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OF/SERVETUS, &c.

fufed ; that he has not {ufficiently meditated
upon the things he treats of, and that his
notion of juftification is very extravagant.
MerancTHONadds, that he has been
always afraid, that difputes about the Tri-
nity would break our fome, time or other.
The paffage is very curious, and therefore I
fhall fet down M EL AncTHON'SOwn words.
“ De SERVETO rogas quid fentiam, ({ays
that excellent man ). Ego wero video fatis
acutum ac vafrum effe in difputando, fed plané
gravitatem ei non tribuo. Et habet, ut mibi
videtur, confufas imaginationes, nec fatis expli-
catas earum vevum, quas agitat, cogitationes.
De juftificatione manifefte delivar.  The follow-
ing words are very remarkable : Tleel 7iis7er-
adGr fiis. me Jemper veritum effe, fore ut hzc ali-
quando erumperent. [ Good G o p! what trage-
dies ~will this queftion, whether the Logos or Word
be an bypoftafis or fubfiftence, or perfon ; whether
the Spirit be fo likewife? vaile amongft pofterity.
For my part, I have vecourfe [olely to thofe words
of feripture, which command wus to invoke
CHR1sT, which is tobe done by afcribing the
honour of divinity to him, which carries along
with it a deal of confolation to us ; but evitically
to examine the veal or proper diftinétions of the

bypoftafes or perfon, is no manner of advantage.}

Bone Drvus! quales tragoedias excitabit hac
quafio ad pofleros, & ks “womas i Ay @, &
tav <wosums 7 avevuar Egome rvefervo ad illas
Jeripturae wvoces qua jubent invocare CHRISTUM,
quod eft ei honorem divinitatis tribuere, O ple-
num confolationis eff. Tas I idlas & Cmainer
0 Naroeds axelds Ciléy % mdvw ouugépe, M_l:.-

¢ LancTtHON epift. lib. 4. ep. 140. edit.

Lond. That lester is dated in the year 1533.
You
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OF SERVETUS, &-.

‘boles, and other very great myfleries are contain’d
therein. It muft be confider’d too, that if the lite-
val fenfe is not mention'd, yet there is Jome fhadow
of future werity, as under the fbade of D avip,
Jome truth belonging to CHR1sT alone, darts
forth with a [bining luftre ; for from bis hiflories in
the Pfalms, there are [everal occafinus taken of pre-

indeed wpon this account, that be is faid to be a type

it is faid of SovL o Mo, Iwillbe to him afather;
and of the lfraelitic people, it is (aid, outof Egypt
bave 1 called my fon, when that, in truth, agreed to
CHRIST alone ; Jo that we may [ay, that the
literal prophetic fenfe vefers to C uR 15 T; to which
we may add, thas this book is (aid to be wristten
within and without 5 and that there is a two-fold
face in the [criptuve, in like manner as one fword
has two edges. The force of [eriptuse is very ge-
wnial, and ynder the antiquity of the declining letter,
it contains fo much frefb vigour of the enlivening
pivit, that when one fenfe is colleéled from i, 1t
would be manfivous to negleét the other : more efpe-
cially, fincethat biftorical fenfe difclofes the myfhical

ways endeavour t0 Jearch out, tho it cofts never fo
much pains, that old liteval or biftovical fenfe (fo
enerally neglefted) by having vecourfe to the {cho-
lia ; fothat the myfical [enfe might become known
10 be the true fenfe, the rather by its.type ; for the
myftical fenfe is the feope of all, viz. Jesvus
Cuvrisr fbaded under fuch types and figures,
whom the blind Jews, for that reafon, do not fee ;
which fbade or weil being taken away, we all, with
opeit face, clearly fee our G op. Inwhich very thing,
as allo in the wverfion of our PacNinus, we
have exerted our ﬁlwa after all bis annotations,
o 2 %0

diéting many paflages concerning Curist. lris .

of CurisT. After the Jame manrer of pamt, .

of its own accord ; from whence it is, that we al-.

43




























































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































