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I Perceive Shamming the World in Print, is become not only a modish, but venerable Accomplishment: For otherwise, in the name of wonder how comes it to pass, that some Nonconformists should unequally yoke themselves with the Sham Letter of the Black Box? Verily Sirs, this does not become the Heads of the Sober Party to write as if they were drunk or mad. An Answer to a Ser­mon Preach'd by Dr. Stillingfleet! Sure, said I, these are very nimble Gentlemen to be so quick upon the Doctor, to knock him down to rights like Lightning! Well, fair and softly may go far, quoth I; but a quick dispatch is the grace of the business; 'tis well if it prove so: but this is not all, here's Miracle upon Wonder; here's a Sermon kill'd five Years before it was born; an Answer by the way of Prophesie, an Answer which will serve against all that ever was or will be, or may be, or shall be, or can be said against Nonconformists.
Well, my Masters, you are great Thaumatergicks, but I hope a Scru­ple of Conscience may be admitted to kiss the Toe of your Infallibili­ties, and to offer a few Scraps and Shreads of Nonconformity to your consideration, petimus, damusque vicissim; and therefore first for the Front of the Book, I must take the liberty to tell you, that you do not say either solum verum, or totum veritatis, and you know what that is in English. Are they Ministers of Christ, so are we. Now say I, neither so, nor so; for they are Ministers of Christ Episcopally ordain­ed, so are not you; You are Ministers of that profligate Wretch Hugh Peters's ordaining, who for any thing I know, was not a Presbyter, so are not they. Now Ordination having gone through the hands of [Page] Bishops for 1500 Years and upwards nemine contradicente, they who can have it but will not, but despise and hate Bishops Root and Branch, are not so the Ministers of Christ, as they who submit to those whom God hath set over them.
But that I may pull off the Vizard from those Bugbears which these Iack-straws and Watt Tylers have made to fright people into Noncon­formity, I will come yet a little closer to them: We are, say they, to seek Unity, and preach the Gospel; but the second being the greater Duty, must give place to the first. See the acurate Nicety of this little Assembly of Di­vines, and how logically they contra-distinguish these things, making two of vvhat God has made but one: for is not preaching one God, one Faith, one Baptism, one Christ over all, one Fold, and one Shepherd preaching Unity, is not one Article of the Faith, I believe the Communi­on of Saints, and is not all this preaching the Gospel? If your Morals, Gentlemen, and your Divinity be no better than your Logick, e'en go your vvays for Church-men.
But the men have reason for vvhat they say I vvarrant you; Is there not now a Cause? Yes, I assure you, several, the Good Old Cause, and seve­ral Suckers. The Eternal welfare of thousands of Souls depends upon their Preaching: Yes, though it be Dis-union, Nonconformity and Tolerati­on. Suppose novv all these painful Labourers dead and gone; vvhat, must all the World be damn'd for vvant of their Preaching? Durus Sermo! But pray tell us, do not the Episcopal-men preach the Gospel? And may not Salvation be had in Communion of our Church? If it may, then there is no such danger, but in mens neglect of the means; if it cannot, then do they Unchurch all our Parochial Churches, which is a Crime, they say, they could not ansvver before God, nor ever in­tended: So that if these honest Conventicles, as they call them, and the vvhole Tribe of Nonconformists vvere laid aside, there vvould be no such danger to mens Bodies, Souls, or Estates; but a great deal of safe­ty: For under the shadow of the Elders, there grows a sort of Facti­ous People call'd Republicans, who are for fighting, plundring, sequestring, and all that.
But this is further supported by a Second-ly, That it is not in contempt of Authority that they preach, and the People hear. Sure they take us for Gudgeons that will swallow a Hook without a Bait: The next turn will be, they do it in obodience; it is a way of arguing peculiar to the Party: they never fought against the King, they never did any hurt, alas, poor Souls, they are as innocent as obedient; but pray, what difference be­tween breaking Laws, and contempt of them; you can split a hair I know, [Page] and for once shew us your Skill; and now for an Excuse for the Peo­ple, for greater Edification—Comparisons are odious among all People but Non-Cons; who live by ill Neighbours, and have a great Ta­lent at praising themselves, though a wiser man tells them, Let another man praise thee, and not thine own mouth. Well, but the good people hear them, to witness they are not accessory to their Ejection! Sure it is ill halting before Cripples: What, are there none that can remember be­yond the sad St. Bartholomew? Are the Thumbs and Toes; the Heads and Hands that Adonibezeck cut off, quite forgotten? Ah! the poor in­nocent Nonconformists! they never ejected the Bishops and Conformists, the Clergy and Laity out of their Estates; they never sequestred, be­headed, hang'd, starved, banished, or imprisoned any body for Conscience, not they. Come, for shame, be as honest as this same Canaanitish King, Iudges 1. 7. As I have done, so God hath requited me.
But there is another Lion in the way, unfeigned Assent and Consent to all and every thing. Why, what is the matter my Masters, that you cannot do this? Oh Sirs, it is first something they cannot tell what, an ali­quid  [...]. But Secondly, something they do know. First they cannot believe the Kalendar. Do you understand it, Gentlemen? Or how to mend it Astronomically? If you do not, why do you make a Scruple of what you cannot mend? And if you do, let us see your Skill; and till then, give leave to use this till a more correct Kalendar is compiled. Secondly, they cannot believe the Athanasian Creed; why, this does no more condemn the Greek Church than the Nicene, which say, I believe in the Holy Ghost, who proceedeth from the Father and the Son, which in your account of English Presbytery, pag. 12. you say, In all matters of Faith, Presbyterians believe whatsoever is in the Apostles and Nicene Creed. However, I am glad you have some Charity for Socrates, Plato and Se­neca. I am sure it is more than is expected from those, who pag. 15. dare not believe so well of their own Children when Bap­tized. Thirdly, in the Service of Gunpowder-Treason, 'tis said, There are three Estates besides the King, and this they do not, that is, they will not know. Well, would you know the true reason? If the King be one of the three Estates, then he is coordinate with the other tvvo, then a War against him, maintained by the other may be lavvful; then as the King may dissolve the Parliament, so the Parliament may serve the King, as the late name of a Parliament did; then is not the King Supreme, then is not the Government Monarchical, but a Commonwealth, vvhich yet one vvould think they should not be so fond of, considering hovv their Brethren the Independents treated them under that Government. But the Great matter, I find, is, that they cannot disgorge the Covenant; [Page] alas good men! There hath passed a solemn Oath over the Nation, enga­ging the main Body of it to endeavour a Reformation, and must all Cove­nants be kept? I have read of some, who had made a Covenant with Hell, and others who made a Holy League in France: Let them keep their Covenant, which is no better than these, if they like it so well; but God keep us and the whole Nation from them and their Covenant; but what would you have them do? They dare not give their unfeigned Assent and Consent to the Bible; then I perceive Atheists, Papists and Nonconformists are Cousin-Germans, if for some Litteral Faults of Fal­lible Transcribers or Translators, we may be gravel'd to give unfeign­ed Assent and Consent to the Infallible Scriptures, actum est de fide, farewell Christianity. Among all this stuff, yet there is a sprinkling of Ingenuity, pag. 15. We say we dare not give our Assent to the Use of any thing we never intend to perform, which is the daily Use of Com­mon-Prayer either in Publick or Private, they need not swear or sub­scribe this, and indeed they had better never use it than as some of them have done, who to save their Bacon, do not use, but abuse it, making such minc't-meat of it, that it is no wonder if they make the People abhor the Sacrifices of the Lord.
Oh but the Oath! this abhorring Oath! this is the saddest thing in the World to abhor taking up Arms by Subjects against the King, or those Commissionated by him: that this should be Trayterous too! make the People believe this and all's undone! what a company of Knots are here found in a Rush? The true intent and meaning of this in short is, that all men ought to swear they detest and abhor all un­lawful Sedition, and Rebellious taking up Arms against the King, or such as are legally Commissionated by him in lawful things, as did the late Rebells in 41. Was that a Trayterous Rebellion, or was it not? Pray Gentlemen answer Categorically, I or no: If it was, then why may we not call a Spade a Spade? If it was not, I say they are Rebels and Traytors that deny it; but it is plain, they do not like to con­demn the former Actings, Outgoings for Reformation, or any thing that may obviate it for the Future; and my Masters, this palliating an Old one looks scurvily, like encouraging a New one; but why not abhor? Does not David say, All false ways I utterly abhor, Ps. 119. 128. well, but a Cooler, a softer word were better, for pag. 21. A man may swear, that it is unlawful to company with another Woman as his Wife; but what Shoals of Nonconformists should we have, if all the Sons of the Church were to swear they abhor it? Where by the way observe, the Non­conformists [Page] would not swear they abhor any Sin; now I have been taught, that what I believe I ought to do, I may swear I ought to do. Well, I find Abhor and Trayterous are very harsh words; but sure to none but those who do not hate and abhor all Treason, privy Conspiracy and Rebellion. This you may know is a sore place in their Consciences, a Gall they got, when rid by the Rump, and pray touch it gently, or they'l kick. I doubt they abhor this Oath, tho' for all that, and the Subscriptions too, because they say, pag. 13. There has passed a Solemn Oath, viz. a Covenant over the whole Nation, engaging the main Body of it to endeavour a Reformation.
Well, you have heard their Arguments, and what is now to be done? Why, these Colemanists tell you positively, there is nothing to be done without Toleration, Comprehension and Indulgence; and all must have the Benefit of it except Papists; very good, and they will have the Benefit of it in spite of your Teeth; how will you help your selves? They can, we know, be Presbyterians, Independents, Fifth-Mo­narchy-men, Quakers, Anabaptists, what you please; and if once there comes to be a Free Trade established, we shall never want Merchants from Rome. Well, but what shall we do for our little Sister the In­dependent? Oh very well; she shall be under the Visitation of the King, and the Iustices of the Peace; so that I find, though Bishops and Clergy-men may not be Iustices, yet Iustices may have the Honour of being Bishops; but how our Congregational Men will like this, is another Query: For this Yoke put upon their Necks, will oblige them to a Dependency, destructive of their Liberty, Being, and Name of Independents.
But there is no doubt the Houses of Parliament will be induced to comply with these People for three notable Reasons. 1. Because they will make the House of Commons equal to the Lords, and both equal to the King, as must be in coordinate Estates. 2. Because, say they, We see the Iaws of Iesuits and Sectaries opening upon us, and for fear they should not gape wide enough to swallow us up quick and quickly, strain them wider by a Toleration. 3. Because they kindly suppose, p. 35. that all those who will oppose them in either House are Papists. Few, say they, there are in either House who are Protestants, without jealousie, &c. which is a plain intimation that there are some in both Houses who are Papists. A Reflection which by naming no particulars, is a general Scandal upon all and every Member of those Honourable Houses.
[Page]I vvill not trouble my self or the Reader vvith their explanatory Bill▪ or their marginal Annotations, only observe, First, that their very Ex­planations needs a farther Explanation, and so you shall have these pro­lifick heads bring Superfetation upon Annotation, till the Acts of Tole­ration vvould out-svvell the Statute-Book. Secondly, That Nonconfor­mists are come to as great perfection in Politiques as Divinity, and that ere long, the Gentlemen of the Long Robe vvill be laid aside, as Grie­vances of the Nation: For they are vviser than the Government many years ago, and abler than the Council Learned in the Lavv, to pre­pare Bills for Parliament, and fittest to explain them vvhen they have done. The great Comfort is, they tell us, pag. 40. That they pro­pose these things, as if they vvere in Republica Platonis, and it is ho­ped they vvill, if ever be enacted either there, or in Sir Tho. Moor's Utopia: For,
From Presbyters Laws,
And the Good Old Cause,
From the Jesuit's Iaws,
And the Fanaticks Paws,

Libera nos Domine.
FINIS.


§
[Page]
THE Presbyterian Sham, OR, A COMMENTARY Upon the New Old Answer Of the Assembly of DIVINES TO Dr. STILLINGFLEET'S SERMON.
Dolus an Virtus?—
LONDON, Printed in the Year, MDCLXXX.


Information about this book
Title statement
The Presbyterian sham, or, A commentary upon the new old answer of the Assembly of divines to Dr. Stillingfleet's sermonL'Estrange, Roger, Sir, 1616-1704.
Edition statement
1680
Publication
	Publisher
	Text Creation Partnership,
	Place of publication
	Ann Arbor, MI ; Oxford (UK) :
	Date
	2004-05 (EEBO-TCP Phase 1).
	ID [DLPS]
	A47903
	ID [STC]
	Wing L1286
	ID [STC]
	ESTC R22008
	ID [EEBO-CITATION]
	12740318
	ID [OCLC]
	ocm 12740318
	ID [VID]
	93121
	Availability
	This keyboarded and encoded edition of the work described above is co-owned by the institutions providing financial support to the Early English Books Online Text Creation Partnership. This Phase I text is available for reuse, according to the terms of Creative Commons 0 1.0 Universal. The text can be copied, modified, distributed and performed, even for commercial purposes, all without asking permission.


Series
Early English books online.Notes
(EEBO-TCP ; phase 1, no. A47903)
Transcribed from: (Early English Books Online ; image set 93121)
Images scanned from microfilm: (Early English books, 1641-1700 ; 696:9)
Source
 — The Presbyterian sham, or, A commentary upon the new old answer of the Assembly of divines to Dr. Stillingfleet's sermon, L'Estrange, Roger, Sir, 1616-1704.. Extent
[2], 6 p. 
[s.n.],. London :: 1680..  (Attributed to Sir Roger L'Estrange in Wing and tentatively to him in Edinburgh Univ. Lib. Cat., v. 2, p. 189.) (Reproduction of original in Huntington Library.)
Creation
Created by converting TCP files to TEI P5 using tcp2tei.xsl, TEI @ Oxford. 
Editorial practices
EEBO-TCP is a partnership between the Universities of Michigan and Oxford and the publisher ProQuest to create accurately transcribed and encoded texts based on the image sets published by ProQuest via their Early English Books Online (EEBO) database (http://eebo.chadwyck.com). The general aim of EEBO-TCP is to encode one copy (usually the first edition) of every monographic English-language title published between 1473 and 1700 available in EEBO.
EEBO-TCP aimed to produce large quantities of textual data within the usual project restraints of time and funding, and therefore chose to create diplomatic transcriptions (as opposed to critical editions) with light-touch, mainly structural encoding based on the Text Encoding Initiative (http://www.tei-c.org).
The EEBO-TCP project was divided into two phases. The 25,363 texts created during Phase 1 of the project have been released into the public domain as of 1 January 2015. Anyone can now take and use these texts for their own purposes, but we respectfully request that due credit and attribution is given to their original source.
Users should be aware of the process of creating the TCP texts, and therefore of any assumptions that can be made about the data.
Text selection was based on the New Cambridge Bibliography of English Literature (NCBEL). If an author (or for an anonymous work, the title) appears in NCBEL, then their works are eligible for inclusion. Selection was intended to range over a wide variety of subject areas, to reflect the true nature of the print record of the period. In general, first editions of a works in English were prioritized, although there are a number of works in other languages, notably Latin and Welsh, included and sometimes a second or later edition of a work was chosen if there was a compelling reason to do so.
Image sets were sent to external keying companies for transcription and basic encoding. Quality assurance was then carried out by editorial teams in Oxford and Michigan. 5% (or 5 pages, whichever is the greater) of each text was proofread for accuracy and those which did not meet QA standards were returned to the keyers to be redone. After proofreading, the encoding was enhanced and/or corrected and characters marked as illegible were corrected where possible up to a limit of 100 instances per text. Any remaining illegibles were encoded as <gap>s. Understanding these processes should make clear that, while the overall quality of TCP data is very good, some errors will remain and some readable characters will be marked as illegible. Users should bear in mind that in all likelihood such instances will never have been looked at by a TCP editor.
The texts were encoded and linked to page images in accordance with level 4 of the TEI in Libraries guidelines.
Copies of the texts have been issued variously as SGML (TCP schema; ASCII text with mnemonic sdata character entities); displayable XML (TCP schema; characters represented either as UTF-8 Unicode or text strings within braces); or lossless XML (TEI P5, characters represented either as UTF-8 Unicode or TEI g elements).
Keying and markup guidelines are available at the Text Creation Partnership web site.

OPS/toc.html
Contents

		Title page

		[About this book]



Guide

		[Title page]

		[The book]

		[About this book]





