. But, contemplating thofe things reiving to our- j 
felw, we acquire fingular advantage by virtuous con- 
duft; For virtue is its own reward. Man’s only per- 
fe&ion confills in hollncfs ; and this includes the whole 
active exertion of a happy life. But why ffiould it not I 
be equally an incftimable lofs, that is occafioned by- 

fn,. when by its very nature it deftroys this foundation,, 
and this univerfal beauty of the rational creature, and. 
clothes him with contrary deformity ?

f 52. Nor indeed doth any inequality of advantage 
and difadvantage occur relating to our fellow creatures. 
With regard to rational creatures confirmed in good- 
nefs, their fituation is indeed placed in fafety, neither 
can they fulfer any injury by fin : nor can they be im
proved in bleffednefs by the holinefs of others. And, 
viewed as in an immutable ftate, their change is op- 
pofed with equal force from bad example, • as it is 
promoted by good example. The reft of the creatures, 
which are the fubjefts of reafon, are equally corrupted 
by finful abufe, as they are improved by legal indul- 
geuce.

5 53-

[ 66 J



[ 67 J

f S3’ When therefore reafon cAabliincs fueh a per- 
fedt equality between the merit of aaiont ; mav it not 
from hence be jullly infe.red, that rewards and puaifk- 
ments ate equally difpenfed according to the fame pro
portion ? A nd is it not highly equitable that we ihould 
entertain that prefumption, fo long as the contrary is 
not fully eftablifhed by divine revelation ?

f 54. This prefumption acquires Angular ftrength," 
fince reafon, by its own native exertions, can explore 
no path by which any termination of fwijhmenti can be 
expefted. For it mull either be by the annihilation or 
the rejlitution of the finner, that he muft be placed in 
a ilate of purity, his punilhments being ended. There 
is no third poflible method. Which of the two doit 
thou choofe ? By thy choice it is granted that a re
markable favour is exhibited to the finner. Indeed 
the laft is the greateft. Yet neverthelefs a favour is ex
tended unto the wretched by annihilation ; fince their 
miferable exiftence would thereby be terminated.

Thofe who are tormented with exquifile fufferings, 
fometiines cileem it fafe to terminate thefe by a fpon- 
taneous death, at leaf! to acknowledge that the haiten- 
ing of their death would be a favour from the Judge, 
even when eternity remained, in which they had not as 
yet fully afeertained what would be their lot. But 
whence could the enemy of God, filled with hatred a- 
gainft him, promife himfelf the leal! favour from that 
juftly offended Sovereign ; 1 fiiall however illuftrate 
thefe things feparately.

§ 55. Reafon evidently affords no argument in fup- 
port of annihilation. For why fhonld God- deftroy the 
work of his own hands ? Or, why Ihould he imprefs 
immortality upon the minds of the wicked, if he did. 
not intend to preferve them in that flate ? Why fhould 
he conceal what would be the future confequences of 
iniquity? Why fhould he, in order to enforce repen
tance, exclude the chief and radical caufe thereof, even 
that he would preferve the exiftence of man ? Both the 

omnifciencc



governr

nefs greatly furrounds thi fir.ce rcRitution indicates

inent of the aftions of this life is delayed till a fu
ture life. Hence it may juftly be inferred, that if God 
intended liberally to confer grace upon the finner in or
der to reftitution, much more might this grace be ex- 
pefted mw than afterwards. And when it corrcfponds 
with the clear light of revelation, that God would cer
tainly bellow this grace in the prefent world ; it is here
by rendered evident that all hope is cut oil' from the im
penitent, fince the very contempt of that grace now 
offered to them, aggravates the heinoufnefs of their fin 
in an immenfe degree.

§ SJ. Reafon, biafl'ed with thelc weighty precon
ceptions, when it difeovers that revelation exprefsfy 
teaches the eternity of punifhments, eafily, and without 

"any rtfiftance, afients to the fame; nay, not only ad
mits, but alfo affords arguments to defend, the c- 
quity of thefe punithments. Who dares avow that 
God dees not juftly abandon the finner, and feparate 
him very far from his fight ? And, when left to the ex
ertions of his own depraved heart, the finner cannot 
but fin. To create, a new heart, is the work, of Gbd 
only. But when the fame is the greatcll. favour, and 
when it is connefted with evcrlafting life, from what 
circumftance can the perfectly juft Judge be bound to 
perform that to the tranfgrelfor of his law? for, as 

long.

Medium by which it might be repaired 
riod, and fully reftored ; particularly when it fufpends 
a connexion and a refpedt, which the future hath to 
the prefect age, from which it appears that the judge-
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omnifcience and the omnipotence of Jehovah confirm 
all thefe things. Add, that no example of annihila
tion occurs in the viiible kingdom of God : much lefs 
is it to be prclumed in his invifible kingdom, which is



corre-

words I (hall here adopt)Heidelb.

d evil, eternaleternal life and death, eternal good

the great majefty of ththe mind and body

16nv as he /hall continue to fin, fo long (hall God coo

bluffing and curling, he does him no injury 
eternal evil upon him who choofes that in ] 
what is good.”

punilhments, by the very fame right by which he dif- 
penfes eternal rewards. That punilhment alfo 
fponds with the nature of the created mind, which by 
its immortality is capable of eternal punilhment. And

“ through his tranfgreffion is Voluntarily fubjefted unto 
eternal punilhment; and when God propofes unto mart

tinuc righteonfly to pnnilh.
$ 58. Moreover, equity demands from God, the great 

Legillator, that he ihould fan&ion his own law with c- 
ternal punilhments. There is noth

finite mind. This equity correfponds with the nature of 
God, fince his dominion, which the fmner contemns, 
endureth for ever ; and therefore he difpenfes eternal

Legislator is the foundation of this right placed, ths 
violation of which merits the gicateft punilhments. 
This foundation is fo much the firmer, fince it indicate, 
a jtifl proportion between fin and punilhment. In this 
argument the words of Augufiitie may be ufed, lib.

r if he inflifts 
preference to

if God righteoufly threaten eternal punilhments in his 
law, then he may juftly execute thefe punilhments. 
Otherwife, the threatening itfelf would be unjull. This 
right is redoubled, fince “ he who voluntarily violates 
the law fan&ioned with eternal punilhments,” (accord
ing to the celebrated Roellius ad Dornin. 4. catccil.

£ 59. What is infilled upon in our Palatine chate- 
chifm, illuftrates that particularly, which evinces the 
great right of God in this caufe. “ The juftice of 
God demands that what' is committed againil the great 
majeily of God, Ihould alfo be atoned for in the higheit 
manner, that is, with the eternal punilhments both of



from his own accumulated guilt,
And why (hould it be thought diftionomable

the glory of his perRfiions ? 1 
every creature is declared by this

difplay
• above

fcienec of ever

to God, that he (hould in. fuch a Angular manner

9i. de Civ. Dei, cap. n. “ When the Judges of the 
earth pttnifh many crimes with the fword, and perpetu. 
ally banifh men from human fociety ; why (hould it be 
eflecwicd unjuft that the Lord of this eternal city, 
(hould for ever expel therefrom the impious and his 
enemies, who unceafmgly rebel againft him, and canfe 
them abide under the wrath and curfe of his law, who 
continually remain impure and unjuft towards God, and 
malevolent towards their neighbour i”

$ 60. That Jovereignty cf mercy which God ex- 
ercifcs towards thofe who are faved, confirms his right 
thus to punifti eternally. For grace could not be ext 
hibited to the (inner from the mere good pleafure of 
God, if God could not juftly punifh with everlafting 
deftrudiion. He would be conftrained, from the purity 
of his nature, in fome future period, to rdeafe from 
punifliment. The contrary is however cleaily taught, 
both by the word of God, and by the natural con-

cculd be demonftrated that the endlefs rejeflion of the 
rational creature cannot lefi’en the greatnefs of his hap- 
pinefs. The unlimited power of God is declared, in 
that he not-cnly can render eternally happy, but alio 
exclude from true happinefs, rendering all the attempts 
of the creature in vain to efiedl the contrary. Nay, 
he can demonftratc his ability eternally to continue the 
fmner, not only under the moil excruciating pain of 
body, but alfo under the hidden torments of the mind 
and confcicnce. "What could render his majcjly more 
terrible, than that he (hould fo feverely avenge the in
jury done thereto ? What could more effectually de
monflrate his inviolable hdinefs, than that he (hould 
eternally exclude the finncr from his prvfencp ? That 
I’nc.gnlty which he cxcrcifcs towards the faithful, is 

' displayed



C 71 3 

displayed by the excrcife of his right to puni/h. For 
the magnitude of divine love, is chiefly manifefted by 
this circumftancc, that God choofes to free the tinner 
from eternal funijhinents. Hence, he who calls thefe 
things in queftion, refufes properly to eftimate the di
vine favour, and to render due praife for the fame. 
And thus the whole worthip of God is unhinged by 
thofe who call in queftion the eternity of punithments. 
For how can he, however eminent his pretenfions, be 

t confident in gratitude how can he exprefs the fame 
in a proper manner, who denies that he has received 
the far greatefl part of a blefling ; who, when he ought 
to render praife for an infinite blefling, only admits the 
blefling to be finite, and changes eternal punithments 
into temporary punithments ?

J 62. Finally, the rays of divine •wifdom thine forth 
in this, that God is difpofed to ufe his right to punifh, 
fince the exercife thereof, in the economy of grace, is 
connefted with a great many falutary cdnfequenccs : 
For, the fanftioning of his law with eternal punith
ments, moves the obedient with holy fear, excites them 

, to greater watchfulnefs, and is a falutary mean to 
advance holinefs in the converted ; that fo they might 
be raifed from the fleep of fecurity ; and that he might 
reftrain, and impofe a bridle on thofe perfevering in 
fin, left their forwardnefs in finning, fliould raife, be
yond their ufual meafure, thofe punithments, from 
which no redemption was to be expedled unto all eter
nity. And the fruit of this doftrine, by diffufing it- 
felf throughout every part of morality, overthrows al] 
glorying in the flefh, and evinces that all the glory of 
redemption, is entirely and alone to be attributed unto 
the exceeding free-grace of God. For from this very 
circumftance, that the finner merits eternal punfhnienti, 
the terrible bafenefs of fin evidently appears ; and the 
abfolute impofiibility of emerging from mifery, by any, 
or by all the united exertions of creatures, as alfo the 
neceflity of omnipotent pdwer to remove the guilt of 
fin, and to rend in funder the infernal chains, is mani- 
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fed. And fo, by the eternity of punifhmer.l innifi^ 
in confcqucnce of fin, both the demerit of fin, and nlf0 
the incftimable .value of the blood of Chrift, which 
refcucs from that punilhment, are exhibited in the molt 
impreflive point of view. Farther, fince the death of 
Chiift is the reCult of God’s purpofe of love,' this doc
trine, by the exuberant fervour which it excites, is 
highly calculated to foften the human heart, by at. 
tributing all the glory to God, not only in this life, 
but alfo during the cndlefs revolutions of eternity. From 
whence it appears how thofe that exalt themfdves above 
others under the appearances of remarkable piety, do 
not a little retard the progrefs of Chrill’s kingdom ; 
whilft this lingular remedy againft fpirilual Humber, 
which God ufesfor fuch lalutary purpofes, is enervated.

£ 63. Indeed, it is exprcfsly objected, “ That ex
perience teaches the contrary, though this falutary ef- 
left is not difeovered among thofe by whom the eter
nity of punifhments is inculcated. For. it appears that 
Come arc rendeicd more obftinate in finning, and by 
this very doftrine are impelled to greater impiety; 
when, defpairing of divine grace, all hope of repentance 
being cut off, they yield up thcmfelves wholly to the go
vernment of depraved appetites and paflions.” To this 
1 anfwer,

1 .) That the number of thofe who abufe this doc
trine to the increafe of profanity, is fmall ; nor doth 
their impiety arife from the tenor of this dodtrine, but 
rather from the exceeding great perverlioii thereof. 
I-or although we deny the end of punifhments, yet we 
aknowledge fuch gradations of thefe punifhments, that, 
on that very account, it would be advantageous unto 
the tinner to Ihun atrocious crimes. For fuch a diferi- 
rnination occurs between the Heathen or he who lives 
agreeable unto the light of nature, and the Chriflian, 
relpefiing a profligate life, that fo much the more 
direful Ihall be the punifhments of the latter. Neither 
is there any reafon to defpair, 'while life continues. 
Wherefore, it would -be an indication of confummate

' madnefs,



jnadncfc, Ihould any one, in this life, refolve to break 
through all the rcdraints of finning, bccaufc no rcffi- 
tution was to be expedite! in another world,

2 .) That this mean is inefieclual to the falvation of 
many, is evident from the declaration of God, that he 
“ will have mercy on whom he will have mercy, and 
whom he will he hardeneth.” And it is fufiicient, 
that, with fome, according to the good pleafurc of 
God, a happy effect is produced. It is true, indeed, 
they attempt to urge againft us, that “ the fimple 
denunciation of puniihments is not of itfelf a fufccient 
motive to promote converfion.” This, however, is of 
lingular importance when grace accompanies the preach* 
ing of the word. I have already proved how much it 
exalts that very grace. And as two incitements, by 
operating upon both (ides, more ftrongly impel to ac
tion • fo, the efficacy of- this perfuafion is greater, be
ing fortified on the one hand by promifee, and on the 
other by grievous threatenings. Hence the wifdom of 
the Legiflator has fortified the Jaw by this twofold fanc- 
tion ; and with this the uniform practice of all the mef- 
fengers of God accords.

3 .) The fame may be allotted of the preaching of - 
divine love and grace, which is plainly not neglected 
by us : and though, from the nature of the gofpel dif- 
penfation under which'we live, it proposes more ample 
aid ; yet, alas, with many, it produces no genuine 
fruits. Nor are the dillenters from our opinion enabled 
to boaft that the’ commendation of mere grace in which, 
they ftand, caufeth them to rejoice among thcmfelvcs 
with a more ample harvell of good works.

f 64. What likewife confirms us in our averfion to 
that opinion, is, that we detedlthe fruitful ralhnefs of the 
defenders thereof, in the invention of many other fubter- 
fuges, in order to fupport their caufe. Of this num
ber are the ftrenuous defences of free-will, and the dire
ful cohfufion of the merit of'ChriJl with their own falis- 
faflion, which I have formerly refuted—Of .different

. G ages
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who is concealed under that name.

various
things are afl'erted, which although they do not throw

lain
Jittic for the unfolding of their argument.

they mak< 
The prin

a complete felcflioa from that farragi

to be won.

Petavius Theoh Dogm. 
8c 8. Th. Alenthinustom. iii. de Angelis, lib.

(or Joh. Clcricus, the editor of the works of Petavi

the fufpicion of heterodoxy upon the writers, yet they 
do not explain their mind, and therefore

tiered at, that this very learned man fhould have 
eoilefted fo many pafl'ages concerning this matter, all 
of which he appears to have drawn from the objettions 
of the followers of Origen. But I fhould like to fee

ppr/ through thoufando of years, arranged nr, the or
dering of them Reined more convenient unto tlnir 
purpofe—An eternity of fdence dihindl from the ages of 
this life and of eternal death, and extending thcmRlves 
beyond thefc—rl heavenly prieflhood of primogeniture, 
who are already admitted into eternal life, and aid the 
relt by their intereeffions, and occupy their dilHnct 
habitations and filiations.

Hence redundant gradations of glory—The time of the 
In fl judgement, fo continuing through thoufands of ages, 
that the very apocalyptical millennium only hath its 
beginning in that judgement—The aconomy of fame 
third tejlament, which is called the penal mconomy, and 
different from the Old and New Teffameht ccconomy.— 
Which various evafions of the truth there is not fpace 
here to refute one by one ; but they, with their rotten 
foundation, (hare one fate.

y 65. By thefe and iimilar arguments, the Cbriftian 
church hath been perfuaded of the eternity of punilh- 
ments, and hath in every age rejoiced with a fingular 
unity of faith concerning this truth. The following 
divines have collected numerous teftimonies concerning 
this matter. Joh. Gerhardus Loe. Comm. tom. ix. 
de Inferno § 59. Nat. Alexander ad Sec. 3. diff. 27. 
Matth. Petitdier tom. ii. Annot. in Bibliothec. Audi,,
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forded

impi- 
were 
fromnot incorruptible.

fecond century. And the more im

the unquenchable fires of the puniflicd, and thefe never 
dying, they never can obtain any end of fo great an

he fays, in his dialogue with Tryphon, “ What fouls 
are worthy that they fhould appear before God ? Thefe 
(hall die no more ; hut the unjuic fouls (h-'l be puniihed 
in the manner God wifaes them to exilt and to be pu- 
nifhed.” And it 1; abundantly evident from this quo
tation from Judin, that he taught, not that the foul? 
of the impious would fometime be annihilated, bit 
that they' would live by the will of God, and not by 
ncceffity of nature. The paffjge which I have quoted

G 2 from.

words : “ All fouls arc immortal, even of the 
ous, as to whom it had been better if they

ripal of thefe however, which prevailed in antiquity, 
arid which arc chiefly calk'd in queftion by onr an.tag“- 
nifls, I plainly perceive are not to be paiTcd over in 
filence.

$ 66. If the fragment of Clemens Romanns quot
ed by Joh. Damafcenus Eclog; lit. o. tit. i. is genuine, 
it affords us the teflimony of that apoflolic man from 
the firfl century. That teflimony is in the following

portant of thefe are Jnlh'n Martyr Apolog. i. Ire- 
nteua adv. Gent. lib. iv. 47. & lib. v. 27. Tatian 
contra Griecos, Theophilus Antiochenns ad Autolye. 
in calce lib i. Tertullianus Apologc". cap. rj. tr 
cap. 45. de came Chrifti can. 14. and alfo in Lis fong 
concerning judic. Oom. c. 9.

n 68. Grotius in h’’s note on Matt. -zur. 46. hat en
deavoured to enervate the chief part of thefe teftimonies, 
whiift he affirms that Juftin, Theophilus, Tattan, and 
Iren^vs, credited the termination of punifitments. And 
Httetius Origen, lib ii. p. m. 158, 15g. acts a fimilar 
part He will not however eafilv obtain what he wifhes



Sam. Jebb. in not,Diflert,

of Irenmus, lib,

all other creatures yielding

cap. 9
Iren xu tn

ad JuHhii 1. cit
9 69. For the fame purpofe Grotius quotes

64. where he thus reads

0 /. and chiefly MaHuctus diflert. pr»v

“ Wherefore, by the gift of God, fouls, once not ex- 
ifling, receive from him, life and perpetual exigence. 
For the will of God ought to be the firft mover, and

ilm.” The agreement of

om. iii. lib. 1. c. 5. 8: Nourrius loc. cit. duT. 6.

fpccinlly when the reft of the places which I have 
d exprefsly attribute immortality to fouls, ft is

thefe words with thufe of Juilin, calily incline one to 
believe that they are to be underflood in the fame man-

:r to be unborn, that they may be immor- 
if they received a beginning of generation, to 
ith the body.”* Againit thefe, he aflerts, that

from Juflin, is not only remarkable, but likewife its 
whole connexion more clearly unfolds the fame thing. 
Fer his aim in the pr.flage, is to overthrow fuels an 
immortality of minds, as fome Platonics had taught, 
by which the foul Ihould live by its own power. And 
from hence, left any one ihould think that he thereby 
admitted the mortality of fouls, he explains hiinfelf 
immediately before thefe words which I have quoted,

;, “ For I affirm it as a certain truth, that fouls 
Tally do net die, although this certainly would 
in unto the wicked.” Confult Nat. Alexandrum 
Diflert. 6. p 6. Nic. Nourrium Apparat. ad

fouls are preferred and extended into a length of 
Co, according to the will of their Maker ; and therc- 
2 not by the force of natural innate {‘length, or by 
emfelvcF.” Petavius, it would feem, Theol. Dotrm.
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hl in. artic. 9. Doilweil slfo, in order to meet CL Dey - 

lingius in Iren. Evangel, verit. telle, 0 q2. with an er
ror peculiar to hiinfelf concerning the mortality of louh 
from their own nature, fecks to patronize, from this 
place of I retire us, his mifinterprctalions. Nburrius alfo 
(dif. 5. J 3.) removes the fufpicion railed againit Ta- 
tinn. Nor hath be fpoken inaccurately in. this chapter 
concerning Theophilus, according to the explanation 
which he hath given of the fame, Diff. .1. cap. 3. J c. 
To him may be added, the celebrated Wolitus, in his 
condufion of his late edition, p. 448. fqq. who, ac
cording to this pmTage, endeavours to refute Dodweli.

$70. And as none of the orthodox Fathers, pre- 
■ Tiotij to the days of Origen, called in quellion the eter- 

1 nity of pur.idimcr.ts, fo alfo, in the following ages of 
the Church, fcarcc any arofe who had furliciciit bold- 
nefs to impugn this coftrinc. The more remarkable 
teilimonies in the third century, are thofe of Minr.tius 
Felix, and Cyprian, in the concltifion of his book to 
Demetrianus. In the fourth century, a whole band of 
witnellcs are produced ; Ililarius, Gregory KyiTcnus, 
and Nazianzen, Cyiillius Hierofolymitian, Ambrofe, 
Chryfoilcme, and Augulline. And how fucceeding 
divines have followed their footftepa, it is unnecefltuy 
to narrate, fince it could be abundantly proved from, 
thefe, that there was one general belief of the primi
tive Church concerning this article of ’the chriftian. 
faith.

671. Some more recent heretics craftily attempt to 
weft thefe things from us, that fo they may avoid the 
odium of their newly invented errors, by quotations 
fsom the Fathers. Pcterfenius in Teftiin. Verit. which 
is fubjoined to the 2d volume of his larger works,, 
from fome obfeure phrafes, which favour rather a mil
lennium than any pretended reftoratioti of all things, 
boafts in being patronized by Hilarius. Sufficiently 
exprefs to the contrary is his own aflertion, and no lefs 

• than folid demonftration, Com. 5. in Matt, where lie 
G 3 fays,



WS, “ Therefore no cafe will be given to the nations, 
or, as they fuppofc, will roll be given to the dead as 
reward ; but an eternal bodily feeling will be deftined 
uto them, that the tmdeeayi'ng matter cf endlefs fire 
ray exift in themfilves, and that eternal vengeance may 
>ll upon inch of them for ever.” Confult what the 
Sencdifiinc Fathers, who are the editors of Hilarius, 
’rtefat. cap. 6, fay upon this fnrjedl.

6 72. Our antagonifls arc accuftomcd to vindicate 
hemfelves from the authority of Gregory Nyficnus, 
Drat. Catcch. cap. 26. lib. de treat, cap. 22. and in 
?fal. Trad. i. ft ii. He alfo manifellly teaches, in 
lie book concerning the ford and the refurreftion, that 
rom its very nature, all evil fhall, in fome future pe^ 
iod, be entirely taken away ; and wicked men, and 
ven devils, fhall be purged from their malice, and fub- 
tdied unto the dominion of Chrifl. And Petavius de- 
:nds himfrlf by the fame authorities, 1. c. cap. 7. 
hit he wrefts this teflimony to their fide, from an ex- 
erpt of Photius, out of the writings of Germanus, 
r a~ book which he entitles Retribuens & Legitimus, 
cd. 233. It is however to be remarked, that the 
writings of Grigory Nyfienus are bafely adulterated by 
:e frauds of the OrigeniRs, “ parity by falje additions, 
trtly by the violent mjjinterpretaiiou of right arguments.” 
Jicephorus remarks the fame in his Eccl. Hill. h’b. ii. 
. 19. This adulteration is the more obvious, fincc 
fyffenus would otherwife differ moil egrcgioufly from 
imfelf, as, in his orations concerning thofe who delay 
iptifm, he denies all hope of fidvation to them who 
c without the lame, oppofing himfclf to thofe who 
11 into new crimes after baptifm. His words arc, 
For it perhaps -follows, that fin is pardonable, or

lere is the greater hope of God’s clemency exercifed 
iwards the good ; but the wicked arc altogether de- 
rived of falvation by a certain and a definite fentence.” 
cnfult Nat. Alexandr. § 3. differt. 27. where he at- 
ie fame time exculpates Gregory Ncziaazen,. Ambrofe,

and
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£ 73. When the protcflanf Church 
from the communion of blinded Pc'wri

then concerning Minutins Felix p 35. thus lay 
yet men are informed from the books of. ths 
and from the tangs of the poets, of a fiery 1

lence, which prepare eternal torments, known to be de
livered by the indications of their demons, and the o- 
racles of their prophets. And therefore, even among 
them, King Jupiter himfelf religioufly fwears by the 
torrents, the banks, and the black whirlpool; becaufe,. 
poflefled of foreknowledge, he terribly dreads the pu- 
nilhment deftined to him, with his worfhippers. Nor 
is there any limitation or termination of thefe torments. 
Therefore, increafing fire fhall burn the members, 
refit them, lop them off, and nourifh them, like as 
fiery bodies touch a river, and are not confumcd, or as 
Mount Aptna and Vefuviua fcattcr every where flames

fed the fame opinion.
§ 74. Learned nien inform us, that both the hea

then poets and pbilofophcrs agree with the faith of the 
Church concerning the eternity of punifliments. Oc
tavius, rcfpech'ng this matter, disputing with the Idea-
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of burning earth, yet are net extinguifhed : fo tiuj B 
thefe penal burnings do not feed tilt: punid’.mcnt of the 
damned, but are nourifhed l.y tie intolerable pain of ■ 
their bodies.*’ Huctius A'ret. Qnxll. iib. ii. cap. 24. I 
and Pfannerus Tleol. Gent. rap. 20. $ 16. adopt the ■ 
fame opinion. Nor, 1 confefn, arc a great part of thefe H 
things free from all exception. . For poets love to ufc 
hyperbolical hngaage , but fuch modes of language ■ 
ate lefs proper in tcfb’mories. And the philofophcr.i I 
chiefly follow Plato, who is not fo explicit with regard I
to fouls in lull being excluded from all hope of emerging I
from thence.

$ 75. And refpefling the Jews, veftiges arc not awant- <1 
ing among the cntcchifms cr the Fathers, wherein they I
exprefs themfeires accurately concerning- the eternal Hate I
of the damned. To this, if I am not miftaken, thefe 
things refer, in Pirke R. Eliezerij cap. 43. “ No place 
it found for repentance after drat!:.”' A paFagc of the I 

' Talmud, in Rcfch. Hafchanna cap. I. fingularly efta- 
btifhes this, in which Schola Samxnna eminently vindi- I 
cates the fame truth, adduced from Windetus de vita 
funfl. J 6. Rabbi Abarbanel adheres to the fame fen- 
thnent in Numb. xv. 30. R. Menaffe Btn Ifiael, of I 
the refurrefiion of the dead, iib. ii. c. 8. and others 
whofc words arc quoted by Joh. a Lent’ de Modern. 
Theol. Judaic, c. 19. § 18. Eut they obfeure this 
truth with other errors ; and their number and authori- i 
ty being fmall, we depend Ids upon their teftimony..

If.



II. 2 he Refuting Part.

I 3* ]

J i. rT'' HE number of thofe who deny the eternity
JL of puniflimcnt, and the ■various arguments 

they .have advanced, which, from their fpecious appear
ance, eafily alarm the unwary, require me Rrctiuoully 
to defend my aflertion by correiponding arguments, 
in oppofition to all that deny it. I fha.ll not here 
contend with thofe who, neglecting all diftinftion be
tween the mind and body, and whatever cxifts, ex
cept that fome modification of matter is thereby in
tended, do thence argue, that the fouls of the wick
ed, as well as of the righteous, mud, in progrefs of 
time, be refolved into thofe primitive particles of which 
they confilt; and fo, with the fear of punifhment, they 
at the fame time cut off all hope of rewards.

1 therefore leave thefe ignoble fouls to trample upon 
their own glory, with Spinofa and Hobbs ; which laft 
mentioned perfon, in his writings, derides the eternity of 
punifhments ; whilft thofe however are to be heard, who 
acknowledge that the nature of the foul is material, and 
expofed to death, and yet contend that punifhments are 
to have an end. And as thefe do not all fight from 
one battery’, they are to be diftinguifhed into two camps. 
For although all of them contend that infernal punifh- 
nients are to have a termination, yet fome of them af- 
fert, that this is to be effected by aunihllation, and o- 
thers bv the refutation of the damned.

J 2. In the infant church, thefe were known by the 
name of Gnoflics, whole berefy was refuted by Tertul- 
lian, in his book agaiml Valentinus, cap. 32. “ With 
them the foul is held to be mortal, except in thofe who 
obtain falvation through faith.” This error fprung 
from another, which Tertullian refutes in the fame 
book, cap. 29, and was a more dangerous herefy, name-
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ly, that by which a threefold genus of men is C*Hin- 
guiflicd ; pneumatieal, and malcnal. The f;r^
and fccond of thefe, he fays, are furnifhed with a good 
foul ; and to the third he attributed an evil foul. The 
la ft are deftined to dcftru&ion ; the firft are perfefted, 
and, from this circumllance, may commit fomc crimes 
with impunity. The middle clafs, he fays, may either 
merit falvation by their good works, or, entangled iu 
the mafs of matter, mnft be annihilated.

f 3. Thus the Heathen philofophers have given 
caufe to think that the foul is mortal; whole opinions 
are compiled, and one by one extracted, from the Stoic 
fed who follow Chiyfippus. For fomc of the Stoics, 
according to Panrrtius, allert that all the fouls of men 
die with their bodies ; others, according to Cleanthcs, 
that they all remain, at lenft to the conflagration of the 
univerfe ; and fo, concerning this, they arc pretty 
nearly unanimous. Cicero in his Tufcuh lib. i. taught, 
“ They fay that fouls fhall continue for a very long 
period, but they deny that they fhall always fo con
tinue.” It is to be obferved, that this expreffton al
ludes to thofe of whom Plutarch treats, de placit. Phi- 
Jofoph. iv. 7. Arias Didymus apud Eufehius prmpar. 
Evangel. 15. & Thcodoretus lib. x. de Grrtc. alf. 
curand. For thefe make a dillintlion between ^vijc and 
fodilb fouls ; holding that the fouls of the foolifn peri/h 
with their bodies, limilar to thofe of irrational animals. 
Confult Jac. Thomafium de Stoic. Mundi Exult, 
diflert. 15. Dat their opinion is Trained with fingular 
impiety, becatife in fact they admit that the fouls of 
the wife are to remain longer in cxiftence; and never- 
thelcfs imagine that they are at lafL to be confirmed 
with the world, as Mcnngius abundantly proves, al 
Laert. de vit. Philofoph. p. m. 325, 326,

5 4- The Valentiuiins fuppofe that this opinion has 
been adopted fr. m the Jews, bccaufe feme of their 
doflors appear alfo to have deliberately received the 
fame into their communion. I doubt, however, whe

ther
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ther tin's error of theirs is fo ancient. Certainly the more 
modern Jews thus thought. Maimonides in Traftat. 
de Pamit. c. 8. aflerts, “ Whofoever docs not merit 
that lie Hiould live that life, he (hall die, and {hall never 
be revived, but (hall be reduced, and pcrifh in his own 
impiety,” &c. Rabbi Moles Nachmanides adopts the 
fame fentiment. And Jolt, a Lent. Theol. Jud. c. ig. 
j 18. quotes more paffngcs to drew the fame thing. 
Hence they affirm, that part of the infernal fire is to 
be annihilated, namely that which was created on the 
fccond day ; and they imagine that hell, which was 
created previous to the fixth day, is to be purified and 
changed into a paradife. This they infer from Jalkut 
Rubeni Num. 2. and from Eifcnmengcriis Jud. Revel. 
Par. ii. cap. 6. p. 3Go, and feveial other places.

$ 5. In the Chriftian Church, during the third 
century, the fame error was embraced by Arnobius

" adv. Gent, who fays, lib. 2. “ Cruel death feems able 
to extinguiffi and to reduce fouls to nothing, and to 
deftroy them by an irremediable abolition.” And af
terwards, “ They are tolled, and evaniffi by a perpetual 
reduftion or perifiling. For there are of a middle qua-, 
lity, acquired from Chrift, which may be dcRroyed, 
if they are ignorant of God, and do not apply to 
themfelves his threatenings and his indulgences, fo 
as to be freed of life by deftruftion.” The fource of 
this error was the falfe conception concerning the cor
poreal effentials of fouls, by which thefe were, by little 
and little, und=r excruciating forrows, to be confumed in 
a very long duration of time ; but that which was immor
tal, they imagined incapable of being fubjefted to any ex
cruciating punifhments. I am ignorant, however, whe- 
therany of the Fathers befidcs imbibed that error. And 
this one teftrmony is of lefs importance, fince the books 
wrote againfl the Heathen every where prove, that it 
originated from one as yet a Catechumen and unac
quainted with Chriftian theology. Unqueftionably he 
was a more fuccefsful oppofer of the Heathens, than a 

defender
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defender of the Clinftians ; os Dupin, Nat. Alexander, 
Cavins and others, have observed.

J 6. Nevertheless, this hypothecs hath, betides the 
Socinians, been approved among the moderns, and thefe 
in other refpefis learned men.

The exceedingly acute Lock contends for it in his 
reafonablenefs of the Chrillian religion, cap. i. chiefly 
ufmg this argument, that the dialb which God threat
ened to infiift upon the violator of his law, denoted 
nothing more than to lofc life with fenfe, which is ma- 
nifell from the cinphatical phrafe, rifffMwir. Thcud. 
Camphufius, famous among the Arminians for his fa- 
cred fo ng s, in a letter joined to them affirms, that he • 
himfelf was inclined to relinqui/ii all religiorf, until he 
fell in with thofe books which teach that perpetual fires 
and eternal torments are unknown. This hypothecs, 
however, does not merit that we delay to inveftigate it; 
for it is not only deftitutc of all divine teflimony, but 
alfo inimical to reafon, as I have (hewn, Biff. Prsc.
/ 55-

7 . Henry Dodwell clothes this error with ano
ther form, who defends the mortality of fouls by their 
own nature, in which his ailertion is not unfimilar to 
that of Hobbs’ Leviath. cap. 44. And he adds this 
peculiarity, that he thinks thefe are rendered immortal, 
by the laying on of the biihop’s hand by the Spirit in 
baptifm, as he contends in the Englifh edition of his 
circular letter, 1706.8. This paradox is rejected be
tween Dodwell and thofe who differ from him, both 
Hyperafpills and Antagonifls. Concerning thefe Zach. 
Grapii Theolog. rec. Controver. par.ii, cap. 4; qumll. 
2. p. 106, fq. where alfo fufficient fources .of refuta
tion are opened up. Add PfafEus Hift. Lit. Theolog. 
lib. q. p. 289, fq.

§ 8. And of thofe who believe that a rejlituiion of 
the damned is to be hoped for, fome are more modeft, 
and whh to determine nothing concerning the manner 
of it. They belong to this clafs, who think that God 

threatened
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threatened thefe punifhments in his own word, ahliounh. 
it belongs wholly to him, 33 the great Legiflator, to 
difpenfe with the execution of thcle, and fo to grant 
fomc alleviation of them, although unrevealed to us. 
And I gather from the words of Chryfoftome, (Ho- 
mil. de Rcfurreft.) that thefe fentiments cxifted in his 
age. “ Whence,” faith he, “ fliall I perfuade you ? 
When I fay their worm dicth not, and their fire is not 
quenched ; when I fay thefe fhall go into cverlaft- 
ing fire ; when I now propofe to you a rich feaft, 

. wailing amid the flames : Would you not at lead fay that 
thefe are threatenings, and that this is a fatanical mode 
of fpecch rendering you flothful, grace being given 
to you in vain !” There are of the fame number, of 
whom Auguflinc, de Civ, Dei, xxi. 24. fays, •< But this 
prevails againfl thofe who endeavour to oppofc the word 
.of God, agenting their own caufes as it were with' 

• greater mercy, as if thefe things were true, becaufe the 
punifhments which he faid men were about to fuffcr 
are worthy to be fuffered, not becaufe they arc to be 
fuffered.”

Add cap. 18. Among the more modern divines John 
Tillotfon favours the fame opinion, Ser. 30, where par
ticularly he adduces the example of the Ninesites to il- 
luftrate his hypothefis ; to whom, though God, in ex
prefs words, threatened deftruftion, yet ncverthelefs he 
granted remiffion to the ungrateful from the predifted 
punifhment of the prophet. Neither did Clericus, in 
his Biblioth. choif. tom. 7. p. 307. fq. find much dif
ficulty in yielding to this opinion.

Anton. Collinus in difeurf. de libert. cogitandi, $ 2. 
narrates that Henry More and other Englilh divines have 
agreed in the fame hypothefis ; chiefly induced thereto 
by this argument, that “ threatening! do not conflitute 
the fame obligation asproinifei; fince he who threatens, 
fuftains the character of creditor, and he who is threat
ened fuftains the charafter of debtor. But, on the 
contrary, he who promifes, is thereby conftituted a deb
tor ; and furely it is in the power of the creditor to remit

H’ - the



ing to the perfon perfevering The reafon

ipplicable. 
who de-where God is confidered as the juft Legiflator

fimile of debtor and creditor is here ina.

joined ; it admits of no doubt, that threatenings of 
rvery kind imply a tacit condition of public preach-

the debt, while the debtor is bound to perform all that 
be hath promifed.”

This opinion does finall injury to our caufe. For it 
fuppofes that the eternity of puni/bments accords with the 
purity and juftice of God. Nor indeed could he threat
en otherwise. It however being granted, that God 
has threatened eternal punijbmenis in a moft equitable 
manner, it follows, at Icaft, that it is lawful to dread 
thefe, fo long as it is not clearly evident, from fome 
other revelation, that God is difpofed to difpenfc with 
them ; and thofe who ftrenuoufly endeavour to loofe 
mankind from this fear, do certainly weaken the fane, 
tions of his divine government. But they ought not 
to extirpate this fear by fallacious arguments. Auguf- 
tine anfwers to the example of Jonah : “ Whether 
Jonah joined the preaching of repentance with the threat
ening of deftruftion ; or whether, at leaft, he could dif- 
cover from the divine command that it ought to be

fends the majefty of his law by the confirmed veracity 
of his threatening and promifes. And although he 
ihould be able in fome degree to difpenfe with the puniilt- 
ments of his law, yet he cannot recal his own word, 
nor will he do fo.

§ 9. The reft of this clafs are bolder, who not only 
deny that the eternity of puniiliments is taught in the 
lacred writings, but alfo conceive difierent modes of the 
ref oration of the damned. Here we defervedly aflign 
the firft ftep of abfurdity to the Pfeudo-Myftics, who 
have chiefly fprung from the fchool of Hermes Trifme- 
giilus and Dionyfius the Areopagite, and who affirm that

becaufe the time of grace is not yet expired, but fhall 
ccafc in a future life. And the direft end of threaten
ings is, that fome Ihould be faved through fear.” Hence
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all creatures have been emanated from the divine effencc, 
and arc at fome future period to return into it. There 
are fome, indeed, who make an apology for thefe men ; 
among whom Sandtcus the jefuit (Theol. Myft. lib. if. 
comment. 6. cxercit. 8.) (hines with peculiar eminence. 
Neverthclcfs fuch things occur, as admit of no cxcufe. 
Hence Joh. Gcrfon (Theol. Myft. confid. 41.) candid
ly confeHes, " that there arc who artert, that the 
rational foul, whilil it is cairied with perfect love 
towards God, ccafcs intirely from itfelf, and returns 
to the proper idea which it hath immutably and e- 
ternally in God t according to that pnflagc in John, 
“ that what was made, had life in him and he adde, 
that thofe men affirm, that though fitch a foul lofes it- 
fclf and its own exigence, it yet receives true divinity ;

■ fo that what is now the identical creature is not then 
confidered by the creature as the being who loves God, 
but as the very God who is beheld and who is loved.”

Thefe fentiments are ufually divided into two parts. 
There are favourers of a univerful rclloration, fuch as 
Spinofa, who think that what is emanated is of the 
fame eflential nature with its principle. More fubtilty 
however is afligncd to thofe who didinguilh the world - 
from God, and yet fuppofe that the individual particle', 
of the divine cdcnce by which thefe exiil are iafufed, 
which thertfore behoved at fome future period to re
turn into God. It appears that the origin of this opi
nion of .the heathen philofophers is to be attributed to 
the fchool both of the Pythagoreans and Stoics. Set 
Thumafius 1. c. differt. xiv. J 62. fq. and xxi. through
out ; likcwife J. Fr. Buddens Anal. Hihor. Philof. de 
errorib. Stoic. Exerc. i. (J 3. Hence he agrees with 
the holders of the fecret fcicnce of the Jews, of whom 
the celebrated Buddeus in his Hilt. Philof. Hebr. p. 39J. 
fays, “ The philofophy of thefe feems to reduce itfelf 
into this cotnpafs, that the ftrC; Being, or zEnfophi con
tains all things in itfelf in the fame edetice, and that there 
flraU always be the fame quantity of being in the uni-

H s verfe,
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verfe, whether that he in a created, or an uncreated Rate, B 
Hence in the created Rate, or before the exigence of B 
the world, all things limply exifled in God, and then at B 
length this world exifted, when God opened and unfold. B 
ed himfelf by his emanations and his effufions, from the B 
higheft to the lowtli, by which the different orders and H 
forms of created things are conilitutcd. Wherefore they B 
often fpeak of -vacuums, and of larger and fmaller H 
veflels calculated to receive thofe effufions, which 
are faid to be propagated and conveyed through flow- H 
ing rays and fmall canals. Finally’, when God retracts 
and reforbs thofe rays, they fay that the external world ■ 
fhall perifh, and all things again become God.”

It is fufficientJy evident that the Gnofticc thought in I
a fimilar manner, who among the Braccarenfian council I
are chiefly called ri'lanicbeijls and Pr jciU'tanijit. Euty* I
chiafm, which is the confufion.of the divinity and 
humanity’ in the fame nature, has afforded her helping 1
hand to this error. The principal promoter of this opt- I
nion, about the beginning of the 13th centuj-y, was Al- I
mericus adodlor of Paris, who is reported to have been I
an oppofer of the Roman Sec, which he affirmed to be I
antichrift ; and his agreement with the Albigenfians in 
different articles of faith, afforded an invidious handle for 
depriving him of future fame. That fadt is the more ea.fi- I 
Jy credited, fincc there are many among the fathers and 
dofiors of the church who render themfelvcs fufpe&ed, • I 
by ufing fimilar phrafes, It muft however be confeffed, 
that there are among them to whom the apology is ap
plicable, who alfo imprudently mitigate the criminality of 
the moderns in this matter. Voffius de imitat. cap. 4. 
$ 8. fays, “ The Chriftian religion everywhere afferts 
the indivifibility of the Spirit of God. Yet many ex
cellent men of the prefent age fo fpeak, not becaufe all 
fo think, but more frequently becaufe they do not fuffi- 
ciently confider what they either read or write.” And 
here it cannot be denied, that fome monfter of enthufiafm 
is nouriihed, whilft they’ defend the cjjcntial union of 

fpirits
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fpilits with God. Concerning this matter, confute 
Colbergius Cbillianifmum Phtouico-Hcrmct. Par. ii. 
cap. 12.

J i o. In another manner they attempt to overthrow the 
eternity of punilhmcnts, who teach the tranfmigration of 
fouls into other bodies. 'Phis error, previous to the days 
of Pythagoras, fpread over Egypt and all the EalEand was 
difTeminated equallj' among the Jews and Heathens. The 
authors who teach thefe tenets are quoted by the cele
brated Wolftus ad Origen. Philof. p. 36. fq. and Elf- 
wichius Philof. concerning the affli&ioni to be feared 
by holy men, $ 16. & 22. fq. And thofe who teach 
that the fouls of various animals pervadebodies,do indeed, 
grant that evil fpirits are deftroyed in their laft corporeal 
abodes,' and fo are to defeend into that very place of 
punilhment ; but they at the fame time fuppofe, that 
thefe arc difcntangled and purified, and by a perpetual 
revolution return to the celeilial dwellings. Chriftoph. 
Sandius de Orig, Animat, p. too. fq, wipes off this 
Hain impioufly caft upon the Patriarchs and Mofes. 
But to the opinion of the tranfmigration of fouls the 
ancient church affords no fupport. We do not, how
ever, envy him the aid he derives from the impure 
gnoltics Simon, Bafilides, and Carpocrates; to whom 
he joins Clemens Alexandrinus, (p. 136), whom he 
proves in his Hypotyp. to have taught the tranfmigration 
of fouls, (ex Photio Codic. 109.) But thefe books of. 
the Heretics-are fraudulently adulterated, which is a- 
bundantly proved by Nat. Alexander, Hourrius, and', 
others; for which rcafon even Photius, in the place 
quoted, is to be doubted, as. he attributes the errors, 
excerpted from thefe books to Clementine.

J it. Concerning Origen, the difciple of Clemen
tine, it appears more certain that he had too much im
bibed the abfurdities of Platonifm in the Alexandrian 
fchool ; and fince all the modern doftors of the refto- 
ration, in order to fandfion their opinion by antiquity,, 
number Origen among the chief fupporters thereof, if 
becomes neccfimy to explain and to unfold his fenti- 

li 3 merits.
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jiients refpcfling this matter. In the poffefiion cf 
this fuppofed honour wc would cheerfully indulge 
them, if the diverfity of the Origenian from the Peter, 
fenian fyftem were more evident in point of argument, 
both as to its origin, and alfo as to the mode of treat
ing it. Few words are neceflaiy to (how that Origen 
was Angularly remarkable both for inventing and de
fending this error, as is now fully proved by Huctiiis, 
Origen, lib. ii. cap. 2. quxft. II. Petr. Halloxius de 
vit. Orig. Dion. Petavius theol. dogm. tom. iii. lib. 3. 
c. 6. Hcnr. Norifius differt. hift. de Synod. 5. c. ir. 
Nat. Alexander Sec. iii. diff. 27. Joh. Meifuerus de 
Origine, $ 45- fq- &c-

J 12. This teftimony concerning the Angular opi
nion of Origen, given by fo many celebrated men who 
have accurately perilled and illuftrated his works, can
not be called in quellion. And it hath been the pre
vailing opinion in every period of the church, that 
heretics, and the enemies of Origen, have corrupted 
and interpolated his writings. Nay more, many among 
them evidently contradift themfelvcs, by changing his- 
fentiments, or with a violent hand mutilating his works.. 
And the fufTrage of many ecclefiaftical writers fully 
proves, that, among the greater part of thefe men,, 
Origen is conftantly rendered fimilar to themfclves-

$ 13. Hence it may be granted, that Origen con- 
fpired with the modern favourers of univerfal reftora- 
tion, in qucflioning the endlefs duration of the puuilh- 
ment of devils and of wicked men. But our an- 
tagonifls are deftitute of the fufTrage of Origen,, 
when they imagine that all the ages of life which ter
minate eternal puniihment are to be abforbed into a 
different kind of a Jileut eternity, which they fuppofe to 
be liable to no' change. For although this man ac
knowledged the rcjlltution of all thinge upon the coming 
of Chrift, yet he fuppofed that there would be other 
orders of new worlds fubfequent to the (Economy of the 
prelent, through which confirmed fpirits might be de

filed
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filed with a new ftain, and fo defeend to the inferior • 
Vegions; Thia do&rine is laid open with fiifncieiit 
evidence in his books »>pi «fxs’» and in particular 
in book 3. where, among other things he affirms, 
“ Therefore fince fouls are immortal, I am of opinion 
it is poffible that during numerous periods of time, 
and through immenfc and different ages knowing no 
end, they may defeend from the greateft. good to the 
greateft evil.” And, that he might render iniquity and. 
the contrary principle equally poweifu), lie a little before 
advances, “ That the finner may afeend from the 
grented evil to the greateft good.” Augufline (lib. 
de H®ref. ad Quodvultdeum) very fully explains this 
opinion. “ There arc,” faith he, “ other opinions of 
Origen, which the church does not receive, concerning 
which not only himfelf reafons falfcly, but he cannot 
be excufed by his defenders, chiefly concerning purga
tion and liberation, and the revolution of every crea
ture, after a long period of time, to the fame evil. 
For ercry Chriftian, whether teamed or unlearned, mult 
vehemently abhor what he fays concerning the purga- 

■ tion of the wicked : “ And after a very long period all 
the virtuous return anew to their former vices ; for their 
always was, and always will be, thofe alternate extremes 
of happinefs and of mifery in the rational creature.” 
There are other things correfpondent to this, which arc 
treated of in Civ. Dei, lib. 21.’ cap. 17. ; accord
ing to which hypothefis, Origen is defended from the 
doctrine of tranfmigration, by which he was fi’ppof- 
ed to maintain that the foul, liberated from one bo
dy, afterwards returns into another body. Ent this 
would have been inconfiflent with what he taught 
concerning the gradations of punifliments, and of puri
fying, after this life ; whereby he is alleged to infer 
that fome, after pafiing many years in the greatefl fe
licity, may, by the abide of free-will, be refol ved into 

- other bodies, and fo remitted into a new order of pur
gation. Hence Photius, in Biblioth. cod. 8. concern

ing
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jng tlit principles of the recent books of Origen, ef- 
ferts many other abfu dities, and things full of impiety,, 
concerning the migration of fouls, and alfo talks footl
ing!) concerning animated flats.

$ 14. This will be rendered more evident, when we- 
explore the muddy fountains of this error. The exter
nal origin thereof was undoubtedly a too greet love of 
Platonifm, with which Origen was infatuated, in con- 
junfiion with the doctrines of the Alexandrian fchool. 
For we are informed, that, when only a pupil, he at
tempted to reconcile Platonifm with the chriitian reli
gion, efpccially rcfpfling thofe points in which the doc
trine of Pythagoras appeared to have been clothed in 
a better form by Plato. This lludy inflamed his mind, 
as the opinions of Pythagoras were imbibed by him 
while in Egypt, where lie at that time was only learn
ing chriftianity. In that period alfo, the opinions of 
Pythagoras were unfairly taught by the Gnoftics, to 
the prejudice of the chriftian faith. And thefe Gno- 
Ilies, with the Pythagoreans, taught the groffcr mc- 
taphyfics, which openly rejected and overturned all the 
foundations of chriftianity.

Hence he cxprefsly fays, in his treatife againft Cel- 
fus, book 5. “ In no manner do thefe things (viz. the 
fayings concerning the migration of the foul) hold 
concerning the migration of the body into other bo
dies, and its defeending from its own nature even to 
that of brute beafls.” And again in book 5. in his e- 
piftle to the Romans, he fays, “ But Bafdides, not 
adverting that thefe things ought to be undtrflood of 
the law of nature,, hath traduced this apoftclic faying 
to fupport the impious, and foolilh fables of the Py
thagorean fchool ; that is to fay, he hath endeavoured 
to infer, from, this faying of the apofllc, that fouls arc 
transformed into other fouls, and alfo into other bodies.” 
Here therefore he feems eot fufliciently to correfpond 
with Plato, who, although he admitted the tranfition 
of the foul from ouc human body into another, and 

from.
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from the earthly into the heavenly, yet he did not ac
knowledge the proper migration of the human foul in
to the bodies of irrational creatures; and therefore, 
when he feems to fpeak of that, he ought to be under
flood only in a metaphorical fenfe, as indicating a fimi- 
larity of conduit to that of irrational animals. When, 
therefore, Origen difputcs again!} migration, which he 
very frequently doth, he oppofeth the error of the 
Pythagoreans, which was adopted by the Gnoftics.

^15. But although he corrcfponds thus far with 
Piato, yet he does not coincide with him in everv par
ticular. Hence he faith, in his treatife againR' Celfus, 
book 4. “ If Celfus be underRood in a proper manner, 

. it follows, that from the Rate of the foul in a future 
life, and from what may be perceived of its eflence 
and principles in the prefent, the opinion concern
ing the future immortality of the mortal body, is 
not to be afcribed to the migration of Plato,'but 
to fome fublimer contemplation.” In that, at leaR, 
he did not agree with Plato, if Servius hath pro
perly expreffed his opinion, whb (ad JEn. 3.) afierts, 
that “ Plato faid the foul was perpetual, and made a 
tranCtion through different bodies, conRantly corref- 
ponding to their merits in their former Rate of exiR- 
ence.” For it docs not appear that the returning of 
fouls into terrcRial bodies, which they were to expedi 
in new worlds fucceeding to the prefent, has been fixed 
upon Origen. Moreover, in this fabrication of new 
worlds, although it feems nearly to accede to the great 
year of Plato, yet a remarkable difference occurs be
tween him and Plato. For, as Meifnerus fays, (1. cit. 
$ 34.) he rather refuted than taught the depending of 
all things upon themfelvcs by an immutable fate, after 
the ever-revolving fpace of determinate time. Becaufe 
iu his works he difputes againR the fame opinion with 
Celfus, & 2. de Princip. “ The revolving fouls are 
agitated,” faith he, “ not in different courfes, but in 
the fame courfes after many ages are elapfed and gone, 
according as they perform this, or defire that; and 

whatever
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whatever liberty is exerted in a becoming manner, 
the fame direfts the courfe of their aftions.” But the 
circle of Origen is unGmilar ; and from the variable 

• ufe of the freedom of the will he affixes no fpecific 
fpaee of time.

$ 16. Thus gradually have we glided along to the 
internal origin of this error, and the n-fcro» even 
the it'd of free will, from which the conRant complaint 
of the Fathers arofe, that Origen had two much paved 
the way of Pelagius. For his opinion was, that the 
perpetual ufe of unreftrained reafon confifted in poflef- 
fing all the faculties; or rather in maintaining an equi
librium between good and.evil. Confult janfenius in 
Auguftin. T. i. lib. vi. 13. fq. Norifius de Synod. 5. 
cap. rz. and the venerable old man J. Jac. Hottingerus 
in Hiftor. Grat. lib. I. <J 19. fq. And when this 
foundation is once laid, the fuperdrudture raifed upon 
it muft be, that the whole ftrength of the rational crea
ture always remains, and is exerted in converting itfeif 
into a ftatc of higher felicity; and when it hath arrived 
at the bigheft ftate of felicity, then it is expofed to the 
danger of again defeending to the loweft Rate of de
pravity and guilt. And in this Carybdis, Origen with 
fome other fathers of that age undoubtedly fell, when 
they fhunned t! e contrary Scylla of the Gnoflics and 
the Valentinians concerning the two firft principles e- 
qually neccflary and productive of a flowing fatal ne- 
cefiity both of good and of evil. Huetius Origen. 
Lb. 2. p. m. 155. hath excellently remarked that “ the 
too great defire of crcfhing the Vakntininn herefy was 
the caufe of Origen’s error ; for when the Valentinians 
maintained that thofe who were of a fpiritual nature 
could not be damned, they admitted that thofe who' 
were of an earthly nature could ferve the devil and 
dwell among evil angels. Origen, taking a different 
courfe, aflerted, that, by the very nature of things, 
fome of the angels could be damned, and were cer
tainly at fome future period to go into fervitude.”

f 17*
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f 17. But there is alio an obvious difcrimination be
tween the dofirine of Origen and the Nco-Origenians 

' from his manner of treating that fubjed ; for the 
modern followers of Origen have unfuccefsfully mani- 
fefted more keennefs in defining the exprefiions they 
life. Hence (lib. r. *'t‘ ipxui, cap. 6. init.) concerning 
the punifhments of the damned, and the other doitrincs 
immediately connected therewith, he expreifes himfelf 
in the following manner : “ Which opinions are indeed 
advanced with great fear and caution ; rather by 
difquifitions and inquiries, than by direct conclnfions 
holding any thing for certain and definite.” Hiero
nymus himfelf (Ep. 59. ad Avitum, cap. 1.) acknow
ledges this modefty of Origen. But, left it fhouli be 
fufpeited that he wilfully intended to publifh to mankind 
do&rincs tending to encourage carnal fecurity ; when 
commenting on Ezek. Homil. I. he fays, “ Though 
thefe truths ought to be concealed, yet the conduit of 
heretics conftrains us to publifh them. Nor can it be 
doubted that fuch doitrines are of fingular utility a- 
mong them, who are but infants in refpeit of the age 
of the foul, and at prefent are only afiuated to virtuous 
conduit by the fear of paternal chaftifements.” From 
this quotation it is obvious that fuch a mode of reafon- 
ing is widely different from that of the modern follow
ers of Origen, and alfo that .this error was unknown 
in the Chriftian church before his time.

J 18. Hiftory alfo affures us, that the refutations of 
the Fathers, and the anathemas of the orthodox, pro
longed the exiftence of this error in the Chriftian church. 
Photius, Nicephoros, and Cedremus narrate, that it 
was condemned by the CEcumenican Synod in the 5th 
century. In the following century an epiflle of Jufti- 
nian to the Synod concerning this matter, is ftill pre
ferred, and ufually inferted among the aits of faid 
Council. This remedy againft the errors of Origen 
was occafioned by a tumult raffed by the Palreftine 
moults ; concerning which, confult Evagerius Hill. Ec- 

clef.
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clef. 4. $8. Huclius tranfmits to poftcrity the hiftory 
of thofe who partly defended, and partly embraced the 
errors of Origen in the Greek church, Origen, lib. 2. 
cap. 4. A divifion alfo exifted among tliefe parties, 
chiefly diftinguiftied by the appellation of Philoponiaue, 
and of Ganoni/ls, as appears from Timotheus Prefoy- 
tcr de recept. FIxrct. inter Cotclerium Monnm. Ecd. 
Grxc. T. 3. p. 416. fq. When this error feemed to be 
entombed, it was revived by fome modern euthufiafla. 
Among thefe Fr. Merc. Helmontius is chiefly eminent, 
who profeffedly difeuffes this fubjeft in two fmall books. 
The one is entitled Seder dam, and the other Rcvolut. 
jluim. Georg. Chrift. Brindelius alfo, in his preface . 
to the writings of one Dippelian, patronizes tin's error ; 
but his fentiments were refuted by Chladenius, Wernf- 
dorfius, and Hauberus.

$ 19. I proceed now to the Lafl Clafe, even to in- 
veftigate the fentimepts of thofe who maintain, that, 
“ after various degrees of punifhment are endured cor- 
refponding to the real guilt of every individual, and 
fatisfadtion rendered to Divine juftice ; then, after the 
ages of the ages in their different gradations are elapfed, 
all impenitent men, and alfo devils, being purified, are. 
clothed with ccleftial glory’, and for everaffociated with 
the bleffed.” This happy immutability which they 
think Ihall at laft take place, is attributed entirely to 
the liberty of the human will ; punishments having 
purged away all contamination and guilt. Neither do 
thefe divines feem willing openly to exclude the merit 
of Chrift,. but contend that he acquired falvation both 
for angels and men, although, in defining the fruits of 
Chrift’s death, they are confufed, obfeure, and difeor- 
dant 5 as I have fully proved in the preceding Differta- 
tion, § 24. fq. & J 45.

§ 20. This is that evcrlajling gfpel, the annunciation 
of which was chiefly referved to themfelves. And in 
order to eftablifli their favourite opinion, they move 
every ftone in queft of fupport from antiquity. For 

> fince
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lincc they conftantly place this article of faith among the 
fundamental articles of Chriftianity, they plainly perceiv
ed that it would furnifli a fubftantial objection againft 
it, if a do&rinc of fuch importance had been unknown 
in the orthodox church. But as thefe men boait of 
Origen as the hero of their party, I have (both in the 
preceding Diftertation, J 64. fq. and alfo in the fore
going fcctions) made it my ftudy to difpel thofe clouds 
which obfeure the tr&th refpefling this matter. Peter- 
fenius indeed, in the end of his fecond volume, p. 47. 
& 48. and vol. 3. p. 10, hath the audacity to boaft of 
the authority of Clemens Alexandrinus; but he pro
duces only one paflage from Stromat. lib. 6. where 
the fubjeft in difpute refpedts the opinion of the Fa
thers concerning the defeent of Chrifl into hell, which 
prevailed in that age of the church. But although it 
may be granted that fuch an opinion was calculated to 
place the fentiments of Origen in a more favourable 
point of view, yet it is obvious that it hath no con
nexion with the reftitution of all things. The fame 
obfervation holds with refpeft to a variety of expreflions 
quoted from the Fathers concerning that defeent, and 
the purifying flames faid to take place hereafter ; which 
Macarius, Pfeudo.-Dionyfius, and others, by fubtle ar
guments, wrell to. ferve their own caufe. As to which 
it may briefly be remarked, that many of thefe exprefiions 
have a refpect to that univerfality of calling, and of 
grace, which fome ancient divines fuppofed to obtain 
even in this life.

( 21. Perhaps they derive more fupport from the 
opinion of the mercifitl brethren ; although even in their 
fyftern there is an obvious difference. Againft thefe mer- 
cifulbrethrenAuguftinc contends; who (lib. ii. i.c. 17.) 
thps expreffes himfelf, “ Thofe of the merciful fcheme 
affirm, that eternal punifhmentdoth not await thofe whom 
a juft Judge (haft deem worthy of hell, torments; but 
that, after the revolution of certain ages correfponding 
to the degree of every fin, all Ihall be freed from the

I bondage
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■bondage of punifhmcnt. In which matter (continuet 
Auguftine) Origen certainly was a merciful brother, 
who admitted that even the devil himfelf and hit 
angels, after grievous and long continued fufferings, 

■ might emerge ftoin fullering, and be united to the 
fociety of holy angels.” And indeed he declared, 
that this error of Origen was above all others into- ■ 
lerablc ; afierting (ibid, cap. 23.) that “ he refufed 
to endure the difputation of men, who promifed, even 
to the devil, purifying or indulgence after great and 
long continued punifhments.”
J 22. Thctcfore it is fcarce credible, that before the 

mitts of the dark Scholallic Theology obfeured the re
maining light of truth, any opinions fhnilar to this 
ftould have been publifhed to the world ; but the fable 
of purgatory, originating from avarice and clerical am
bition, furnittied an eafy tranfition to fuch an opinion, 
that fo they might, through the prayers and the merits 
of the faints, extend the fuppofed purifying virtue of 
purgatory. , Hence, in the beginning of the eighth 
century, Gregory the Second fent a papal mandate in
to Bojoaria, againft thofe “ who facrilegioufly difput- 
ed concerning antient Satan, or who taught the reduc
tion of the angelic dignity Concil. Harduin. tom. 
3. p. 18. 19. And about the end of the eighth cen
tury, Ambrofius Albertus on the Revelation 14. Bibi. 
Patr. tom. 13. p. m. 560. difputes againft thofe “ who, 
fettling within the holy church, and following the Ori- 
genian error, fay that chriftians living perverfely, and 
delivered over to the flames of hell, may neverthelefs 
return and obtain pardon.” Nor do we envy Peter- 
fenius of the fluftuating John Scott Erigena, who 
flouriftied in the ninth century, a man who daringly - 
and profefledly eftablilhed this opinion. But, out of 
many excerpts which with great induftry is colle&cd in 
tom. 3. p. 13. it is admitted that he only mentions one, 
which feems to ward off the origin of a more modem 
Origenifm from himfelf. For (de divif. nat. lib. 5. p.

52.)
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52.) he thus fpcaks : “ Therefore the whole world 15 at 
prefent only fpccially reftored in the uncreated Word, 
the incarnate only-begotten Son of God; but in the 
end of the world, it ihall be generally and univerfally 
reftored. For what he perfetls fpccially in himfelf, 
he may perfect univerfally in all, not only, 1 fay, 
in all men, but in every fenfible creature, fince the 
Word of God himfelf, when he received human nature, 
excepted no created fubftance which he did not receive. 
Therefore, receiving human nature, he received every 
creature. And thus, if he faved and reilorcd human 
nature, which he certainly received; then it follows, 
that he reftorcs every creature tifible and invifible. 
Hence, not without reafon, we underftand and believe, 
that the incarnation of the divine Word was not lefs 
advantageous to angels than to men. And from this 
it may be inferred that he (hall reftore vifible and invifible 
things in himfelf. This is the fenfible and intelligent 
world, I fay, which Ihall be recalled in ineffable Unity ; 
now in hope, but hereafter in enjoyment; now in faith, 
but hereafter in fight; now in argument, but hereafter 
in experience ; and as it is now done in the man him- 

1 felf which he hath fpccially received, fo hereafter it
muft be generally perfected in all. Wherefore let no 
one eftcem it a fmall matter, that the Word of God 
fhould become incarnate, as if by this incarnation he 
was only to fave human nature ; but let him firmly be
lieve and purely underftand, that by the incarnation of the 
Son of God, falvation is procured for every creature 
both in heaven and earth.”

There arc fome things in- tins fyftem of Erigena 
which merit confideration. The jijl is, that he feems 
to fnppofe human nature has been received, not from 
men, but from God. Hence he fays, p. 225. “ Of the 
reftoration and the return of human nature and that 
of other creatures into their original nature or dig
nity, nothing hath as yet, for unutterable reafons, 
been written, neither cave 1 read or heard, any thing 
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plainly affcrtcd ; although here and there, in the fa. 
crcd books, and by the documents of the Fathers, 
fuch a form of doftrine is frequently hinted.” From 
this quotation it is obvious, that the principal propaga- 
tor of this error inclined too llrongly to enthuliafm, 
fince he imagined that this dofirine was not accurately 
treated in the church previous to his time.

A fecond thing to be obferved is, that Erigena im
bibed this erroneous tenet, regarding the reftitution 
of all things, from that of the Pfeudo-Myflics, whofe 
principles he embraced in other things with refpeCt to the 
apotheofis of fouls properly diftinCt from thofe of pur
gatory ; which dilliilCh'on hath been too much neglect
ed by the moderns. For thus we read in the fame 
book, p. 242. “ Moreover, univerfal nature tends to
wards the Creator, and (hall be, in him, and with him, 
one ; and thus, in the end, all vifible things, rational 
and intellectual, fliall pafs into God himfelf by a wonder
ful and ineffable inclination ; and not, as hath been of
ten faid, by the confufion Or deftruCtion of effenefes or 
fubffances.”

§ 23. Other divines have trode in the fame paths, 
among whom John Duns, the father of the Scots, holds 
a confpicuous ftation, who (it is obferved by George 
MacKenzie in the lives of the Scots writers, and by 
De la Roche Bibi. Angl. tom. 2. part. 2. art. 5. 
p- 355.) taught, thatboth the malignity and the punifh- 
ment of devils would one day terminate. Joachimus 
Abbas defended the fame opinion, although it is pre
tended, that neither the remains of his writings, nor 
the errors ufually afcribed to him in the fourth Later- 
anenGan Council, fully fubftantiate this charge.

The intelligent men, who flourilhed about the end of 
the 15th century, inclined more to the termination of 
punifoments. Among the more eminent of thefe was 
jEgidius Cantor, who, in an excerpt of Baluzii Mifc. 
tom. 2. is faid to have taught that “ all men fhall 
Anally be faved, and even the devil himfelf; but that



Ris »nturc Aiall then be changed, and the haughty /tall 
become the humble Lucifer,”

§ 24. Such of the favourers of this error as lived after 
the Reformation, afford fmall caufe of basiling to its 
patron.

In the Jir/l place, during that period, this error was 
revived by fome rluabaptyls, if any fuch turbulent race 
of men exilted, whofe names are recorded by Abr. 
Calovius, Syftem. Theol. tom. 12. part. 6. cap. 3. 
quad!. 1. The molt eminent among them was Job. 
Denkius. who lived about the year 1525, tvhofc fol
lowers were called Denkians; and although it appears 
from Abr.’ Sculteti Annal. dec. 1. that, induced by 
CEcolampadius, he made a recantation, yet from Joh. 
Henr. Hottingeri Hift. Eccl. T”. 6. p. 435. it is ob
vious that this recantation was only in appearance, and 
not in reality. Viretus lib. 2. de Minift. verb, narrates 
the fame concerning the fentiments of the libertines in 
Gaul. Of the fame affociation alfo is Staniflaus Pad
nonius, who, in order to defend this caufe, publiihed a 
book upon Divine Philanthropy.

In the fecond place, fome Socinians, having drunk 
in the fame venom, contend for this opinion ; among 
whom we may number Cccl. Sec. Curio, in his book 
concerning the amplitude of the kingdom of God ; and 
Erneftus Sonnerus, a philofopher, and an Altorfin phy- 
fician.

In tlie third place,, many, impelled by the force of 
enthufiallic principles, have embraced the fame errone
ous opinion, among whom may be mentioned Abrah. 
Frankenbergius, Franc. Georgius the younger, Peter 
Serarius, Joh. Leadia, Joh. Pordagius, and ethers. 
Jac. Bohmius himfelf is reckoned among this number- 
by fome, who deem Iris authority of high importance 
in this matter. From thefe.authorities it is fcarce to 
be doubted, that many worfe opinions were fecret!}’eni 
tertained, and that dpjkation itfe-f. if not the r^lblu--
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Sibir of matter into its own principles, was concealed 
under the obfcurity of ambiguous phrafes.

In tbe fourth place, they aggravate even to profanity 
the importance and number of ingenious heretics and 
witnelfes. Such was Gut. Poftellus, who defended this 
error in clam abfeonditortim, although Cl. Ittiglus, in 
diflert. de Poftello Additam 3. obferves, that he had 
elfewhere revoked that opinion. To the fame clafs be
longs the intoxicated AI. de Raat. Burnetus ; and. 
Beelius alfo, who, under the pretence of impugning 
the religion of the Manichaeills, taught fuch things 
concerning the permifllon of moral evilj as were inimi
cal to facrcd truth. Men of this turn of mind are 
however more accuftorped to argue againft the fentiments 
of other men, than openly and explicitly to acknow
ledge their own. No perfon perhaps has been at mote' 
pains to embellifh and illuftrate this opinion than Gul.. 
Peterfenius, who in three volumes publifhed in oui- 
own language de Mfl trio Apocatajlafeos, difeufles this 
fubjefi. In thefe volumes alfo is contained a trea- 
tife concerning the Melctemata, which gave rife to 
many obfeene writings, the recital of which modefty 
enjoins us to decline. Among thofe of our own coun
try, this fubjcdl hath more profeffedly been handled by 
thefe famous men Horoluus,: Waldfmidius, and Claf- 
fenius.

J 25. Now at length I proceed to refute the ar
guments which the Neo-Origenians produce in fupport 
of their caufe. Here they attempt, in the firft place, 
to involve us in.profound darknefs by a cloud of Scrip
ture expreiTions ; which, carefully weighed according 
to the rules of legal interpretation, alford them no fup- 
port- This will appear from a brief review of thefe 
paflages themfelves. The bed arrangement which oc
curs is to take them in the order they ly before us in 
the Acred page.

1.) The firft is thatin Gen. iii. 15. “ And Lwill put- 
enmity between thee and the. woman, and between thy 
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feed and her feed : it (hall bruife thy head, and thou 
Ihalt bruife his heel. Flence bturmius thus argues, 
“ The life and eiTence of him whofe head is broken, 
are certainly annihilated. The head of the Serpent 
is broken by Chrift. Therefore his efiencc, which con- 
fifteth in his malice, is taken away.” I reply, that in 
the major part of the propofition there ia a double 
fault. Firft, it fports with the ambiguity of the word 
tj^cnci ; Secondly, the confequcnce docs not hold true. 
For in fymbolical Theology, the head is not the em
blem of ejj'ence, but of power. The argument might be 
inverted. By the breaking of the Serpent’s head, 
fomething is denoted, which hath already come to pafs 
in the death and exaltation of Chrift ; Heb. ii. 14. 
“ That through death he might deftroy him that had 
the power of death, that is, the devil and Rev. xii. 
9. 10. 11. “ And the great dragon was caft. out, that 
old ferpent called the Devil and Satan—Now is come fal- 
’vation and ftrength, and the kingdom of our God, and 
the power of his Chrift : for theaccufer of our brethren 
is caft down—And they overcame him by the blood 
of the Lamb.” Hence by the death of Chrift, not the 
malice, but the power of the ferpent is broken.

?,) Lev. xxv. S. &c. “ And thou (halt number feven 
fabbaths of years unto thee; feven times feven years, 
and ths fpace of the feven fabbaths of years fnall be un
to thee forty and nine years.”—The general redemption 
of the year of Jubilee is often mentioned by Johan. 
Leadia and Petcrfenius, as an obvious type of the ter
mination of infeiaial punifoments after forty-nine thou- 
fands of years. To this it is anfwered, that all the 

feptcmdal types have a refped to the viciffitudes of the 
church in this world-, and that the year of Jubilee can
not prefigure the general rellitution of all things, be- 
caufe no rellitution was to be expefted by the (laves of 
the heathen. For, in ver. 44, 45> 4^> IS a Thy 
bond-men and thy bond-maids, which thou (halt have or 
the heathen that are round about you—ye fhall take 

them



r 10+ j

them as an inheritance for your children after you, t». 
inherit them for a podedion : they (hall be your bond- 
men for ever.” Hence, if one were difpofed to 
ufe trivial and drained arguments, he might defend the 
contrary opinion from this pallage. Nay, that forty- 
nine years are reckoned a type of as many thoufands of 
years, is a matter which demands a new revelation.

3 .) The whole of the 66th pfalrn is by Chridoph. 
Sebachius referred to the final adoration of all things, 
but from no. other probable evidence, than becaufe, in 
ver. r. & 4, they underdand, by the whole earth,, all inn- 
flour and carnal men ; and that, in ver. 7, their con- 
verfion is predicted. But before doing fo,. he ought to 
hqye drown that the pfalrn defcribcd divine works per
formed after the confummation of this world. It is 
however evident that no mention of eternity occurs. On. 
the contrary, the hypocritical fubmidion of his enemies 
under Chrid, ver. 3, is commemorated ; and the end of, 
the pfalrn indicates the pad benefits which arc to be 
celebrated in this life. Ver. 16, &c.

4 .) With equal rafhnefs the fame perfon explains the 
87th pfalrn. In fupport of that opinion, a wonderful 
paraphrafe is exhibited in the end of ver. 6- “ Ti e 
.Lord fhall write in the book of the nations, this man. 
was born in the city of God ; that is, every one of all 
nations who have inhabited all the ends of the earth 
from the beginning of the world.” The fimply. mention.- 
ing fuch things, carries along with it an ample refutae 
tion.

5 .) Pfalrn Ixxxix. 48. “ Wherefore had thou made 
all men in vain ?” Here it is inferred that “ fir.ee it is 
admitted on both fides that God hath made nothing in 
vain, it follows that none can perifh eternally. For, 
would not thofe have received evidence in vain who arc 
dedined to endlefs punifhmerits ? But. this paHage proves 
fuch a conduct to be unworthy of God.” I anfwer, 
that this pfahn fpeaks not of eternal puuinimeDts, but 
cf the dedrudtion of the Davidic kingdom. If that 
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had then happened, not only would the whole human 
race have fo long experienced the long fuffering of God 
in vain, but at the fame time all the promifes and all 
the hope of Ifracl would have been frufrated. More
over, it cannot be here inferred, that all the fons of 
men are made in vain, finceJune by thefe very punilh- 
meats, eternally exhibit the equity of divine jufticc, and 
the reft are faved to the glory of God.

6 .) Pfal. cxlv. 9, io. “ The Lord is good to all; 
and his tender mercies are over all his other works. 
All thy works (hall praife thee, O Lord, and thy faints 
(hall blefs thee.” Our antagonifts fuppofe this to be 
one of the chief paflages which render it manifeft “ that 
the works of Jehovah include even wicked mm and 
evil angels." But 1 reply, that here the very thing 
itfelf demands a reftri&ion, fince iri-ational works at 
leaft arc excluded, which are not the obje&s of Jeho
vah’s tender mercy, nor can they confefs his praifes. 
Here,'by . we are very properly to underftand every
one, without diferimination of perfons, as verfe 15.; or 
the works of Jehovah denote, by way of emphafis, 
r.amn tnm, the members of the true church produced 
by a myjlical creation. This is a much more accurate 
interpretation, becaufe the whole Pfabn treats of the 
kingdom of Chrift as prefently erefting in this world ; 
and particularly, becaufe a notification is given, by the 
works of Jehovah, of the perfections of the king him
felf; verfe 12.- “ To make known to the fons of men 
his mighty aCts, and the glorious majefty of his king
dom which fuppofe? that thofe who remain, being 

fons of men, would be ignorant of the glory of Jeho
vah’s kingdom, and by that ignorance unqualified 
to celebrate his divine perfections. And farther, no
thing prevents the confummation of all the works or 
Jehovah from being underftood, verfe 20. “ The Lord 
preferveth all them that love him, but all the wicked 
will he deftroy that is, the whole of the wicked that 
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remain, though they no longer exift under the admini
stration of liis kingdom of grace.

7 .) Pfal. cl. 6. “ Let every thing that hath breath 
praife the Lord,” The anfwer to this is, that this 
paffage refers to the kingdom of the Meffiab, in which 
every diftin&ion of nations {hall be unknown.

8 .) Ifa. xxiv. 22. “ And they frail be gathered to
gether as prifeners are gathered in the pit, and Shall be 
frut up in prifon, and after many d?ys frail they be 
vifred.” It appears evident from Hieronymus, and 
Hayman, that Origen indulged a peculiar affection for 
this pafl'age, in which he is imitated by Lud. Gerhar- 
dus, cap. 4. J 545. fq. But to thefe I reply, that this 
paflage is attempted to be applied in fupport of various 
erroneous hypothefes. For, fvjl, they fuppofe that the 
context treats of the general judgment ; but the faft is 
quite the reverfe ; becaufe it defcribcs the judgment 
Upon Antichrift, by which the way is paved to the- 
glorious kingdom of the latter days. This is evident 
from the phrafcology of the 23d verfe, “ Then the 
moon (hall be confounded, and the fun aframed, when 
the Lord of hoft.s frail reign in Mount Sion, and in' 
Jerufalem, and before his ancients glorioufly.” And 
alfo from the defcriptions given of tins judgment in the 
following chapter compared with Revelation vi. 17. 
xix. 17, t8. & xxi. 4.

Secondly, They pretend that by the phrafe, “ the 
boll of the high ones that are on high,” verfe zr, evil 
angels are to be underftood, when rather, by thefe, the 
dodlors of the antichrllian church may be defigned. 
For it is obviyus from Dan. vin. 10, 11, 13. that this 
is the fymbol of ecclejiajlicalpower. The nature of the 
thing alfo indicates this meaning, fince, by the holt of 
heaven, Jlars are underllood, which every where repre- 
fent teachers.

Thirdly, “When it is added, “ after many days frail 
they be viCtcd,” or, as 1 choofe rather to render it, 
” through many days they frail be vilited,” they feem 

to,



[ 107 J

to underhand a gracious vijllation of grace ; but tbe 
fenfe of the fame word in the verfe immediately pre
ceding, and the tenor and whole fcope of the threat
ening, demand a contrary interpretation.

9 .) Ifa. Ivii. 16. “ For I will not contend for ever, 
neither will I be always wroth; for the fpirit diould 
fail before me, and the fouls which I have made.” 
Helmont a Herts this to be inconfiftent with the damna
tion of infinite ages. The context however indicates, 
that it !b mentioned only concerning thofe who, inter
ceding with true penitence under the beginnings of re
formation, and after moft grievous fufferings, are with 
a fpirit of contrition healed anew.

10 .) Ifa. Ixv. 17. & Ixvi. 22. “ For, behold, I 
create new heavens, and a new earth : and the former 
{hall not be remembered, nor come into mind—For as 
the new heavens, and the new earth, which I will make, 
{hall-remain before me, faith the Lord, fo {hall your ' 
feed and your name remain.” Here the promife of a 
new heavens and a new earth, is explained alfolutcly by 
Peterfenius, Colloq. 1. de Reftit. p. 9. de Apocataftaf. 
And it is particularly manifeft, when compared with 
2 Peter iii. 13. that thefe extend to a future age: 
« Ncverthelefs we, according to 1-is promife, look for 
new heavens and a new earth, wherein dwelleth righte- 
oufnefs.” Here I anfwer, firf, that many vefliges oc
cur, which indicate that it is mentioned of the latter 
ccconomy of the prefent age, in which finners of an 
hundred years old {hall not be awanting, Ifa. Ixv. 20.; 
and the ferpent eating dufl fhould cxift, verfe 15. But 
under that ceconomy, the punifhments of the damned 
{hall be exceedingly fevere ; Ifa. Ixvi. 24. “ For their 
worm fhall not die, neither (hall-their fire be quenched; 
and they fnall be an abhorring unto all fieftt.” This in
terpretation is confirmed from a comparifon of Rev. 
xxi. 1,8. “ And 1 faw a new heaven and a new earth : 
for the firft heaven and the firft earth were puffed away ; 
and there was no more fea.” Nor, idly, is it neceliary

that



[ rcS J

that we underftand the uuiverfal rdfloration of the fvf. 
tern of this world, after the laft judgment, to be de
fcribed in that paiTage of Peter; when rather it diftiu- 
guifiies this expectation of the chuich from the pre
ceding conflagration of the world, as previous to it. 
^dly, The confcquence docs not hold, that from the re
novation of the heaven and the earth, there fhould fol- 
low an annihilation of hell.

it.) Ezek. xvi. 42. “ So 1 will make my fury to
wards thee to reft, and my jealoufy fliall depart from 
thee ; and I will be quiet, and will be no more angry.” 
Although this fliould be uuderftood of the remiflion of 
wrath againft the people cf the Jews, as fome learned in
terpreters fuppofe, yet no other remiflion would be.there
by indicated, than what is to be expedit'd in the future 
convcrfion of the Jews under the reign of the Mefliah, 
which is more fully defcribed in the end of the chapter 
from verfe 60. But- fiuce the 43d verfe is connected 
with the 43d, and in this laft the fault which occafioned 
fo great a calamity is defcribed, it is fafcr to refer thefe 
words to the remiflion of the wrath of God againft the 
enemies of Judah, in whofe power he was pleafed to 
deliver up his refractory people : “ Becaufe thou haft 
not remembered the -lays of thy youth, but haft fretted 
me in all thefe things ; behold therefore, I will alfo re- 
compenfe thy way upon thine head, faith the Lord 
God ; and thou {halt not commit this lewdnefs,- above 
all thine abominations.”

12 .) Hof. xiii. 14. compared with 1 Cor. xv. 54, 
55. “ L will ranfom them from the power of the 
grave ; I will redeem them from death : O death, I 
will be thy plagues ; O grave, I will be thy deftruc- 
tion : repentance {ball be hid 'from mine eyes.—Then 
fliall be brought to pafs the faying that is written, Death 
is fwallowed up in vidlory. O death, where is thy 
fling ? O grave, where is thy vidlory ?” Hence they in
fer, “ that fince there would be a redemption from the .

grave
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grave itfelf, then both death and the grave would in 
fome future period be annihilated.”

To this I anfwer, in the Jirjl place, That in oppofi- 
tion to the connexion of thofe pa!Tages, they under- 
Rand, by thofe here faid to be redeemed, the perfons 
•who are already thrown into hell; But in Hofea this 
promife is given to Ephraim, (that is, to the remnant 
of myilical Ifrael in New Teftament days), who in 
confequence of his fins, was thrown into grievous af- 
fliftions, but at length, through converfion, was to be 
•freed from thefe. The connexion of the whole cpiftle 
and of this chapter, and particularly ver. 49, 57, 
& 58, evidently fhows that the apoftle treats only of 
the redemption of the falnti from all the remains of 
the curfe.

Secondly, It would be of no importance to their 
caufe, although death and the grave were deemed de- 
fcriptive of the puniihments of a future life. For it is 
evident, from a review of all thofe prophetic paCages 
in which this phrafe occurs, that by this emblem is de
noted the grievous tribulations under which the mili
tant church prefently groans. This is particularly evi
dent from the confideration that, in Rev. xx. 14, death 
and the grave are diftinguiflied from the lake of fire; 
and that the beaft and the falfe prophet, Rev. xix. 20. 
and even the devil himfelf, are confidcred as fubjedls 
different from death and the grave.

. Thirdly, The apoftle quotes this faying according to 
the Septuagint verfion of the Old Teftament, as the 
words immediately preceding are taken from Ifa. xxv. 
8. “ He will fwallow up death in vidlory.” And 
therefore it is manifeft, that thefe things are mention
ed, 'not of the vidlory of the wicked after their punifli- 
ments are terminated, but of the vidlory of the true 
church over her enemies.

13 .) Zach. ix. 11, 12. “ As for thee alfo, by the 
blood of thy covenant, I have fent forth thy prifoners 
out of the pit wherein is no water. Turn ye to the
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flronghoM, ye prifoners of hope ; even to-day do I de. 
clare, that I will render double unto thee.” This 
place by no means favours our opponents. For, frfi, 
The prifoners of Zion are not the damned, but rather 
the genuine fons of the church themfelves, bound with 
the chains of tlie Mofaic law, and panting after the 
liberty of the New Teftament difpenfation. Secondly, 
The pit whenin is no water is not the fymbol of 
hell, but of the Mofaic ceconomy, or the Sinaitic 
covenant, which could by themfelves adminiller no true 
confolation. Add, that interpreters univerfally ncgleft 
to mention that "113 is not with fufficient accuracy 
tendered a pit, fmee a fiibterraneous/r^/sn is thereby un- 
derftood. For, to fay that fuch a prifon was a prifon 
without water, would have no emphafis at all, a prifon 
of this nature, being underftood to be a prifon de
nied with muddy water. Therefore it is more properly 
rendered by the word ciftern, a well deftitute of water; 
and thus it is direftly oppofed to the fountain of living 
waters to be opened Under the New Teiiament difpen- 
fation.

14 .) Matt. v. 26. “Verily, I fay unto thee, Thou 
fhalt by no means come out thence, until thou haft 
paid the uttermoft farthing.” That this place flip
ports, nay eftablifhes our fide of the queftion, I have / 
proved in the 22dlediion of the preceding Diflertation, 
to which 1 refer the reader.

15 .) Matt. vi. 13. “ And lead us not into tempta
tion, but deliver us from evil.’7 Sicgvolkius extorts 
the fixth petition in defence of his caufe, fupported 
only with this pretext, that Jefus commanded to pray 
for the deliverance of all men from evil. But his con- 
tlufion is exceedingly falfe, fince the whole tenor of 
that prayer evinces that interceflion is made in the name 
of thofe only who are members of the myftical body, 
the church.

16 .) Matt. xii. 32. “ And wbofoever fpeaketh a 
word again!! the Son of man, it Ihall be forgiven him : 
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but whofoevcr fpcaketh again!} the Holy Ghofl, ft /hall 
not be forgiven him, neither in this world, neither in 
the world to come.” This 1 have proved alfo to fup- 
port'our caufe, in the preceding Diflertation, $ 24. &e.

17 .) Mark xvi. 15. “ Go ye into all the world, 
and preach the gofpel to every creature.” The phrafe 
every creature indicates the whole human race, who, 
without any diferimination of rank or nation, were to 
be invited to a participation of the bleffings of the 
New Teftament difpenfation.

18 .) Luke xxiii. 34. “ Then faid Jefus, Father, 
forgive them, for they know not what they do.” Since 
the prayers of the Son are always heard, it is inferred, 
from this interceffion of our Saviour in behalf of his r- 
nemies, that pardon may be obtained even Ly the mod: 
notorious offenders. It is readily granted, that what 
is here affirmed, is a moft glorious truth. .And farther, 
a fpecimen of the merciful fulfilment of that petition, 
is exhibited in the couverfion of thofe very men who 
had imbrued their hands in the blood of Chrift, as re
corded in the fecond chapter of the Ads. But our 
antagonifts fliould have proved that Jefus alfo interced
ed for the impenitent, who are already dwelling in the 
abodes of woe. Farther, fince Jefus prays, in the pre- 
fent tenfe, for thofe who iitoiu not wJiat they do, it is 
obvious, that the inhabitants of hell are not included 
in that benevolent prayer. It ought alfo to be proved, 
iu what manner evil angels, who are unqueflionably the 
inveterate enemies of Chrill, are interceded for in thefe' 
dying words of our Saviour. Can it be faid of thefe 
malignant fpirits, that they know not -what trey do ?

ly.) John iii. 16. “ For God fo loved the world, 
that he gave his only begotten Son, that whofoever be- 
Jieveth in h-r fliould not perifli, but have everlafting 

’ life.” This paffage is alfo produced in fupport of uni- 
verfal refloration, bccaufe Satan himfelf compofes pare 
of the world. It is anfwered, that Satan is not cer
tainly of the world here mentioned, mhom God lotted 1
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fince the effect of God’s love is pofitively declared to 
be, that they who believe Jhould not perifh. And in 
the number of thofe who believe in the name of the Son 
of God, neither the devil nor impenitent men are in
cluded. Concerning this matter, confult the preceding 
Eiffertation, J 30. & 31.

20 .) ]ohn xii. 31, 32. “ Now is the judgement of 
this world : now fhall the prince of this world be caft 
ent. And I, if I be lifted up from the earth, will 
draw all men unto me.” Titis paflage affords our op
ponents no aid, itnlcfs they prove that all tbofe drawn 
ij Chrift, are all angels as well as men. In my com
mentary on this paflage, I have evinced the contrary-

21 .) A efts iii. 21, “ Whom the heavens mull re
ceive, until the times of refutation of all things, which 
God-hath fpoken by the mouth of all his holy pro, 
phets fince the world began.” Thefe words compofe 
the very fortrefs of their caufe, but it is certainly a 
ruinous one. Hence Lud. Gerhardus himfelf is con- 
ftrained to acknowledge, that this faying is not to be pla
ced in tlie front of their- battery. The flrength of their 
argument confifts in this, ’• That, by the rejlitution of 
dll things, is underftood, the complete reftitution of 
whatever is degenerated into a worfe ftate, whether 
angels or men, fo that no veflige of bafe evil, or for- 
row, fhall remain.” To this mode of reafoning 1 re
ply, Firf, That the very word rejlitution is unfavourable 
to the caufe of our antagonifts. For although it fhould 
be granted, that imararainc indicates a complete rejli
tution, (as the Septuagint feems to ufe this word in Gen, 
xi. 13. xh. 13.; Job viii. 6.; & Jer. xxiii. 7'.); yet 
from hence it would not follow, that fuch a reftitution 
extended itfelf farther than to the application of falva^ 
tion as prcfently carrying on by Chrift, atr.l which will' 
be carried on even to the confummation of this world. 
Farther, the celebrated Wolfius, on this'paflage, in his 
Cur. Philolog. quotes many refpeftable authorities in or 
der to prove, that this word admits of feveral other ac.

ceptations-
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captations. It is of high importance to the reader to 
confult this author. Again, Raphadius on the Mew 
Teliamcnt ex Polybio, p. 314.. aflerts, that “ by the 
word reflitution is indicated the accoinplifhment of thofe 
things which were predifled by the prophets. Such 
was the interpretation given by Syrus, and CEcumeni- 
tis ; and, among the moderns, by Knachtbulus, and 
Karlins, Bibi. Brem. clafi'. vi. p. 1112. Hence Hefy- 
chius, alluding perhaps to this very padage, properly 
explains aroxarcrao-iv .by the word T«*«a<n». It were 
however much to be wilhed, that he had produced 
an example of this lignification from Ancient Greece. 
But 'upon this part of the evidence 1 (hall not longer 
tarry, fince it is fufliciently obvious that we adopt the 
known and univerfally received acceptation of the word 
rfitution among the Greeks. Lightfoot, in a • truly 
elegant manner, remarks upon this parage, that the 
Arabic not only renders the word re/litution, by con- 

fummatlan ; but alfo the Hebrew word JTOOpJTf, or 
the confummation, or the completion of thing;, 

correfponds to the term rflitulion. It may alfo be ob- 
ferved, that the prepofition here ufed hath not pro
perly the force of rou, again. Farther when it is faid 
in Matth. xvii. 11. concerning Elias, that he (hall re- 
flore all things, the meaning is, net that all things (hall 
be reftored to their former ellate, but that all things 
fliall be confmnmated and finilhed. Lud. de Dien, 
and alfo the celebrated Roellius, in his preface to Ne- 
methus on Zachar. obferve, that ivoxanrarai bv the 
Seventy is ufed for Jl'UH, he placed, he built; ZJ'Z’irT 
he caufed to remain, D’pH he conflituled; therefore it 
lignifies the fame as to put a thing in its own proper fats 
and place. Suidas alfo ufes the words . Sit™; ,
%afitsiwcc. And he adds an example from Pfal. xvi, 5, 
where the Seventy fay, ’Sv '< •
^07 fc, • which is thus rendered, “ thou a. i he '•1L0 

Jball rejlare to me the former dominion and the hingdaw of 
the nation:.” For either vaxrnr, all, refers to tins;:, or in
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the neuter’gender denotes things. If the former ia 
adopted, then certainly ti^es are not rehored, becaufe, 
once elapfed, they never return. If the latter, then 
let our opponents remember, that the prophets fpoke 
not in the fame manner of things, as of a refitution. 
Befides, it is granted by both parties, that not only a 
rellitution to a former Jlate, but alfo a change into a more 
excellent ftate, is to-be expefled. Secondly, When the: 
word ratrvr, all, is immediately conftrued with the word* 
d» ixaxwi, 3 which God heth fpohen, Peter par* 
ticularly denotes the exhibition of thofe things con
cerning which all the prophets have fpolen. It is how* 
ever obvious from an examination of thofe expreaions. 
which our ant-agonifts arc chiefly accuftomed to ufe, 
that fuch a rejlitution as they feign to themfelves, allude* 
neither to Hie refi'itution of times nor of things, but to, 
a reftitution unknown to all1 the prophets. Thirdly*. 
The term rejlitution exprelfes the return' of Chrift front- 
heaven. But our opponents fuppofe that this is to hap* 
pen long before that period; as they aflert that the laft 

judgement takes place either previous to the ages oF 
the ages of a future life, or whilft thefe are gliding 
along ; and- then a rejlitution follows, after thefe various, 
revolutions are finally ended. Fourthly, The apoftle im* 
mediately fubjoins an example of thefe things to which: 
he had'refpedt, even all the bleffmgs of grace promifed'. 
through the. coming of the Great Prophet, already- be
gun to be exhibited, and. gradually to be unfolded, un^ 
t il all the families, of the earth received: the blefling of 
Abraham’s feed; Again, if the times of’ refrejhing 
mentioned in,the 19th verfe, are the fame as Hie times of' 
rejlitution, as feme divines fuppofe; then it follows, that 
the ages, in the long interval' after- the coming of our 
Lord, are not here fpecified, but rather their confum- - 
mation upon his advent to judge the nations, which, 
will afford a refrefliing from the grievous afflictions of 
the -church in her prefent flate, and for the reception 
of which the feed^ of Ifrael are by regeneration pre

pared;
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pared in thia life. Concerning this matter, connJt 
Gulichius Hermon. Sacr. laft part, f 6t. &c,

22 .) Rom. v. 18. “ Therefore, as by the offence of 
one, judgement came upon all men to condemnation : 
even lb, by the righteoufnefs of one, the free gift came 
upon all meu unto juftification of life.” By reafon of 
the ftrength of this pafiage it is by Lud. Gcthardu# 
afligned to an eminent ftatiou. He is however fuffi- 
ciencly candid to acknowledge, that this mode of ar
guing can only be ufed in the controverfy with the 
JLutherans, but not with the Calvinifis, fince the latter 
deny that all men believe in Jefus to the faving of their 
fouls. Therefore, we devolve upon our antagonifls the 
burden of extricating themfelves from this difficulty. 
We cheerfully acquiefce in the interpretation of our 
own divines, who underftand the phrafe all men to be 
expreffive of thofe who were reprefented by Adam, and 
involved in guilt by his firft tranfgreffion, unto, whonx 
are oppofed all thofe wen who arc made actual fharers 
of the juftification of life, by union to Chrift through: 
faith in his name. The reafons why we add our fuf
frage to this opinion of thefe divines-are the following r 
Firfl, becaufe in this interpretation there is no diffi
culty involved. For, rendering by whofoeuer of 
Adam’s family are a&ually condemned, or actually 
faved, is perfeitly correfpondent to the true genius of 
Scripture language. Secondly, becaufe there is a mani- 
feft ellipCs in this verfe, which is to be fupplicd from, 
the immediately preceding verfes, and this ellipfis is 
plainly indicated by the particle ip* I™, wherefore. In 
this epiftle the apoille often ufes this word in the fame 
fenfe, chap. v-ii. 3. & xxv. 8,. tz. ; and even with a 
fimilar ellipfis, chap. ix. 16. & x. 17- Farther, in 
the verfe immediately preceding, all thofe who arc ac
tually juftified, are defcribed' as perlons who- have re
ceived abundance of grace, and of the gift of righte- 
oufnefs, who Jhall‘ reign In life by one Jefus ChriJ}. 
And it is exceedingly evident that this defcription ap

plies,
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plies to thofe who under the economy of the New 
Tcflament exult in a more abundant degree of jultifi. 
cation. Thirdly, The all, upon whom the judgement 
reigns through Adam, arc the many who, in the 15th 
verfe, arc laid to be actually dead ly the ojjlr.ee of one. 
But the judgement upon thofe who are in Chrjl Jefiu, 
is pofitively declared to be aboliflied by Chrill, chap, 
viii. 1. “ There is therefore now no condemnation to 
them that are in Chrill Jefus.” Therefore the law of 
oppofition requires, that we underftand by all jujlified 
men, not every individual of the human race, but who- 
foever of theqr are adlually juftified through faith in the 
blood of Chrill. Fourthly, It affords additional ftrength 
to our caufe, that in ver. 19. the word many is fublli- 
tuted in place of the word all. But as this argument 
hath been fully difeuffed by other writers, it is here 
fufficicnt juft to mention it.

23 .) Rom. xi. 32. “ For God hath concluded them 
all in unbelief, that he might have mercy on all.” This 
facred declaration affords no fupport to the caufe of our 
antagonifts, 1. Becaufe it appears from the context, that 
the all on whom God wifhes to have mercy, are not c- 
very individual of mankind, but only thofe, both of 
Jews and of Gentiles, that are actually'fared : 2. This 
fovereign mercy to be exercifed in the latter days, 
plainly refers to tire converfion of both Jews and Gen
tiles.

24 .) Rom. xi. 36. “ For of him, and through him, 
and to him, are all things : to whom be glory for ever. 
Amen.” The advocates for univerfal rcfloration falfely 
fuppofe, that all cannot be in God, unlefs, by an uni- 
vcrfal reflitution, they all return into him. Thefe men, 
however, ought to remember, that even the of 
wrath ilhiftrate the glory of the divine majefty. Nay 
more, all things in the univerfe art by certain con
nexions fo united together, that they jointly ferve to 
accomplifh the purpofes of divine grace.

25-)
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25 .) I Cor. iii. 13—15. “ Every man’s work (hail 
be made mamfeft: for the day (hall declare it, becaufe 
it (hall be revealed by fire ; and the fire (hall try every 
man’s work, of what fort it is. If any man’s work 
ab'de which he hath built thereupon, he (hall receive a 
reward. If any man’s work (hall be burnt, he (hall 
fuffer lofs : but he himfclf (hall be faved ; yet fo as by 
fire.” From this paflage it is inferred by our oppon
ents, “ That infernal fire is here defcribed, by the pu
rifying force of which, a man who performs evil works 
in this life, here compared to wear/, hay, Jlubble, may 
neverthelefs, in the life to come, obtain eternal falva- 
tion.” To this I reply, Firjl, That our opponents 
erroncoufly fuppofe that the above paffage refers to every 
finner of mankind, when, on the contrary, it only re
fers to a teacher; and the term vnrk is defcriptive of 
the doftrine which he teaches. Neither is every teacher 
here defcribed, but fuch only as, though cleaving to 
the true foundation of faith, yet imprudently build upon 
it Mod, hay, Jlubble, or mingle the contentions of hu
man doftrines with the doftrines of Chrift. Secondly, 
Therefore, it naturally follows, that the fire of temp
tation and trial in this life is mentioned, and not the 

fire of hell m. a future life. Thirdly, This is aflerted 
comparatively, but not fimply and abfolutely : “ They 
fhall be faved, yet fo as byfre."

26 .) 1 Cor. xv. 22. “ For as in Adam all died, 
even fo in Chrift (hall all be made alive.” The true 
interpretation of this paflage is this, that the all who 
(hall be made alive by Jefus Chrift, are immediately in ver. 
23. denominated thofe mho are Chrjl’s ; therefore, the 
whole context evinces, not that all men, but only thofe 
who compofe his flock, are here mentioned. Bcfides, 
it is obvious, that the refurrefiion of the dead, which 
our antagonifts readily grant is to take place many thou- 
fands of years previous to the rejloration of all things, 
is referred to in thefe words.

37-)
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27 .) 1 Cor. xv. 24—28. “ Then cometh the end, 
■when he fhall have delivered up the kingdom to God, 
even the Father ; when he fhall have put down all rule, 
and all authority and power. For he mud reign, till 
he hath put all enemies under his feet. The la ft enemy 
that fhall he deflroyed is death. For he hath put all 
things under his feet. But when he faith, All things 
arc put under him, it is manifeft that he is excepted, 
who did put all things under him. And when a*!! things 
(hall be fubdued unto him, then fhall the Son alfo him
felf be fubjeft unto him that put all things under him, • 
that God may be all in all.” This text furnifhes 
various weapons to our antagonifls, which are how
ever devoid of an edge. For the fcopc of this paflage 
does not corrcfpond to the refloration of all things ; 
but, as I have proved in the former DifTertation, J 19. 3. 
the apoftle only here treats of the termination of. the 
mediatorial kingdom, joined with the laft judgement. 
Firjl, therefore, it is erroneoufly imagined, that by 
death being deftroyed, ver. 26, the fecond death, un
der which the finally impenitent groan, is to be under- 
flood. For a companion of ver. 25. fhows, that this 
death is to be confidered as the lajl in the number of 
thofe enemies whom the Father was to put under the 
feet of him' who fat at his own right hand. Therefore, 
the deflruftioi) of this laft tnemy ought to happen about 
the termination of his fitting on the throne of the Fa
ther, which period is coeval with the coming of the 
Son to judgement. Nay more, the end is here joined 
with this deAru&ion, in which the Son fhall not only 
deliver up the kingdom to the Father, but alfo deflroy 
all principality, and power, and dominion, ver. 24. Nor 
can there exifl any doubt that this rcfpedls all dominion 
which is hoftile to the kingdom of Chrift, in which 
even death itfelf, particularly that inflifted by perfecu- 
tors, is included. Again, the repetition of the verb 

is obvioufly intended by way of emphafis ;
the connexion of the 24. & 23. verfes proves, that 

the
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the fuljeBhig of all hojlile power to Chrift, will bc ef. 
fe&cd in the general refurre&ion. Secondly, Neither 

.can it be proved, that the fubjeaion of ad thing, to 
Chrift, is a fubjcftion unto falvation ; for it denotes a 
conftraining force, under the power or dominion of 
fomc perfon. Hence, in Luke x. 17.it is ufed con
cerning the expulfion of the evil fpirits. Confult the 
Septnagint, which places irtrayv in Jcr. xxxiv’. 16. in- 
ftead of ©HO; and alfo in Wifdom xviii. 22. But thia 
phrafe feems particularly to allude to Pfal. viii. 6, 
“ Thou haft put all things under his feet.” This re
mark appears abundantly accurate, from a comparifon 
of Eph. i. 2 2. “ And hath put all things under his 
feet, and gave him to be the head over all things to the 
church.” And in Hcb. ii. 8. “ Thou haft put all 
things in fubjcftion under his feet. Fur in that he hath 
put all things in fubjeftion under him, he left nothing 
that is not put under him ; but now we fee not yet all 
things put under him.” And alfo Phil. iii. 2t. 
“ Whereby he is able even to fubdue all things unto 
himfelf.” Farther, the idea conveyed by the word 
v»»r«y>i is alfo applied to the exaltation of Chrift, and 
peculiar to thi mediatorial kingdom of the New Tefta- 
ment. Add, that this fubjeftion precedes the fubjcc- 
tion of Chrift himfelf under the Father, which faying 
refpefts the delivering up of the mediatorial kingdom 
into the hands of the Father. Thirdly, When the me
diatorial kingdom ceafes, then God (hall be all and in all. 
Hence it is evident, that by the word all, in this verfe, 
thofe very perfons are defcribed, who are mentioned in 
the 22, verfe, and who, in the morning of the refur- 

' reft ion, are to he raifed from the grave by the power
of Chrift.

28 .) Eph. i. 9, 10. “ Having made known unto us 
the myftery of his will, according to his good pleafure 
which he hath purpofed in himfelf: that, in the dif- 
penfation of the fulnefs of times, he might gather to
gether in one all things in Chrift, both which are in 

.heaven^
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heaven, and which arc on earth ; even in him.” That 
expreflion, the gathering together of all things, is quite 
foreign to the purpofe of our opponents, fince 
WKKiartc is the benefit which hath a refpeft
to the ccconomy of the fulnefs of times, or the New 
Teftament difpenfation, to which the effefis of this 
benefit are pofitively referred in the 12. & 13. verfes. 
Neverthelefs from this paflage, our opponents advance 
two arguments in fupport of their caufe. Firjl, They 
fuppofe that “ all in heaven and on earth,” includes all 
rational creatures ; “ therefore all in heaven, fay they, 
may be extended even to evil angels themfelves.” To 
this mode of arguing I reply, that, in the facred writ
ings, it is unuftial to comprehend evil angels under the 
appellation of thofe who are in heaven. For although 
we fometimes find them faid to be there, as in 
Job. i. 6. u The Sons of God came to prefent them
felves before the Lord, and Satan came alfo among 
them:—And in Rev. xii. 7. “ And there was war 
in heaven ; Michael and his angels fought againft the 
dragon ; and the dragon fought and his angels Yet 
thefe are not in heaven as in a place correfpondent to 
their malignant nature. Farther, we read that thefe 
•were thrown from heaven, Rev. xii. 9. “ And the great 
dragon, that old ferpent—was caft into the earth, and 
his angels were caft out with him.” Hence they arc 
reprefented as not proceeding beyond the air; corre- 
fponding to which, Satan is denominated the Prince of 
the power of the air, Eph. ii. 2. The connexion alfo 
fhows, that the expreflion, al! things in heaven, compre
hends the things which pertain to the church militant, 
and not to the church triumphant. Nay, why may not 
good angels be included, fince they are the minifters of 
Chrift in his gofpel kingdom ? Farther, in this paflage 
the defign of the apoftle is to pave the way for more 
fully unfolding the myfterious union of both Jews and 
Gentiles in Chrift.

The fecond argument of our opponents is, that 
■“ cuKtifa^Kivrn denotes the reducing under one head, 

which



which fuppofes the' gathering of all thofe who iiav<* 
once acknowledged Chriil as their head,- although they 
have afterwards departed from him.” I reply, that it 
appears from Suicerus’ thefaurus, and Cl. Roellius'in 
Epo. i. p. 972. ftp that there are various tranflations 
of the word It is however advantage
ous for our caufe, that we adopt the tranflation ufed 
by our antagonifts. Hence, by different Fathers, it de
notes, th: joining together in one body and in one head, the 
parts nubreb were disjoined and rent in funder. Accor
ding to Hammond, to fpeak in the military ftyle, it 
denotes the difperfed foldiers coll.fled into one troop. 
This allufion is exceedingly elegant, which I- fhould 
cheerfully adopt, were it fupported by fufficient au
thority. Chaldasifmus in Camero, quoting Sozom. p.
141. thinks this phrafe may be illuflrated from arith
metic, in which many numbers are collected into one 
fum. This is-tbe more evident, fince frequently among 
rhetoricians it denotes the fummary recital in an epi
logue of all thofe things which are fcattered through
out the oration, as Hen. Stephanus and Geor. Budteus 
abundantly demonftrate ; which fenfe correfponds more 
clearly with the argument of the cpiflle, whereby 
the Apoftle is anxious to prove that peace was pro
cured by Chrift, all enmity between Jews and Gentiles 
being removed, and the middle wall of partition which 
cherifhed that enmity dcllroyed. Hence, alfo, in the 
parallel ■ place, Col. i. 20, the verb to gather, corre
fponds with that to reconcile: “ And (having made 
peace through the blood of his crofs) by him to re
concile all things unto himfelf; by him, 1 fay, whether 
the/ be things in earth, or things in heaven.” And in 
this genuine fenfe of the words, there is not the fmalleft 
intimation of the reftoration of evil angels, or of im
penitent men.

29 .) Phil. ii. 10. “ That at the name of Jefus every 
knee fhould bow, of things in heaven, and things in 

' earth, and things under the earth." 1 forbear to enter
L * uPon
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upon the particular inveftigation of this paffage, fince 
I am fully perfuaded, that by things under the earth, can
not pdflibly be underftood any other, than departed 
fa:."ts, whofc bodies ly entombed in the earth.

30 .) Col. i. 20. “ And (having made peace through 
the blood of his crofs) by him to reconcile all things 
unto himfelf; by him, I fay, whether they be things 
in earth, or things in heaven.” By the folution of the 
parallel place in Eph. i. 10. I have already weakened 
the principal ftrength of this paffage. There is how
ever fomething peculiar in the context, which our an- 
tagonifts urge againft us, namely, “ that the all things 
■which are to be reconciled in heaven and in earth, here 
enumerated, are the fame with the all things in heaven 
and in earth which in verfe 16. are faid to be made by 
Chrift.” I anfwer, 1 c That different works are denoted 
in both places. ' In the firft faying, that of creation ; 
and in the latter, that of redemption. Each of thefe 
■works have their own objects, which muft be underftood 
according to the nature of the works themfelves. 2. It 
is evident that the objefts mentioned in verfe 20. are 
more reftrifted than thofe mentioned in verfe 16. ; be- 

•• caufe neither the good angels, nor the heaven of heavens 
itfelf, can be included in that reconciliation. 3. The 
principalities and powers which are mentioned in verfe 
16, muft be excluded ih verfe 20, becaiife reconciliation 
by the blood of the crofs of Chrift is there mentioned. 
But the crofs of Chrift does not reconcile thofe princi

palities and potvers ; on the contrary, it dejlroys and a- 
bolifhes them ; according to Col. ii. 15. “ And having 
fpoiled principalities and powers, he made a flrew of 
them openly, triumphing over them in it.” 4. Here ' 
alfo it is evident, from what immediately follows in verfe 
21. that the Apoftle extends this reconciliation, to all the 
nations of the earth under the New Teftament difpenfa- 
iion. “ And you that were fometimes alienated and 
enemies in your mind by wicked works, yet now hath 
Jie reconciled.”
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31 .) 1 Tim. iv. 4. “ For every creature of God is 
p^ood, and nothing to be refufed, if it be received with 
thankfgiving.” Here it is .argued by our antagonist, 
that “ fince every creature of God is faid to be good, 
this includes fouls and fpirits themfelves, thefe alfo being 
creatures of God.” The connexion, however, indicates, 
that the Apoftlc flriftly fpeaks of the inanimate and 
brute creation, which are dellined for the ufe of.man,' 
and “ to be received with thankfgiving." But the ap
probation which God conferred upon his fixth day’s 
work, Gen. i» 31. viewed in its connexion, ckarly 
proves, that every rational creature is only good when 
formed after the image of God.

32 .) 1 Tim. iv. 10. “ Becaufe we truft in the liv
ing God, who is the Saviour of all men, fpecially 
of thofe.that believe.” This paflage is much Jefs 
favourable to rejlitution, than to univerfal falvation. 
For, whilft it is faid that the living God is the Sa
viour of all men, fpecially of thofe that believe, this is 
denoted by no other reafon, than that he is the Savi
our of them who believe. This however is denied by 
thofe who aflign the fame falvation to all men, to un
believers as well as the faithful, after the courfe of fo 
many ages are elapfed ; thefe ages, compared with c-- 
ternity, being as nothing. And it is only as relating to 
the converfton which is accomplifhcd in this life, that God 
is called the Saviour of all men in general; as appears 
from the Apoflle uting the prefent teufe, and from its 
connexion with the beginning of the verfe, in which 
mention is made of the afflictions incident to humanity..

33 .) Heb. vii. 25. and x. 12. “ Wherefore he is 
able alfo to fave them to the uttcrniofithatcomeunto God 
by him, feeing heever liveth to make i.itercefiion for them - 
__But this man, after he had offered one facrifice for 
fins, for ever fat down on the right hand of God.” Of 
the meaning of thefe words, and of their fupport to 
our caufe, fee the preceding Diflertation, § 44.

34 .) 1 Peter iii. 19.. & 20. compared with chapter 
iv; 6. t( By which alfo he went and preached unto the.

L 2 , fpirits-
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fpirits in prifon ; which fometimc were difobedient 
when once the long-fuHering of God waited in the days' 
of Noah, while the ark'was a preparing, wherein few, 
that is, eight fouls, were faved by water—For, for this 
caufe was the gofpcl preached alfo to them that are 
dead, that they might be judged according to men in 
the flefh, but live according to God in the fpirit.” 
This paffage docs not affedi our argument, who rejedl 
the local dfeent of Chrift into the infernal regions, and 
at the fame time apprehend that this is only mentioned 
concerning that preaching which Chrift inftituted in 
the cays of Noah, in order to the conviddion of thofe 
who were now dead by the flood ; and that this faying 
of Peter is expreflive of their impenitence in hell. The 
reafons why we adopt this opinion arc, Jirjl, Becaufe 
this mode of exprefiion frequently occurs in fcripture ; 
as in Ruth i. 8. ii. to. where mention is made of mercy 
fhownto the dead, namely, before they mere dead. Se
condly, Becaufe this preaching is faid to be inftituted 
by the fj'irit of Chrift, which, -in an oppofition of this 
nature, doth not denote the foul, but the Deity of 
Chrift; as is evident from Rom. i. 3, 4. “ Concerning 
In’s Son Jefus Chrift our Lord, who was made of the 
feed of David according to the flefh ; and declared to 
be the Son of God with power, according to the fpirit 
of holincfs, by the refurredtion from the dead.” Thirdly, 
Becaufe, in the firft paffage, the Apoftle fpeaks not fo 
1 meh of eonfolatcry, as of reproving preaching ; for the 
whole fcope’of the Apoftle, is to exhibit the unbelievers 
of the old world as an example and caution to thofe who 
iliould in after times be threatened with fimilar judgements. 
Fourthly, Becaufe, according to the hypothefis of our 
opponents, Chrift preached not only' to; the unbelieving 
in the days s of Noah, but univerfall)' to the damned. 
Fifthly, Becaufe nothing hinders us from underftanding 
by thofe who txredead, mentioned in the laft paffage, not 
only thofe in the days of Peter, who by the various 
judgements poured down on the Jews were a&ually dead, 

but
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But thofe who, previous to their death, had the gofpel’ 
preached to them by the apoftles. But this appears Hill 
more evident from this confideration, that the emphafis 
of the verb ivayyixifn,, to rvangelife, or to preach the 
gofpel, is peculiar to New Telfair,cut times, as I have 
particularly (hown in another diflertation. Finally, Be- 
eaufe this expreflion is plainly againft our antagonifts, 
fince the phrafe, that they Might be judged according to 
men in the jlefh, refpefis the judgements of this life 
manifefted before men not yet difmiffed from the body.

35 .) 1 John ii. 2. “ And he is the propitiation for 
our fins ; and not for ours only, but alfo for the fins of 
the whole world.” This paflage is by us interpreted 
in the lame manner againft the Neo-Origcnians, as a- 
gainft the defenders of univerfal redemption. And it re
mains with them to prove, by new arguments, that 
Ixaa-fcoc, propitiation, does not denote an aftual, but a 
powerful propitiation, and alfo. that the phrafe, the whole 
•world, does not comprehend angels themfelvcs.

36 .) 1 John in. 8. “ For this purpofe the Son of 
God was manifefted to deftroy the works of the devil.” 
The connexion teaches, that the works of the devil 
which are deftroyed by the Son of God, do not indicate 
Hie malice, but the power of the devil, which he exer- 
cifes by the dominion of fin upon the unregenerate.

37 .) 1 John iv. 7, 8, 10. “ Beloved, let us loveone- 
another ; for love is of God ; and every one that loveth,. 
is born of God, and knoweth God : he that loveth not, 
knoweth not God ; for God is love.—Herein is love,, 
not that we loved God, but that he loved us, and fent 
his Son to be the propitiation for our fins.” I fhall 
prefently fliow in.what fenfe the love of God is difplay- 
ed. The whole context at leaft. indicates, that it re- 
fpe&s that love which God exercifcs towards the faith
ful, which moved him to fend his Son into the world to 
die for them, ver. 9, to.; that love which they have a- 
mong themfelvcs, ver. 16. and by which he firft loved 
them,, ver. 19. v
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5S .) Rev. v. 10. “ And hath made us unto our God 
Lings and prlefls : and we (hall reign on the earth.” 
From this paflage our autagonifts infer, “ that, becaufe 

. the Elders glory in a prieflliood performed by them, the 
bufinefs of the iirft-born would be, that by them, as cho- 
fen inftruments, finners would gradually be refeued front 
the wrath of God,” I anfwer, that it is evident from 
ver. 8, that the chief part of their priefthood is exercif- 
ed in heaven ; and alfo, that the glory of their fpiri- 
tual priefthood (hall reman unftained to thofe who were 
tile inftruments of the converfion of others on earthy 
and with whom, as their niy/lical fins, they (hall fit 
down with God himfelf.

39 .) Rev. v. 13. “ And every creature which is in 
heaven, and on the earth, and under the earth, and' 
fuch as are in the fea, and all that are in them, heard 1 
faying, Blefling, and honour, and glory, and power,, 
be unto him that Ctteth upon the throne,, and unto the 
Lamb for ever and ever.” All creatures, and therefore,, 
fay our opponents, evil angels, feem to join in this dox
ology of God. But this is perfcftly confident, fince the- 
phrafe, every creature, is here myftically underRood, as in 
Pfal. cxlv. io. “ All thy works (hall praife thee, O 
Lord, and thy faints (hall blefs thee.” 2 Col. i. 20. “ By 
him to reconcile all things unto himfelf.” Confult my 
Exerc. 12.. on the 45. Pfalm. p 11. In this propheti
cal fuppofition we are to underftand, by what is in hea
ven, the minifters of the church ; by what is in the 
earth, the conftituent members of the church ; by what 
is under the earth, thofe converted from the antichriftian. 
grave and death ; by what is in the waters, thofe con
verted-from the fea of the Gentiles, Pfal. lx.viii. 13. ; and 
by allthofe things which are in them, all the powers and fa
culties of thofe Angle individuals. Pfal. ciii. I. “ Blefs- 
the Lord, O my foul; and. all that is within me, blefs 
his holy name.”'

40 .) Rev. vi. 9, io, 11. « And when he had open
ed. the fifth feal, 1 faw under the altar the fouls of them

that.
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that were Hain for the word of God, and for the teftimo- 
ny winch they held. And they cried with a loud voice, 
faying, How long, O Lord, holy and true, doll thou 
not judge and avenge our blood on them that dwell 
on the earth ? And white robes were given unto every 
one of them ; and it was faid unto them, that they (hon'd 
reft yet for a little feafon, until their fellow Tenants alfo, 
and their brethren that (hould be killed as they were, 
fltould be fulfilled.” This is not mentioned concerning 
the farther purifying of the fouls of the impure, but of 
the perfefting of the fouls of the jufl. For, I. This de- 
fcription correfponds with the defcription of the feed of 
the woman, mentioned chap. xii. 17. “ And the dra
gon was wroth with the woman, and went to make war 
with the remnant of her feed, who keep the command
ments of God, and have the tcllimony of Jefus Chrift.” 
2. They are under the altar, even Chriih 3. They do 
not fuller in their proper perfons, but in their members,." 
■which are as yet afiing on the earth. 4. White robes 
do not refpeft their judification before God, but only 
before men.

41 .) Rev. xx. 13, &c. “ And the fca gave up the 
dead which were in it ; and death and hell delivered up. 
the dead which were in them : and they were judged 
every man according to their works.”—This is not 
fpoken concerning the general judgement at the end of 
the world, but of that particular sera which Ihall pre
cede the glorious times of the New Jeriifalem. hi’oreover,. 
till the things mentioned in the context, indicate that the 
phrafes death and hell, are defcriptive of the falfe pro-, 
phet, as I have formerly explained and anticipated on 
Hof. xiii. 14.

42 .) Rev. xxi. 4, 5, 6. “ And God Ihall wipe a- 
way all tears from their eyes ;. and there Ihall be no. 
more death,, neither furroW,. nor crying, neither fliall 
there be any more pain : for the former things are 
palfed away. And he that fat upon the . throne faid,. 
Behold". I make all things new.. And he faid unto.

me(.
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me, Write: for thefe words are true and faithful'. 
And he faid unto me, It is done. 1 am Alpha and 
Omega, the beginning and the end : and I will give 
unto him that is athirft of the fountain of the water of 
life.” This paffage by no means favours our op
ponents, fince, both from a comparifon of the prophc- 
fy in Ifa. xxv. and from the whole tenor of this chap
ter, it is manifeft, that this exceedingly fplcndid date 
of the New Jcrufalem, muft be referred to thececonomy 
of the kingdom of grace in this life.

J 26. Let us now inquire, whether or not our an- 
tagonifts have greater favour fhown them from reafcr. 
than from revelation. Supported, as they imagine, by 
it, they raife two new lines of arguments againft us.

The Jirf is conftrufied of thofe which are by confe- 
quences deduced from fuch opinions as are agreed a- 
mong the parties. Such are, I. The greatnefs of di- 
•vine mercy, which is oppofed to eternal wrath, Pfal. 
xxx. 5. “ For his anger endureth but a moment; in- 
his favour is life r weeping may endure for a night, but 
joy cometh in the morning.” Pfal. Ixxvii. 8—10.. 
“ Is lu\ mercy clean gone for ever ? doth his premife 
fail for evermore ? Hath God forgotten to be gra
cious? hath he in anger fhut up his tender mercies? 
Selah. And 1 faid, This is my infirmity : but 1 will 
remember the years of the right hand of the Moft 
High.” And Pfal. Ixxxix. 47, &c. 1 anfwer, in the 
words of Auguftine, That “ this pertains to the vef- 
fels of mercy, and the fons of the promife, of whom 
even the prophet himfelf was one.” Hence the veflels- 
of mercy, and1 the veflels of wrath, are oppofed, Rom. 
ix. 22, 23. and alfo the a dis of divine viercy, and off 
divine forbearance, verfe 18. And the word- Dm al
lodes to paternal mercy, which hath- only children for 
its objefi. 2. If this be fo in a prefent", much more 
will it be fo in a future life, when the time, of grace is 
dapfed, and judgement without mercy fall be to them who 
haveJbowed no mercy. 3. Mercy,-properly-fpcaking, is 
• • pot
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not tfeniially in God. Therefore, it limply denotes 
Ids Aw, or goidujs ; concerning the proper conception 
of which, 1 have formerly treated.

zdiy, The all.fujfckncy of Cbrijl'i rcdtmpitn is urred 
againft us. The inconGllcncics involved in our argu
ments are faid to be, that “ although Chrift redeemed 
all men, yet.that he faved thofe only who aflualb- be
lieve in him, and who in this hie are united to him : 
that in this way Chrift would fcarce have faved the one 
hundred thoufandth part of men ; and that fo long as 
one foul is detained under the power of death, fo long 
does there remain occafion for Satan to boaft, that 
Chrift cannot wreft all his captives out of his hands.” 
But the chief burden of removing this difficulty we de
volve upon thofe who impute the principal caufe of this 
to the fianer himfelf, and to his oppoling the fovercign 
will of the Moft High, by contemning his grace. For 
as we do not admit univerfal redemption, which re- 
flriction is derived from the free and fovercign will of God 
alone ; hence we may with the ftricleft propriety decline 
this talk. By the fame mode of reafoning, too, ws 
overthrow the remaining foundations in the fyftein of 
,univerfal redemption. For, what fecmschicfly to ftrike 
againft us in the argument produced, is the fmallnefs 
of the number acknowledged by our divines to be faved, 
compared with thofe that are damned ; a circum- 
itance, it is faid, which fufpends the minds of many in 

' doubt and uncertainty. But finely fuch doubt or 
uncertainty is devoid of.any caufe. For, I. God, in 
confequence of his own abfolute independence, is bound 
to confer falvation on no creature, much lefs on the 
(inner, who hath rent in funder the bands of his love. 
If,. confident with the purity of his nature, he can 
punilh ; then there is nothing in the creature, that can 
limit his right, or impel him not to punilh. 2. Ac
cording to that degree of . liberty by which he faves 
the far greater number of angels, it is entirely inhis 
option to condemn a very great part of men. 3. The 
r realon
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reafon why fo great a proportion of the human race 
fliould pcrifh, oppofed to thofe who are fared, cannot 
be determined, with any degree of certainty, before the 
laft coming of our Lord. We certainly however do 
not admit that proportion which is pretended, fince we 
expeft the glorious kingdom of Chrift, to increafe in 
the earth, to which a great part of the habitable globe 
fhall come, and which fhall extend itfelf into numerous 
ages beyond computation. 4. No caufe of boafting 
remains to Satan, when, with the coming of the Mci- 
fiah, all his dominion, by which he molcfted and injur
ed the kingdom of Chrift, is taken away and fubdued 
in the prefent life; when he fhall be thrown into the 
fame lake of fire with the wicked whom he feduced, 
and of whom he fhall be made the inftrument of tor
ment, himfelf being tortured in the moft excruciating 
manner.

§ 27. But our antagonifts likewifecall in to their aid 
the truths difcoverable by the light of nature, whilft 
they contend that eternal punifhments is diametrically 
oppofite to the divine perfections, and peculiarly repiig- 
nent to the goodnefs, holinefs, jnjlicc, po-wer, and vsifdom 
of God.

$ 28. The advocates for univcrfal reftoration fup- 
pofe, “ That endlefs punifhments are contrary to all 
the divine perfections in general, becaufe two oppofite 
and contrary infinities are admitted on our part; which 
opinion implies two principles, fimilar to that of the 
Manichceans.” To fuch reafoning I reply, that if, by 
infinite, they underftand eternal, we readily acknowledge 
that two abfolute eternities cannot take place. But 
that neverthelefs is an abfolute eternity, whole caufe of 
cxiftence is in itfelf, and from itfelf; which knows an 
infinite duration of cxiftence both previous and paft ; 
and which is devoid of fuccejftve duration reckoned by 
moments. But thefe are things exceedingly different 
from the eternity which we attribute to the finally ini- 
penitent.
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f 29. From a confideration of the goodnefs er hve 

•f God, our opponents are led to draw their chief fup- 
port from exaggeration. “ For (fay they) God is ab- 
folute love ; hence the foundation of all his perfections 
is love, which is the motive of all his actions; and 
therefore this love excludes eternal punifbments.” Left 
we fliould here ftumhle in the threfhold, it is neceftary 
that we agree upon the terms ufed to exprefs our ideas. 
Thcfe are twofold ; the one is implied in the concep
tion of Gori’s love, the other in the conception of the 
punifbments themfelves, which they infift is contrary to 
his love ; for, unlefs thefe be minutely diftinguifhed, 
the truth may be obfeured under ambiguous terms. 
That we may fliun the former, we remark, that this 
phrafc defigns fome perfection in God, either ejfential, 
or relative. Thus, holinefs itfelf is faid to be ejfential 
to God. Concerning which we grant, that it is the 
bafis and fourcc of all divine excellencies and opera
tions. But its foie object is God himfelf. By his own 
holinefs, he is the bejl of beings ; confidently with which 
and his other perfections, he cannot aft otherwife than 
properly. He is altogether love. Converfant in him
felf, he approves himfelf; is delighted in himfelf, is 
aftuated efficacioufly and conftantly about himfelf, per
forms all things for the fake of himfelf, neither hath 
he, nor can have, any other poffible end of working 
than bis own glory. From this moll abfolute concep
tion of the goodnefs of God, our antagonifts have gain
ed nothing ; becaufe God acts properly when he feparates 
very far from himfelf every objeCl contrary to his per
fections ; and be moft evidently demonftrates, that he 
loves himfelf, when he punifhes the finner who con
temns his majefty. This is the true cffeCt of his love ; 
but that man who contemns his goodnefs, defpifes and 
violates the laws of him that gave him exiftence. For 
the relative goodnefs and love of God denote nothing 
elfe than the propenfity of his will to promote the good 
of the creature. This virtue cannot be regarded in 

any
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tiny other point of view, than as the /;7wr fura 
of all divine actions. For the exercife thereof is e- 
quftlly contingent and free; and the creature who is 
the objedt of this relation, is in like manner contin
gent. Hence, in as far as any degree of this goodnefs 
is difpenfed indifferently, which folcly refts in the mind 
of God, it renders the creature more or lefs perfedl 
according to his good pkafurc. Farther, fome per- 
fedtion, either in whole or in part, is denied to God, when 
the whole of his adminiftration is not acknowledged, 
and all his perfections univerfaliy glorified. Nay more, 
it may alfo be added, that the efiential happinefs of 
God cannot be affected either by the happinefs or mi- 
fery of the creature. Bcfides, this relative goodnefs is 
founded in his ejfnlialgnodnefs. Hence he loves nothing 
in tie creature but tubat has a rcfeniblancc io binsfelf; and 
he delights only in the creature, in as far as fome vef- 
tige or image of his perfections is dhcoverable in him. 
And fince this image of God was never more defac
ed than in the finncr, therefore he cannot be dif- 
pofed to reftore that image, fo long as no objedt corre- 
ipondent to divine love can be found in the creature. 
But by infl idling deferred punifhment, he exhibits the rays 
of his relative goodnefs, not merely in one inftance, but in 
refpedt of every individual whom he punifhes; for this 
love reflrains him from inflicting more punififment than 
the creature has actually deferved. Thus we find, that - 
from the relative goodnefs of the Divine Being, originate 
die various degrees of pimifliment. And with refpedl 
to the effect of relative goodnefs on thofc who are faved, 
they are from this circumftance led with greater ferven
cy to acknowledge, and admire, the riches of incoin- 
prehenfible love manifested to thcmfelves far beyond all 
merit.

$ 30. Again it thefe leading examples, however, our 
opponents tints argue, “ That every creature (its ef- 
fence being abflradtly confidered) may be good, to 
whom fin attaches only as a mere accident. And if, ac

cording
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cording to metaphyfics, all Icing in hfdf j, pomc 
thing may remain intbefinner, capable of rendering him 
the objedtof God’s love, namely, his goodeffer.ee." Lud. 
Gerhardus cftcems this argument of fuch importaace’ 
that he phees it in the front of his battery, pige : &c’ 
Nothing however can be more frivolous. For/ in how 
far any thing is good, ought to be edimated from the 
end to which it tends. Here, the end of the crea
ture is cither what he propofes liimfelf, or what God 
intends with him. In as far therefore’as the finful, 
creature is carried towards a bad end, thus far is he evil, 
and unworthy of the love of God. But in as far as 
God intends bis own glory, fo far, while the finner 
continues to fin, ought he to be eftecmed accidentally, 
but not ejfcntially, good ; fince, not by the nature of 
the thing, but by the allfifficiency of God, that which 
in itfelf is evil, is fo direfied, as to be qualified to fub- 
fetve his own glory. Befides, as this goodnefi of the 
creature is eitherphyfical or moral, it is felf-cvident, that 
the former, which is found even in irrational creatures, 
cannot here be taken into account; while the latter is 
evidently far feparated from an impurcand perverfe crea
ture : As I have already fhown in the interpretation of 
the faying in I Tim. iv. 4.

$ 31. Burnetus de flat. mort. p. 244. takes a dif
ferent direction, pretending, “ that the grcat.jl injury it 
here ufually attributed to Gsd'ifupretnepower; at lead, that 
it- doth not correfpond with the goodnefs and mercy of 
God, that he fhould exert this power, by punifiiing his 
creatures with eternal and exceedingly fevere torments.” 
But the adage here ufed, is as unhappily applied, as 
any'that could have been adduced from all the dark fay- 
ings of Erafmus. Right, properly fpeaking, is always 
joined with equity; therefore, injury is conftantly and 
direftly oppofed to it. But our opinion rejects this 
charge with abhorrence, fince we do not teach that the 
moft exquilite torments arc inflicted upon every indivi
dual of the damned, but that punifliments are difpenfed

M correfpondent

goodeffer.ee


[ ]

correfpondcnt to the degrees of their malice. Budina, 
however, differs very little from this, who, in tom. 3, 
Refpouf, ad quill. Provinc. c. 178. objefts, “ That a 
prince would have but fmall caufe to boafl of clemency, 
who, though he might pardon a few individuals of a 
whole nation guilty of rebellion, fhould neverthelefs 
extirpate all the rcll.” The celebrated Wolfius in his 
Hillor. Munich, p. 524. fq. explains how learned men 
have removed this difficulty. The matter refolves itfelf 
into this. All the fimilitude is diffimilar. And hence 
the greateft diffimilitude is to be expelled when the rca- 
fons of human injury, and of divine majefly, are com
pared. It is the interefl of the Prince, that he ffiould 
punifh a few of his rebellious fubjetis, and, by preferving 
the red, feek their reformation, left he fhould have to 
rule in an empty defart. But God ftands in no need of 
the offices of his creatures. He is fufficient for him- 
felf; and, if he pleafed, he could fubflitute another, 
not only in the place of one people, but in the general 
deftruftion of every individual of his creatures.

J 32. Let us now proceed to inveftigate that dif- 
tinftion of punifhments which our antagonifts fuppofe 
to be inconfiflent with l\iegosdneji of God. Here, how
ever, they fhould plainly declare what they imagine de- „ 
ftroys this goodnefe ; whether by this they refer to the pu- 
■ni/hmenti, confideredin themfelves, by which God puniihes 
fin, or to the eternity .at thefe punifhments. And al
though they fometimes feem to determine this point, 
yet their reafoning is contradictory ; fince they affirm at 
•ne time, that the majefly of the law renders thefe pu- 
nifhments neceflary, and at another, that the divine per- 
fe&ions would be at variance among themfelves, if what 
juftice demanded, was to be cotiftdered as unjuft in 
goodnefs to perform; and again, that fin, being a 
much greater evil, it would be vaftly more hoftile to his 
joodnefs to permit it, than it would be to permit pu- 
nifhment. But if the very nature of punifhments does 
not militate agairift the goodnefs of God, it is difficult

to
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to conceive how the eternity of punishments Should do 
fo. That which in any degree correfponds to his di
vine perfections, can never in any cafe prove adverfe to 
them, where the circumlltinces are equal and fimilav. 
Add, that an eternity of punifnments is a fuccetuve e- 
ternity, which, although it be extended to infinity, yet 
never in very deed relolvcs itfelf into abfohite infinity. 
For grant, that God is good, when he puniihes the fin- 
ncr during fifty millions of years, fliall he not alfo be 
efteemed good, though he Should add an hundred mil
lions of years to the puniihment of the Sinner, per- 
fevering in the fame malice which at fir ft rendered it 
confiilent with his goodnefs to puniih ? and fo o.n, in 
continued progreilion.

$ 33. That our opponents may render our opinion 
hoflile to the holinefs of God, they mufter up a varie
ty of feeming obstacles.

1.) “ They fuppofc that it isthedefign of God, that 
every rational creature Should know God himfelf, be- 
caufe, without this knowledge, he cannot promote his 
glory. But, with refped to a great multitude of the 
human race, that does not aCtually happen in this life ; 
nor indeed, in fo far as refpeCls the children of the 
Heathen, thofe of them at leail who die in infancy, 
can it ever pofiibly happen. Therefore, tinlefs the 
means by which they could come to the knowledge' of 
God Should be afforded in a futyre life, God would bc 
thwarted cf his purpofe, viz. that of promoting his 
own glory, which confequently would prove adverfe to 
his holinefs.” I anfwer, ιβ, That a diftinCSion muil 
Lc made between an ultimate and a fubordir.ate end : The 
former is univerfal, the latter is not. id, A distinc
tion muil alfo be made between common 'and faving 
knowledge. God beitows the latter folely upon his 
chofen. The former obtains even in the devil, and is 
fufiicient to illuilrate the glory of the divine perfections.

2·) “ The procedure of God with refpeCl to all his 
free actions, is urged in,this matter : hence it is infer-

M 2 red,
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red, that the doflrine of eternal punishments reprefenis 
Ged as eternally according with the fins of the dnmned, 
and particularly with lletfp.htir.y, which is altogether ir- 
rcccncilcablc with his hclir.efs.” I anfwer, That I do 
not fappofc the malice of all the damned'proceeds 
thus far. How far the malice of fame may reach, 
we leave to the fecret judgment of God himfelf. And 
that darknefs in which futurity is inveloped, forbids ve 
to determine, with any degree of certainty, what fludl 
be the fpxilic manner in which God will difpenfe future 
pnnUhments.

f 34. It is farther alleged, that from the eternity of 
punifhment, the juflice of God feemsto be impugned in 
a double manner. 11 Since, 1. there appears to be no 
fort of proportion between a finite or momentary fault, 
and eternal punifhments : and, 2. that all inequality of 
merit would thus be taken away, feeing, according to 
the Stoics, all crimes ought to be confideied as equal, 
if every crime'requires to be expiated by eternal punijn- 
mentt." The whole of thofe who differ from us, ad
here chitfly to this argument, among whom is ranked, 
Ern. Sonnerus and others, with Sim. Epifcopius 
Kvfp. ad quzft. 62. and Tillotfonus I. cit, who very 
fubtilly difeufs this fubject. Their mode of arguing 
L owever does not affect us.

1 .) Beeaufe we apprehend that thio proportion between 
fins and ponifhments is rafhly defined, feeing our con
ception of the fovereign majtfty of God, which is the 
foundation of this proportion, is involved in fo much 
obfeurity. And icafon fupports Paul in afferting, that 
“ the judgements of the Lord are a great deep.” For 
if it is entirely in the poiver of an earthly king to an
nex certain punifhments to fame crimes, which, though 
they appear very fevere, may neverthek-fs correfpond 
with the hidden reafans of his government, how much 
more mull that power correfpond with the hidden rea- 
fons of the King of Agea, the principles of whofe go
vernment are unknown to mortals 1

2)
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2 .) The proportion between crimes and punbhr.ier.ts 
even in a human court, is not commenfurate to tin/ 
fince many actions, committed alinoft indantmeoul’r’ 
entail lading infamy upon the perpetrators, by exile, Lr 
imprifonment, nay, even by dentil itMf; aid thus, t’hiv 
aie not only deprived of the eternal ufe of the prefen: 
life, but allo all the means of their conveilion, in order 
to efcape cndlefs punifhments,- is for ever cut off.

3 .) Although, as to time, God fhould order that 
punifhments fhould be equal, yet other thing, remai.,, 
which involve the greateft equality, not only between 
crimes and punifliments, but alfo between the greater 
and the k-ffcr crimes, namely, thofe degrees of pu
nishment which reafon difcoveis, and concerning which 
revelation fpeaks more explicitly. Thofe, therefore, 
who deny the cndlcfs duration of puniflmients, impi- 
oufly refufe their affent to a truth plainly and folemnly 
declared by the God of truth .himfelf. Tin’s certainty 
of th: gradations of infernal punishment requires that we 
calmly wait the day which fhail manifcil thefe Hep;, 
and place this truth in a clear point-of view, that Gad 
•wills no injury Io any of his creaturci. This overthrows 
the greateft part of their arguments, and cfpecially that 
which one of our opponents nfes, who obferves, that 
" If every tranfgreffion is infinite, how could the juf
tice of God be futisfied ? SuppoGng one to have com
mitted theft, homicide, and adultery, if he fhould be 
punifhed eternally for theft, how could lie fatisfy for 
homicide and adultery But thefe men ought feri- 
oufly to confider, that God is all-ftifficicnt even in de- 
ftroying; therefore, in eternity.itfelf, the punifhments 
of fome may be fo extended beyond others, that the 
full infliction of his wrath, .even upon the moft notori
ous offenders, Grail not be awanting.

4 .) There is allo fonjething in the nature of crimes, 
which correfponds to the eternity of punifhment. >. 
That the lofs occafioned by fome crimes is often eter
nally irreparable by the utmoft^fforts of any
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and, 3. Tint'the (inner does not eternally ccttji from 
fmnin^; As I have proved more at large in my former 
Diflertatitm, § 30. & 31.

$ 35.' I am unwilling to mention, in the LJl place, 
that this truth hath been called in qucdion even by tome 
profeffors themfelvcs,. among whom are to be clafled 
Hugo Sanfordus, or rather Rob. Parckerus, who pub- 
l;(hed (reduced into a proper form) a treatife con
cerning the defeent of Chrift into hell,, book 3. £ 96. 
p. 174. J. Conr. Danbaucrus Hodof. p- 149T and 
Scherzertts in Syllem. p. 652. Thefe, however, find' 
fmaH fupport from Scripture. As I have fhown in- 
$ 25. it does not follow from Phil. ii. 10. that the 
damned Jball bow the knee at the name of J Jus. That- 
paffage too in Rom. ii. 7. where it is faid, that they who. 
are dead; Are freed from Jin, is alfo abfurdly laid hold 
of in fupport of this opinion for what is there allud
ed to, certainly rcfpe& the temporal death of the faith-- 
fill, or, as I rather think, of the death of the old man, 
-by virtue of the death of Chrift. That opinion hath, 
a more fpecious fupport from what is faid, Luke xvi. 
24. &c. where good aflediions of reverence towards 
Abraham and Lazarus, and of compaffion towards his- 
brethren, feems to be found in the rich man even in hell. 
But in that place our Saviour delineates the flate of 
the foul before the refurre&ion, which had not as yet 
reached the highell gradation either of pmiijhmcnt or of 
defferation.

$ 36. Neither do they bring ftronger-reafons in fup
port of their afiertion.

1.) Burnetus (de Statu Mort. p. 242.) from the hy- 
pothefis of the freedom of the will, thus argues : “ God 
doth not take away the power, or the liberty of relin- 
quilhing vices, from the perfon to whom he grants the 
power (or rather the impotence) and liberty of falling 
into vices. But, thou wilt fay,. God doth not take, 
away this power or liberty from the wicked themfelvcs, 
fince they are drawn into it by their own will, whereby 

they
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they continue immovcably and inflexibly in evil. I an* 
fwer: But according to thy hypothefio, God hi th fo 
formed their nature, that l:c could not htit be inflexible, 
and irreparable, after they have departed from this life,, 
or have defeended into thofe torments.,z To thia 
mode of arguing, however, it is anfwered, That the- 
object to which thefe thing! tend is evident, namely, 
that the idol, of free-will might be advanced, of. 
which- the patrons of univerfal reflitution are fo ex
tremely fond., Moreover, the difputer ought not to 
take away what we unite in the origin of eternal ol- 
duracy ; even the meritoiitur caufe, which is fptmtancou: 

Jin. by which man renders himfelf unworthy of the 
divine aid, in order to qualify him to perfevere in ne- 
ceflary good ;—the impulfrve or permitting caufe, which 
conftitutes the juflice of- the heavenly Judge in declaring 
the (inner unworthy of his help ;—and finally the evi
dent caufe, which exifts in man himfelf, and is either 
■pbyfical or moral, good or evil, according to the lawn- 
of the divine procedure with refpefi to free a&ions, 
Hence thefe united caufes conftitutc fuch an inevitable 
neceflity of finning, that the depravity of the (inner 
muft continue, and, unlefs a miracle intervene, hemu(c 
by a natural confequence be for ever deprived of hap
pinefs. That inevitable neceflity however, is perfe&Iy 
confident with the divine equity. And this is the more 
evident, fince God hath not placed unchanging re&i- 
tude in the reward of obedience. Hence, as I have 
fhown in tire former diflertation, J 4.8. I. &c. the law 
of oppofition requires, that where there is equal merit 
of good andof evil afiions, the confequence is, that 
•there fhould be equally a conftant abandoning of evil 
in the wicked, and a-confirmation of good in the righte
ous. Farther, the fame aid which is eternally promifed 
to the virtuous, is eternally denied to the violators of 
the divine law.

•2.1 Franc. Georgii Probl. in Sacr. Script, tom. 6. 
le&. 7. de mundo et natura, probl. 252. aflerts, that 
whatever exifts is in-itfelf good, but, removed from 

good,
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good, it is reduced to nothing ; agreeable to that cele
brated faying of Pluto, and afterwards adopted by Piri- 

Jlntle, that evil destroys itself. Peterfenius in his 
Append, ad tom. 2. p. 13, 14. exceedingly applauds 
this rcafoning, and accords with the Fathers who adopt
ed the fame opinion, becaufe, faith he, evil hath no 
radical offence. But this way of arguing is obvi- 
otifly futile. For, 1. They who, pleafed with moral 
evil, imitate the ignorance of the Heathen philofo- 
phers, and confider fin as a nonentity, ought ferioufly to 
remember, that there are no accidents of a nonentity, and 
therefore that it cannot dcjlrcy itfelf 2. If it be true, 
that fin by its own nature deftroys itfclf, then it mu ft have 
inflantly pcrifhed in its very origin, .or immediately 
after it had any exiftence. 3. There would have been 
no ncceflity for a fatisfaftion eithcr-on the part of Chrifl, 
or, 4. as our antagouifts therpfclves fuppofe, on the 
part of the damned, 5. So far is fin from deftroying 
itfelf, that rather it incrcafcs by little and little, har
dening the human heart, rendering the finner more in- 
fenfible to divine impreffions, and impelling from evil 
to warfe, as both Scripture and experience equally 
teach. 6. If’ evil deftroys itfelf, then good arofe fpon- 
taneoufly, lincc the rational creature is never in equi
libria, but is cither, good or evil. 7. The fayings of 
the Fathers which Peterfenius quotes, were adopted 
partly from thofe who were carried into the oppofite 
extreme by their hatred of the Manicheans, and partly 
from thofe philofophers who denied that the mind was 
equally active in finning with the faculty or impelling 
principle; and therefore, that the damned could not 
commit actual crimes, becaufe they have no collation 
from punilhment. It ought however to be remember
ed, that the confcious fenfe of prefent pain does not 
prevent a depraved creature from rebelling ngainft the 
Juft Inflidter of deferved punilhment.

3 .) And hence originated another evafion of this 
folemn truth, even that “ the defire of finning is ex- 

tinguilhcd



tJiigtiiflicd by the enduring oF puuiihinents” It to 
jinpoHibie, however, that the defire of a vicious crea
ture to offend God can be extinguiihed ; it is only ex
erted in a different form, the objects being changed. 
For although the finner cannot, in a ftate of unalle
viated puniihment, enjoy finful plcafures in the fame 
manner in which he enjoys them in his prefent ftate, 
neverthclcfs his mind is equally filled with inveterate 
enmity agaitijl God, who hath affigned him to endlefe 
punilhcnent, and continues him therein.

4 .) It is added, if not by the Neo-Origenians, at 
kaft by thofe who deny the endlefs duration of future 
puniihments, that “ where there is no law, there can 
be no Iranjgrefflon of that law. No law can exift in 
hdl, becaufe, through the feverity of punishments, no 
place is left for the performing of the law. Nay more, 
the ends of the law cannot be accompliihed in thofe 
whom God hath righteoufiy deprived of the means of 
falvation, and deftined to groan under the weight.of 
perpetual torments.” I. I anfwer, That the law writ
ten on the hearts of all men in their original creation, 
can never be removed, but remains coeval with the ex- 
iftence th'ey have received ; and fince the corroding re
proaches of an evil confcience conftitute a chief part of 
future puniihment, it is neccffiiry, in the nature of the 
thing, that the original law Ihould perpetually remain 
in the human heart.

y.) Our opponents farther affvrt, that “ if the ftate 
of the damned be a ftate of puniihment for fin, then, 
in the very nature of things, the exiftence of fin muft 
terminate.” To this reafoning I reply, That no pu- 
hifliments can terminate tlie exiftence of fin, unlefs thofe 
which wholly deprive the finner of the pb^fical power 
of finning.

6 .} Our antagonifes again affirm, that “ if the con
demned perfon were eternally to fin, then, as the fault 
would increafe in an infinite degree, the puniihment 
Would in like manner increafc in an infinite degree;

which;



vhich is abfurtl, fittce a finite creature is not fuflicier.t 
to endure punifiunents incrcafing to nn infinite degree.” 
I anfwer, That this objection is fully removed by the 
future difpcnfntioii of God rcfpcciing the gradations 
of punifhment. Farther, the equity of juftice which 
univerfally reign:, even among the vaft multitude of atro
cious criminals, doth not proceed beyond the real guilt 
of fin committed.

7 .) Moreover, it is pretended that “ the manifeft 
defign of punifinnent is, that it may terminate the 
coinmiffion of crimes, which could not be effected in 
the damned, if they continued eternally to fin.” It 
is anfwered, That numerous are the purpofes intended 
by punifhments, fitch as, the reformation of the delin
quent ; the affording an example to reftrain others from 
the commifiion of fimilar crimes; and, what chiefly 
applies to this fubjeft, the vindication and fatisfaflion 
of violated and injured juftice. Confult Clericus Bibi. 
Choif. tom. 7. p. 304. fq. concerning the various ends 
of punifhments, as ftated by Grotius de jure bell, ac 
pac. ii. 2. and Puffendorlius de jure nat. ct gent, 
viii. 3. But there alfo remains fo great a difpropor- 
tion between divine and human punifhments, that men 
are not at liberty to eftimate the one by the other. 
Certainly the ultimate end of divine punif.ments is plain
ly excluded, in refpeft of human pun'JL meats ; becanfe 
the ultimate end of divine punifhments, is the manififla- 
tion of the glory of the heavenly Judge, and the fpkn- 
dour and flability of his kingdom in his chofcn ; which . 
are far fuperior to all the exertions of finite reafon.

37 . Our antagonifts add, That “ it. would feem 
derogatory to divine power and independent?, to detain 
enemies perpetually rebelling and refilling the pleafure 
of the Divine Being.” I reply, 1. The perfeflions 
of Ged are illuftratcd by that very prefervation of 
the wicked in eternal punifhments ; as nothing im
pels God to detain his enemies beyond his own free 
and fovereign good pleafure. 2. It mull be admitted, 

that
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that whatever tends moft evidently to exhibit the in- 
potency and depe.tder.ee of the creature, illuflrates the 
power and independence of the Creator. And the eter
nity of punifhments moft effectually accomplifliea thia 
purpofe, fince the damned fuffer by conftraint, and are 
unable, through all eternity, to obtain one drop of water 
to alleviate their torments.

§ 38. .Finally, all thofe divines who pretend that the 
gofpel is an exceeding apt mean of univerfal reftoration, 
in order to promote converfion and fanftification, argue 
that our opinion is hoftile to the wifdam of God. 
But time fails me now to confidcr this objeftion in the 
detail. I (hall only add, in a few words, that, as there 
is no truth in a lie, fo there is nothing more adverfe to 
Chriftianity, to piety, and to humility, than an opi
nion which equally declares war with the hoRnefe of 
God, and with the merit of Chrijl; which extols the 
idol of free-will, promotes the fecurity of the flefh, and 
finally, as I have proved in a former feftion, overthrows 
that doftrine from whence flows genuine holinefs.

FINIS.

depe.tder.ee





