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course, require our most careful attention
and consideration.

The Publication, however, of this Ap-
pendix was deferred,at that time, because
the Author was informed that a very
learned work on the same subject was
then in the press, and very nearly finished,
by the Rev. Dr. Worthington, to whom the
Author immediately sent a Copy of this
T'ract as far as it was then printed 5 and
he retained only a very few other copies
of it for some particular friends, and in-
trusted the remainder of the impression
to the care of the Printer; who, having
been liberally paid for his labour and
paper, was the more particularly bound
to secure it for the Author’s use, until he
S_hmtld iind amore favourable opportunity
of publishing it. But unfortunately the cir=
cumstances of the Printer happened to be
very different from what the Author sup-
;pdsed ;and he died a few years afterwards,

insolvent
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insolvent,and all that he possessed was dis-
posed of to pay his debts, without the
knowledge of the Author, until i1t was toe
late to recover any part of the impression.
The importance, however, of the subject
has induced the Author to reprint the
work 3 for though he has neglected it for
so.many years, yet he is thoroughly con=
vinced that the Topic is even still more
important in the present awful crisis than
it was before; because all the scriptural
Signs of the Timces dEmunstﬁie, that the
pouring of the 7th and last Phial of God’s
‘Wrath upen the Air (alluding te the bind~-
ing of Satan, ¢ the Prince of the power of
% the Air,” and his spiritual Agents) must
be very nearly at hand 3 whereby the ma--
licious rage of these spiritual Enemies will
undoubtedly beexcited totheutmostexer=
tion of diabolical mischief (in Suicides,
Duels, Murders, &c. &c., besides the horri-
ble National Wars and Public Slaughters.
in all parts of the world !) during the short:

¢ remaining.
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Possessions and  Spiritual Influeice,
which 1s so far from being foreign
the subject of the preceding tract, viz.
“ THE LAW OF NATURE and PRINCIPI

¢“ OF ACTION IN MAN,” that without a
competent knowledge of it the

pound Nature of Man cannc
ently understood, nor the pri®ples of

Human Actions properly mvestigated.

The Opintons and Suppositions of the
learned gentleman, whose labours have
obliged me to examine the Case of Saul,
are Interwoven with much intricate
sophistry, and are dispersed through
several other tracts besides that on
Demomacs, containing in all, more than
1,100 pages, so that 1 should teo much
exceed the proposed hmits of my pre-
sent undertaking were 1 to attempt a
reqular examination of them: but,
lackily for me, he has reduced my
labour by referring the decision to a
single Example ; “ for if you can prove

the
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““ the REALITY OF POSSESSION IN ONE
““ INSTANCE firom the Language of Scrip-
¢ lure,” (says he, see note m p. 131)
“ you may prove it in ALL” Andif
@ proof should really be produced,
it will effectually confute the presump-
tive sassertion of the same Author,
ws In the very next sen-
And if (says he) you can
“ account for the scripture language

ié

whic
tence—

concerntitg POSESSIONS in ANY  n-
‘“ stance, withou! allowing their reality,
yow may accoun! for them in EVERY
insiance.” L'lus latter assertion there-
fore must fall of course, if the former
be proved, because they are mantfest
contradictions, which cannot exist to-
gether.

i

L1

Now the Example already mentioned
in the preceding Tract on the Law of
Nature, &c. (sec note in p. 190) con-
cerning the ¢ Evil-Spirit from the
“ Lord” which ¢ troubled ” Saul, is the

ONE
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ONE INSTANCE which I have chosen as
a proof of “ THE REALITY OF POSSES
“ stoNs” for ‘this “Example . 'is. of
more consequence in the present dﬁ
pute, perhaps, than any other ; becat

the Author of “ the Essay on the De-
‘““ moniacs” has explained gaga§ (he
literal sense of the sacred 'ﬂhm‘u

this fact 1s related, in order to secure

from objection a contrary assertion
of his own concerning the evidence of
the OLD TESTAMENT on THE DOCTRINE
OF POSSESSIONS, “ With regard (o the
‘““ Prophets of Tne OLD TESTAMENT,
““ (says he) they stand clear from all
« suspicion of countenancing the Doc-
“ {rine of REAL POSSESSIONS. 1 is not

i

-,

prelended that they ever expressly |
laught i. In all their wrilings, no
traces of il are to be found, no men-

“ tion (says he) of a SINGLE IN-

(11

i

(41

STANCE of reputed possession, NOR
““ ANY ALLUSION TO IT. For with re-
“ gard to SAUL” (continues he) of

2 “ whom
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total change in Saul’s ¢ PRINCIPLES OF
““ ACTION”) : ““ and all those signs came
“ (o pass that day. Ind when they”
(that is, Saul and his father’s servant)
“ came thither lo the hill, behold, a com-
“ pany of Prophets met hin ; and THE
“ SPIRIT OF GOD came wupon him, and
“ IIE PROPHESIED AMONG THEM,” &c.
(1 Sam. x. 9, 10.) This must ne-
cessarily ‘be understood as an actual
tempm"iu?y‘ ampulse of the Holy Spirit
upon the mind of Saul; and not a
mere change of disposition, which will
more plainly appear by the sequel of
the history. It will also appear that
the Divine Impulse was not constantly
upon him, but only on particnlar ccca-
stons ; and that even the Kol Spirit
also (which afterwards troubled him)
did not possess him without intermis-
sion, but left him intervals of rest : so
that Saul’s natural understanding was
by no means deprived of its due powér
of choice or Free-Will, for otherwise

B his
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his disobedience would not have been
sinful.

The first coming of the Spirit of God
upon Saul was manifested by the Spirit
of Prophecy, as 1 have already shewm
The second instance of an 1mmediate
impulse of God’s Spirit upon him was
when the Liberty of his Country was
in the most imminent danger. Nahash
the tyrannical Monarch of the Ammo-
nites would grant no peace to the op-
pressed nation of Israel, but on terms
that were disgraceful to Lwman nature.
Their reasonable Tender of SERVICE
on limited conditions by a Roval Char-
ter, (viz. ¢ Make a Covenant with us”
(said they) ¢ and we will SERVE
“ thee” ) was disdamnfully rejected !—
Nothing but abdsolute submission could
satisty the Tyrant ; and this must needs
be aggravated by the most cruel badge
of slavery that perhaps had ever been
devised ! “ On this (condition) said the

havghiy
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“ haughty Monarch will I make (a

“ covenant) with you, that I may thrust

“ out all your right Eyes, and lay it
“ (tor) a reproach upon all Israel:” (1

Sam. xi1. 1, 2.) An ldea so immical to

Human Nature, could not enter the

heart of Man but by the suggestion or

- inspiration of the grand spiritual Enemy
of Mankind : and 1t 1s very remarkable

that the Tyrant himself was marked not

only in his disposition but even by his

very name, (for Nabash @) literally

signifies, @ Seirpent) was marked, I say,

as an Iinemy to Mankind, and thereby

was a true representative on earth of

that diabolical Serpent whom he wor-

shipped, and by whom his councils

were apparently directed. But Na-

tional Oppression cannot escape the

just indignation and vengeance of the
Almighty, whowill not endure a mani-

fest breach of the eternal Laws of Na-

tural-Right, and brotherly Love among

men, without rendering a severe tempo-

| ral
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and yielded himself a Slave to false
worldly policy in the administration of
his government;  for he presump-
tuously usurped the cfhce of the Priest
and Prophet, m direct opposition to the
Laws of God merely to serve a poli-
lical purpose, as if an nnaginary ne-
cessily of State was suflicient to justify
the breach of @ positive Law! Yet Saul,
like other temporal Monarchs, pleaded
the political necessity in answer to the
Prophet’'s charge—< Hhat hast thow
done 2"— Because” (said Saul) < [
“ saw that the people were scallered
“ from me, and that thou camest not
“ within the days appoinled, and that
“ the Philistines gathered themselves
“ logelther at Michmash ; therefore
“ said I, the Philistines will come
“ down now upon me lo Gilgal, and I
“ have not made supplication unio the
¢ Lord: 1 FORCED MYSELF THERE-
“ FORE" (that 1s, on account of the
political Necessily before described)
. )18 “ and



14

“ and offered a burnt Offering.”—Such
was his oftence; and such his excuse,
which latter was indeed more plausible
than any thing that can be justly al-
Jedged in fayour of 'the political ar-
rangements of some modern (overn-
ments; and . yet THE REAL EFFECT of
the Monarcly’s Poléicy was diametrically
opposite/to the “END (PROPOSED, as it
generally- . happens when men presume
to' 'dispense  with ‘the ‘the eternal Laws
of 'God, howsoever pressing -the sup-
posed 'Necessity |—< Thou hast done
“ foolishly” (said Samuel to Saul)—
““ Thou hast not keptthe commandments
of the Lord thy God' which he com-
“ manded thec: jfor now would the
““ Lord have established (hy Kingdom
“ upon Israel for ever,” (that 1s, if he
had endured the temptation of those
precarious times, and trusted in God to
the last moment of POLITICAL NECESSI-
TY, submitting with due resignation
to such misfortunes as could ‘not be

avolded

L.

L2

J

L



15

avoided without injustice or Corruption
of the Naiional Laws) “ Dut now”
(said the Prophet) “ thy Kingdom shall
“ nmot continue:” (the very evil, of all
others the most dreaded by the anx-
10us Monarch, and which he hoped to
avold by meanly yielding to THE sup-
POSED NECESSITY) ¢ The Lord” (con-
tinues the Prophet)  hath sought him
“ a man afler his own heart, and the
““ Lord hath commanded him (to be)
“ Captain over his people, because
“ thou hast not kept (that) which the
““ Lord commanded thee” (1 Sam.
xil. 1—14.) A more remarkable Ix-
ample of the bad policy and extreme
danger of dispensing with the ZLaws
of God for purposes of Slule cannot
easily be found!

o

Nevertheless, even after this, the
mercy and forbearance of Gop to Saul
was maniiested in many remarkable
instances; and the anointing of “the

New
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New King was probably postponed
that the reigning Monarch might be
favoured with time and opportunity
to retrieve by obedience, what he bhad
fost by following the dictates of his
own will and pleasure in dircct opposi-
tion to God's Laws; for in so doing
he was guilty of the most notorious
and manifest resistance to the eternal
Spirit of God with which he had been
so wonderfully endowed!

But the very next act of Providence
i his favour was abused by the rash-
ness of the Monarch in refusing to .ask
advice of Gop, even after he had suin-
moned the High Priest for that pur-
pose.— #ithdraw thine hand’—said
Saul to the Priest; for he would not
wait for the divine answer already de-
manded, but hastily followed the dic-
tates of his own will, and thereby sul-
fied the glory of that most wonderful
victorv, which the Spirit of God had

wrought
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wrought by the hand of his Princely
Son, the truly. noble and : génerous
Jonathan : and though Jonathan him-
self'as well as his victory, might be truly
esteemed, according to the proper in-
terpretation .of his name, * the Gift of
“ Jehovah,”* (—A Gift, indeed of in-
expressible value, not only /o @ Father,
but to a whole nation, it we consider his
virtuous and rare character; a Man
whose love of Justice and Equity could
1ot be biassed by the most pressing ne-
cessities of Self-preservation and private:
Interest! See p. 100 to 102 in the pre-
ceeding Tract) yet the Life of this ex-

- * The author has since discovered, by grammatical
tules drawn from plain examples of the Hebrew Scrip-
tures, that this name—M 3 —(which seems to be an
abbreviation of 1]7] 1Y) must be differently interpreted.
The nominative noun precedes a verb in Kel, which,
therefore, must be rendered in the present tense, Jehu-
vak giveth, and not Dominus dedit, in the perfect tense,
-as rendered by the learned Dr. Lyttleton and others.
Nevertheless, in cither way, it is still sufficiently implied in
the meaning of the name, that the worthy person who wag
disyinguished by it was considered as the Gift of Jehovak.

. B cellent
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cellent Man, this Gift of Jehovah, was:
forfeited, on the very day of his glori-
ous triumph, by a rash oath or cuwrse of
his unthankful Father. ¢ Cursed be THE
¢ MAN” (said Saul) “ that eateth any
“ food unlil evening,” &c. and after-
wards, when Jonathan was proved by
Lot to be “THE MAN"—* Geod do. so,
“ and more also” (said Saul) «“ for thou
“ shalt surely die Jonathan!”—but “* the
““ people rescued Jonathan that he died
“ not”—(1 Sam. xiv, 1—45.)—Never-
theless he was afterwards cut oft from
the kingdom by an wntimely dealh,
(nay, Saul’'s own hand had previously.
aimed af his LIFEwith aJavelin, because
he was too honourable to accept even of
Rovalty on #llegal and wunjust terms)
but the loss was to the Royal IHouse and
the Public, to whom he had been given
by God, and not to Jonalhan himself ;
for his just spirit was formed and pre-
pared for a better world, where * fhe
“ Righleous shall shine forth as the

| < Sun,
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Sun, in the Kingdom of their Father!”
(Matt. xiii. 43.) This unhappy fem-
poral fate of Jonathan, however, did
not take place, it seems, ’till several
vears afterwards at the close of Saul’s
reign; for God’'s mercy to Saul was
vet prolonged from time to time, and
he gave him victory over all the neigh-
bouring tyrannical nations, which had
oppressed and plundered Israel: so
that Sau/ had ample opportunity to re-
trieve by obedience to God's Will, what
he had forfeited by preferring and ex-
ecuting, contrary to Law and Reason,
the hasty determinations of his own
Will; and bis fate was by no means
absolutely determined, until he had
proved himself totally unworthy of fur-
ther confidence, by failing in such a
trial of his obedience as left no room
for the least hope of his amendment !

The Almighty had determined to .
pour out his final vengeance upon an
abom-
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abominable Nation of unrepenting Sin-
ners, the Amalekites; and Saul, (as the
last trial also of his obedience) was en-
trusted with the execution of it; and
was accordingly instructed by the Pro-
phet Samuel concerning the Will of
God, in such clear and eapress terms,
that a failure in duty could not possibly
happen through misunderstanding, but
must afford an unquestionable proof to
all the Nation, that the Monarch ob-
stinately preferred his own worldly re-
finements in politicks to the declared
- Will of God! *“ The Lord sent me”
{said Samuel) “ fo anoini thee io be
*“ King over his people, over Israelz
“ now, Lhere¢fore, HEARKEN THOU UNTQ
“ THE VOICE OF THE WORDS OF THE
* LorD. Thus saith the Lord of Hosts,
“ 1 remember (that) which Amalek did
‘“ {o Israel, how he laid wail for him in
“ the waywhen hecame up from Egypt”
(this should warn all nations that-God
REMEMBERS all national Acts of trea-

chery

-
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chery and unjust violence, and will cer-
tainly render a severe recompence, in
his own time, though perhaps many
ages afterwards, as in this case).  Now
“ go” (said Samuel) “ and smile Ama-
““ lek, and utlerly destroy all that they
¢ have, and spare them not; but slay
“ both man and woman, infant and such-
“ ling, ox and sheep, camel and ass.”’
(1 Sam. xv. 1—3.) 'The nature of such
a Commission of Vengeance as this from
the Creator, the Almighty Lord and
Owner of all, 1s further explained in
my Tract on *“ The Just Limilation of
¢ Slavery,” p. 10—14.

- -

Saul's victory over the fmalekites
was, of course, complete, agrecable to
the divine commission with which he
was entrusted ; but the unthankful Mo-
narch, as usual, resisted the Holy Spirit
of God, by once more yielding to his
own vain political principles, 1n direct
opposition to the letter and meanmg of

- his
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his instructions! Tor « he fook AcAc
“ the King of the Amalekites ALIVE,”
~and though he “wuiterly destroyed ali
“ the people (that 1s, of the Amalekites)
“ with the edge of the swordy” yet he
“ and the People (of Isvael) spared Ag-
“ ag” (the tyrant of Amalek, con-
trary to God’s decreed. Justice* ) “ and
“ the best of the sheep, and of the oxen,
“ and of the fatlings, and the lambs, and
“ all that was goeod, and WOULD. NOT
“ ullerly destroy them : but every thing
“ that was vile and refuse, that they de-

¥

-,

-

¥ God's Justice against the Tyrant was postponed, i~
deed, for a short space,. by the disvbedience of Saul, but
this was only to render it a more tremendous and re-
markable example of the Divine Vengeance against Royal
Tyrants and other wicked promoters of unjust Hars and
bloodsled ! Because; when Agag comforted himself with
hopes of having escaped the just Vengeance, and was
therefore the less prepared for what followed, (for he
came to Samuel delicately, (or rather pleasantly), say-
ing, *“ surely the bitterncss of death is past,” ) he heard
the awful sentence of God's unerring refribution pronouns
ced against him., *“ As thy Sword hath made Wemen
“ childless, so shall thy Mother be childless among We-
“ pen.” (1 8am. xv. 33.) :

“ stroyed



23

< stroyed ullerly.”—Whereby 1t is ma-
nifest that Saul and his Council of War
preferred their own weak notions of
worldly ceconomy to the declared
“ Judgment of the Gop OF ISRAEL.”
But a dreadful Sentence was the reward
of his disobedience—* Because thou
“ hast rejected the word of the Lord, he
‘“ hath also rejected thee from (being)
“ King.” (1 Sam. xv. 23.) And again
— The Lord hath reni the Kingdom
“ from thee THIS DAY ” (so that the fate
of SavL's House was net absolutely de-
termined 1t seems [though threatened
Tong before] until he had proved him-
self incorrigible “ THIS DAY ” by neg-
lecting so extraordinary an opportunity
of executing the Will of God upon Sin-
ners) “.and hath given it” (continued
the Prophet) “ to a neighbour of thine
« (that 1s) belter than thou!” (v. 28.)
And after Samuel had anointed David
to be King in the room of the rejected
Monarch, we read expressly that «“ THE

* SPIRIT
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¢ SpIRIT OF THE IORD came upon Da-
“ pid* from that day forward, &c. but
“ THE SPIRIT OF THE LORD departed
“ from Saul, and an IVIL-SPIRIT FROM
“ (GoD (roubled him.” (1 Sam. xvi. 13,
14.) Now if the coming of the Holy
Spirit upon David was a real, super-
nalural inspiration 3 and also it the De-
parture of the Lord’s Spirit from Saul
was a real departure of the Heavenly
Grace or Divine Inspiration (neither of

* That David was really inspired by the Iloly Spirit
appears by the reasons he assigned to Saul in order to
prove the certainty of his success against the Philistine,
viz, that he slew both @ Livn and @ Bear, and that the Phi-
listine should be as one of them,—*¢ The Lord that deli-
¢ gered me” (said he) “out of the paw of the Liom, and
“ out of the paw of the Bear, will deliver me out of the
““ hand of this Philistine :"—and as the event perfectly
corresponded with his prediction, it was manifest that all
these Actions were supernatural! (1 Sam, xvii. 36, 37.)

The wonderful effect of David’s music upon Saul may
also be well imputed to the same supernatural couse :
especially as it was apparently the means used by Pro-
vidence to introduce the young anointed King to the Court

of Israel, as well as to the notice and esteem of the
people, ‘

which
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“clearly mplies (if ‘we regard the true
literal meaning) not only that the Euvil-
Spirit came by the permission of Gop
(as 1t was “ an Kvil-Spirit FROM THE
“ Lorp”) but also that the said Kvil-
Spirit was really “ THE AGENT” which
“troubled” (or rather terrified) Saul!
This alone would be suflicient to con-
fute the Author of «“ the Hssay on the
““ Demoniacs,” as 1t must clearly de-
monstrate that SauL was actually pos-
SESSED BY AN EvIL-SririT: bt there
is still anether -circumstanceﬂ'(whi(:h
he has likewise overlooked) that ren-
ders the nature of Saur’s disorder
indisputable.—The actual Influence of
the Evil-Spirit was manifested by a Spi-
it of Divination or Prophecy, as in the
case of the poor seothsaying (irl at
Philippt * (mentioned in Acts xvi. 16—

18.)

ever this verb occurs it signifies to ferrify, or-agitate with
extreme fear,—Terrere, exuagitare, excrcere malo vel jue-
tu, obstupefacere, &c.

* Whether the Prophesying Spirit in both. cases.was-«

redl
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8.) for when “ the Evil-Spirit from God

“ecame

real spirit of PYTHONX, or DIVINATION ; or whether
only an imaginary spirit of ApoLLO, or of *“ A DEAD
“ man,” according to the groundless notions suggested
in * the Essay on the Demoniacs,” let the Author of the
latter doctrine himself determine in what manner hi
pleases : but let all persons who profess a sincere regard
tor scriptural evidence take notice, that if it is onr duty
to believe the plain facts related in the Sacred Text, we
must necessarily admit that the manner in which both
Saul and the Girl were afiected was supernatural and spi-
réitval, and such. as could ‘have ne connection whatever
with natural distempers. -

In the account of the Philippidan Girl, the text makes
no mention of fpollo, nor that * Itwas with the Spirit of
““ this Dead Man that the Damsel at Philippiwas thought
“ to be inspired,” according.to the bold assertions of the
Author of thf: Lissay, p.-50, 57. The Damsel is indeed
said to have been ¢ possessed with a Spivit of Dicination,”
or of * Python:” and if ArorLo was surnamed Pyéhius
{1:.[‘..:9#5{,’}, or sometimes Python (ITufwy), it was by no
means as his-proper- name, but (most probably) only from
the Spirit of Divination (or IMubwy from T[wﬂéwlu.au to
ask or enrguire) which was supposed to give answers to
those who consulted or PUT QUESTIONS TO H1$ ORA-
¢LES ; so that the Damsel aé Philippi; or the Spirit with
which she was possessed, had as good a title to thatname
as Apollo ; for if all the circumstances of her case, that
are expressly mentioned, be duly considered, it will
appear that her disorder was really a supernatural spiri-
tual’possession, or inflatus '=—8She ** brought her Masters
“ much gain by soothsaying” (mavrevoméva) i. e, “ by

i Pru-
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which he then pursued of murdering:
Pavid; (for the Devil, the prompter of:
all mischief, “ was a« Murderer from the
“ beginning,) (John viii. 44.) but the
superior influence of God’s Holy-Spirit;.
frustrated the united purposes of the
Monarch’s Will and of the inciting.
Pemon, by compelling the profane
Mortal to join the Company of God’'s
Prophets, headed by their leader Sainu-
el 5 and to prophesy in their presence;.
as his wretched ume-serving Messen--
gers (whom he had- previously sent on.
the same wnlawful errand) had done
before hum ;* which proves, that even-

pT(}—

* ¢ And Saul sent messengers to take David: and.
when they saw the Company of-Prophets prophesying,
* and Samuel standing as appointed over: them, the Spi-
“ rit of God was upon the messengers of Saul, and they
“ also prophesied,  And when.it- was told Saul, he sent
“ other messengers, and they prophesied likewise. And
Saul sent messengers again a third time, and they i}rn;
phesied also. Then went he also to Ramah, and came
to a great well that is in Sechu: and he asked and
“ said, where are Samuel and David ¥ (for Le seems to
have had bad intentions against both) ** and one said, Be-

‘ * hold,

[

LU

[y 8
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sprofane and wicked persons may-ocea-
-sionally be controuled and influenced
by the Holy-Spirit.

At another time Saul's «design -was
frustrated by a sudden invasion of the
P hilistines, when he had even “ com-
“ passed David and his Men rowund

“ about lo lake them.” (1 Sam. xxiil.
25—28))

At some other times Saul's wicked
purposes were overcome by ‘the convie-
tion of his own conscience, (or the
Hereditary Knowledge of Good and
Evil) which, -on a fair remonstrance of
‘the mnjured party, compelled him to ac-

“# hold, they "be at Naioth in "Ramah. And he went
“ thither-to Naioth in Ramah : and THE SPIRIT OF
“ GODwas vrox nIat ALS0,and he went on and pro-

% phesied until he came to Naioth in Ramah., And he
¢ stripped . off  his Clothes also, and, prophesied before
¢ Samuelin like manner, and lay downnaked all that day
« and all that night. Whercfore they say is Saul also

¢ among the Prophets.” (1-8am, xix.20—24.)

)

knowledge
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“that thou hast dealt well with me? jfor-
- asmuch as when the Lord had deliver-
* ed me irio thine hand, thou kil’edst me
““ not. For if a Man find his Enemy,
““ will he let him go well away 2 Where-
“ fore the Lord revard thee for that
“ thou hast done unto me this day.”
Mark how the previous exercise of REA-
soN compelled the Monarch to bless
the Man whose life he had so eagerly
sought after but just before. Nay, Saul
vielded even in the very point which
had originally fired his' resentment,
(viz. the anxious jealousy for his royal
dignity), which shews that by a due
exercise of REAsoN the most violent pas-
stons may be subdued, and the influence
even of evil Spirits (which always
take advantage of the passions)
may be effectually resisted; for Saul
having now permitted Rrason to exert
itself as a principle of action, was ready
to allow, that even the Crown and Regal
Dignity, which of all ether things he

E ol had

g
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had most at heart, was really due to
David.—¢ And now,” (said he) “ Ze-
““ hold I know well that thou shall surely
““ be King” (probably this was the sub-
ject of Saul's unwilling prophecy before
Samuel and the prophets at Naioth when
““ he stript off his Clothes” [ perhaps as
a sign aganst himself, ] laying aside
his robes of distinction) < and that the
“ Kingdom of Israel” (said Saul to
David) “ shall be established in thine
“ hand. Swear now therefore unlo me
“ by the Lord, that thou will not cut off
“ my seed afler me, and thal thou will
“ not destroy my name out of my La-
“ ther's House. And David sware
“ unlo Saul. - And Saul went lome;
“ but David and his Men gat them up
“ unto the hold,” (See the whole
xxivth Chapter of 1 Sam.)

~ Another remarkable triumph of rREA-
SON Or CONSCIENCE, as a principle of
action 1n Saul, 1s related in the xxvith
Chapter., David
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David took the spear, and the cruse of
water from Saul's bolster after he hdd
prevented Abishai from killing him,
when Saul and all his host werg asleep
—“ because a deep sleep from the Lord
“ was fallen upon them.” And after-
wards when David had thereupon re-
monstrated a second time to 'Saw/ con-.
cerning the unircasonableness of his per-
secution, and had awakened his Con-
SCIENCE by the justice of his appeal, the
Monarch once more submitted to REa-
soX and CONSCIENCE, saying,—* I have
“ sinned : relurn, my Son David: for I
“ will nomore do thee harm, because my
“ Soulwas precious in thine eyes this day :
“ pEHOLD I WAVE PLAYED THE FOOI,
‘¢ AND HAVE. ERRED EXCEEDINGLY.” °

A more humiliating acknowledge-
ment of repentance than this could not
have been made in any case ! and it is
the more extraordinary, when we con-
sider that it proceeded from a poor

| wretched
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wretched Mortal forsaken by God’'s Spi-
ra¢, and absolutely subjected to Diaboli-
cal influence! so that Saul's natural
REAsoN or CoNsCIENCE, must in this
particular case be esteemed the sole
“ principle of Action ;> which now once
more compelled him to BLESS his hated
Rival! < BLESSED be thou my Son
“ David” (said Saul) “ THOU SHALT
“ BOTH DO GREAT (things), AND ALSO
* SHALT STILL PREVAIL. So David
“ went on his way, and Saul returned (o
““ his place.”

Thus the History of Saul affords some
very remarkable examples of the com-
pound Neature of Man, and of the vari-
cus discording principles of action, as
well natural, as supernatural and spiri-
tual, wherewith Men are occasionally
influenced.

When all these circumstances of
Saul’s case are duly considered, it must
ne:::eszsarily
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necessarily be allowed that the Ewil-
Spirit from the Lord which troubled
Saul, was (not a mere name for a natu-
val disorder, or a mode of expressing
the distemper of « deep melancholy,
but) an actual distinct Being ; and con-
sequently that Seul was really PossussEp
by an Evil-Spirit. And as the Nature
of THE DEMONS mentioned in the New
Testament is explained under the de-
nomination of Kvil-Spirits and Lnclean-
Spirits (these being mentioned, 1 a
variety of Instances, as Synonymous:
Terms with Demons ) 1t will necessarily
follow that Sewl was an actual Demo-
niac, notwithstanding the contrary asses-
tions of the learned Writer on the De-
moniacs of the New Testament; and.
therefore I may now safely avail my-
self even of his own authority on my-
side of the question; for as this very
mmstance of Saul’s disorder (which he
has particularly mentioned as a «case of
mere melancholy ) proves, on a fair ex-

amination
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amination of the context, and “ (e
« language of Scripture,” to be an un-
questionable mstance of @ real Pos-
sEss1oN, we may fairly conclude, by the
authority of one of Ais own maxims, that
all the instances of PossSESSION, mention-
ed in the New Testament, were aiso
cases of real PosSSEssionN; “ for i
(says he) “ you can prove the REALITY
““ of POSSESSION in ONE INSTANCE. froms
“ the Language of Scripture, you may
“ prove it in all.” (Essay on the De-
meoniacs, &¢. p. 131, note.)

Another extraordinary Instance in
the Old Testament of the Agency of a
wicked Spirit i tempting or persuading
Men, by the express PERMISSION OF
Gop, is related in the First Book of
Kings xxii. 20--23.—.nd THE LoORD
‘“ said, Who shall PERSUADE (or de-
“ cewve) Ahab, that he may go up and
« fall at Ramoth Gilead? &e.—dAnd
‘““ (here came forth A SPIRIT, and slood,

| before
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“« before the Lord, and said, I will pev-
< suade him. And the Lord said—
“ Wherewith 2 And he said I will go
« forth, and I will be A LYING-SPIRIT
“ in the mouth of all his Prophets.
“ And he said, Thou shall persiade
“ (lnm) and prevail alse : GO FORTI,
““ and Do $0.” (Here is the express
PERMISSION .of the 4hnighty ; and the
AciNey of the Lying-Spirit is as clearly
declared in the preceding Sentence.)—
“ Now therefore, behold” (said the
Prophet of Gob to Ahab) “ THE Lorp
““ HATH PUT A LYING-SPIRIT in the
“ mouth of all these thy prophels, and
““ THE LORD hath spoken evil concern-
“‘ing thee.” Thus it is manifest that
11E Lorp, by the true Prophet, de-
nounced Evi/ against the wicked King,
whilst the Lying-Spirit, (which acted
by GoD’s PERMISSION, ) promised favour
and prosperity, in order to deceive the
abandoned Monarch, who, like other
unbelievers, was always more ready to

believe
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believe a Lye, than the Truth.  These
are incontestible proofs irom ¢he Old
Testament of a doctrine, which 1s still
more clearly taught in Zie New, that
Human Nalture, by THE PERMISSION OF
(Gop, is certainly liable to the attacks
and baneful influence or mspiration of
Spiritual Enemies (as the Devil entered
Judas) if we neglect that necessary re-
sistance to EVIL both in thoughts and
actions, which Christ and Iis Apos-
tles have so earnestly recommended
throughout the New Testament.

Now, though the reality of POSSES-
stons 1s (I trust) fully demonstrated, yet
it may be necessary, perhaps, to vindi-
cate some particular passages of scrip-
ture, which this Author has violently
pressed mto his service, as evidences of
a contrary doctrine. He tells us in
page 220—that < When St. Paul says,
“ WE KNOW THAT AN IDOL IS
“ NOTHING ; the expression” (says he)

9 “ implies,
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implies, that the NULLITY of the Hea-
then Gods or DEMONS was a principle
admitted by himself, as well as enfer-
lained by those Christians whom he
“ was now addressing,” &ec. DBut the
Sophistry by which the Author of the
Eissay endeavours to support that smpli-
cation is scarcely worth our notice, now
that @ fact so contrary to his Doctrine
concerning ¢ THE ABSOLUTE NULLITY
“ oF DEMONS”* 1s already clearly prov-
ed; yet in vindication of the text it is
necessary to remark, that notwithstand-
ing all these bold and confident asser-
tions of our modern Critic concerning
the opimmion of the Apostle Pawl, yet the
Apostle himself has not said a single
word about “ the Nullity of Demons !”
His Expression (which has been wrested
to that purpose) declare indeed, that
“ an Idol is nothing ;" but the Sen-
tence contains not the least implication

-
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that a Demon és Nothing! And even if
we could conceive that the Apostle un-
derstood the word Demon to signify a
Human Ghost (according to the doc-
trine of our Critic) ¥ yet surely he
could not mean that such an actnal
Being as the immortal Soul of Man 1s a
NULLITY ! |

Again; this Gentleman paraphrases
a passage in -the 1st Epistle to the
Corinthians x. 19. as follows: “ Ear-
“ nestly as I am dissuading you against
“ joining with (he Heathens in the
“ Sacrifices or Festivals of their

* ¢ Tt occurs there™ (says he, speaking of the word
Demon in the New Testament) ¢ above fifty times in re-
““ ference to possessions ; and we have shewn above” (says
he) ¢ that when used in this connection, whether by the
““ SacredlVritersorothers,it constantly denolesa nUMAN
“ G1108T,” p.208. .** For pEMONs” (says he) ** Dg-
“ WOTED THE GHOSTS OF WICKED MEN, of such
* especially as suffered a violent death,” &c. p. 215, 216,
¥ Nor are Angels concerned” (says he) * in the present
B guestion ; or ANY SPIRITS, cxcept those which once
¥ duelt 18 FLESII AND BLOOD, &c, p. 151.

“ DEMONS,
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*“ DEMONS, far be it from me (o sugges,
“ that these DEMONS have any degree
*“ of power, or that what is offered (o
“ them suffers any real pollution.”’
(Essay, p. 235). |

By the same notable method of para-
phrasing, such a Master of sophistry as
this learned Gentlemen might charge
the Seriptures with whatever doctrines
he pleases, whether true or false! for
when we look back to the Apostle’s real
Words, we cannot find that Demons are
cither meniioned, or even implied, or 1o
be understood.—* #What say I then 27
(said the Apostle) ¢ that the DOL s
“ any thing, or that which is offered in
““ sacrifice to 1DCLS is any thing.” (1
Cor. x. 19.) Here the Apostle plainly
speaks of the Idols, and not of the De-
mons which they represented; but 1n
the very next Sentence in which De-
mons are really mentioned, he is so far
trom esteeming them as Nullities, that

: the



the tendency of his Argummeiil néees-
sarily requires us to inderstand  that
they are actual Beings stipetior to the
Idols, which represeah,ed them.* In
short, the Sense of the Apostle appedrs
manifestly to be as follows—that though
THE IDOLS themselves (as in the passage
before cited) are nothing in the World,
yet the sacrifices offered to them arve,
in effect, offered to pEMOXNS, and not to
the mere 1DOLS, which indeed are byt

* Instat enim ut supponens, quanquam IDOLUNM
“ wimiL EST, tamen DAEMONIUM esse Ariquib,
“ E4SE MAJUS QUID QUAM IDOLUM,; ET POSSE 1D,
QUOD IDOLUM NOX POTEST, nempe polluere cibun.
Alias vero, si censeret, IDOLUM ac DEMUNIUNM esse
idem, certe concesso 1DOLUM nikil esse, concederet;
et DEMONIUNM nikil esse,sicque nikil hae raéiocinatione
f"* promoteret. Videtur autem Apostolusistud (Aziporvicis
* Suer) non tantum habere ex Kthnicorum professione,
** exque rei veritate, s¢d et ex locis Deut. & Psal. citatis
* supra.,” (viz. Deut. xxxii, 17. Psal. cvi. §7.) ¢ Ja-
“ cobus pariter, c. 2. 19. Awipoviz SUPPONIT ESSE
“ RpES VIVAS, AC COGNITIONE, 100 VERI UN1US-
*“ Qque DEl COGNITIONE AC TIMORE PRAEDITAS,
# NON AUTEM esse IDOLA ; s NAM JIIEC COGNITIONE
% canenT” Sée Gussetius’s Hebrew Lexicon, upon
the word T Damon, p. 1589,

dead

(1]
T
i
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dead and senseless nullilies 3 and there-
fore the Cup and the Table of prMONS,
(not of Idols) are contrasted with the
Cup and the Table of the L.orp by the
same Apostle (1 Cor. x. 21.).

But notwithstanding the erroneous
doctrine of this Author about * the
“ Nullity of Demons,” he roundly as-
serts “ that the Spirils whickwere thought
“ Lo possess men were huinan Spirits,”
(note in p. 335) though he has not the
least authority 1n seripture to justity
his assertion. Ile attempts mdeed
to prove from the Septuagint transla-
tion that * Demons are called Dead
“ Men,” but let the Reader judge with
“ what little foundation !”—* it may be
‘ observed’ (says he in a note, p. 225)
« with respect to Ps. cvi. 37 “ ALL
““ THE GODS OF THE+ HEATHEN ARE
““ DEMONS,” * that what are here, by
< the Septuagint, called DEMONS, are
‘ called DEAD MEN,” v. 28. (* efayow

| Svaras
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¢ Svaas vengor) &e. that is, “ they
“ eal the sacrifices of the Dead.”

But this affords no proof that pEyoxs
are called peap mMeEN. The Sacrifices
there mentioned are not spoken of as
sacrifices, made lo the Dead, but rather
Jor the Dead: as Svsiag vexpoy pro-
perly signities Sacrifices of the Dead,
as well as the Syriac Translation of that
passage, JANANCY fany viz. Sacrifices
oF the Dead, that is, Sacrifices made in
behalf of the Dead, which is a practice
among several Heathen Nations even
to this du:}' : and as the Spirdl of Anti-
christ has so Imturimmlj' introduced the
most capital HEATHEN Customs into the
Church of RoME,* we cannot be at a
loss

% The late ingn*ninua-lﬂr. Parsons in his * Remains of
“ Japhet,” p. 200, 201—citles from the Editor'of Colonel
Grant’s treatise, in the * Journal Etranger,” several re=
markable testimonies of this,—* The Jesuits, GRUEBER
“ and DEsIDERI, ¢nd also FaTuerR MMORACE DE LA
“ Powa, a Capuchin, have chserved a great conformity

¢ between the nomax Religion and that of TinET,”
&c. ¢ FATIIER
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compare them wiih the Romish Masses
and Propitiaiions made FOR THE DEADIR
all Popish Countries! so that this Text
affords no proof at all that Demons are
called Dead Men. He nevertheless
asserts, that St. Paul “ and the other
“ Apostles, by DEMONS meaned the
“¢ GHOSTS OF DEAD MEN ; and THEY use
“ the word” (_sa};s he) ¢ as the JAn-
“ cienls did, somelimes in a good, al
“ other times in a bad sense,” (p. 219).
But the. very learned Mr. Mede (from
whom this Author seems to have too
hastily borrowed this notion about the
Ghosts of Dead Men ) does not mention
any such supposition as the Scripture
sense of the word, but only as the

< ot gu'on ajoutoit PLAYE SUR PLAYE, # ge levoit entre
“ cux un combat—d emulation a qui souffriroit davantuge
“¢.of temuigneroit mieuz sa constance,” &c. A Practice so
totally contrary to human Nature, and yet so universally
submitied to by the Heather Nations, cannot possibly be
accounted for on any other principle than the inspira-
tion of Satax,the Grand Encmy of Mankind !

Doc-
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Doctrine of the Gentiles.* And with
respect to the good or bad sense of the
word, the same learned Writer declares,
that “ the word Adxuwmovior is in the
“ Secripture NEVER TAKEN IN THE BET-
“ 'TER or INDIFFERENT SENSE, howsoever
“ prophane Authors do so use &, but
“ ALWAYS in an EVIL SENSE, for THE
“ DEVIL or an EVIL SPIRIT. Now the
“ Signification of words in Scripture is
“ to be esteemed and taken” (says he)
‘“ only according to the Scripture’s use,
“ though other wrilers use them other-
“ wise,” (p. 782).

And 1n the next paragraph he warns
us of a distinction very necessary to be
made, concerning the use of the word
damorioy in Scripture; viz.—< That be-

® ¢ I comenow” (says he)  unto another part of this
“ Doctrine” (meaning the DOCTRINE OF THE GEN-
TiLEs mentioned in the preceding Sentence) ““ which -
“ concerned the original of DEMONS, whom you shall find
¢ fo be THE DEIFIED SOULS OF MEN AFTER
“ pEATH.” J. Mede, Book III, c. 4, p, 775.

G ¢ cause



““ cause those which the Gentiles took for
“ DEMONS, and for DEIFIED SOULS OF
““ THEIR WORTHIES, were indeed no other
“ than EVIL SPIRITS, counlerfeiling the
“ Souls of Men deceased, and marking
““ themselves under the names of such
““ supposed DEMONS, under that colour to
“ seduce Mankind; therefore the Scrip-
“ ture useth the name DEMONS for that
“ theywere indeed, and not for whal they
“ seemed {0 be,” Xc. (p. 782).

- But though the word prMox is al-
ways taken in an evil sense (as Mr.
Mede very justly remarks, and never in
the better or indifferent sense), yet the
same learned Writer in the next para-
graph but one, endeavours to shew that
1t 1s not always used in the worst sense.
The Distinction however between these
comparative terms evil sense, and worst
sense, 1s much foo nice and refined for
the subject in question; insomuch that
the learned Author has not only been

misunder-
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misunderstood by many of his Readers,
but seems to have laid a foundation for
such opinions as he himself would have
been very averse to, and such as cannot
by any means be tairly drawn from any
of the T'exts which he examined on that
occasion. The first Text that he men-
tions (viz. Acts xvii, 18— This Fellow
“ seemeth lo be a selter-forth of strunge
DEMONS)” affords no proot whatever of
the Scripture sense of the word pEMon,
'The Sentence 1s not given as the words
of Revelation or Instraction, but only as
an opinion oi some heathen Philosophers,
who expressed themselves according to
their own false 1deas of DEMONS: and
therefore it cannot atiord any proof of
the real scripture sense of the word
DEMON : neither can any good or in-
different meaning of that word be with
certainty 1mphied 1n the Apostle’s
answer.—Because it does not appear
that he had the least intention to explain
the real and proper qualities of DEMONS,

for
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for he only retorts upon the Athenians
theirown charge about Demons—thathe
perceived them (@¢ deas-oamuoreseosc)
too Superstitious, or too full of Demons
already (as Mr. Mede translates it) with-
out the least mntimation whether the
word was to be understood 1n a good or
bad sense ; though indeed, as the pur-
pose of his oration was (o draw them
FrROM Demon Worship, the latter is
rather to be presumed. 'The next pas-
sage of Scripture cited by Mr. Mede on
this occasion is from the Revelations, .
ix. ver. 13. viz. “ That they should not
““ worship daworiz and Idols of Gold,”
&e. He shews that this Prophecy relates
to the latter times, and is applicable only
to those backsliding Christians who
worship Demon Gods ; whereby he means
the Souls of Dead Men : for he adds—
‘““ Here therefore” (sayshe) “ daiovior
“ (Demon ) is again taken in the common
“ and phfﬁusaphfud! sense, or af least,
‘“ which is all one, for EVIL SPIRITS,
' “ wor-



23

 worskipped under (he names 'Qf
¢ pEMONS ‘and DECEASED SOULS,” (p.
784). So that this'T'ext by no means
proves either that Demons are really
Human Souls, or that they are not to be
understood 1n an evil serse; but only
that they are really evil Spirits, wor-
shipped under the names of Demons and
deceased Souls, according to the corrup-
ted notions of the Gentiles.

The third Text, which he cites, af-
fords as little authority, as the two tor-
mer, to support his notion that the word
Demon 1s not to be understood in the
worst sense; because we have nothing
to do with the Gentile Opinion of its
meaning, when the same 1s not express-
Iy declared in the Text—of which no-
thing appears. “ Ye cannof drink the
“ Cup of THE LORD and the Cup of
“ DEMONS, ye cannot be partakers of
“ THE LoRD's Table, and of -the Table
“ of Demons.” (1 Cor, x. 21.) Neither

indeed
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indeed m the former Verse—* the
“ Things which the Gentiles sacrifice
*“ they sacrifice to IIEMONS, and not o
* Gop.” Dimens are manifestly men-
tioned in deth these verses as the oppo-
sile extreme to INFINITE GOODNESS :(—
from whence arises the force of the
Apostle’s argument concerning the ab-
solute impossibility of partaking of God’s
benefits, if we hold any degree of fel-
lowship whatsoever with Beings that are
totally opposite in their Naluvre.—* Ye
“ CANNOT drink the Cup ¢of THE LORD;
“ and the Cup of DEMONS,” &e.—It is
therefore manitest that Demons, in this
place also, must be understood. in the
worst Sense, as being the very opposite
Extreme to God, and to Goodness.
“ Nol that the WoODEN IDOL” (as Mr.
Mede himself remarks)  was ought of
“ itself, but that the Gentiles supposed
“ there dwell some DEMON therein, who
“ recewved their sacrifices, and to whom
“ they intended their services.”—And

yet
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yet the Gentiles’ opinion of the matter
(as I before remarked) is not of suffici-
ent authority to instruct us in the Serip-
ture sense of the word.

The only remaining passage of Secrip-
ture wherein Mr. Mede supposes there
is an allusion to the Gentiles’ conceit of
Demons, 1s the Text which be has pre-
fixed to the beginming of his Tract on
“ The Apostasy of the lalter Times,”
viz. (1 Tim.c.iv.ver. 1,2, &e.) *“ How-
““ beit the Spirit speaketh expressly, that
“ 1n the latter tumes some should revolt
‘“ from the Faith, attending to ERRO-
“ NEOUS” (as he translates the word
Thavos, whick is more properly render-
ed SEDUCING) “ Spirits and Doctrines
* of Demons,” &c.

This Opinion depends upon his inter-
pretation of the words 4okl du-
vovioy Docirine of Demons. « Not”
(says he) “which DEMONS or DEVILS are

’ “ Authors
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Authors of (though that be true) as
if the Genitive Case were Active ; but
DOCTRINES CONCLERNING = DIEMONS;
the Genitive Case dawovioy being
here” (says he) “ iv be taken pas-
stvely for ifie object of iliese Doctrines s
as in Hebr. vi. 2. we have Gioxyas
Carlizuomy doctrires of Baplisms, and
doctrines of laying on of hands, of the
resurrection of the Dead, and of eler-
nal judgment, (hat is” (says he)
Doclrines aboui and concerning all
these,” &c.—And therefore he con-

cluded that the dWdzsnzlizr Comovior

i

if

L1

(13

ii

are Doctrines of Damons, or Doclri-
ne Deastrorum ; that is,” (says he)
The Gentiles idolatious Theology of

Deemons shouid be revived among

Christians,” &c. 2d Vol. p. 771,

But 1n order to introduce this con-

struction, Mr. Mede is obliged to leave
the literal interpretation of the preced-
g verse, which ought never to be done

with-
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without a necessity ; and there 1s, cer-
tainly, no necessity in the present
case,

The Words ITpoceyoriec mvevpass
7).ovorc (which are literally rendered—
““ attending to SEDUCING Spirits ) he is
obliged to construe—* atlending o
“ ERRONEOUS Doctrines”—but  the
word ERRONEOUS by no means ex-
presses the full meaning of the word
mhavos, which, either as an adjective
or substantive, signifies rather one who,
in an ACTIVE SENSE, is @ Seducer,
or Dece&:ﬁr, than one who, PASSIVELY,
is seduced, and 1s erroneous, or in error.
The ‘word is no where used in the New
Testament, I believe, in this latter
sense, though it is several times used
" inh"‘the former ACTIVE SENSE: as for
instﬂﬂt:e,'. in 2d John, ver. 7. o7 7mol).oe
Thavor aon.doy &g Toy Rosuoy, &c. * For
- “ many Deceivers are gone out into the
“ World,” &c, and the active sense of
Fea H the



58

the word 1s still more strongly pomnted
out by the application of it in the end
of the same verse to the first Mover of
Deceit, the Spirit of Antichrist, by whom
the visible Deceivers before mentioned
were most certaihlv actuated : ““ curoc
““ et 6 T).aw® o 6 AvriXpor@.,” that
.is, not merely @ Deceiver and an
Antichrist, as rendered in the common
English Translation ; for the Article g
before each substantive marks the Em-
_1:}1-13515—“ This vs THE Deceiver and
‘““ THE Anlichrist,” &c. denoting, that
the many Deceivers (xol).ot whavor) are
actuated by the Angels or power of one
punmlnl Decewer, who 1is called ¢
ZAay@ THE Decesaer and 0 AvTiy ot @s
THE Anlichrist, b) way of eminence, as
being the Father and Director of all
other Deceivers, because ‘. he that
“ commilleth Sin is of the Devil ; Jor
‘“ the Devil sinneth from the begin-
“ ning,” (1 John 1. 8.)—and 7s the
- Kather of Lies, or, as the Apostle ex-
pressly
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pressly describes him,—* ke is a Liar,
“ and the Father of it.” (John vii.
44.) He is therefore emphatically THE
Deceiver and THE Antichrist by way of
Eminence, as the First Mover and in-
stigator (either by himself or his Angels}
~ of all other Deceivers: and therefore
as the word 7lav@. in this Text cannot
be understood otherwise than as a
Deceiver or Seducer, it is clear that
zvevuaae whavos must signify Seducing
or Deceiving Spirits, and not Erroneous
Doctrines, as Mr. Mede, to favour g
particular opinion, has construed it.

And with respect to his Supposition
that the Substantive zvepuazse Spirits,
which is joined with the last-mentioned
Adjective, must signify Doclrines * in
this place, and not Spirits, it is evident
that the Text, which he has cited as an

* ¢ But I had rather” (says Mr, Mede) * take
# SPIRITS in this place for DOCTRINES themselves,”
#¢. (p. 770).

exam-
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example, does not necessarily demand
such a construction, but, on the con-
trary, requires rather a literal render-
ing—viz, (1 John iv. 1. un xavls
wvevpals migrevele, “ Believe nol every
““ Spirit,” i. e. (says Mr. Mede) “ every
““ Doctrine :” but if the reason why this
advice 1s given (“ Believe not every
““ Spirit”) be dul}?_uonﬁidered, we shall
see no room for such an interpreta-
tion :—happily the remaining part of
the saine verse contains this reason—
‘““ Because many false Prophets are
““ gone out inlo the World,” Now all
Prophets are supposed to be actuated by
the inspiration of ‘some Spirit, either
good or bad, and not by mere human
sagacity, A remarkable instance of a
Lying-Spirit sent expressly to deceive
Ahab ¢ in the mouth of all his Pro-
phets,” has already been quoted: and
the Spirit s always said to speak,
though the Prophet himself is the only
visible organ of communication. And

therefore
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therefore “ as many false Propheis”™
were ¢ gone oul into the world,” as well
in the time of Ahab, as in the time of
the Apostle who gave this advice, it is
manifest, that the latter intended there-
by to warn true Believers that they
-should prove the Inspiration or the
Nature of the Spirits which actuated
the Propliets in the priwitive Church,
and that they might carefully distin-
_guish whether these Prophets spoke by
the Spirit of God, or the Spirit of Anti-
christ 3 and in such a case it would be
absurd to mention the mere effect (the
Doctrine-or Prophecy) instead of the
cause, or First Movers of the Prophets,
the Spirits themselves! ¢ Try the
““ Spirits whether they be of God, be-
“ cause many FALSE PROPHETS ARE
“ gone oul inlo the worid.” We can-
not discern nor judge, indeed, con-
cerning the nature of invisible Spirits
but by the DocTRINES of. the¢ Prophets.;
yet, even so, the Spirits themselves are

sufliciently
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sufficiently known, and are as readily
distinguished as a Tree by its fruits.
¢ Hereby know we the SPIRIT OF TRUTH
“ and the SPIRIT OF ERROR” (ver. 0.)
—which, in the proving of Prophets,
must refer us back to the First Cause
or Spirit, by which each Prophet is in-
spired; especially as the Apostle in the
13th Verse of the same Chapter adds
as follows,—¢ Hereby know we that we
“ dwell in him, and HE IN US, because
““ he hath given US OF HIS SPIRIT.” We
are not by this to understand only that
God “ hath given us of his” DOCTRINE
(though that 1s certainly true likewise)
but that he hath given us AN ACTUAL
INSPIRATION OF THE HOLY SPIRIT, tQ
which all sincere believers have an un-
questionable claim, the Bodies of true
Christians being the Temples of the
Holy Ghost, which I have tully demon-
strated, I trust, in the preceding Fract.
So that < the Spirit of Truth” which
the Apostle, in the above-cited chapter

mstructs
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instructs s to &row, or distinguish from
““ the Spirit ¢f Error,” cannot signify
merely “ the Doctrine of Truth,” but 1s
undoubtedly the Paraclete or Comfor-
ter ; thatreal divine Spirit which Christ
promised to send to his Church ¢ from
“ the Father” (John xv. 26.) distin-
guishing his personality by this very ap-
pellation 7o zvevua ¢ adnseaas « the
“ Spirit of Truth” (said he) * which
““ proceedeth from the Father, he shall
“ testify of me.”—The same “ Spirit of
“ Truth” which “will guide” (us ) *‘ into
all truth: for he shall not SPEAK of
himself” (saxd our Lord) < buf
‘“ whatsoever HE SHALL IIEAR, thal
‘ SHALL HE SPEAK: and he will shew
“ you things fo come.” (John xvi. 13.)
Surely these expressions necessarily
imply a personality : for though a Doc-
trine may, 1n one sense, be said to speak
to us, or instruct us, vet it eannot with
any possible propriety be said to Hear,
- and, much less, to speak what it hears ;
neither

-

i,
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neither can it shew us things to come !
And again, though a Doctrine may be
represented in an allegorical Fioure,
vet no Doclrine whatever can assume
the visible figure or appearance of Lire,
or of fiery Tongues ; nor can a Doclrine
of itself manifest a reality of Being by
sensible effects on the Organs of Hear-
ing by an outward audible ¢ sounD
«“ like as of a mighty rushing Wind,”
nor demonstrate the least degree of
personal existence by imparting the su-
pernatural Gifts of 'Prophecy, of un-
known tﬁngue_s, of healihg, and work-
ing miracles, &c. ' And therefore « the
“ Spirit of Truth” cannot possibly sig-
nify the ‘mere ““ doctrine of truth,” as
I before remarked, but a real Spirit,
and consequently “ the Spirit of error,”
to which it 1s opposed m the same
sentenice, (1 John 1v. 6.) 1s undoubtedly
a. real Spirit also; the same that I
have already proved to be ¢ zlave.
*qt G avTiy pioT@- THE Deceiver, and THE

| | Antichrist,
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Antichrist, that inspires and actuates
all other Deceivers, < that Old Serpent
“ called the DEVIL and SATAN which
“ DECEIVETH the whole world,” (Rev.
xil. 0.) “ the Prince of the power of the
““ Air, THE SPIRIT that NOW WORKETH

“ IN THE CHILDREN OF DISOBEDIENCE.”
(Eph. 1. 2.)

These several Texts, therefore, clear-
Iy point out to us the true meaning of
the Apostle’s adviee— Beloved, belicve
““ nol every SPIRIT, but try the SPIRITS
“ whether they are of God.” (1 John
iv. 1.) 'The ¢ many False Prophets”
that were then (and are now) “ gone
“ outinto the World,” are undoubtedly
““ Children of disobedience,” m whom
“ ‘workelh” THE SPIRIT, “ which de-
“ ceiveth the whole world.”—The Fa-
ther of Lies—even THE DEVIL or his
Angels ;' because ““ he that committeth
“ sin is of THE DEVIL.” (1 John iii. 8.)
~—The known Inflaence of this danger-

1 ous
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ous Spiritual Enemy on the Minds of
Men, rendered the Apostle’s advice
necessary '—“ Try the Spirits whether
“ they are of God !”—That1s, whether
the Spirits of the Prophets were obe-
dient to ““ the Spirit of God,” which
ts expressly mentioned in the very next
verse as THE SPIRIT to be distinguished,
or known, on the one hand (viz.
“ Hereby know ye THE SPIRIT OF
““ (Gop,” &c.) or whether, on the other
hand, they were deceived and influenced
by the contrary sPIRIT, mentioned iy
the 3d verse, viz. ¢ that of Antichrist”
(ro 7% avliyopgrs) which was permitted
to come INTO TIHE WORLD, *“ and even
“ now already” (said the Apostle) ¢ 1s
““ IT IN THE WORLD.” -But notwith-
standing the extraordinary power which
(apparently for the probation and trial
of Mankind) 1s allowed to our spiritual
Enemy IN THIS WORLD, yet his power
can have no eftect on those Men that
are truly Christians, and partake of the

Spirit
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Spirit of God, or as the Apostle ex-

presses himself in the very next verse
(4th) < are of God”—because (says
he) «“ Greater is he that is IN YOU,
“ than he that is in the world ” * which
1s manifestly a Comparison (not of the
mere Doctrines of Men, but) still of the
influencing Spirits, which are also fur-
ther distinguished in the 6th verse by
the Test of obedience to the Gospel.—
“ e ARE OF GOD” (says the Apostle).
“ He that knoweth God, heareth us”
(viz. the Apostles, and first promulga-
tors of the Gospel) : “ he that is not of
“ God heareth not us : hereby know we
“ THE SPIRIT OF TRUTH and THE SPIRIT
“ OF ERROR.”—And 1n the 12th, 13th,
15th, and 16th verses of the same chap-

* ¢ K¢ that is in THE WORLD “—is elsewhere called
“ the Spirit of tne worLD,” (1 Cor.ii. 12. wherein he
s expressly mentioned as the opposite Spirit to ¢ the
“ Spirit which is of God”). He is also intituled * the
“ Prince of Trits worLp,” (John xii, 31, xiv. 30. xvi.

16.) whereby is plainly declared his power 1n THIS
. WORLD,

ter,



68

ter, we are expressly assured -that
“ God dwelleth in us,” If we entertain
that brotherly r.ovE, which the Gospel
requires. This cannot mean the mere
Doctrine of God that « dwelleth in us,”
but ¢ the Spirit of God”—** the Spirit
“ of Truth,” which, tbroughout the
whole context, 1s so clearly contrasted
with ¢ the Spirit of Antichrist,”—* he
‘“ that is in the world,”—** the Spirit of
“ Error:” so that it would be absurd
to suppose that the words zrevpals and
avevuale Spirit and Spirils, mentioned
in the first verse of this chapter, signify
mere Doctrines, when the first Causes
or promoters of the Doctrines, the real
spiritual Agents themselves, are so dis-
tinctly mentioned and contrasted to-
gether in the context throughout the
whole Chapter! And yet my learned
Friend the late Rev. Dr. Gregory
Sharp * was unwarily led away by the

* Bee his ** Review of the Controversy about the
“ meaning of Demoniacks in the New Testament,”
{printed in 1739) pages 29 and 33.

Authc-rit}r
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Authority of Mr. Mede to adopt the
same unwarrantable interpretation !

- This Text, therefore, from the First
Epistle of John (Chap. iv. ver. 1.) by
no means proves what Mr. Mede pro-
posed by citing it; so that in construing
the other Text from 1 Tim, iv. ver. 1,
2, &c. we have no just authority to set
aside the Zliteral meaning ot the Words
Tposeyorles Tvevyaar Thavols ¢ allend-
“ ing lo seducing Spirits 3" which con-
sideration enables me to retort Mr.
Mede’s conclusion on the opposite side
of the’ question,—*“ So if this Sense™
(says he) *“ be admitted, we are some-
““ thing less IN SUSPENSE than we weye,”
&e. (p. 170, 171.)

He means A SUSPENSE concerning
the true construection of the words which
unmediately follow, viz. didasxadiz
davovieoy Doctrines of Demons, which
he 1s pleased to render—* Doctrines

“ con-
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““ concerning Demons” (p. 771.)—a
sense which t:anth»*be admitted, when
the preceding Words mprevpzst mihovorg
- fo Seducing Spirits are rendered accord-
g to their literal and proper meaning ;
for these fix the sense of the following
words ““ Doctrines of Demons,” and
shew that the Apostle spoke of seducing
Spirits and Demons, as the promoters
of those wicked Doctrines whiclh he
expressly foretold in the following Con-
text, viz. *¢ Forbidding to marry, (and
“ eommanding ) lo abstain from meals,”
&e. Doctrines which unquestionably
mark and distinguish the Papal as well
as the Heathen Anliehrist, though the
learned Mede has unaccountably over-
fooked them : for he says—* but sup-
* pose il (o be so” (1. e. that the words
which lterally sigmfy seducing Spirits
may be construed “ Erroneous Doc-
“ trines” ) ** yel siill” (says he) «“ we
“ are in suspense whal these ERRONE-
# ous amxl IDOLATROUS DOCTRINES

“ might
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“ might be.”—But so learned and saga-
cious a Critic could not have been in
the least suspense about finding out the
erroneous Doclrines, had he not previ-
ously misled himself by setting aside
the plain literal construction of the pre-
ceding words—seducing Spirits ; for
the Apostle has left no room for *“ sus-
““ pense” about the Docirines, but has
expressly declared what they are, viz.
*“ the forbidding to marry, and com-
“ manding (o abstain from meats,” both
of which I have elsewhere shewn to
have been heathen doctrines; so that
the revival of them in the backsliding
christian Church is truly dcman.:,?al or
diabolical, and cannot be accounted for
(as both the docfrines are totally con-
trary to the natural desires of Man-
kind) upon any other principles than
the interposition of seducing Spirits and
Demons, whom the Apostle has as clear-
ly declared to be the Authors of them !
Yor the grammatical: Construction of

the
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the Text in the original Greek unques-
tionably points out the Demans to be
the Authors of the Corrupt Doctrines
therein mentioned. The several par-
ficiples in the genitive plural, viz.
Yeviokoyay,  xenavrrgraguvor, and
xahvorror, have no other substantive
of that case to answer them, or to agree
with them, than Adazworior which
mmediately precedes them. This is not
at all obvious in the English version.

The word nEMONS cannot, therefore,
it this Text ¢ be taken IN THE BETTER
“ OR MORE INDIFFERENT SENSE, as it
“ was supposed and taken among the
Theologists and Philosophers of the
“ Gentiles,” &c. according to Mr.
Mede’s Assertion in p. 771, but only in
“ an 'evil sense for DEVILS or EVIL
¢ gPIRITS,” as it must always be under-
stood in Scripture agreeable to Mr.
Mede's own doctrine before quoted from
another part of his Book.

4

-

The
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The learned Author of the Essay on
the Demoniacs should, as a Clergyman,
have endeavoured to correct, (and not
to build upon) the JSew errors that have
happened to escape the critical sagacity
of that excellent and worthy man Mr.
Mede (who was one of the most learn-
ed men of his time); but, on the con-
trary, this modern Divine is so prone
to catch at novelty, that he has even
wrested opinions from Mr. Mede, which
that truly worthy and learned Writer
never so much as conceived, though
the modern Critic has boldly cited his
Authority !—In the Introduction to his
Essay on the Demoniacs, page 2, he
tells us—<¢ it s necessary to shew, that
“ the DISORDERS ¢mpuled fo SUPERNA-
“ TURAL POSSESSIONS, proceed FROM
“ NATURAL CAUSES, NOT FROM {he
““ Agency of any evil Spirits. This, in-
““ deed, hath been already ATTEMPTED
““ by several very eminent writers ; and,
““ to my apprehension” (says he) ¢ not

| K “ withs
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“ without considerable success.”—But,
unluel <ily tor him, the very first Writer
whom he expressly cites in a Note as
one of these ATTEMPTERS (saylng in a
Note—particularly Mr. Joseph Mede,
Disc. VI. p. 28); unluckily I say for
the Author of the Essay, that very Mr.
- Joseph Mede was an Advocate on the
other side of the question, and never
ATTEMPTED to propagate any such doc-
trine ; but on the contrary, “ PARTI-
“ CULARLY” asserts and maintains the
reality of’ Spiritual Possession in those
that were called Demeoniacs; and this
he does in the very discourse to which
“the Author of the late Essay on the De-
moniacs, &c. refers us for a contrflr}
altempt! *

The

* Other learned Men however, besides the Aythor of
the Essay on Demoniacs, have made (probably by too
hasty a perusal) the same mistake concerning the Opinion
of Mr. Mede on this Subject. A very learned and re-
spectable friend of mine having accidentully mentioned to
ine, some years ago, this novel doctrine of attributing to
natural causes the Disorders of the Scripture Demoniaes,,

1 exa
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« absolute Nullity of Demons,” (p. 187,
234, 240, and 378) *“ that there were
““ no such Beings as DEMONS in the
“ World, or that they were as void of
‘“ power as if they did not exist,” (p.
344, 345) but also that our Saviour
and the Evangelists “ never assert the
“ realily of DEMONIACAL POSSESSIONS,
““ or represent it as a part of THAT DOC-
“ TRINE which (hey were immedialely

“ and actuated with EVIL SPIRITS, as it is said of Saul’s
“ Melancholy, that ax EvVIL SPIRIT from the Lord
“ troubled him,” &c.

¢ Thus it is plain that Mr. Mecde did not believe the
¢ Demoniacs to be mere Madmen, according to our
* modern ideas of madness; and his discourse plainly
* tends to a very different purpose, viz, to shew, that some
Madmen even at this day are really DEMONIACS,
¢ troubled and actuated BY EVIL SPIRITS as mugr’; as
those mentioned in Scripture! How far this opinion
may be true, with respect to some modern Madmen, I
am not able to determine: but that the Demoniacs
mentioned in Scripture were REALLY POSSESSED BY
EVIL SPIRITS, appears to be so plain a truth not only
by Mr. Mede’s arguments, but by a multitude of pas-
sages In Scripture, that I cannot possibly doubt of it,
notwithstanding that the Gentsle opinion of Demons may
# have been wery different.

“ anstrucled
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“ instructed and commissioned by Hea-
“ ven to publish and confirm.” And he
is pleased to add, that T%his is a fact
which cannol be denied, &c. (p. 182) not-
withstanding that the Cases of the De-
moniacs are related by the Evangelists
111 the plainest literal terms (and that re-
peatedly) that could possibly be found
to express the REALITY OF FACTS! And
with respect to his assertion about THE
DOCTRINE, we are as clearly taught by
the Evangelists that Demons were Evil-
Spirits, and Unclean-Spirits (for they
are repeatedly so denominated in the
sacred Text). We surely have ample
warning of our being lable (o the in-
curston of Evil-Spiriis, tor it 1s a fact
which cannot *“ be denied,” that RESIS-
TANCE to SPIRITUAL ADVERSARIES
[« the Devil and his Angels”—Your
“ Adversary the Devil,” &c.—* walk-
“ eth about”— whom RESIST.” 1 Pet.
v. 8, 9. « REsisT the Devil and he will
*# flee from you,” James 1v.7. < We

“ wrestle
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“ wrestle not against FLESH and BLOOD,
“ but against principalities, against
“ powers,” &c. Eph. vi. 12.] is a very
material, if not a principal “ part OF
““ THAT DOCTRINE which the Apostles
““ were instructed and commissioned by
““ Heaven to publish and confirm 3’ so
that the Hypothesis of the above-cited
Writer 1s entirely opposite and contra-
dictory to the evidence of Scripture,
though he so confidently affects to build
on that foundation !

His Suppositions, for they are merely
such, about Demons, are principally
built on other suppositions of imaginary
“ inconveniencies allending the belief
“ of our being in the power of any
““ SUPERIOR malevolent Spirits :”—
““ this belief” (says he) * hath a di-
“ rect tendency lo subvert the founda-
“ tion of naiural piely, and to begel
Idolatry and Superstition,” (p. 168).
And so indeed it would, if it

were

"

¢
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were true that these malevolent Spi-
rits were really SUPERIOR. But the
fallacy of this Gentleman’s argument
consists in the insertion of that single
adjective SUPERIOR, of which he hkewise
avails himself in a similar argument
at page 234, viz. “ that Our Religion
“ supposes and asserts the sole Domi-
“ nion of Jehovah and his Messiah over
“ the human Race, and in so doing,
utlerly subverts the claimns of all other
*“ SUPERIOR Beings to interpose in hu-
*“ man Affairs :” and in the next sen-
tence he denies that Demons have any
power over Mankind, whether 1t be
original or subordinate. DBut surely we
may believe in the existence and
activity of malevolent Spirils or Demons,
without supposing them SUPERIOR !
'The Scriptures sufficiently imnstruet us,
that they can have no superiority over
us, whilst we are vigilant and careful to
resist them, and every suggestion of
Evil : but if atany time we neglect that

material

-,

L 2%
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~material duty (which is certainly re-
~ quired of us till the last moment of our
Lives) they will inevitably obtain the
Superiority, and lead us to destruction !
~—This 1s unquestionably a “ part of
“ that Doclrine which they” (the Apos-
tles) “ were immediately instructed and
“ commissioned by Heaven (o publish
“ and confirm,” which, I hope, 1is
already demonstrated in the foregoing
pages, though this learned Critic s
pleased to assert the contrary !

He refers us in page 1068, from the
passage already recited, to a similar
strain of reasoning in page 100, of his
Dissertation on Miracles. “ If the
“ course of Nature be not under the Sole
¢ direction of God” (says he) “ what
“ foundation can there be jfor our wor-
“ skip of God alone, and for the con-
““ linual exercises of gratitude and sub-
“ mission to him in every condition 2”
(which s certainly true ; but then he is
pleased
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pleased to tack to it a groundless sup-
position of his own, which is by no
nieans chargeable to the nature of our
belief concerning “ MALEVOLENT S$PI-
“ RITS).” * If we believe ” (says he)
‘ that other invisible Beings can INTER-
‘““ POSE in our affairs AT THEIR OWN
““ PLEASURE, and ecither inflict pumish-
“ ments or bestow blessings wupon us
“ such as are quile out of the ordinary
“ course of Naturs, and contrary to it ;
““ could we consider ourselves as under
“ the protection and govcrnment of
“ God #”—Thus he combats an ob-
stacle mierely of his own raising!
The Art of Sophistry consists,—first, in
blending Falsehood with Truth, and
then in drawing plausible conclusions
from the unnatural combination ! This
Key, carefully used, will unlock the
most Intricate sophistical argument
against Trutk. May we not reasonably
believe that invisible Spiritial Beings
have power to interposeé in our affairs,

L without
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without supposing, (what this Gentle-
man erroneously sets forth as a neces-
sary consequence,) that they inferpose,
&c.—‘ AT THEIR OWN PLEASURE!”
By incontestable authority of Scripture
we believe that such Beings act by
God’s PERMISSION, and that such PER-
MISSION is by no means inconsistent
with the necessary Doctrine that ¢ the
““ course of nalure is under the sole di-
““ rection of God;” though this Critie
1s pleased to assert in the preceding Sen-
tence concerning the said permission,
that ¢ this alone would be destructive
“ (o all true piety,” (p. 100) which isa
Doctrine not only totally void of foun-
dation, but even contrary to the evi-
dence ol many notorious facts very
clearly related in the Scriptures !

A Belief in the agency and activity of

““ the Devil and his Angels” (as clearly
inculeated in the Scriptures) is by no
means derogatory to the necessary and
comfort-
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comfortable < belief, that the ¥ orld is
“ under the Government of God alone”
—though this Critic (in the preface to
his Dissertation on Miracles, p. vi.) in-
sinuates the contrary. 'The Scriptures
sufficiently inform us that there 1s no
power without the permission of the
ALMIGHTY, who proves mankind by
their resistance to the malicious insin-
nuations of Spéritual Adversaries ; and
though the Malicious Dispositions of
the latter are totally inimical to the
purposes and designs of INFINITE BE-
NEVOLENCE, yet even this natural pro-
pensity in them to ewvi/ is turned TO THE
GLORY OF Gob, and they themselves
are thereby rendered mere instruments
(as 1t were) 1n the hand of Providence
to carry on that great System of Trial
and Probation, which the Almighty has
been pleased to adopt in his Govern-
ment of the World! 'This Doctrine may
be illustrated by a great Variety of Ex-
amples and Proofs from the Holy Scrip-

tures ;
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tures; and therefore as we are favour-
ed with such ample warning concern-
ing the true nature of our spiritual war-
Jare, the fault is our own, if we are
deceived and overcome by the Ene-
my !

It must (therefore) appear that this
Author does not state his objections
fairly, when he speaks (as above) of
*“ inconveniences atlending our belief in
““ the power of any SUPERIOR JMalevo-
““ lent Spirits,”—for our BELIEF 1n their
POWER 1s not of such a nature as to be
liable to his objections. Though we
helieve that < Malevolent Spirits” have
POWER, yet we know, by Seripture au-
thority, that their POWER is not absolute,
but only conditional, viz. in case we be-
come neghigent in that spiritual warfare
te which God has appointed us in this
World :—for to what purpose doees the
Apostle Peter warn us to ¢ e vigilant,”
but because he assures us that our

“ Adver-
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# ddversary the Devil, as a roaving
“ lion, walkelh aboyi secking whom he
“ may devour 2’ (1 Pet. v. 8). Whereas
if our ddversary had no such power of
AGENCY against us, the warning of the
Apostle would be vain and nugatery,
which is not to be cenceived, especially
as our Lord himself has alse given suffi-
eient intimations of it, and even of his
attempts upon that very Apostle, whose
warning 1 have quoted above.

Another Apostle also assures us that,
if we RESIST our JAdversary as we
ought, he will flee jfrom us,* and
consequently it may fairly be implied
from thence, that it we neglect the said
necessary advice, he will really accom-
pany us! But in this he would seem to
have a great deal too much work upon
his hands, if the Assertion of this
Author 1n page 207 were really true,
that < the Scripiure speaks of no more

% ¢ Resist THE DEVIL, gnd he Wiﬁﬂ"fﬁ”m Youy”
James iv, 7.
“ than



86

““ than ONE DEVIL, and never confounds
“ him with Demons.” 'To attend innu-
merable Mullitudes of ungnarded Indi-
viduals separately and personally (for
tnnumerable Mulfitudes of Individuals
undoubtedly there are, which neglect
the Apostle’s Warningof resistan ce )
would surely be too much employment,
for oNE DEVIL, without further spiritual
assistance, for we have no authority in
Scripture to favour an opinion of his
Omnipresence, that being indeed a
Divine Attribute! We are happily re-
lieved, however, by Scripture from any
such difficulty; for there we not only
rcad of fallen Angels (viz. Angels
which kept not their first Estate, Jude
0. also “ the Angels that sinned,” 2 Pet.
ii. 4.) in the plural number, (which,
undoubtedly are @/l Devils according
to the common acceptation of ihas
word) but we read expressly of “ the
“ Devil and his Angels” (Matt. xxv.
41.)—* the Dragon and his Angels”

' (Reyv,
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(Rev. xi1. 7.) who are all involved in
the same condemnation fo. “ everlast-
“ ing Fire,” into which they are not yet
cast {for they must first be judged even
BY MEN; “ know ye nol that we shall
JUDGE ANGELS?” (1 Cor. vi. 3.) Such
is the dignity of human Nature!] and
consequently we may presume, that the
Devil's Angels are of the same nature
and employment as the Devil himself
—for ¢ the Dragon fought and his
Angels” (Rev. xii. 7.) especially as the
Apostle, who warns us against “ the
wiles of the Devil,” does not suppose
him alone and unassisted in his malici-
ous Agency, but assures us at the same
time, that ‘“ we wrestle nol with flesh
“ and blood,” (that is, not with flesh
and blood oNLY) ¢ but against Princi-
“ palities, against Powers,” &c. in the
plural number, apparenily meaning
spirilual or supernatural Powers, &e. as
they are so clearly distinguished from
s« Flesh and Blood:” and even our

Auther
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Author himsel allows; that ¢ the very
“ words of our Saviour,—* HOW CAN
““ SATAN ¢ast ottf SATAN,” ¢ 1f taken ift
« thieir strictest sense, imply that there
¢ weré SEVERAL SATANS. Essay, p. 106.

- And though the Word Jaw, SATAN,
properly significs an Enemy, or one thit
acts in opposilion, or ds an Enemy, and
is frequently used both as a verd and

as a parficiple merely m that sense,
withiout any referenee to Euil-Spirils;
yet this affords no just argument against
the peculiay appropriation of the word,
when used as an appellative in many
passages of Seripture, which, by their
eontext respectively, do confine us t6
the common acceptation of the term
SATAN, viz. that 1t denotes a particidear
Spiree ¥ or order of Spirits, as in the

' Text,

. # The same observation holds good also with respeet
to the Greek word AsxBoros or DEVIL, and therefore

the propriety of the comnion rendering i not influénced
AT or
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Text last quoted, viz.—*¢ If SATAN cast
s out SATAN,” &c. and therefore the
sensible

or varied by the Critic’s remark in page 13, ¢ that even
“ qccording to the translation now in use, when the same
“ Greck Word occurs in the plural Number, it is necer
““ applied to any Evil-Spirits.” But the reason of this is
maﬁifest; the Word is not then used as an appellative,
but only as a plural adjective, the governing substantives of
which are expressly mentioned in the context of all the
examples he has cited of it—* It occurs” (says le)
“ only in the following passages: Thewr WIVES must be
“ —not SLANDERERS, (uy dizCoAzs, not Devils) 1
“ Tim. iii. 11. In the last times MEN will be (AixBoot,
“ Devils) FaALSE accustrs, 2 Tim. 1. 3. In like
“ manner, in Tit. ii. 3. aged woMEN are forbidden to be
“ (Aiokorgs, Devils) FALSE ACCUSERS,” page 13,
Note. In all these texts, cited by the Author of the
Tssay, the words dia€oroy and AsxEords are merely ade
Jectives, governed by substanfives expressed in each sen-
tence respeclively ; but, when AixGorog, or Deypil, is
menticned as an appellative, the sense of the context
generally demonstrates that the word can be applicable
to none but ¢he Evil-Spirit, the ancient Enemy of Man-
kind; or at least has some reference to his influence, or
anzmical naturve, as when Judas Iscariot is called a
DEVIL :— Have not I chosen you twelve” (said our
Lord) 1« and one of you is a DEVILY e €5 vpwy fig
Aablos eciv. Now the peculiar guilt of Judas was nos
as a Slanderer o1 False Accuser, according to the literal

meaning of the epithet which our Lord bestowed upon
' 'y him,
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sensible objection * arising from the
said Text, to which, as he allows,

Dr.

him, but as an «varicious betrayer, or Traitor; who, for
the sake of a little paltry pecuniary emolument (like our
modern Time-servers) betrayed his Lord and Master !
So that AizEotos cannot be applied to him, to express
that particular offence but manifestly to mark his affinity
in abandoned reprobacy to that dark Spirit, which after-
wards really entered into him !—Sce John xiii, 27, and
Luke xxii. 3.

* Viz. ¢ Satan and Beelzebub are names for the same

‘¢ person: for when Christ was reproached with casting
“ out Demons, he replied, How can Satan cast out
¢ Satan ? Now, if Satan, who is considercd as the same
¢ person with ¢ke Devil, (Rev. xii. 9. xx. 2. Compare
¢ Matt. iv. 1. 10, with Mark 1. 12, 13.) was the Prince
“ of those Demons who were cast out by Christ;
“ then Demons are the same Spirits as the Devil’s An-
“ gels.t And on this supposition, there can be no other
“ difference between Demons and the Devel, than that
“ which subsists between a Prince and his Subjects, whe
* ‘both partake of one colnmon nature, though the Prince,
as presiding over the rest, hath a peculiar name § of

“ his

+ “ into everlasting Fire prepared FoR THE DEVIL AND
“ nrs ANGELS ;" Matt, xxv. 41.—* And the great Dragon was cast
¢ out, that old Serpent called THE DEVIL and sSATAN, which deceiveth
* the whole world ; he was cast out into the earth, and H1s ANGELS
“F WERE CAST oUT WITH HIM.” Rev, xii. 9.

T T have already remarked that the word Satan (JOW (signifying
ie
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Dr. Sykes ¢ mever replied,” and the
““ Force” of which, he sa}rs,‘ “ D
«“ Lardner seems to admit,” (see Essay
pages 15, 16) must also be admitted,
even by himself, if he is equally candid
with the other two ; because he himself
has remarked in pages 19 and 20, that—
“ snasmuch as Christ is here replying
“ {o the Pharisees, and reasoning with
““ them on their own principles, he can-
““ not be supposed (o speak of a different
““ order of beings from what they did.
““ SATAN, therefore,” (says he) “ must
““ be equivalent {o DEMONS, in the sense
““ ¢n which DEMONS was used by them,”
&c. So that as there is no authority

¢ his own.” The Author of the Essav cites this in
page 14, from Mr, Pegge’s Answer to Dr. Sykes, &c.

to act as an Enemy, is frequently used both as a verb and as a partici=
ple in that sense, without any reference to Evil-Spirits; but the construc-
tion of the context always sufficiently proves when it is used asan Ap-
pellative peculiar to the Grand Enemy of Mankind, which is on ac-
count of his implacable malignity ! in like manner the opposite Nature
of Gobp is called LovE, from the glorious attribute of wuiversal bene-
volence : ¢ Gop 15 vove,” (Johniv, 8, 16,) See more concerning
the Love of Gop, and the Return of Love which is due to him from
Mankind, in page 12, &c, of my Tract on the Law of Liberty,

whatever
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whatever in the Holy Scriplures to prove
that the Pharisees, or the Jews in-gene-
ral, ever conceived that Safan was a
Human Ghost; and as, on the contra-
ry, there 1s ample Evidence in the
Scriptures to prove, that Satan 13 men-
tioned by the Sacred Writers as a Spi-
rit of a very different order and origin
from Huwman Spirits, we may be assur-
ed that the word DEMON does not, n
Scripture, signity « the Ghost of a Dead
“« Man,” because it must be esteemed
“ equivalent to the word SATAN—
(¢ saATAN” being declared “ equivalent
“ {o DEMON” by the very Rule which
this Gentleman himself has laid down)
and therefore as SATAN was never un-
derstood by the Sacred Writers to be a
Human Ghost, neither can the word
DEMON (which 1s equivalent, or parallel
to it) be understood in that sense !

And upon the verysame Principles,
likewise, it may be demonstrated that
the
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the word DEVIL is also equivalent to
pEMoON, (though the Author of the
Essay confidently asserts in p.-219, that
the latter—¢ never means the DEVIL
““.and his Angels” in the New 'Testa-
ment, ) for if “ SATAN is equivalent {o DE-
“ MON,” so also must DEVIL; because
the Appellatives saTaN and the DEVILare
Jointly mentioned in Seripture as deno-
ting the self same malicious Spirit, < the
“ Great Dragon, that Old Serpent, which
“ is the DEVIL and SATAN.” Rev. xx. 2.
The same application of these Titles ke
DEVIL and SATAN, are made also m the
12th Chapter of the same Book ver. 0,
so that there can be no mistake or error
~in the Text.—¢ .4nd the great Dragon
“ was cast oul, that Old Serpent called
“ THE DEVIL and SATAN” (oxahsusr@.
CALLED the Devil and Satan ; so that
this is an incontestable evidence of the
common and proper application of thegse
respective Terms by which éhe Old Ser-
pent was CALLED) *“ which deceiveth
“ the
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“ the whole world: he was cast out inlo
“ the earth, and his Angels” (by which
the plurality of SATANS or DEVILS is also
confirmed, though the Author of the
Essay, in p. 385, asserts, “ that thereis
“ only ONE Devil”) “ WERL CAST OUT
““ WITH HIM."

How absurd therefore is the insinua-
tion in page 20 of the Essay—< that
“ by Demons and their Prince, they”
(meaning Christ and the Pharisees with
whom he “ reasoned,” as the Author
of the Essay remarks, * on their own
“ Principles” ) understood HUMAN SPI-
RITS!

That “ by Demons and their Prince

‘““ they understood” real SPIRITS, Is, In-
deed, very certain ; for when the Seribes
said of Jesus— He hath BEELZEBOUL,
““ and by the Prince of DEMONS casleth
*“ out DEMONS,” &e. (Mark 1. 22.) our
Lord (after he had ¢ reasoned with
“ them



95

«“ them on their own Principles,” viz.
¢ How can SATAN cast oul SATAN,” &c.)
plainly charged them with blasphemy
against THE HOLY GHOST ;¥ the reason
of which the Evangelist further ex-
plains by adding—*¢ Because” (says
he) < they said, He hath an unclean
“ Spirit:” which plainly proves, that
they supposed Christ to be assisted by
a real sPIrRIT, when they said < He hath
‘“ BEELZEBOUL.”

But how doth it appear that by Beel-
zeboul and the other Demons, (which
they supposed to be cast out by Beelze-
boul,) ¢ THEY UNDERSTOOD HUMAN
sPIRITS !"—There is not the least sha-
dow of evidence in the Scriptures to
justify such a notion !—On the contra-
ry we find that the Idea of Casting out
Demons by Beelzeboul the Prince of De-
mons, was considered by our Lord him-

# Mark a1, 28, 20.

self
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self as exactly parallel to the casting out
of Satan by Satan :—*“ if SATAN cust
“ oul SATAN” (said our Lord) “ he is
“ divided against himself'; how shall
“ then his Kingdom stand? And if I
“* by BEELZEBOUL cast oul DEMONS,”
&c. (Matt. xu. 26, 27.) Christ mani-
festly considered these Terms Satan,
Beelzeboul, and Demons as synony-
mous; for “ as he is here replying to
““ the Pharisees, and reasoning with
““ them on their own principles, he
“ cannot be supposed” (for 1 must
again repeat this just observation of the
Author of the Iissay) “ he cannot be
“ supposed ” (Isay) ¢ to speak of a dif-
“ ferent order of Beings from what
“ they did.” And as ¢ Satan, therefore,
*“ mmust be equivalent to DEMON, n the
“ sense In which DEMON was used by
“ them,” &ec. it is sufliciently clear that
DPEMON does not signify a Human Spi-
rit 3 because SATAN 1s no where iIn
Scripture represented as @ Human Spi-

rit,
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#it, but on the contrary as the implacas
ble Enemy of Human Nature in gene-
ral ! ‘

Not less absurd and void of founda-
tion than this about “ Human Spirits,”
1s the bold assertion in page 189 of the
Essay—that « A1l the Prophets of God,
““ in-every age, when professedly deliver-
““ ing their divine messages to manikind,
* have with one voice proclaimed the
* UTTER IMPOTENCE OF DEMONS: and
“ hereby entirely subverted the Doctrine
“ of Demoniacal Possessions! "—And
again, in page 371—that < ‘the Pro-
‘“ phets of God under the New Tesia-
“ ment, as well as those under the Old,
“ openly taught, what their miracles
“ intimated, the utter inability of these
¢ spirits to-do any good or evil to Man-
“ kind.” Also m page 374, he asserts
—that “ i is nevertheless un undoubted
“ fact, that God's inspired messengers
“ do constantly represent all DEMONS

N “ with-
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“ without distinction as mere fictions of
‘“ the human imagination, and clearly
““ demonstrate their inabilily to produce
“ any effect.” But all these bold asser-
tions are so totally opposite to the real
evidence of Scripture on these points,
that one would think 1t impossible that
a sensible and learned Man (as the Au-
thor of the Essay is reputed to be)
should be guilty of such gross misrepre-
sentations !

God’s inspired Messengers are so far
from “ representing all Demons with-
“ out distinction as mere fictions of the
“ human mmagination,” that they have
left us on record the strongest historical
Testimonies of their real existence, as
well as of their ability to do harm, that
words can possibly express! And all
this not only under the name of De-
mons, but have also declared their real
nalure 1 terms less equivocal by occa-
sionally calling them ¢ Euvil-Spirits”

and
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and “ Unclean-Spirits,” * which surely
are not to be esteemed “ mere fictions

i"qf'

* The Gadarene pEmow1ac is called by the Evan-
gelist Mark (chap. v. ver. 2.) *“ ¢« Man with A% UN-
“ crLeaw sPIrRIT.” Andour Lord himself * said unteo
“ him?” (ver. 8.) “ come out of the Man (thou) ux-
© cLEAN SPIRIT” (efeAde 7o wvevpua To axadaglov.)
which proyes that—to have an wnclean, or evil Spirit,
does not signify mearly the having a disease, as the Au-
thor of the Essay would insinuate, (though sometimes
persons < oppressed by an Evil-Spirit,” were affected only
by a bodily disease ; which was the case of Job, when Sa-
tan had obtained permission to fouch ¢ kis Bones and his
“ Flesk,”) but that it signifies more particularly the hav-
ing @ Demon : for the Unclean-Spirit or rather Spirits
that possessed the Gadarene Demoniac, are expressly
called pEmoxs by the same Evangelist in the 12th
verse, and he again calls them Unclean-Spirits in the fol-
lowing verse ; which proves that these terms, Demons,
and Unclean-Spirits are synonymous terms,—** dnd all
% the pEMONS besought him, saying, Send us into the
“ Swine, &c. and forthwith Jesus gave them leave. And
“ the UNCLEAN-SPIRITS went out and entered into the
¢ Swine,” &c. Mark v. 12, 13. The Evangelist Luke
(chap. iv.'ver. 33.) also informs us of “ a Man whick
“ had @ SPIRIT OF AN UNCLEAN BEMON,” which in
the 35th verse he again exprcﬂs'.’}l" calls 7o ﬁmiunymy
THE DEMON ; and the People on seeing thg miraculous
cure of the Man from whom ouir Lord commanded this
DEMON 0% come out,” considered it as an instance of

Jesus's
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¢ the imagination,” unless we mean
to handle Scripture as this Author has
done, and to assert the direct contrary
to what it reveals !

If « all the Prophels in every Age,
*“ when professedly delivering their di-
“ pine Messages to Mankind,” had
“ with one wvoice proclaimed THE UTTER
# IMPOTENCE OF DEMONS,” 18 1t con-
ceivable that our Lord himself, when

Jesus’s Power over UNCLEAN-SPIRITS,~¢ What e
 word (is) this;” (said they, referring to Christ’s com=
mand, the effects which they had just then seen)—** for
“ with authority and pewer he commandeth THE-UN-
“ CLEAN SPIRITS, and they come out.”” Lukeiv. 33—36,
"The Author of the Essay indeed allows,—that ‘¢ all the
*“ diseased were spoken of by the ¢t Jesus as vppressed by
" an EVIL-sPIRIT, but not” (says he) ‘“ as possessed
** BY DEMONS of whom there is here™ (veferring to the
Texts mentioned in the same Paragraph, Acts x. 38. and
Matt. iv. 23.) ““ no mention.” See note in p. 74 and 75
of the Essay.—Thus he founds his Hypothesis on an ima-
ginary distinctionbetween EVIL-SPIRITS and DEMONS
but as these different Terms are manifestly applied to the
same spiritual Beings, the whole sophistical Fabrick must
fall to the ground,

he
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he was aceused by the Pharisces of cast-
ing out Demons by Beelzeboul the
Prince of Demons, should apply to that
Spiritual Prince, as well as to his Sub-
Jects, a Term by which the acTive and
powerful Spiritual Enemy of Mankind
1s clearly revealed to us both in the Old
and New Testament? viz.—SATAN, the
Enemy,— If SATAN cast out SATAN,”
&e.

¢ For by our Saviour’s argumentation,
* when he was accused of casling out
* Demons by BEELZEBUB’ (or Beelzeboul,
as he 1s called in the New Testament)
‘* the Prince or chief of the DEMONS,
(Matt. xn. 22—32. Mark m. 22-—30,
¢ Luke xi. 14—20.) it is plain (o De-
‘ monstration,” (says a very learned and
much respected Prelate,* whose Dis-
sertation on this Subject was unknown
to me ’till I had thus far vroceeded in
my Tract, or 1 might have saved much

4@ Bp. Newton,

trouble)
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trouble) ¢ that casting out DEMONS is
¢ casting out SATAN, that casting out DE-
* MONS by BEELZERUB is opposed (o cast-
‘“ ing out Demons by THE SPIRIT OF GOD,
¢ that casting out Demons by BEELZEBUB
“ is the same as casting out Demons by
‘ SATAN, that Satan’s casting out DE-
‘ MONS 1s casting out HIMSELF, that sA-
¢ TAN and Beelzebub are the same, that
‘ the pEMONS and SATAN, and Beelze-
“ bub the Prince or Chief of the De-
¢ mons are Beings of the same Nature,
¢ and differ only in order and degree,
“ When the Seventy returned to our
¢« Saviour,” (Luke x. 17,18.) ¢ sayiIng,
“ Lorp, EVEN THE DEMONS ARe
¢ SUBJECT UNTO US THROUGH  THY
“ NAME ;" ¢ he considered the fall of
¢ DEMONS as the fall of SATAN, as another
¢ fall of Angels, I BEHELD SATAN
“ AS LIGHTNING FALL FROM HEAVEN.”
¢« St. Peter speaketh of the Demoniacs
¢ under the name and notion of’ “ op-
¢ PRESSED WITH THE DEVIL,” ¥70 7a

Emfola,
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€10Cods, when he told Cornelius the
¢ Centurion,” (Acts x. 38.) “ HOW GOD
¢ ANOINTED JESUS OF NAZARETH WITH
“ THE HOLY GHOST AND WITH POWER,
“ WHO WENT ABOUT DOING GOOD, AND
¢ HEALING ALL THAT WERE OP-
PRESSED O THE DEVIL, ror
 GOD WAS WITH HIM.” ¢ He mentions
‘ this as one of the grealest exerlions of
divine goodness and power. Ii is evi-
‘ dent then, that these WICKED AND UN-
* CLEAN-SPIRITS, {hese DEMONS AND THE
¢ PRINCE or CHIEF OF THE DEMONS are
‘ not the Souls of Men or Women de-
‘ ceased, but are really and (ruly THE
¢ DEVIL AND HIS ANGELS; and conse-
¢ quently that the word DEMONS 1s justly
‘ and properly (ranslated DEVILS, espe-
“ cially throughout the Gospels.”*

i

The

. * % A Dissertation on the Demoniacs in the Gos-
‘ pels,” (Printed for Mess. Rivington, London, 1775.)
pages10—12. See also pages 43—406 of this excellent
jittle Tract, for a full answer to the groundless assertions
before quoted from the Author of the Essay, viz,  That

“ Gods
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* The Text, last mentioned, which the
Right Reverend and learned Author of
R the

(1

God’s inspired Messengers do constantly represent all
BEMONS without distinction as mere fictions of the
Huwman imagination, and clearly demonstrate their in-
“ abilify to produce any single ¢ffect,” p, 374, &c. for the
learned Prelate, speaking of the power commonly ascribed
to Devils and Unclean Spirits, remarks, that  our Saviour
* was so far from reproving or correcting this Notion,
that he hath confirmed and established it beyond all
reasonable contradiction. He was so far from giving
other instructions to his disciples, that he hath said and
done more than enough to convince them of the reality-
of these possessions,  \When he had called his twelve
disciples,” (Matt. x. 1.) ¢ he gave them power against
“ Unclean-Spirits to cast them out,” ¢ and he gave it be-
¢ sides in commission te them, (ver. 8.)  to cast out
“ devils :” ¢ and would he have given such a power and
¢ such a commission, if there had beenno devils to cast
¢ out, and the whole had been a vain imagination?
* When he had sent forth the seventy disciples, and they*
(Luke x.17.) “returned again with joy, saying, Lord,
“ even the devils are subject unto us through thy mame,”
* he was so far from repressing their joy, that he rather
¢ encouraged it, and fixed it upon its proper foundation,’
(ver. 18, 19, 20.) “ I beheld Satan as lightning fall
“ from heaven, Behold, I give unto you power to tread
“ on serpents and scorpions, and over all the power of
*“ the enemy ; and nothing shall by any means hurt you.
¢ Notwithstanding in this rejoice not, that the spirits are
** subject unto you ; but rdther rejoice, because your
DRInes-

£
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the said Dissertation cited (as above)
froimn Acts x. 38. has not been overlooked

%

* names are written in heaven.” ¢ But what is the sense
‘ or meaning of all this phraseology, if nothing more
: was performed than some cures of epilepsy and mad-
ness? How can the healing of the falling sickness be

¢ said to be the fall of Satan from his power and domi-
“.nion ? How can the curing of bodily diseases be said to
¢ be the subjection of the Spirits, and a vietory and
* triumph over all the power of the enemy? Our Saviour
¢ often commands the Unclean-Spirits to come out of &
‘. man, ¢ Hold thy peace,” (Luke iv. 85.) *“ and come
“ out of him.” ¢ But where is the reason or propriety of
¢ this command, if there were no spirits to come out, and
¢ only some distemper to be cured ? When the Jews
‘ charged our, Saviour’ “ with having a Devil,” (John
viii, 48.) * he denies the charge indeed, and disproves
“ it: but upon this supposition the shorter and better
¢ answer would have been, that there was no such posses-
¢ sion, there was no such thing as kaving a Devil, In
¢ like manner, when the Pharisees accused him (Matt,
 xii. 24.) of * casting eut Devils by the prince of the
¢ Devils,” * the proper reply would have been to have
¢ denied the principle instead of refuting it, and directly
* to have told the truth, if it had been the truth, that
¢ the Devil was notinthe least concerned one way or other :
¢ but, he admits the truth of his casting out Devils,
¢ and only exposes the unreasonableness and absurdity of
¢ imputing it to the prince of the Devils. And would he
¢ have employed so many arguments upon a subject that
¢ had not the least foundation in truth or the nature of
e ¢ things?
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by the Author: of the ¥ssay, whois
therefore, the more inexctsable,’ when
he asserts in page 13—as ““ an undoubt-
““ ed fact, that there is nol a single pas-
“ sage in the New Testament, in which
“ the DEVIL or DEVILS are spoken ofy
‘i rqfe?’mse {0 lhe present subject.”

And in anote at the bottom of the page
he adds—* that Acls x. 38. is. no ex-

“.ception. will be skcmn Belaw, Sect
ic V 5] Fl ] 7l

] ) | i Torld 1M e

The Proposition prefixed to this 5th
Section, to which he refers us on this
occasion, is that—* The particular dis-

* things? Would he have attempted to prove the truth
¢ of his divine mission from a false chimzra, from a
¢ thing that was not? Would he have argued upon,the
¢ reality of his casting out devils, if it _had been only a
‘ yulgar notion, an idl€ dream, a wild fancy, and no
¢ reality in it; or have pretended,’ that he ¢ cast out
““ Devils b'f' the "'[]I[‘It of God,” * and that thmefﬂrc
¢ the anndﬂm of God was comei?” ¢ The rl{,ul Ihat
¢ was cast oyt might have reasoned in this manner ; but
¢ not He, who is emphatically suled” (John X1V, 0.)
“ theway, and the truth, and the life.”

‘“ orders
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“ orders which the Ancients, whether
‘“. Heathens or Jews, ascribed (o THE
¢ POSSESSION of Demons, were such only
‘“ as disturbed the undersianding.”
Here the learned ‘Author of the Essay
displays great skill in the art of sophis-
try! The common received ‘doctrine
which he opposes, (if I understand
rightly the tendency and consequences
of the controversy) is, that Evil-Spirits,
or Unclean-Spirits in general (it matters
not by what other names they are call-
ed) have now, or at least have formerly
had power occasionally to afflict and
oppress mankind by disordering the
Body, as well as by influencing and dis-
turbing their Minds.—Yet the Author
of the Essay warily confines his 5th
Proposition to one single term, viz. to
DEMONS ;. though the Spiritual Enemies
and disturbers of mankind are plainly
mentioned in Scripture under various
other denominations: and he confines
his proposition also to one single mode

of

.
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of spiritual influence, viz. {0 POSSESSION,
though the power of Evil-Spirits over
Mankind was manifested in wvarious
ways, and by external as well as inter-
nal Effects: so that he is apparently
more intent and solicitous to fortify and
defend a weak Hypothesis by guarded
terms and positions, than to trace out the
true state of the questions whether or
not Evil-Spirils in general have now, or
Jormerly have had, power to afflict and
disturb mankind!

The general Hypothesis of this Au-
thor has but a very slender support from
the distinction, which (in the beginning
of this 5th Section) he so earnestly re-
commends to be observed ¢ belween
‘““ diseases supernalurally INFLICTED,
*“ and POSSESSIONS ”—because it ap-

~pears upon a fair examination of Serip-
ture, that both these,—viz. bo\éi{y-
DISEASES, as well:ﬁOSSE:’:;SIUNS, (or such
dissorders “ as disturbed the wunder-
““ standing,” )
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“ standing,”) are occasionally attribu-
ted in the New Testament to the Agency
of Evil-Spirits; and therefore, if the
5th Proposition of this Author had
been stated agreeably to the necessary
decision of the general gquestion con-
cerning -the 'power of FHuvil-Spirits, 1t
would be so glarmgly contradictory to
the evidence of Scripture, that the Au-
thor would not have dared to refer us
to this head in defence of his Assertion
~—that ¢ there.is NOT A SINGLE PASSAGE
“ in the New Testament in which the
‘“ DEVIL or DEVILS are spoken of in re-
“ ference fo the present subject,” (p.
13).—Nor durst ‘he immediately bave
added—*¢ that Acts x. 38. is no excep-
“ tion,” &c. referring to this very Sec-
tion : for—the Apostle Peter in the said
text expressly mentions the Healing of
those that were ' oppressed or over-
powered BY THE DEVIL, v75 rs 61050)e 5
so that, as the general question before
us is whether Evi/-Spiriis (the chief of

whom
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whom the Devil or Satan 1s declared to
be) have, or ever had, any power fo af-
flict and disturb Mankind, 1t cannot be
denied, that ‘¢ the DEVIL is here spoken
“ of in reference to the present subject,”
though the Author of the Issay so pe-
remptonly asserts the contrary.

- He has also asserted in page 2,—
“ that the Disorders impuled o super-
natural possessions, proceed from NA-
“ TURAL CAUSES, nof from the Agency
“ of any EVIL-SPIRITS.” We have no
reason to doubt, indeed, that the gene-
rality of Diésorders or Diseases among
Men are Natural ; but we have, never-
theless, ample and unquestionable Tes-
- timony from Scripture, not only that
““ the Disorders émmputed {0 SUPERNA-
““ TURAL POSSESSIONS” (or.‘“ such dis-
“ orders as disturbed the Understand-
“ ing”) were frequently occasioned by
the Agency of EVIL-SPIRITS, but even,
sometimes, BODILY DISTEMPERS, wherein

‘the

L .Y

ic
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the 'mind was not at all affected; so
that, 'which ‘ever way the argument is
taken, the temporal Power of Euvii-Spi-
rits 1s demonstrated, and of course the
general Hypothesis of the Author of
the FEssay: concerning ¢ the absolute
4 Nullity of DEMONS ” (p. 187) * and
““ the uller inability of these Spirils fo
“ do any good or evil to Mankind,” (p.
371) is confuted and disproved !

-="The extreme Corporal sufferings of
Job, “after SATAN had obtained the Di-
vine permission to “ fouch his bones
“’and his: flesh,” but not ‘¢ his life,”
(Job 11. 5—8.) afford an unquestionable
example of the power of that Hui-Spi-
rit, called SATAN, to affect (when tHe
all-Ruling Providence of God permits)
even THE BODIES OF MEN;—(and that
he ‘has always power to influence THE
MINDS OF MEN, who do not duly »esist
him, ‘1 hope is already demonstrated in
the preceding Tract on fhe Law on Na-

: | ture
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fure and Principles of Action in Man,)
so that the Case of Job confirms the /-
eral sense of the Evangelist’s expres-
sions concerning the “ Woman which
“ had a Spirit * of Infirmily eighteen
“ Yeurs, and was bowed logether,” &e.
—* whom” (our Lord himself express-
1y declared) ¢ SATAN hath bound, lo,
“ these eighleen Years.” Luke xii,
11—16, Rich |

Now if; with the Author of the Es-
say in page 70 and 77, we were to sup-
pose—* this Woman's disorder to be
““ the palsy, or a tolal relaxation of the
“ nerves, and that il proceeded from
“ NATURAL causes,” thatis, merely from
Natural Causes, 15 1t conceivable that
Christ (who is Truth itself, < I am the
 way, THE TRUTH, and the Life,” John
xiv. 0.) could expressly declare that—
“ SATAN bound her2” Or if—* this
“ Apliction befell her by the Providence
“ of God,” according to the sense

which
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which the Author must necessarily
mean when he so expresses himself in
p. 77, (that is—he must mean that the
Aftliction befell her ¢ by the Provi-
““ dence of God,” WITHOUT any Agency
or interposition of SATAN, for otherwise
his argument would be vain) 1s it con-
ceivable that Christ should expressly at-
tribute o SATAN, the Prince of Demons
and Unclean-Spirits, what he knew to
be effected by the agency of God's Pro-
vidence >—Would not this be blasphe-
my against the Holy Ghost? |

I have already caught the same Wri-
ter in a similar unlucky predicament
about the Agency of Satan ; and to pre-
vent repetition in producing my proofs
against him, I must beg leave to refer
my Readers to the Notes in pages 178
—191 of the preceding Tract on the
““ Law of Nature and Principles of Ae-
““ fionin Man,” wherewill also be found
some further remarks concerning the

Demoniacs of the New Testament.
P It

,r
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It will be but common justice how-
ever, not only to the Author of the Fis-
say, but also to the subject in question,
to remark before I conclude, that this
learned, though mistaken, Author has
produced ample evidence from classical
Authors and ancient Historians, that
the Greeks and other Heathen Nations
beheved m Demoniacal Possessions,
notwithstanding that the said Evidence
operates against his own Hypothesis on
that head ; and he proves, with a great
deal of learning, that the Diseases usu-
ally ascribed to DEMONS were not pecu-
liar to the Gospel Age, as some persons
have erroneously conceived.

¢ Many Ages before the birth of
« Christ, (says he) ¢ and in other Coun-
€ tries besides Judea, men ascribed their
< discases in general to Spirils’—p,
134, for which hLe cites Celsus, b. 1.
prefal.* and Homer's Odyss. ve 390.

# ¢ Morbos tum ad iram Ceorum immortalium rela-
“ tos esse, et ab fisdem opem posci solitam.”

“ Wilh
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“ With respect lo Demoniacs in particu-
“ lar, we meet with them as we have
¢ seen’ * (says he) ¢ in Whrilers of

. ¢ great

* 1le here refers us to pages 23, 78, and 87 of his
Essay. In the first of these pages (i. e. 23) he says—
¢ The Terms employed by the Greeks to describe persons
‘ INSPIRED, POSSESSED, AND DISORDERED IN
‘ THEIR UNDERSTANDINGS, serve to shew, that Tue
‘ srIr1TS by whom these persons were thought To BE
"% ACTUATED, were NOT FALLEN ANGELS, but the
* Gods the Heathens worshipped ; particularly such as
¢ were of human origin, or mere fictions of the imagi-
* nation.”  His quotations under this head prove, in-
deed, that the Greeks, &e. believed that men were fre-
quently possessed and actuated by Spirits; but by ne
means proves that the Spiritual Agents were not fallen
Angels, or that they were either of dwman origin or mere
fictions of the imagination, whatever might be the com-
mon opinion among the Gentiles! for though the vulgar
and less considerate persons among the Gentiles might
suppose them to be the Ghosés or Spirits of dead men, yet
the most learned writers among them have mentioned these
inspiring Spirits expressly as DEnmoxs, and they earnestly
endeavoured to cast them out from the unhappy persons
infested by them; which would have been unreason-
able, if they had considered them either as the Spirits of
their gods, or of their deified keroes ; and this would have
been still more unreasonable, if (ke this writer himself)
they had supposed them to be “ mere fictions of the ima-
‘“ gination!”  Most of the testimonies he has cited in

the
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oreat antiquity, particularly in Afs-
¢ chylus, Sophocles, Euripides, as well
‘ as in later dramatic Poets; nor are
‘ they mentioned in a manner that
* would lead us to suppose they were
“ motascommon’ (fromp. 135) ¢ as mad-
 men and epileptics are amongst us.
* These dramatic writers, it should be
¢ remembered, give us the truest repre-
‘ sentation of life and manners. Demo-
“ niacs occur also in their historians,’

the following note for the confirmation of his own no-
tions, demonstrate (very happily for the cause of truth)
that the ancient heathens believed in the actual existence
of Demons or Spirits, and that they had power to inspire
(or possess) the bodies of men.  In p. 78, note, he
says —** As to the Lymphatici, we read in Pliny” (Nat.
Hist. lib. viii, sect, 71.) * Hi greges repenté lymphati
“ futura precinunt.” (Pliny therefore, it is manifest,
did not consider this case either as the effect of a natural
distemper like the delirium of a fever, or as * a mere
“ fiction of the imagination,” but clearly as a superna-
tural inspiration.) ** The Lymphatici” (continues the
learned author of the Essay) ¢ are the ywugornnog of the
*“ Greeks, concerning whom Aristotle” (lib. 1. Ethicor.
Epidem.) * says, rucqbpGornmisg emivole duspwona srbsaialty,”
&c, Much more evidence to this purpose is cited in his
nctesin p. 80 and 81 of his Fseay,

(for
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(for which he cites Herodotus, and re-
fers to his own observations upon it in
p. 88) * ¢ as well as where we might

| “ most

# ¢ But the ancients” (says he, in p. 88) ¢ did not
consider any persons as possessed who were not dis-
ordered in their understandings; yet they did not con-
sider all who were disordered in their understand-
‘ ings as possessed. (Thus he clearly allows that the
ancients were sufficiently aware of the due distinction
between nafural and supernatural disorders of the mind)
“* The Grecks” (says be) ¢ did notimpute to Demons the
delirium of the fever, and phrenzy caused by drinking
¢ to excess. We read in Herodotus, (lib. vi. cap. 84.)
that it was said of Cleomenes, that Ais insanity did
not proceed from any Demon, but from hard drinking.
Nevertheless, the turn of expression here used, serves
* to shew, that for the most part, madness was ascribed
* to possession. To this some have thought they impu-
¢ ted every species of madness, for which they could not
account by the sole operation of natural causes, The
‘ fact seems to be, that they imputed to possession, only
¢ those cases of madness in which the symptoms appear-
¢ ¢d to them best to agree with the supposition of the
¢ patient having his faculties controuled by evil Demons,
¢ and with his speaking, and acting under their malig-
‘ nantinfluence.,”—A more reasonable distinction between
natural and supernatural cases of mental disorders,
could not possibly have been made: so that the learned
Author of the Essay has really furnished us with ample
testimonies against his own infidelity about the existence

of

-

&
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‘ most naturally expect them, in the
 writings of their Physicians.’

¢ From Hypocrates’ (for which he
cites his book, ¢ de Morbo Sacro”) “ it
¢ appears that 1t was a very common
thing among his cotemporaries, to as-
cribe the epilepsy and different species
¢ of madness to the possession of
Demons and Heroes.’

LY

iy

‘ With respect to their Philosophers; #
it i1s needless to appeal to the testi-
monies of particular persons; for
Demonolgy composed a very eminent

v 1A - .
part of the Pythagorean and Platonic

L

ha]

LY

of Demons! ¢ Besides madness” (says he in the same:
Pﬂgﬂ‘t viz, 89) * the ancients ascribed the epilepsyto pos-
‘¢ session; esteeming this disorder sacred on account of
‘* the entrance of Demons into the bodies of those who-
‘ suffered under it,” I'or this, he has cited Arcteus de-
Causis Morbi Diuturn. lib. i. cap. 4. And Hippocrates:
(p. 105) de Morbo Sacro,

* ¢ Demoniacs” (says he in a note) ¢ are mentioned
¢ in Aristotle, in such a manner as to shew; that though
¢ he denied, others asserted their existence.’

‘ philoso-
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¢ philosophy,* which prevailed greatly
after as well as before the time of
Christ’ (p. 136). ¢ Lucian wrote his
Philopseudes on purpose to expose the
folly of the learned physicians and the
-most able philosophers, the heads of
their several sects, for their absurd at-
tachment to Demonism, possessions,
and magic.’+

-

-y

-

-

-

-

‘ These articles, at that time, seem
to have composed the common creed
¢ of all men, except the followers of De-
* mocritus,” (for which he again cites

-,

# For which he refers to Plutarch, De Placit. Phil.
fib.v. cap. 1. Cicero, De Divinat. lib. i. sect, 5, 0, 82.
87.

+ ¢ In the Philopseudes of Lucian,’ (says the author
of the Essay in a note) * Cleodomus the Peripatetic,
* Dinumachus the Stoic, and Ion the Platonist, do all
¢ plead the cause of Demonism,” vol. ii. p. 330, &c.
ed. Var. Amstel. 1687. Towards the close of the dia~
logue, p. 340, a Pytlagorean is introduced to give his
sanction to the same doctrine. So that possessions,
exorcisms, and magic, composed the creed of the phi-
losophers of different sects, as well as of the common
people, in the time ef Lueian,

Lucian
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Lucian 'p. 349). '« The express mention
‘ made of Demoniacs (under this very
* name) by TLacian,* by Plutarch,+
and by’ (from p. 137) < Appollonius,
bears ample testimony to the common
persuasion concerning the existence
of such persons in their times. The
established theology of the Heathen

LY

#

-

# To this, the author of the Essay adds in a note
as follows. ¢ [Ile” (Lucian) © speaks of those who de-
“ divered demoniacs from their terrors—vss duporwilus
¢ amarhataos Twr Jupalev—Philopseud. p. 337." And he
also refers to p. 23 of his own Essay on the Demoniacs
in the New Testament.

+ Here again the author of the Fssay addsin a note
as follows: ¢ Plutarch says’ (Sympos. 1. vii. ¢, 5.)
‘ The magicians commanded the Demoniacs to read over
“ and renounce the Ephesian letters. He uses’ (says,
the author of the Essay) * the very word duspondopnes,
which is commonly used in the New Testament.”

1 ¢ In Philostratus’s Life of Apollonius,” (says the
uuthor of the Essay in a note) ‘ mention is made of
‘ a young man who had been a Demoniac two years,—
¢ ECI‘-IIMD?M' dt duo ern, lib, i, cap. 38. p. 128, ed, Olear.
¢ Concerning another youth, itis said—é dziger dawe ot
¢ And Apollonius undertook to cast out Demons,” lib. iv.
cap. 20, p. 157. :

< world,
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¢ existence of Exorcists ;* both before
‘ and after the time of Christ,” (says he
in.p. 138) ¢ and the general prevalence
“ of magic arts 4+ amongst this people, as
¢ well as amongst the (entiles, are a
“ full proot that a belief of frequent
¢ possessions was common to both.

‘ The same conclusion’ (says he in p.
£39) ¢ may be drawn from the manner
* in which such of them as were stran-
¢ gers to the doctrines of Christianty,

¢ Elsewhere: (Ant. lib, viii, cap. 2. sect. 5.) he speaks
¢ of a Demon’s going out—(<Eiov]i)—of the possessed
¢ person, and being adjured to refwrn mo more. This

phraseology is very conformable to that of the Gos~
pel.”

£.

&

* For which, in a note, he ecites—* Matt. xi. 27,
Acts xix, 13, Joseph. Antig.’ hib. viii. cap. 2. sect, 5,
Justin, Mart. Dial. cum Tryph. p. 311. Iren. lib. ii..cap..
0. sect. 2. Origen. cont, Cels. lib. 1..p. 17, lib, iv. p.
¢ 183, 184.

+ ¢ See Lightfoot,” (says he, in a note): ¢ vol. il. p.
¢ 175. Beza, Whithy, Grotius on Acts xix. 13. 19.
¢ and Biscoe’s History of the Acts, p..290.

«vaddressed:



123

< addressed our Saviour : Have mercy
on me, said the woman of Canaan, my
daughter is grievously vered with a
Demon.* In the same style, a Jew
implores his compassion on behalt’ of
< his Son :* ““ Look on my Son ; he hath
“ a Spirit, and is sore vexed.”4+ ‘¢ It
¢ ‘was not those who received, but those
* who rejected the doctrines of Christ,
that reproached him and his forerun-
ner with having a Demon.¥ So that
the Scripture itself furnishes abundant
¢ evidence, that the doctrine of posses-
# sions was prior to the Christian era,
¢ Hence it comes te pass, that posses-
¢ sions are never mentioned in the Gos-
< pel history with any degree of sur-
¢ prize, as a thing new or exfraordinary,
but altogether’ (p. 140) ¢ as a matter

5
e
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* Matt., xv. 21, 22. Mark vii. 24. Sece also Acts
«%vi. 16. 18, xix. 13.

4 Matt, xvii, 15. Mark 1x. 17. Luke ix. 39.

t Matt. xi, 18. John vii. 48, 52.
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< more than those do, who sometimes
< would persuade us, that the Devil’s
¢ tyranny expired (as well as revived)
¢ at the coming of Christ; and at
¢ other times, maintain the credit of
¢ those writers, who, in every succeeding
¢ age, represent the devil as being cvery
¢ day dispossessed by Christians.’

This last sentence of the learned
Woriter 1s not so strictly correct as the
preceding testimonies, here cited from
him, whereby he has clearly confuted
his own doctrines about the nullity of
Demons, the general object of his Es-
say. I'or with respect to «“ the Devil's
 tyranny,” above mentioned, there is
no such contradiction, as he supposes,
between those who assert that it is
“ expired,” and those who are justly
aware that he is still allowed power to
possess mankind, and consequently may
“ be every day dispossessed by Chris-
“ tians.”

“ The
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“ The Devil's yranny” is certainly,
“ expired,” 1n one sense, that is with
respect to all faithful Christians who
are duly vigilant to »esis¢ him.

i

“ The Devil's tyranny” first began
to fall by our Lord’s own glorious re-
sistance (even in his hAuman nature) to
Satan’s personal temptations. And his
tyranny was farther reduced when our
Lord granted extraordinary spiritual
powers to his Aposties, and  fo other
“ seventy Disciples,” in human nature,
. to enable them to preach and promul-
gate the doctrines of his heavenly
Kingdom. And on their return from
that extraordinary mission they declar-
ed to him,—¢ Lord, even the Demons
“ are subject unto us through thy name !
To which our Lord replied—¢ f pe-
““ held Satan” (says he) “ as lightening
“ FALL FROM HEAVEN.—Behold I give
“ unto you power fo (read on Serpents
“ and Scorpions, and over all the power

2




128

“ of the enemy, and nothing shall by
“ any means hurt you. Notwithstand-
“ ing inthis” (said our Lord) ¢ rejoice
“ not, that the Spirilts are subject (o
“ yous bul ralher rejoice because your
““ names are wrillen in Heaven” (Luke
x. 17—20). |

Thus were the #nimical Spirits ren-
dered subject to the Disciples of Christs
so that the Kingdom of God came nigh
fo them, as declared in the 9th and
11th verses of the same chapter; but it
became much more nigh, and was more
perfectly secured to them, and to all
other true Disciples, after our Lord’s
glorious (riwmph (in our own nature, as
“ the Son of Man’" ) over Sin and Death,
by his own death and resurrection to
life, when he declared his supreme and
universal power, saying— all Power is
« given unto me in Heaven and in
“ Earth.” (Matt. xxviii. 18.) 1t was then
that « the Devil's tyranny expired”

* with
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with respect to all true and faithful
Disciples of Christ, whom he has secur-
ed with 1nestimable privileges and fran-
chises from spirilual oppression and
slavery through the promised guidance
of the Holy-Spirit, if they duly ask and
pray for it in his name. But, on the
other hand, the Devil's tyranny is still
grievously oppressive, and most notori-
ously manifest over careless and un-
guarded mortals, who suffer themselves
to be pufted up with pride, and to be
contaminated with luxury, intemper-
ance, and unrestrained lust of any
kind, whereby the greater part by far
of all mankind are withdrawn from the
love of God and are involved in the
thraldom and siavery of the Devil. For
*“ wide is the gate and broad is the way”
(as our Lord hath assured us) “ that
 leadeth to destruction, and maﬁy there
“ be which goin thereat!” and, on the
contrary, that there are duf few that find
“ the other narrow way that leadeth
“ unfo life.” (Matt. vii. 13, 14.)

R But
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But, even in this unhappy state of ex-
treme danger, the narrow and difficult
way is still open, during Zife, to all sin-
ners, who, by a timely repentance, will
endeavour to recover their forfeited
dignity and privileges. And thus “ the
“ Devil” may still “ be every day dis-
* possessed by Christians”—that 1s by
all who will sincerely endeavour to be
worthy of that title; because “ the
“ Devil's (yranny” 1s so eflectually
“ expired,” that he will certainly flee
trom all who duly resist him, as St.
James, (in his Epistle c. iv. 7.) has as-
sured us, saying—*“ resist the Devil,
“ and he will flee from you.” DBut, by
the same rule, in the converse state of
the case, we are equally assured that he
still exists 1n actual power and continu-
ed tyranny over all persons, who post-
pone theirﬂepentance, and willfully neg-
lectto resist him, and who, of course, must
be inthralled in the most deplorable of
all Slavery to the destruction both of

: | ’ body
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bodyandsoul! Iorthe ““ Devil,” though
“ cast out,”—** hath greal wrath” (Rev.
xii. 9712.) and 1s still that most danger-
ous ““ Adversary” who i1s compared
to a “ roaring Lion” that ¢ walketh
“ about,” as watching our steps, and
“ secking whom he may devour.” (1.
Pet. v. 8.) And therefore,  lest Satan
¢ should get an advantage of wus,” we
ought not to be “ ignorant of his devi-
“ ces.” (2. Cor. il. 11.) « Neither give
““ place to the Devil.” (Eph. iv. 27.)

These are ample proofs «“ fhat the
“ Devil” maybe‘ every day dispossess-
“ ed by Christians,” consistently with the
doctrine that his “ fyranny is expired,”
(i. e. with respect to all persons who
rightly avail themselves of our Redeem-
er's promises) ‘‘ as well as that il is
““ revived,” viz. over all who neglect
the inestimable charter of privilegesand
franchises which we have obtained and
hold i Christ,

Having
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Having thus solved a difficulty which
seemed to have perplexed the learned
Author of the *“ Essay on the Demoni-
“ acs of the New Testament,” 1 may
now resume my proposed citation from
him of some farther evidence, against
himself, concerning the reality of De-
moniacal Possessions ; and I have there-
fore chosen his confutation of the erro-
neous notions suggested on this subject
by Dr. Sykes and Dr. Lardner, as the
concluding article of my little Tract.

* A further arguinent in favour of real
¢ possessions’ (says this learned, though
very Inconsistent Writer in p. 280) “is
¢ taken from the destruction of the
¢ herd of Swine, which the Demons
* are said to have entered and stimula-
“ ted to instantaneous madness,” (for

which he cites Matt, viii. 30, Mark v.
11. Luke vin. 32.) ¢ This case 1s consi-
¢ dered by some as a decisive proof of
‘ the power of Demons, both over the

‘ human
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“ human and” (he improperly adds)
¢ brutal race,* and is thought even to
1 ; “"have

* The learned author certainly extended his argument
too far, when he included the ** brutal race” as being
““ in the power of Demons,” because the miracle he
has cited is so far from being *“ a decisive proof of
““ the power of DEMONS over the BRUTAL vace,” that
it is, on the contrary, a most *‘ decisive proof” that the
Demons have no power at all over the ** brutal race”
without an express permission {as in this instance, and
there i1s no other instance on record) by divine autho-
rity. In this manner the learned writer has very fre-
quently marred and confounded his own arguments by
unguarded additions, of which his present work, in par-
ticular, contains great abundance of examples. Oéler
animals, as well as Man, are certainly liable to some
peculiar kinds of madness, arising from natural causes;
and even very fimorous animals may lose their appre-
hension of bodily denger, when so enraged by cruel
usage as to be rendered furious for revenge; or they
may be blinded by exfreme terror so as to lose their
natural sense and means of avoiding danger, like a
frightened horse, or like little birds and other weak
and helpless animals, when fascinated by the eyes of
cats, serpents, or other beasts of prey, under which
fatal influence they will advance towards their own
destruction ; and female animals of very gentle nature,
will frequently lose all apprehension of danger to them-
#lves, when prompted with a nefural zeal in defence
of their young. In any of these cases, other animals be-

sides
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have been purposely designed by
Providence, to convince us of this

principle, and to refute the op-
‘ posite opinion.

L

-

‘To

sides Man, may evidently rush headlong to their own de-
struction ; but never with any such apparent desizn fo
cause their own death, as could reasonably be imputed to
the incursion of Demons, or inimical Spirits, like that un-
natural propensity to self-murder, which is frequently and
notoriously prevalent in mankind! For there never was
an instance (at least on record) either before or since this
demontacal possession of the Swine by our Lord's express
permission, that any other animal, except Man alone,
should be so totally deprived of its natural principle of
self-preservation or self-love, as to manifest an earnest
desire and premeditated design to destroyitself!  And
Suwine, of all other ennnals, are the most remarkable not
only for self love, but also for their jealous apprehension
of bodily danger, and for clamorously expressing  their
extreme fear of death whenever they are scized for the
slaughter. '

There is one animal, indeed, the Scorpion, which seems
to afford an exception in this point to all other animals of
a less noxious nature. It issaid, thatif a Scorpion is sur-
rounded by burning coals of fire, he will strike his own
back with the poisonous sting of his tail, and instantly die
of the wound. I do not pretend to assert the truth of
this circumstance ; but even if it were a known fact that
this noxious animal is so far like abandoned Men, as real-
ly to prefer and adopt self-murder as a relief from other
gufferings, it will not otherwise affect the argument re-

- spectin
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“ To enervate this argument,” (says
he), ¢ Dr. Sykes suggested’ (Inquiry, p.
52)

specting all other less novious animals, than as affording a
peculiar exception to their gencral case respecting the
power of Demons ; which indeed ought, here, to be parti-
cularly noticed, because Serpents and Scorpions are ex-
pressly included in ¢ fhe power of” the cnemy” by our
Lord himself, (Luke % 19.) and also because the first
Serpent was notoriously inspired by the spiritual Enemy
as his instrument for the temptation of our first parents!
So that Serpents and Scorpions are really similar to wéc/k-
ed Men in this point of diabolical influence, as being liable
to be rendered instruments for the purposes of the Devil,
and of course to be included in “ the power of the
“ eneny.” And the converse state of this case ought te be
strongly urged to all unguarded and voluptuous sinners,
who do Not “ put on the whole armour of God,” and of
course are not “ able to withstand the wiles of the Devil,”
(Ephes. vi, 11. for there is no middle way ; as we must
either be the servants and sons of God, or the servants
and sons of the Devil) so that by yeilding themselves in-
struments to Satan’s delusions, they are necessarily inclu-
ded in the power of the Enemy, and of course are ranked
with Scorpions and Vipers, as the haughty and jealous Pha-
risces and Saducces, in all their literary pride and self-
sufficiency, were expressly intituled by John the Baptist,
“ a generation of Vipers,” (Matt. iii. 7.) and also by our
Lord himself, “ Ye generation of Vivers, how can you es-
“ cape the damnation of Hell.” (Matt. xxiil. 33.) Such
are the horrible fruits of selfishness, pride, vice, and un-

righteousness,
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52) < and Dr. Lardner’ (Case, p. 17,
101, and Remarks on Dr. Ward, p. 17)
¢ strenuously

righteousness, that by yilding to temptation, mefi become
regenerated, as it were, by the Devil himself, as his oun
children and family, (instead of the promised regenera-
tion by the Holy-Spirit, to partake of the divine nature ;
because there is no mrddle way, as before remarked).
For “ He that committcth sin ts of ¢he Dewel,” (1 John
iit. 8.; and this is farther explained by the Apostle in the
9th and 10th verses of the same chapter :—* Whosacver
“ 15 born of God” (alluding to the same necessary doc-
trine of spiritual regeneration) *“ doth nat commit sin ;- for
st s seed remaineth tn him: and he cannot sin, because
¢ ke is born of God. Inthis the children of God are
“ manifest, and the children of the Devil : Whosocver doth
“ NOT RIGHTEOUSXESS,is NOT o¥coD,nertherhethat
“ Joveth mot his brother.” Aud the same doctrine was
strongly asserted by our Lord himself, when he charged
the Jews with their murderous intentions against his own
person, though they affected  the dignity and purity of
Abrakam’s Seed —** W kasoevercommitteth sin” (said our
Lord) * are the servants” (or rather slaves) ** of sin,"&ec.
—* I know that ye are Abrakam’s Seed ; but ye seek to
“ il me, becausc my word hath no place in you: I
““ speak that which I have seen with MY FATHER : and ye
“ do thatwhich ye have seen with your father.” (Here our
Lord states the truc contrast between the sons of God
and the sons of the Devil.) “ Theyanswered and said
“ unto kim, Abrakam is our Father. Jesussaithunto them,
“ If yewere Abrakam's children, yenould do the works of
“ dbrakam.. But now ye seek to Lill me, 2 man that hath

“ toid
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4 stréhuously contended, that the Swine
¢ were frighted by the (wo madmen, and
¢ so driven down the precipice inlo the
¢ sea. On the other hand, the advo-
‘ cates of the common hypothesis
¢ insist upon it, [to my apprehension,’
(says he in p. 281,) ¢ with great reason, |
¢ that it was impossible for two men,
¢ however fierce, to put so vast a herd
¢ of swine as two thousand into motion

“ told you the truth which I Lave from God : this did not
“ Abraham. Ye do the deeds of YouRr father” (mean-
ing the Devil}. ¢ Then said they to him, We be not boru
¢ of fornication; we have one Father, (even) God. Jesus
“ said unto them, If God were your Father, ye would
¢ love me. Why do not ye understand my speech ? (even)
“ because ye cannot hear my word. Ye are of your
“ FATHER THE Deril, and the lusts of your father ye
“ qwill do. He was a murderer from the beginning, and
““ aqbode not n the truth, because there is no truth in
“ him. When ke speaketh a lie, he speaketh of his own :
“ for he is a liar and the father of it,” John viii, 34—
44. All this should be awfully considered by those unhap-
py persons, who, for worldly interest, have ever ventured
to misrepresent and betray the truth, or in any other re-
spect have yielded themselves as instruments or slaves
in the service of Safan; for as such, they are certainly
debased to the detestable rank of Vipers,

S ‘ 1n
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in-an instant, and to cause them all
to rush with violence down a precipice
into the sea; Swine, contrary to the
nature of most other animals, running
diflerent ways when they are driven.
But this part of the controversy might
well be spared ;’ (says he) it not ap-
pearing from history, that the men
ever fell upon the herd, or made any
attempt to drive them into the sea.
Nay’ (says he) ¢ the history expressly
refers their destruction to a different
cause from the behaviour of the mad-
men.” After these unexceptionable

arguments against the false notions of
Dr. Sykes and Dr. Lardner, the Author
himself, most unaccountably, reverts to
his own absurd hypothesis of attributing
Demoniacal possession to mere madness,
and, in p. 282, he is careful to remind us
of it.—° We must recollect’ (says he)
¢ that those persons, who were anciently

[

(4

thought to be possessed, were disor-

dered in their understandings.’ On
which
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which I shall only remark, that « we
“ must recollect,” also at the same
time, that HE HIMSELF has produced
many ungquestionable proofs (several of
which T have already cited from him,
and which without his learned labours
I should never have known), that from
the most ancient times, according to
the testimony, not only of the best Ais-
torians, but also of physicians, phiioso-
phers, and the most eminent classical
writers, a due distinction between De-
moniacal Possession and Madness from
natural causes was always duly observ-
ed and known ; and therefore, how far
the mention of his own notions, under a
reference to the case in question, may
tend to render his own notions about
mere madness 1 the case more consis-
tent and reasonable, on the supposition
that the Swine were nol really possessed,
but were only “ désordered in their un-
“ derstandings” (anobvious conclusion
to be drawn from the said reference,

though
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though not literally so expressed) does
not require much consideration. 1 shall
therefore omit what he has further ad-
vanced about his own opinion (which 1s
amply confuted in the preceding re-
marks on ¢ the Casec of Saul”) and
will resume my quotation from him, as
far as 1t relates to his learned confuta-
tion of Dr. Sykes and Dr. Lardner,
which 1s continued in p. 283 as follows :
¢ It appears likewise from history, that
‘ at the time the Demoniacs were cured,
‘ they were present with Christ; and
¢ the herd of Swine af some distance
‘« from them. Nevertheless’ (says he
in p. 284), ¢ no sooner was leave asked
¢ for the Demons to enter the herd,
than it was granted: Forthwith, or
“ immediately Jesus gave them leave,
and said unto them,—Go. Then went
he Demons out of the Men, and en-
‘ tered inlo the Swine, (for which he
cites Mark v. 13. Matt. viin. 32. and
Luke  vui.  -33.) ¢ The Demoniaca,‘

¢ therefore,

-
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¢ therefore, were cured upon the spot,
while the Swine continued feeding
quietly by themselves; and conse-
quently they had no opportunity of
falling upon them and forcing them
down a precipice into the sea. Far-
ther, the Men, at this time, could
have no disposition to make any such
attempt upon the herd; for we have
seen, that before the latter grew mad,
or appeared’ (says he in p. 287) ¢ un-
der any disorder, the former were re-
stored to their right mind ; or, in other
words, the Demons had Zeft the Men
before they took possession of the
Swine. The men, therefore, if the
words of the evangelists are to be our
guide, neither drove, nor attempted
to drive, the herd into the sea. Had
the spectators seen them engaged in
such a mad and mischievous attempt,
they would not have thought the De-
mons had left them, but considered
them still as possessed madmen. The
¢ history,



"
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history, it is certain, doth expressly
ascribe the destruction of the Swine,
not to their being driven by the De-
montacs, but to the entrance of De-
mons 1nto them, or to their being
seized with the same disorder from
which the men were relieved, and
which was thought to be caused by
Demons. The Lvangelists, even sup-
posing them to have adopted the
common hypothesis, would not have
said, that the Demons had entered
the Swine, if the latter had only been
pursued by the Demoniacs.  Nor
can I see’ (says the Author of the

Essayin p. 288) ¢ any room to dispute

£

the testimony of the Evangelists in

* this matter.’

END OF THE CASE OF SAUIL, &ec.
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been considerably obscured by the
¢ manner 1 which our translators have
rendered- part of the passage that
contains it. As the 'l'ext now stands’
(continues he) ¢ the words in the close
¢ of the first, and the beginning of the
¢ second verse of the fourth chaptey, run
¢ thus’—* giving heed (o seducing Spi-
¢ prils and DOCTRINES OF DEVILS;
““ speaking lies in hypocrisy.” ¢ Now
(says Mr. *** ) ¢ if the word, here tran-
¢ slated Deuwils, be, in the original, real-
¢ ly a Substantive, n natural construc-
¢ tion, that. translated speaking lies
¢ should agree with it ; and consequent-
¢ ly those ZFeachers who should prohi-
¢ bit Marriage are denominated Devils 5
¢ but, at present, it seems far from
¢ clear whether these Devils are spoken
« of as the subject, or the teachers of
+ the Doctrines.” To which I must re-
ply, that the word, transiated Dewils,
15 really a  Substantive, dzomor, the
Geuitive plural from the Substantive by
| which

ey,

LY

L "
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other Genitive plural, than the Substan-
tive dzportoy, that can possibly be
constructed with 1t) but also the two
next Participles in the Genitive plural
which follow, viz. WexavTngizoperor and
4wl yovlow. For all these three partici-
plés, In strict grammatical construction,
refer to the substantive in the Genitive
case plural, 4xuuoror, as being the de-
scription and wor# of Demons, the delu-
ders ;—But the “ giving heed to seduc-
““ gng Spirils,” mentioned in the first
part of the sentence, relates to different
Beings, or persons; for the participle
'J:fgaﬁaxwfzc,is a nominative plural, which

leading doctrines of the Church of Rome, wherein the Pa-
pists have unhappily departed from the practice of the
primitive Church of Christ, and ‘¢ from the faithonce de-
¢ Divered to the Saints.” But the truereadingof the Greek
Text is sufficiently proved by the necessary grammatical
construction, which is confirmed by the most approved
Greek copies, viz. Robe. Stephens's elegant Paris editions of
1550 and 1569. The copies also from which the English
versions were taken ; and that from which the old Spanish
version of 1500 was translated, as also all the best and
gost correct modern editions of the Greek Text.

refers
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L =Ed

refers to ﬁhe nmmnatwe Pronoun rum¢s,
the « some persans Wthe apmtaw
in the latter’ times. is predmtcd and
the very manner and means of th{.n
ajmstanzmg 1S alsa predluted Viz. tlu::
“ giving iaeed fa saducann* Spar;a‘s
F{G’EX’J‘W&‘&' TIVEUAT) ﬁ'lxp'af : and what
kind of seducing Spant.s' thr::s.e v.’erc is
.explamed in the nest portion of tlm
sentence, annexed by a COI]JI.]I!EH{)H Hau
u.eé'a:fxa:lm., dauorior, and to ‘the
“ doatrines of Demons.” 6 that the
% ,s'eduung Sp;rﬂs” to whom thE‘%‘t..
Apostates (as predlcted) wau}d m‘c‘end
were undoubtedly T)emons, as it i’ ex-
pressly added, that thev mwuld m‘!eﬂd
“ ALSO (o the doc!rmes :gpf Dr‘.tma

Mr. * * * seems to apprehend, that
‘the word Demans 51g111ﬁe=.~, rather de-
“ parted Spsr:t.s 'tlmn Devils. But
the Scripture use or apphcatmn of thc*
~word Demon is regula.rly to denote an

Unffmn—q’pcret or Dfm{ and there is

4 i not
i ™






154
to the necessary grammatical construc-
tion of this particular text. But with
respect to the belief of the Papists ¢ in
¢ the interposition of DEPARTED SPIRITS,’
mentioned by Mr. * * % 1 must re-
mark, on the Hypocrisy of Demons (1t
we may judge by what is revealed in
- the Holy Seriptures of the Hypocrisy of
¢ the Prince of Demons,” viz. that ¢ Sa-
“ lan himself is (ransformed into an
“ Angel of light,” 2 Cor. xi.. 14, 15:)
that 1t'is very natural to suppose, that
other Demons as well as their Prince,
may also be “ (ransformed as Ministers
“ of righteousness,” and may endea-
vour to appear as ¢ .Angels of light,”
or to personate ¢ Departed Saints, the
Virgin Mary, St. James, and other
holy persons from whom the Roman
Catholics profess to have received Re-
velations concernming the efficacy of
Holy waler, and other enchantments, as
well as many other herefical practices
~and doctrines of the Papacy, which are
' contrary
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Eciﬁtl'ﬁr}f to the Faith and Practice of thé
pr imitive Church. Besides it is n&cﬁs—
éurv to be observed that Men, while it
the flesh, are never; in Holy Seripture,
called Sparn’s thnugh they are frequent:
Iy called 7 1, Souls ; and therefore,
according to the general meaning of
words used in Holy Seripture, the « sé-
¢ ducing Spirits” to whom t’he pre-

dicted dpase’a!es gaze Jheeil, must have e

been really Sperafs, or Demons, and riot
cither JMen, or the depnr!ed Synrafs
“ of Men.” For it is not at all probable
that « de;Jme‘f’d Spfrafs of Men” ever
| ﬂ})i}E’ﬂ_I‘Eﬂ. to detude mankind with lies.
We have ohe remmkabie instance, in-
deed, ofa p.‘mm‘ﬂm or appeal ance in the
form of Samuwel the Prophet, which fore-
fold the approiaching desfruction of Saul
~‘and his sons, and the defeat of Israel;

but, thotigh this Spérit appeared in con-
sequenioe of the incantations of a Witch ;
yet he spake the Truth ; and the anier
“of his appearance was so different ﬁ'brh
‘what

4
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what the Witch herself expetted, that
she was terrified, and “ cried with a loud
“ poice,” and exclaimed to Saul, “ #hy
““ hast thou deceived me, for thou art
“ Saul” And when he encouraged her
to lay aside her fear, saying < Be nof
“ afraid, for what sawest thouw 2” She
answered, < I stw.gods ascending out
“ 'of the earth.” Sothat the appearances
were unquestionably very different to
what she had expected, and by the na-
ture ‘of the advice given to Saul, at
that time, -and the truth of the prophe-
tical part of it, we may be assured that
1t was not comimunicated by a “ sedi-
“ cing. Spirit” ‘or Demion, but by some
more -rESpt-,Ctéihle Agent of the Divine
Will, whose unexpected appearance oe-
‘casioned ‘'the extreme terror ‘of the
woman; and itis not at all improbable
that the Agent was the departed Spirit
‘of Samuel himself, appearing (not by
‘the incantation of the Witch, but) by the

will
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« after the working of Satan with all
“ power, and signs, and Iym‘g wonders.”
(2 Thess. 2. 9.)

*Th,e

His just censure is cited in & a collection of political
 Papers,” No. vi. p. 20. Such extreme depravity, as
he has described, of persons professing to be Christians,
.cannot surely be more reasonably accounted for thap
by attributing their perversign to ¢ the working of Satan,”
as the Holy. Scnpturcs have expressly warned us.  And
of this working of Satan, even Mr. thhﬂn himself (not-
withstanding his defective fmfﬁ In g.emrral concerning
‘aptuhmi matters revealed in the Holy Scriptures) has
cited ample tvstlmumos of .the actual communication of
Demons, or .Et.:I-szrsrs, to delude mankind, in that purt
ot his Roman History relating to the Emperor Julian,
shewing that these *“ seducing Spirits” so artfully per-
sonated the false pagan deities dpollo, Mercury, &c. that
the dpostate Empemr, the Anfallible Pontifer "Ir.[ﬂ.nmzfo)
himself,* was compietuly deluded by them, and confirm-
ed in his rejection of the Chrigtian Faith, <o as scriously
to embrace the dark errors of Paganism. Mr. Gibbon
nevertheless has, at the same time, most mdiscnmmate]j
dignified the imperial Adpostate with the title of * Pious
* Prince!” The shameful adoption of the, Pagan Celibacy
by the Church of Rome, in direct opposition to the prac-
ticeof the primitive Church of Christ,cannot be accounted

% Julian was ht-that time (like all the pther Roman Emperors
of the western branch who formed the 6th erowned head of the
. beast, during their liveg) the only Roman Pontifer Meximus then
evistine ; and he acted in the gendine spirit of that function in

-promotiog Ido/gtry and the worship af Demons. 1
fgr
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The new version, however, of this
'Text, proposed by Mr. * * *, would
not be at all consistent with the original
Text ;—¢ butthe Spiritspeaketh express-
ly that in the latter times some shall
depart from the Faith, giving heed to
‘seducing Spirits and doctrines of
“ WRETCHED Men’ (says Mr, * % %
instead of Devils or Demons) ¢ speaking
“ lies 1n hypocrisy, seared 1n their con-
¢ sciences, jforbidding to marry, &ec.
But if such liberty in translating (the
substituting one word for another) be
admitted, the Holy Seripture may be so
perverted as to countenance any kind
of doctrine, that whimsical writers may

wish to impose on us!

LY

",

L3

According to this new version, the
““ seducing Spirils,” mentioned in the

ed for on any other principle, than that of the actual com-
snunication of * seducing Spirits ;” so that it may justly
be deemed a * docfrine of Demons.” Sce a note in the
Tract on Congregational Courts, p. 77 and 78, 2d Note,

X same
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same sentence, must also be understood
to mean ¢ seducing Men,” and not ¢ se-
“ ducing Spirits, as they are expressly
called,—so that the sense, 1n that case,
must be entirely mconsistent with the
real words of the original, zrveavpzor and
dawonioy.  Had the inspired writer
intended to express the sense above pro-
posed, he certainly would not have used
the word zrevuasi, because living Men
are never called Spérits in Holy Serip-
ture; and had he intended to express
the case of Men infected, or inspired,
by Demons (which case I suppose Mr.
* % % jjmeans by his expression—
“ wretched Men” ) he would, probably,
have used a proper Participle (and not
the Substantive dzovior) as rov du-
voveoue ‘ov, or damorvisory, &c. which,
even then, would barely justify
his version of ¢ wretched Men,” though
Demoniacs are surely wrefched enough !
¢ But whatever the more learned rea-
‘der’ (says Mr. # * #) < may think of

¢ this
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this proposed alteration, the mspeciion
of the original will convince him,
that the persons termed Devils are
those who it 1s said shall prohibit
Marriage, &c. In which he is certain-
ly right: for the Demons did always
prohibit Marriage to their Priests and
Votaries in the ancient state of Pagan-
tsm s and the Pagan Priests in Thibet,
Boutan, Ava, Pegou, and China, are not
permitted to marry, even to thix day;
so that the Prohibition to marry may
well be called, a “ doctrine of Denions.”
But the Apostate Church did not proki-
bit Marriage until * the lalter times”
ev yeejo1; #engars, (as predicted by St.
Paul,) when those persons arose who
are described as “ giving heed,” mgs0ey
o7z, “ to seducing SPIRITS” and to the
“ Doctrines of Demons.” 'The Spirits
and the Demons, therefore, were the
leaders in the Prohidition of Marriage,
and the various stories related in the
“ Golden Legend,” and in the ¢ Gestes
car

L]

"

-

-,

-
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““ of Saints,” * &c. about the appearances
+ of Saints and Angels,  commanding”
the several establishments, or orders, of
Celibacy (howsoever incredible in other
matters, yet in this of “ Fordidding te
“ marry,” and ¢ commanding lo abstain
“ from meals,” when compared with
this prediction of St. Paul,) afford ample
reason to suppose, that many of the ap-
pearances were really Demoniacal De-
lusions—*¢ Demons speaking lies in Hy-
““ pocrisy s’ which they certainly did,
if they personated the blessed Virgin,
or any of the Apostles or Saints ; for
we are sure that the departed Spirits of
Saints could not teach any such doc-

* ¢ Gestes of Saints,”.To the title of this collection
of -ridiculows popish miracles, we are indebted for the
ironical derivations of our English words, jest, and

Jests.

{—Apparitionum, visionum, somniorum, et illusion-
um Dialoli, ad confirmandas superstitiones, extra ver-
bum Dei, approbatoges praecones ¢t dictatores agebant.
Iist. Ecclesiast. Hbttingeri, c. viii, p. 478.

(rines,
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cnooviar) “ from the faith ;” (and, then,
tor the very manner of their Apostatiz-
ing he adds zs07ey0r7ec) © giving heed
“ {o seducing Spirits and (o doclrines
“ ¢f Demons” (tor whatsoever outward
appearances the Demons may have as-
sumed, in order the more effectually to
seduce them, yet the Doctrines them-
selves, which the Chwirck of Rome has
adopted confessedly on account of su-
pernatural appearances and spiritual
relations, are so notoriously contrary to
the Holy Scriptures, and to “ the Feilh
“ once delivered (o the Sainfs,” that
there can be no reason to doubt of their
being really what the Apostle has ea-
pressly called them, viz. Dectrines of
Deimons, ) — speaking Lies in hypo-
“ crisy, having their conscience seared™
(or cauterized ) *“ Forbidding (o Marry"
(and conumanding) ¢ to abstain from”
meals, &c. Thistatal Apostatizing, ¢ fiom
“Uhe faith,” (Dy “some persons”—zwes )
both as to the menner of 1t, and the prin-

cipal















ADDITIONAL NOTE,
APPENDIX,

THE REMARKS ON 1 TIM. iv. 1—3.

RESPECTING

Tur Prrrop, or Porwr,
ERRONEOUSLY INSERTED AFTER THE WORD

Sauoviow, :

IN SOME

GREEK AND LATIN COPIES

OF

THAT EPISTLE.

T

HE insertion of a Period after dziu-
oy, at the end of the first verse, 1s
inconsistent with the necessary gram-
matical construction of the context;
because the three following Participles,
Wevsoloyow, xexavriglasuevor, and
xolvovlor, are all expressed, likewise,
in the Genitive case plural, so as mani-
festly to be governed by the preceding
Sub-



171
Substantive in the Genilive case plural,
OLIUVIOD .

There are no other Agents mention-
ed 1n the context, except those that are
included in the preceding deseription
of Twes e miceos, the  some persons
“ of the Faith,” whose tuture Apostacy
from 1t was foreseen, and the manner
of it, that it would be occasioned by
their “ giving heed” (rg05eyor7es) “ lo
“ seducing Spirils, and (o doclrines OF
““ DEMONS,” (dooriew, n the Genilive
case plural) ; so that the grammatical
form of the words which immediately
follow (viz. & vroxuea Wevdohoyew,)
would be absurd if a farther des-
cription ol the delusive ageney of De-
mons, and of thenr hardened and repro-
bate state of mind, (xexavrrazsueaor rop
vy gureasisw) and of their peculiar
unnatural Doctrines (zo).vorror yausw,
&e,) < forbidding to Marry,” &c., had not
been intended to be expressed by the
three following Participlesin the Genitive

| case
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case plural, but only the Jgencyand
dark mental state of the first-mentioned
TWeC TNG TIGERS, Whose apostacy from
the faith was predicted, and the man-
ner of it, “ giving heed lo seducing Spi-
““ rifs, &e. viz. ;gogeyoviesin the nomina-
tive case plural ; whereby the other three
Participles, now in the Genitive case
plural, must, otherwise, have been ne-
cessarily expressed also in the Nomina-
{ive case, so as to agree with rwes, the
preceding pronoun; and not (as at pre-
sent) 1n the genitive plural 3 which can-
not refer to any other .4gents mention-
ed in the context except to the De-
mons, 1. e. to the Substantive plural
duuoriow, the only preceding word of
that sentence in the Genitive case
plural.

This will be more clearly illustrated
by reviewing the commentary of the
learned Jesuit, Cornelius a Lapide,
upon this Text. He wished, indeed, to

inculcate
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inculcate the opposite doctrine, that
these plural Genitives had Dbest be
referred, nof to the Demons, but to the
word “ quidam” (in Greek Twes,)
though he is obliged to apologize for
such a palpable error in grammatical
construction by supposing a Hebraism
in the Apostle’s mode of expression, as
not agreeing with the propriety of
either the Latin or Greek Syntax.

For even he himself allows that it
might, ¢ more commodiously’ (i. e.for the
Popish Faith) and clearly, have been
expressed 1n the Nominative case,—
““ QUIDAM LOQUENTES mendacium, et
““ caulerialam HABENTES conscientiam,”
rather than ¢ Quidam 1.OQUENTIUM men-
“ dacium, et caulertalam HABENTIUM
¢ conscienliam ;’—*‘ sed PER HEBRAIS-
“ MuMm” (says he) “ maluil. dicere in
““ GENITIVO, quie precessit GENITIVUS,
“« DEMONIORUM, efiamsi ad eum
“ proprié nonpertineal : sic entmHEERE]

““ con-
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¢ concordant nomen vel verbum subindé
 cwm propinquiore nomine, non aulem
“ cum eo quod propric respicit, et cum
*“ gquo tn LATINA e/ GRECA SYNTAXI
““ CONCORDARE DEBET.”

But the examples of Hebraisms,
which he has cited to justify this per-
version of the Text, are not at all suit-
able, or similar, to the construction of
this particular Text; so that the suppo-
sition of a Hebraism is a mere excuse
without any foundation atall, and even
m direct opposition to the necessary
construction of the Greek Text, as well
as of the Latin Vulgate.

The learned Jesuit, nevertheless, has
produced ample evidence that the doc-
trines of “ forbidding (o Marry,” and
“ commanding (o abslain from meals,”
&e. were really Doctrines of the
“ Simonians” (from Simon Magos, who
communicated with Devils), “ Gnos-

el






















































INBEX. F

Endor, see Witch, p. 155, 156.

Enemies, spiritual, have permission of God to enter and
possess all kuman Beings wha neglect to resist.evil both
in thought and deed, p. 40, 81—86. -.

Essay on the Demoniacs of the New Test. cited, p. 1, 3,
4, 5, 37, 38, 40, 41, 42, 45, 48, 75, 76, 78 to
84, 91, 94, 95 to 98, 100, 1006 to 113, 114 to
127, 132 to 138, 140, (o 142.

Luripides cited, p. 110.

F.

Flagellation, ﬁractiﬁed in the Church of Rome, an ancient
rite of Heathenism, p. 47, n.
Free-Will, or natural Cloice of Man, not restrained by
the Divine Inspiration,as in the case of Saul, who
_pleaded a political necessity for his resistance to the
Divine Influence, p. 12, 13.—Such resistance falways
produces a contrary effect to the politicalend praposad,
p. 14, 15,

G.

Gardarene Demoniac, p. 99, n. 137.

G host, sce Human Soul, p. 42.

Glosts of Dead Men.—Mr. Mede's opiniea of them ex~
; plainéd,p. 48, 49,

— The Gentile’s opinion of them, 50

to 55.

_ Sce also Spirits of Men departed,
155 to 158. | |
Gibbon, Edward, Esq. his account of the deplorable
State of the Papal Religion, p. 158,n. 159. n, '
his account of the Communication
s g Dmp@:smth the Emperor Julian, p- 159, n.
b










Vil INDEX.

“Man—All'men have a promise of a Divine Spiritual In-
fluence, p. 8.—The effect of this glorious Divine In-
fluence in Saul’s case, is described as being ¢ turned
“ intoanother man,” and that  God gave him another
¢ heart,”—signifying a total change in his “ principles of
“ Action,” p. 6—8 ; but without depriving his natura?
understanding of its due power of Cloice, or Free-117ill,
p. 9. 12.—Human Reason, Conscience, or the Natural
Knowledge of Good and Evilin Man, prevalent in varis
ous instances over Demontacal Possession, p. 31— 37.

Man of Sin, p.158. Sce Papacy.

Marriage, The Prohibition of it—a Doctrine of Demons,
p: 146, &c.—5See Papacy.

Mede, Rev. Jos. p. 48, 49, 49, n. 50 to 61, 69 to 72.
73 to 76,125, n.

Melancholy,—a supernatural instance of it to be distin-
guished from cases occasioned by mere natural dise
order, 36—38.

Michmask, p. 13.

Moses, the appearance of his Spirit, p. 138.

N.

Nakhask -required absolute submission of the Israelites fo
a most .cruel badge of Slavery, p. 10,—The meaning
of his name,—a Serpent, shewing him to be a represen-
tative on earth of the Diabolical Serpent, p. 11.—His
total Defeat, p, 12,

Nations, Ancient Heathen, belicved in Demoniacal
Possessions, p. 114 to 121.

National Oppression cannot cscape the Divine Venge-

~.ance, p. 11.==3ee Am*:quifr.s-uInst;mcu of Vengeance
against a Nation of unrepenting Sinners,—See Amale-
kites, p. 20, 21.

Newton, Bp. his Dissertation on the Demoniacs cited, p,

101—106,



INDEX. ix -

0-

Oppression, N ational, cannot escape Dwme Venge.ance,
p- 10, 11,12, :
- Origen cited, p. 122. n,

s 1 v P-

Pﬁgan Priests, in Thibet, ~ Boutan, Ava, Pegou and

 Clina, forbid to marry, p. 162.—~Use vain repetitions
in praying, and count their prayers by the rosary or
strings of beads, p. 164.

Papacy, or Man of Sin, p. 158, did not prokibit Marriage
until the latter times, p. 1623 it was prohibited in the
Golden Legend, Gestesof Saints,and by dpparitions,p.
168.—Departed Saints could mot preach such Doc-
trines as prokibition of Marriage, Adoration of Images,
vain Repetitions of Prayers, counted by Beads, p. 163.
104. 165, and 166.—Sce also Flagellation, Jesuits,
Pagan Priests, Pontifex Maxvimus, Rome.

Parsons, Dr., his Remains of Japhet cited, p. 40, n.

Pegge, Mr., his answer to Dr. Sykes, p. 90, n, 91, n.

Pegou, see Pagan Priests, p. 162.

Pliny’s Nat. Hist. p. 116, n.

Plutarch. 119, n, 120,

Political Necessity affords no excuse for perverting the
Laws of God, or natural Justice, p. 13 to 15.

Pontifex Marimus.—The Roman Emperor Julian, when
Pontifex Maximus, deluded by Demons, p. 159, n,

Ri
Ramoth Gilead, p. 38.
Reason, see Krowledge of Good and Evil in Man.
~—— By a due exercise of it, the most violent passions
may be subdued, and even the influence of Evil-Spirits
sffectually resisted, p. 32 to 37,



= t1NDEX.

Retribution, Law of, p. 12. -

Rome,Church of—The most capital Heathen Customs have
been introduced mnto it, p. 46 to 48,—Great Conforn-
ity between the Roman Religion and that of Thibet, p.
46,n.—The Lamas have the use of Holy Water,p. 47+
—Prayers for the Dead, ib.—Processions,ib,—Honour
the Relics of their Saints. ib.—Prohibit Marriage, and
Aave Monasteries and Convents, mortify their Bodies
with Whips, ib.—These  Doctrines of Demons,” mark
the Papal as well as Heathen Antichrist, p. 70 to 72,
162 to 166.—See also Jesuits, Papacy, Pagan Priests,
Flagellation.

S.

Samuel warned Saul that the Spirit of the Lord should
come upon him, and that he should be turned into
another Man, p. 6.—Declares Saul’s rejection, p. 113,
His appearance to the Witch of Endor, p. 155, 156,

Satan,—meaning of the word, p. 8§, 89, 90, n,

— gquivalent to Demons, p. 91, 96.

———— the same Being as Beelzeboul, p. 96,

—~—— The time of his being bound is very near at hand,
preface,

Saul’s Disorder Spiritual, p. 1,—Proofs of supernatu-
ral Spiritual Influence in Saul’s case both good and
bad, p. 5.—1st Instance of good Influence by the
Spirit of God upon Saul, p. 6, 8,9.—Saul had a pro-
mise of this, ib. p. 7, 10.—His natural understanding
was not deprived of it’s due power of choice, his Free
Will, p. 9, 12.—24 Instance of Divine Influenee upon
him when the Liberty of his Country was in danger,
p. 10,11, 12.—He yiclds himself a Sluce to worldly
Policy, p. 13, which generally produces the contrary
«ffect from what was proposed by it, p, 14, 15, [Ilis-
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rashness in refusing to ask advice of God, p. 16,—His
rashness in his wicked vow, p. 18.—Aims to kill his
Son with a Javelin, p. 18.-—God’s mercy to him pro=-
- Jonged from time to time until he proved himself un-

worthy by preferring his own will, contrary to Law and

. Reason, p. 19.—The last Trial of his Obedicnce in the
War appointed by God against the 4malekites, p. 20.
~—His resistance to God’s command, p. 21.-—Spares
Agag, p. 22.~The dreadful Sentence of rejection from
the Throne for his disobedience, p. 23.—The Spirit of
the Lord departed {from him, p. 24 ; and he is horribly
terrified by an Evil Spirit, (25—28,) by which he is
prompted to thirst after innocent blocd, but is providen=
tially restrained, p. 29.-—Ie was at one time prevent-
ed by an impulse of the Holy Spirit, even at a time
that he was under the influence of the Ewuil-Spirit, p.
29; when all his bleody minded Messengers, as well
as himself, were compelled to proplesy, p. 30, 81,
~=—His bloody design at one time frustrated by an inva-
sion of the Philistines, p. 31; at other times by his own
conscience, p. 31 to 36.—All thesecircumstances prove
that the Evil-Spirit wasnot a natural disorder, or deep

 Melauncholy, but & real possession of an Evil-Spirit,
p. 37.

Skarp, Rev. Dr. Gregory, his review of the Controversy
about Demoniacs, p. 08.

(Law of Nature, &c. in.

Man, p. 2, 3, 111, 112,

Sharp, Grantille, his Tract J 113.
on the

Retribution, p. 12.
Limitationof Slavery,p. 21.
Letter on Mr. Mede's Opi-
nion of Demoniacs; p.74s

D. 75, D, ;
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Slaves to the Devil, p. 136, n. 137, n.

Slacery, Limitation of itin the Laws of Gﬂd, p..'E 4

Suphocles cited, p. 116, | L

Solomon, according to Josephus, prfscrlhed a met'ﬁﬂd of
- Exorcism, p. 121. - :

Spirit of the Lord.—The Influence of “it' promised to
Saul by Samuel, and that he should * be turned info
““ another Man,” p. 6.—This glerious change (a par-
ticipaéion of the Divine Nature) was promised to Saul

by a single Prophet (Samuel), but under the Christian
Dispensation all men have the proinise of the same
anestimable Spiritual Influcnce, p. 7 and 8.

L came upon David, and departed
from Saul ; a real supernatural inspiration to the one,
and a real departure of it from the oiher, p. 24.

Spirits of Men deparited, never appeared to delude, p,
155.-—-’]‘helﬁppearuncc of Sawuel, p, 155, 156.—0f
Moses and Elias, p. 157, 158.—When {ies are told by
Spirits, they are not the Spirits of Men, but of De-
mons, p. 158, ;

Spirit, Evil, troubled Saul on the departure of the Lord's
Spirit, p. 24, 25, 26.—ThcHebrew word here rendercd

. troubled, signifies rather that he was horribly terrified,
or agitated with extreme fear, p. 25,26, n.

was really the Agent which ferrified Saul,

p. 26.—An actual possession, and not a natural disor-

der! p. 27, 28. which prompted him, to thirst after in-

nocent blood, p. 29, 30.

~ An actualinfluence of it manifested in the

soothsaying Girl at Philippi, p. 26. |

and Unclean-Spirit synonymous terms with

- Demons, p. 87, 88.

s The Ageney of one of them (‘a Lying Spi-
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