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ADVERTISEMENT BY THE EDITOR

That part of Palestine in which the celebrated mountains of Lebanon are situated, is the
border country adjoining Syria, having Sidon for its seaport, and Land, nearly adjoining
the city of Damascus, on the north. This metropolitan city of Syria, and capital of the
kingdom of Damascus, was strongly fortified; and during the border conflicts it served
as a cover to the Assyrian army. Bunyan, with great reason, supposes that, to keep
them in check, Solomon built a tower house and palace, well furnished with munitions
of war, called the house in the forest of Lebanon.

As the magnificent temple at Jerusalem was the seat of public worship appointed by
God, it was considered typical of the gospel dispensation, which was intended to
supersede it. All its parts and utensils, sacrifices and services, have been described, in
their typical meaning, in Solomon’s Temple Spiritualised; but as the lovely system of
the gospel had, with slow and irresistible steps, to conquer the prejudices, passions,
and wickedness of mankind, those who bore the brunt of this battle were considered as
the church militant in the wilderness: and Bunyan has, in this treatise, endeavoured to
show that this palace and fortress was typical of the churches of Christ while in a state
of holy warfare, defending their Divine dispensation, and extending the line of defence
by progressive spiritual conquests. While the churches are surrounded by enemies, they
have inexhaustible internal comfort, strength, and consolation. Like the house in the
forest of Lebanon, they are also pleasantly, nay, beautifully situated. If Mount Zion
was the joy of the whole earth, the mountains of Damascus were a picture of the
earthly paradise. So beautiful is the scenery, and bamy the air, that one part is called
Eden, or the garden of the Lord. It is described by Arabian poets as aways bearing
winter far above upon his head, spring on its shoulders, and autumn in his bosom,
while perpetual summer lies sleeping at his feet. It was upon this beautiful spot, called
by Isaiah “the glory of Lebanon,” that Solomon built his house in the forest.

This is the plain matter of fact which Bunyan establishes from the sacred Scriptures,
but he was, as to lettered lore, an unlearned man; at al events, no man could say of
him that “much learning has made thee mad.” Bunyan's is the plain common-sense
scriptural account of this building; but he differs greatly from amost all our learned
commentators - they imagining that this house was near the temple of Jerusalem. The
Assembly of Divines, in their valuable annotations, suggest that it was so called
“because great store of trees, as in Lebanon, were planted about it; and gardens,
orchards, and al manner of delightful things were added thereto”: to aid this
conjecture, they quote Ecclesiastes 2:4, 6. Poole says that it was “a house so called,
either, first, because it was built in the mountain and forest of Lebanon, for recreation
in summer time; but generaly held to have been near Jerusalem; or rather, secondly,
from some resemblance it had with Lebanon for its pleasant shades and groves.”
Diodati considers it the same with Solomon'’s palace, but called the house of Lebanon
by reason of the groves planted about it; or of the great number of cedar columns
brought from Lebanon, and used in its construction. Even Bunyan's favourite
trandation, made at Geneva by the Puritans, while it gives two wood-cuts of “The
King's house IN the wood of Lebanon,” a marginal note is added - “For the beauty of
the place, and great abundance of cedar trees that went to the building thereof, it was
compared to Mount Lebanon.” Calmet, in his very vauable trandation, accompanied
by the Vulgate Latin, gives the sameidea “ I batit encore le palais appelle la maison



du Leban, a cause de la quantite prodigeuse de cedres qui entraient dans la structure
de cet edifice.” [Trandation: “Anocther thing he did was build the palace which was
called the house of Lebanon because of the prodigious quantity of cedars used in its
construction.”] Bishop Patrick places this house in or near to Jerusalem, “In a cool,
shady mountain, which made it resemble Mount Lebanon.” Dr. Gill was of opinion that
this house was near Jerusalem; because it was a magazine of arms, and a court of
judicature, and had its name from being built of the cedars of Lebanon, and among
groves of trees. Josephus, in his Antiquities of the Jews, book 8, chapter 6, section 5,
states that when the Queen of Sheba came to Judea, she was amazed at the wisdom of
Solomon, and surprised at the fineness and largeness of his royal palace; “but she was
beyond measure astonished at the house which was called the forest of Lebanon.”
Matthew Henry follows the opinion of Bunyan; “I rather incline to think it was a house
built in the forest of Lebanon itself, whither, though far distant from Jerusalem,
Solomon having so many chariots and horses, and those dispersed into chariot cities,
which probably were his stages, he might frequently retire with ease.” Express noticeis
taken of Lebanon, as the place of a warlike building, in 2 Kings 19, and in Canticles
7:4.

The tower of Lebanon is described as looking towards Damascus. The ruins of this
house and tower, in the forest of Lebanon, are probably those seen by Benjamin of
Tudela, who describes the stones of which it was built as twenty palms long, and
twelve wide. Gabriel Sionits describes the tower as an hundred cubits high, and fifty
broad. Maundrel saw the ruins in the mountains of Lebanon at a distance. The
objections made by our commentators to the plain testimony of the Scriptures are, that
Solomon would not have built this beautiful house at so great a distance from the
capital - that he would not have risked so much treasure nor the munitions of war in a
forest - and that he would not, on the extreme border of the kingdom of Judea, have
set up athrone, or seat of judgment. The answer to these objections appears to me to
be conclusive. Lebanon possessed the most commanding sites for a border fortress,
and therefore an admirable depot for arms, to enable the Jewish warriors to keep out
their most vigilant and dangerous enemies, the Assyrians. The wedlth that was
deposited in this house was calculated to excite greater vigilance to protect so
important a pass, while it would divert the attention of an enemy from the still more
wealthy temple and fortress at Jerusalem. A throne of justice was well placed there, to
save a long journey to the capital, for the trial of offenders, and the settlement of
disputes on the borders of the empire. It appears to me that common sense and the
soundest evidence supports the view which Bunyan took, which was far in advance of
the age in which he lived.

The way in which this building, with the purposes for which it was intended, is
spiritualised, is very ingenious, and admirably carried through in the following trestise.
Whether it was intended by the Holy Ghost to be typical, must be left to the judgment
of the impartia reader. That Lebanon is used figuratively by the inspired writers there
can be no doubt. “Lebanon is ashamed and hewn down,” must be intended as a type of
the church, when under the malice of her enemies. So aso when Babylon, a type of
Antichrist, fell, “the cedars of Lebanon rgjoiced”; doubtless referring to the joy of
God's saints when relieved from the oppressor. Whether the fine old trees, or the
splendid house built as a defence to prevent the approach of enemies to the temple, is
intended as a type of the Christian warfare, is left to the impartial consideration of the



reader. Thereisvery little reason to doubt but that we shall adopt Bunyan’s view; if we
consider the temple to be typical, we shall consider the house in the forest of Lebanon
to be typical also.

It has been said, by an author of very great repute (Addison), that had Bunyan lived in
the times of the Christian fathers, he would have been as great a father as the best of
them. He stands unrivalled for most extraordinary mental powers for allegory and for
spiritualising, but to compare him with the best of the fathers is faint praise indeed. He
was as much their superior, as the blaze of the noon-day sun excels the glimmer of a
rush-light.

In this treatise we find many very admirable illustrations of two important subjects.
Oneis, that temporal governors have nothing to fear from the spread of vita godliness:
the other is upon the nature of the strife and antipathy felt by the world against Christ
and his spiritual seed. They are sweet-scented; the fragrant smell of their graces excites
the enmity of Satan and his followers, who would burn these cedars, because they are
pillars of, and angels for, the truth. “Reason, history, and experience al confirm this
truth; that a people, whose profession is directly in opposition to the devil, and
antichrist, and to al debauchery, inhumanity, profaneness, superstition, and idolatry,”
will be hated, persecuted, and, if possible destroyed by Satan and his adherents. The
secret is, that the world can not bear such “living epistles, known and read of all men,”
which reflect so severely by their conduct upon the vice and profligacy of the
worldling. This was a stinging censure upon the profligate court of Charles II, and
therefore the Nonconformists were hated and persecuted; while conformity to soul-
benumbing rites and ceremonies was cherished and rewarded. To render persecution
perfectly unjustifiable, Bunyan scripturally and plainly exhibits the harmlessness of the
Christian character bearing with meekness the injuries heaped upon it; followers of him
who, when reviled, reviled not again, but suffered patiently. It is a grievous mistake to
suppose that vital godliness caused the great rebellion, and consequent beheading of
King Charles I. It was frightful and most insupportable tyranny that drove a nation,
headed by their parliament, to arms. The King levied severe taxes without the consent
of the peopl€'s representatives; he perverted justice by the abominable decisions of the
King's judges in the court of Star Chamber; and attempted to introduce Popery
through the medium of the Queen and her licentious court, composed principally of the
worst class of foreign Papists. And when Leighton, Prynne, Bastwick, and some of the
most virtuous and enlightened citizens, justly but firmly remonstrated, they were seized
and tortured in a way that the heart sickens with the narrative. It was an attempt to
reduce the whole nation to the most abject slavery of both body and soul, that roused
the spirit of the people to resistance. The solemn league and covenant was taken,
Cromwell appeared, and the country was, by Divine aid, saved from utter desolation. It
was not awar of religious sects; the Presbyterians, Independents, Baptists, and others,
could never have coalesced; it was awar for liberty or despotism, and the principal of
the warriors on both sides were attached to the religion that was by law established. It
is true that many Episcopalians, in the reign of Charles Il, charged the Puritans, not
only as being the mainspring, but as possessing the overwhelming force in that awful
struggle, forgetting that the Nonconformists were then but a handful of men, neither
possessed of wealth nor influence. To attribute victory to so small a band, must refer it
to the immediate interposition of the Most High, as in the case of Gideon in his victory
over the Assyrians. But it was no sectarian fight, except those two great sects of



freemen against despots. Bunyan fully proves that no state has anything to fear from
religion: “ She moveth no sedition, she abideth in her place; let her temple-worshippers
but alone, and she will be as if she were not in the world”; “neither she nor her Jesus
are for doing them any hurt.” “God’'s armour is no burthen to the body, nor clog to the
mind, and it being only spiritual, the slaughter must needs be spiritual also.” “All her
privileges are soul concerns, they make no infringement upon any man's liberties. Let
but faith and holiness walk the streets without control, and you may be as happy as the
world can make you.” “Let not kings, and princes, and potentates be afraid; the saints
that are such indeed, know their places, and are of a peaceable deportment; the earth
God hath given to the children of men, and his kingdom to the sons of God.” The
Christian is a pilgrim bound to a far more glorious inheritance: with so bright and
glorious a prospect, he may well apply the encouraging language of Bunyan to his own
soul; “1 have a bad master, but | have only a year to serve under him, and that makes
me serve him with patience. | have but a mile to go in this dirty way, and then | shall
have my path pleasant and green, and this makes me tread the dirty way with
patience.”

This treatise is one of the ten “excellent manuscripts’ which Bunyan had prepared for
the press, when his unexpected decease prevented his publishing them. It first appeared
in the folio volume of his works, printed under the care of Charles Doe, in 1692. It has
since been re-published in every edition of Bunyan’s work, but with the omission of the
Scripture references, and many errors. It is now accurately corrected by the first
edition.

GEORGE OFFOR



A DISCOURSE ON THE HOUSE
OF THE FOREST OF LEBANON

[CHAPTER ]

As Solomon built a house for Pharaoh’s daughter, and that called the temple of the
Lord; so he built a house in Lebanon, called “the house of the forest of Lebanon™ (1
Kings 7:2).

Some, | perceive, have thought that this house, called “the house of the forest of
Lebanon,” was none other than that called the temple at Jerusalem, and that that was
caled “The house of the forest of Lebanon,” because built of the wood that grew
there. But that Solomon built another than that, even one in Lebanon, caled “the
house of the forest of Lebanon,” is evident, and that from these reasons:

First, That in the forest of Lebanon is mentioned as another, besides that called the
temple of the Lord; and that too when the temple and its finishing is spoken of; yes, it
is mentioned with an “also,” as an additional house, besides the temple of the Lord.

“In the fourth year,” saith the text, “was the foundation of the house of the Lord laid in
the month Zif; ¥ and in the eleventh year in the month Bul, which is the eighth month,
was the house finished throughout all the parts thereof, and according to all the fashion
of it; so he was seven years in building it.” “But Solomon was building his own house
thirteen years, and he finished all his house. He built aso the house of the forest of
Lebanon,” etc. (1 Kings 6:37-38; 7:1-2).

Can there now be any thing more plain? Is not here the house of the forest of Lebanon
mentioned as another besides the temple? he built the temple, he built his own house,
he built aso the house of the forest of Lebanon.

Second. It is evident by the difference of their measures and dimensions. The length of
the temple was threescore cubits; but the length of the house of the forest of Lebanon
was an hundred cubits; so that the house of the forest of Lebanon was forty cubits
more than was that called Solomon’'s temple: The breadth of Solomon’s temple was
twenty cubits, but the breadth of the house of the forest of Lebanon was fifty cubits:
And as there is odds between three-score and five-score, so there is also between
twenty and fifty.

Asto their height, they were both alike; but equality in height can no more make them
the same, than can atwenty years age in two, make them one and the same person.

Their porches aso differed greatly; the porch of the temple was in length but twenty
cubits, but the length of that of the house of the forest of Lebanon was fifty cubits. So
that here also is thirty odds. ' The porch of the temple was but ten cubits broad; but
the porch of the house of the forest of Lebanon thirty cubits. Now, | say, who that
considereth these disproportions, can conclude that the house of the forest of Lebanon
was none other than that called the temple of Jerusalem. For al this compare 1 Kings
6:2-3 with 7:2, 6.



Third. If you add to these the different makes of the houses, it will sufficiently appear
that they were not one. The house of the forest of Lebanon was built upon four rows
of cedar pillars; but we read of no such pillars upon which the temple stood. The
windows of the house of the forest of Lebanon stood in three rows, light against light;
but we read of no such thing in the temple. The temple had two pillars before the door
of its porch, but we read not of them before the door of the porch of the house of the
forest of Lebanon. In the sixth and seventh chapters of the first book of Kings, these
two houses, as to their make, are exactly set forth; so that he that listeth may search
and seg, if asto this| have not said the truth.

[CHAPTER II. OF WHAT THE HOUSE OF
THE FOREST OF LEBANON WASA TYPE.]

That the house of the forest of Lebanon was a house significant, | think is clear; aso, if
it had not, we should not have had so particular an account thereof in the holy Word of
God: | read but of four buildings wherein, in a particular manner, the houses or fabrics
are, as to their manner of building, distinctly handled. The tabernacle is one, the temple
another; the porch which he built for his throne, his throne for judgment; and this
house of the forest of Lebanon is the fourth. Now the three first, to wit, the tabernacle,
the temple, the porch and throne, wise men will say aretypical; and therefore so is this.

First. I will therefore take it for granted that the house of the forest of Lebanon is a
significative thing, yea, a figure of the church, as the temple at Jerusalem was, though
not under the same consideration. The temple was a figure of the church under the
gospel, as she relateth to worship; but the house of the forest of Lebanon was a figure
of that church as sheis assaulted for her worship, as she is persecuted for the same. Or
take it more expressly thus: | take this house of the forest of Lebanon to be a type of
the church in the wilderness, or as sheisin her sackcloth state.

We read, before this house was built, that there was a church in the wilderness; and
also, after this house was demolished, that there would be a church in the wilderness
(Acts 7:38; Revelation 12:14). But we now respect that wilderness state that the
church of the New Testament is in, and conclude that this house of the forest of
Lebanon was a type and figure of that; that is, of her wilderness state. And, methinks,
the very place where this house was built does intimate such a thing; for this house was
not built in atown, acity, etc., as was that called the temple of the Lord, but was built
in akind of awood, awilderness; it was built in the forest of Lebanon, unto which that
saying seems directly to answer. “And to the woman,” the church, “were given two
wings of a great eagle, that she might fly into the wilderness into her place”
(Revelation 12:14). A wilderness state is a desolate, a tempted, an afflicted, a
persecuted state (Jeremiah 2:6). All which is more than intimated by the witnesses
wearing of, and prophesying in sackcloth, and also expressed of by that Revelation 12.

Answerable to this is that of the prophet concerning this house of the forest of
Lebanon, where he says, “Open thy doors, O Lebanon! that the fire may devour thy
cedars.” And again, “Howl, fir-tree; for the cedar is fallen” (Zechariah 11:1-2). What
can be more express? The prophet here knocks at the very door of the house of the
forest of Lebanon, and tells her that her cedars are designed for fire; unto which aso
most plainly answer the flames to which so many of the cedars of Lebanon, ! God's



saints, | mean, for many hundred years, have been delivered for their profession; and by
which, as another prophet has it, for many days they have fallen (Daniel 11:33). Also
when the king of Assyria came up with his amy against Jerusalem, this was his
vaunting, “I am come - to the sides of Lebanon, and | will cut down the tall cedars
thereof” (Isaiah 37:24).

What was this king of Assyria but a type of the beast made mention of in the New
Testament? Now, saith he, | will cut down the cedars of Lebanon; who are, in our
gospel times, the tall ones of the church of God. And | say again, in that he particularly
mentions Lebanon, he intends that house which Solomon built there, the which was
built as a fortification to defend the religion of the temple, as the saints now in the
wilderness of the people are set for the defence of the gospel. But more of this anon.

This house therefore was built to make assaults, and to be assaulted, as the church in
the wilderness is; and hence the state of this house is compared to the condition of a
woman in travail, struggling with her pains, as also we find the state of the church in
the wilderness is - “O inhabitant of Lebanon, that makest thy nest in the cedars, how
gracious shalt thou be when pangs come upon thee, the pain as of awoman in travail!”
(Jeremiah 22:23). And again, “Verily, verily, | say unto you, That ye shall weep and
lament,” and have sorrow, as awoman in travail (John 16:20-22). Much answering her
case who, in her travails, and while “pained to be delivered,” was said even in this case
to stand before the dragon, who with open mouth sought to destroy her fruit, so “soon
asit wasborn” (Revelation 12:1-6).

Hence, again, when Christ calls his spouse out to suffer, he calls or draws her out of
his house in Lebanon, to look “from the lions dens, from the mountains of the
leopards,” to the things that are invisible; even as Paul said when he was in affliction,
“We look not at the things which are seen” (Song of Solomon 4:8; 2 Corinthians 4:18).
He draws them out thence, | say, as sheep appointed for the slaughter; yea, he goeth
before them, and they follow him thither.

Also, when the prophet foretells the affliction of the church, he expresses it by the fall
of the cedars of Lebanon, saying, The Lord shall cut down the thickets of the forest
with iron; alittle afore called the axe and saw. And Lebanon shall fal by a mighty one
(Isaiah 10:15, 34). And again, “The earth mourneth and languisheth: Lebanon is
ashamed and hewn down” (Isaiah 33:9).

Do we think that the prophet prophesieth here against trees, against the natural cedars
of Lebanon? No, no, it is a prophecy touching the afflicted state of the church in the
wilderness, of which Lebanon, | mean this house of the forest of Lebanon, was a
figure.

When God also threateneth the enemies of his church in the wilderness with his
judgments, for their cruel dealing with her in the day of her desertion, he calls those
judgments the violence of Lebanon. That is, by way of comparison, such as the
violence done to Lebanon was. “The violence of Lebanon shall cover thee; and the
spoil of beasts which made them [Lebanon] afraid, because of men's blood, and for the
violence of the land, of the city, and of al that dwell therein” (Habakkuk 2:17). Thisis
like that, “Reward her, even as she rewarded you, and double unto her double



according to her works’ (Revelation 18:6). This the church doth by her prayers. “The
violence done to me and to my flesh be upon Babylon, shall the inhabitant of Zion say;
and my blood upon the inhabitants of Chaldea, shall Jerusalem say” (Jeremiah 51:35).
And then shall be fulfilled that which is written, Look what they did unto Lebanon shall
be done unto them (Obadiah 15; Ezekiel 35:14-15).

God has his time to return the evil that the enemies do to his church, and he will do it
when his time is come upon their own head; and this return is called the covering of
them with the violence of Lebanon, or that violence showed to her in the day of her
distress. It is yet further evident that this house of the forest of Lebanon was a type of
the church in the wilderness:

1. For that she is called a tower, or place of fortification and defence; the same term
that is given to the church in a captivated state (Song of Solomon 7:4; Micah 4:8-10).
For as the church in the wilderness is compared to a woman in travail, to show her
fruitfulness to God-ward in her most afflicted condition; so she is called a tower, to
show her fortitude and courage, for God and his truth, against antichrist. |1 say
therefore, unto both these is she compared in that scripture last cited, the which you
may peruse if you please. A tower is a place of receipt for the afflicted, and so is the
church under the rage of antichrist; yea, and though it is the only place designed by the
enemy for ruin and destruction, yet it is the only place of safety in the world!®

2. This tower, this house of the forest of Lebanon, it seemsto be so built as to confront
Damascus, the chief city of the king of Assyria; and in so doing it was a most excellent
type of the spirit and design of the church in the wilderness, who is raised up, and built
to confront antichrist. Hence Christ calls some of the features of his church, and
compares them to this. “Thy neck,” says he “is as a tower of ivory; thine eyes like the
fish-pools in Heshbon, by the gate of Bath-rabbim; thy nose is as the tower of Lebanon
which looketh toward Damascus’ (Song of Solomon 7:4).

Thy nose, that great ornament of thy lovely countenance, is as a tower looking that
way; S0 set, as Christ says of his, as aflint. And thisis a comely feature in the church,
that her nose stands like a tower, or as he says in another place, like a fenced brazen
wall against Damascus, the metropolitan of her enemy: “for the head of Syria is
Damascus’ (Isaiah 7:8).

And as Christ thus compares his church, so she again returns, or compares the face of
her Lord to the same, saying, “His legs are as pillars of marble, set upon sockets of
fine gold: his countenance is as Lebanon, excellent as the cedars” (Song of Solomon
5:15). Thus in Lebanon, in this brave house, is found the excellency of the church, and
the beauty of Christ, for that they are both as a rock, with glory and majesty, bended
against the enemies of the truth. “The face of the Lord is against them that do evil.”
Pillars his legs are here compared to, and pillars were they that upheld this house, this
tower, which thus bravely was built with its face confronting the enemy’ s country.

Second. That this house of the forest of Lebanon was a type of the church in affliction,
yet further appears, for that at the fal of Babylon her cedars are said to regjoice in
specia. “The fir-trees rejoice at thee, and the cedars of Lebanon, saying, Since thou
art laid down, no feller is come up against us’ (Isaiah 14:8). Thisis at the destruction



of Babylon, the type of that calledantichrist.

But why should Lebanon, the cedars in Lebanon, in an especial manner here, be said to
rejoice at his downfall: doubtless to show that as the enemy made his inroad upon
Jerusalem; so in a particular manner Lebanon, and the house there, were made to
smoke for it (Isaiah 37:24; Jeremiah 22:23; Zechariah 11:1). This answereth to that,
“Regoice over her thou heaven; and ye holy apostles and prophets, for God hath
avenged you of her.” Hence again, when he speaks of giving glory to his afflicted
church, for all the sorrow which she hath sustained in her bearing witness for the truth
against antichrist, he calls it the glory of Lebanon. That is, as | take it, the glory that
belongs to her, for the afflictions which she underwent for his name. “The glory of
Lebanon shall be given unto it” (Isaiah 35:2). And again, “The glory of Lebanon shall
come unto thee” (Isaiah 60:13). These are promises to the church for her suffering of
affliction, and they are made unto her as she bears the name of Lebanon, who or which
was her type in those havocs made in it, when the enemy, as | said, assaulted the
church of old.

Thus by these few lines | have showed you that there was a smilitude betwixt this
house in the forest of Lebanon, and our gospel church in the wilderness. Nor need we
stumble because this word house is not subjoined in every particular place, where this
sorrow or joy of Lebanon is made mention of; for it is an usual thing with the Holy
Ghost, when he directs his speech to aman, to speak asif he spake to atree; and when
he directs his voice to a king, to speak as if he intended the kingdom; so when he
speaks of the house, to speak as to the forest of Lebanon. Instances many might be
given.

[CHAPTER I11. OF THE LARGENESS OF
THE HOUSE OF THE FOREST OF LEBANON]

The house of the forest of Lebanon was forty cubits longer than was the temple at
Jerusalem, to show that the church in the wilderness would increase more, and be far
larger than she that had peace and prosperity. And as it was forty cubits longer, so it
was thirty cubits wider, still showing that every way she would abound. Hence they
that came out of great tribulation, when compared with others, are said to be a
numberless number, or a multitude which no man could number, of al nations, and
kindreds, and people, and tongues. “These,” saith one, “are they which came out of the
great tribulation, and have washed their robes, and made them white in the blood of the
Lamb; therefore are they before the throne of God” (Revelation 7:14-15).

The church, as it respected temple-worship, was confined to the land of Canaan; but
our New Testament persecuted one is scattered among the nations, as a flock of sheep
are scattered in a wood or wilderness. Hence they are said to be in “the wilderness of
the people,” fitly answering to this house of the forest of Lebanon (Ezekiel 20:35-37).

But though the house exceeded in length and breadth the temple of Jerusalem, yet asto
their height they were the same, to show that what acts that in the wilderness doth,
above what they have been capable to do, that have not been in that condition; yet the
nature of their grace is the same (Romans 15:27; 1 Peter 1:1).
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But, | say, as for length and breadth, the church in the wilderness exceeds more than
the house of the forest of Lebanon did that of the temple at Jerusalem, asit is written;
“More are the children of the desolate than the children of the married wife, saith the
Lord.” And again: “Thou shalt break forth on the right hand and on the left; and thy
seed shall inherit the Gentiles, and make the desolate cities to be inhabited” (Isaiah
54:1-3). Thisis spoken of the church in the wilderness, that was made up chiefly of the
Gentiles, of which the house of the forest of Lebanon was a figure; and how she at last
shall recover herself from the yoke and tyranny of antichrist. And then she shall
shoulder it with her adversary, saying, “Give place to me, that | may dwell” (Isaiah
49:20).

And | will add, it was not only thus magnificent for length and breadth, but for terror;
it was compacted after the manner of a castle, or stronghold, as was said before. It was
atower built for an armoury, for Solomon put there his two hundred targets and three
hundred shields of gold (2 Chronicles 9:15-16). This place therefore was a terror to the
heathen, on that side of the church especially, because she stood with her nose so
formidable against Damascus. no marvel therefore if the implacable cried out against
them, Help, “men of Isragl, help!” And, “Will ye rebel against the king?’ (Acts 21:28;
Nehemiah 2:19).

For it is the terror, or maesty and fortitude, which God has put upon the church in the
wilderness, that makes the Gentiles so bestir them to have her under foot. Besides, they
misapprehend concerning her, as if she was for destroying kings, for subverting
kingdoms, and for bringing all to desolation, and so they set themselves against her,
“crying, These that have turned the world upside down are come hither also; whom
Jason hath received: and these al do contrary to the decrees of Caesar, saying that
there is another king, one Jesus’ (Acts 17:5-7). Indeed, the very name of Jesus is the
very tower of the Christian church, and that by which she frights the world, but not
designedly, but through their misunderstanding; for neither she, nor her Jesus, is for
doing them any hurt; however, thisis that which renders her yet in their eye “terrible as
an army with banners’ (Song of Solomon 6:10). How then could she escape
persecution for atime, for it was the policy of Jeroboam (1 Kings 12:26-28). And it is
yet the policy of the nations to secure themselves against this their imagined danger,
and therefore to use all means, as Pharaoh did, to keep this people low enough, saying,
“Come on, let us deal wisely with them, lest they multiply, and it come to pass that
when there falleth out any war, they join also to our enemies, and fight against us, and
so get them up out of the land” (Exodus 1:10).

But could the house of Lebanon, though a fortified place, assault Damascus? Could it
remove from the place on which God had set it? It only was a place of defence for
Judah, or for the worship of the temple. And had the adversary let the temple-worship
and worshippers aone, the shields and targets in the house of the forest of Lebanon
had not been uncovered, had not been made bare against them. The same may now be
said of the church in the wilderness, she moveth no sedition, she abideth in her place;
let her temple-worshippers but alone, and she will be as if she were not in the world;
but if you afflict her, “Fire proceedeth out of their mouth and devoureth their enemies;
and if any man will hurt them, he must in this manner be killed” (Revelation 11:5). And
so die by the sword of the Spirit. But because the weapons of the church, though none
of them are carnal, be so talked of in the world, the blind are yet more afraid of her
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than they in this manner are like to be hurt by her, and therefore they of old have
pecled, ™ and polled, and endeavoured to spoil her al aong, sending their servants,
and saying to their bailiffs and sheriffs, “Go - to a nation scattered and peeled, to a
people terrible from their beginning - a nation meted out and trodden down, whose
land the rivers have spoiled!” (Isaiah 18:2). But this people shall prevail, though not by
worldly force; her God will deliver her. And then, or at “that time, shall the present be
brought to the Lord of hosts of a people scattered and peeled, and from a people
terrible from their beginning hitherto; a nation meted out and trodden under foot,
whose land the rivers have spoiled, to the place of the name of the Lord of hosts, the
Mount Zion” (Isaiah 18:7).

Now thus did the house of the forest of Lebanon provoke; it was built defensively, it
had a tower, it had armour; its tower confronted the enemy’s land. No marvel then, if
the king of Assyria so threatened to lay his army on the sides of Lebanon and to cut
down the tall cedars thereof (Isaiah 37:24).

The largeness, therefore, and prowess of the church, by reason of her inherent fortitude
and the vaorous acts that she hath done by suffering, by prayer, by faith, and a
constant enduring of hardship for the truth, doth force into the world a belief, through
their own guilt and clamours of conscience against them for their debaucheries, that
this house of the forest of Lebanon will destroy them al when she shall be delivered
from her servitude. “Come now, therefore,” saith Balak to Balaam, and “curse me this
people,” if peradventure | may overcome them: when he might have let them pass
peaceably by, and they would not have lifted up afinger against him. Wherefore, from
all these things it appears that the house of the forest of Lebanon was a type of the
church in the wilderness.

[CHAPTER IV. OF THE MATERIALSOF WHICH THE
HOUSE OF THE FOREST OF LEBANON WASMADE.]

The foundation of the house of the forest of Lebanon was of the same great stones
which were laid in the foundation of the temple of the Lord (1 Kings 7:2-11). And this
shows that the church in the wilderness has the same foundation and support as had the
temple that was at Jerusalem, though in a state of sackcloth, tears, and affliction, the
lot of the church in the wilderness; for she, while there, is to howl (Zechariah 11:2).
Now since the foundation is the same, what isit but to show also that she, though in an
afflicted condition, shal certainly stand; “The gates of hell shall not prevail againgt it”
(Matthew 16:18). Her confronting idolatrous nations is therefore a sign of her troubles,
not any prediction of afall. Her rock is steadfast, not like the rock of her adversaries,
the enemy being judges (Deuteronomy 32:31).

But that which in specid | take notice of is, that | find, in a manner, in this house of the
forest of Lebanon, nothing but pillars, and beams, great timber, and thick beams, and
of those was the house builded; pillars to hold up, and thick beams to couple together,
and thus was the house finished. | read not here of any garnishing, either of the pillars,
beams, doors, posts, walls, or any part of the house; al was plain, without garnish, fitly
representing the state of the church in the wilderness, which was clothed with
sackcloth, covered with ashes, wearing her mourning weeds, with her tears upon her
cheeks, and ayoke or band about her neck (Isaiah 52:1-2; 61:3).
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By this kind of description we may aso note with what kind of members this house,
this church is furnished. Here, as | said, that is, in the house of the forest of Lebanon,
you find pillars, pillars, so in the church in the wilderness. O the mighty ones of which
this church was compacted! they were al pillars, strong, bearing up the house against
wind and weather; nothing but fire and sword could dissolve them. As therefore this
house was made up of great timber, so this church in the wilderness was made up of
giants in grace. These men had the faces of lions; no prince, no king, no threat, no
terror, no torment, could make them yield; they loved not their lives unto the death.
They have laughed their enemiesin the face, they have triumphed in the flames.

They were pillars, they were pillars of cedar: the cedar is the highest tree in the world;
[ wherefore in that this house was made of cedar, it may be to denote that in the
church in the wilderness, however contemned by men, was the highest perfection of
goodness, as of faith, love, prayer, holy conversation, and affection for God and his
truth. For indeed none ever showed the like, none ever showed higher cedars than
those that were in Lebanon. None ever showed higher saints than were they in the
church in the wilderness. Others talked, these have suffered; others have said, these
have done; these have voluntarily taken their lives in their hands, for they loved them
not to the death; and have fairly, and in cool blood, laid them down before the world,
God, angels, and men, for the confirming of the truth which they have professed (Acts
15:26; Revelation 12:11). These are pillars, these are strong ones indeed. It iS mest,
therefore, that the church in the wilderness, since she was to resemble the house of the
forest of Lebanon, should be furnished with these mighty ones.

Cedars! the same that the holiest of al in the temple was covered within, and that
house was a figure of heaven, to show that the church of God in the wilderness, how
base and low soever in the judgment of the world, is yet the only heaven that God hath
among the children of men. Here are many nations, many kingdoms, many countries,
and many cities, but the church in the wilderness was but one, and she was the heaven
that God has here; hence she is called, “Thou heaven. Regjoice over her thou heaven”
(Revelation 18:20). And again, when the combustion for religion isin the church in the
wilderness it is said to be in heaven - “And there was war in heaven. Michael and his
angels fought against the dragon; and the dragon fought, and his angels’ (Revelation
12:7).

The church therefore loseth not all her titles of honour, no, not when at the lowest, she
is God's heaven still; though she may not be called now a crown of glory, yet she is
still God's lily amongst thorns; though she may not be called the church of Jerusalem,
yet she may the church in the wilderness; and though she may not be called Solomon’s
temple, yet she may the house of the forest of Lebanon. Cedars! cedars are tall and
sweet, and so are the members of the church in the wilderness. O their smell, their
scent, it hath been “as the wine of Lebanon” (Hosea 14:5-7). They that have gone
before have left this smell still in the nostrils of their survivors, as that both fragrant
and precious.

This house of the forest of Lebanon was builded “upon four rows of cedar pillars’ (1
Kings 7:2). These four rows were the bottom pillars, those upon which the whole
weight of the house did bear. The Holy Ghost saith here four rows, but says not how
many were in a row. But we will suppose them to allude to the twelve apostles, or to
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the apostles and prophets, upon whose foundation the church in the wilderness is said
to be built (Ephesians 2:20). And if so, then it shows that as the house of the forest of
L ebanon stood upon these four rows of pillars, as the names of the twelve tribes stood
in four rows of precious stones upon Aaron’s breastplate when he went into the
holiest, so this house, or church in the wilderness, stands upon the doctrine of the
apostles and prophets (Exodus 28:17; 29:10). But because it only saith it stood upon
four rows, not specifying any number, therefore as to this we may say nothing certain,
yet | think such a conjecture hath some show of truth in it, however, | will leave it to
wiser judgments.

“And it was covered with cedar above, upon the beams that lay on forty-five pillars,
fifteen in arow” (1 Kings 7:3). These pillars, as the others, are such upon which the
house did also bear; this is clear, because the beams that lay upon the four rows of
pillars afore-mentioned lay aso upon these forty-five.

It seems, therefore, that these four rows of pillars were they that were the more outside
ones; that is, two rows on this side of the house and two rows also on that; and that
those forty-five pillars, fifteen in a row, stood in three rows more inward, and so did
bear up with the other the beams that were laid upon them, much like to those inner
pillars that usually stand in our parish churches. If so, then the first four rows did seem
to be a guard to these, for that, as they stood more to the outsides of the house, so
more to the weather, and nearer to the first approach of the enemy.

And this may show that the apostles in their doctrine are not only a foundation to the
forty-five pillars, but a protection and defence; | say a protection and defence to all the
pillars that ever were besides in the church in the wilderness. And it is to be considered
that the four rows are mentioned as placed first, and so were those upon which the
thick beams that first were for coupling of the house were laid; the which most fitly
teacheth that the office and graces of the apostles were first in the church in the
wilderness, according to 1 Corinthians 12:18.

These forty-five pillars standing in the midst, by the others, may also be to show that in
the time of the trouble of the church in her wilderness state, there will be those that will
stand by and maintain her apostolic doctrine, though for so doing they bear the burthen
of the whole. But | read of no chambers for ease or rest in this house, here is no room
for chambering. They that were for being members in the church in the wilderness,
must not look for rest until their Lord shall come (Romans 13:13-14; 2 Thessalonians
1:5-9).

Here therefore was but hard lodging; the house of the forest of Lebanon was not made
for tender skins and for those that can not lie out of down beds, but for those that were
war-like men, and that were willing to endure hardness for that religion that God had
set up in histemple, and is fitly answered by that of the apostle: “Thou, therefore,” my
son, “endure hardness as a good soldier of Jesus Christ. No man that warreth
entangleth himsalf with the affairs of this life, that he may please him who hath chosen
him to be a soldier” (2 Timothy 2:3-4). Forty-five pillars! It was forty-five years that
the church was of old in a bewildered and warlike condition before she enjoyed her rest
in Canaan (Joshua 14:10). Now, as there were forty-five years of trouble, so here are
forty-five pillars for support, perhaps to intimate that God will have in his church in the
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wilderness a sufficient succession of faithful men that, like pillars, shall bear up the
truth above water all the time of Antichrist’s reign and rage.

The thick beams that lay over-thwart to couple this house of the forest of Lebanon
together, did bear upon these forty-five pillars, to show that, by the burden-bearers that
have and shall be in the church of God in the wilderness, the unity of that house is
through the Spirit maintained. And indeed, had it not been for these pillars, the
sufferers, these burden-bearers in the church, our house in the forest of Lebanon, or,
more properly, our church in the wilderness, had before this been but in a poor
condition. Thus therefore this church, which in her time is the pillar and ground of
truth in the world, has been made to stand and abide it. “When the blast of the terrible
ones has been as a storm against thewall” (Isaiah 25:4; 1 Timothy 3:15). “Many atime
have they afflicted me from my youth, may Israel now say: many a time have they
afflicted me from my youth: yet they have not prevailed against me” (Psalms 129:1-2).

Thus you see how the house of the forest of Lebanon was a type of the church in the
wilderness; and you see also by this the reason why the house of the forest of Lebanon
had its inward glory lying more in great pillars and thick beams than in other
ornaments. And indeed, here had need be pillars and pillars and beams and beams too,
since it was designed for assaults to be made upon it, since it was set for a butt for the
marksman, and to be an object for furious heathens to spend their rage against its
walls.

The glory therefore of the temple lay in one thing, and the glory of this house lay in
another: the glory of the temple lay in that she contained the true form and modes of
worship, and the glory of the house of the forest of Lebanon lay in her many pillars and
thick beams, by which she was made capable, through good management, to give
check to those of Damascus when they should attempt to throw down that worship.

And as | said before, these pillars were sweet-scented pillars, for that they were made
of cedar; but what cared the enemy for that, they were offensive to him, for that they
were placed as a fortification against him. Nor is it any allurement to Satan to favour
the mighty ones in the church in the wilderness for the fragrant smell of their sweet
graces, nay, both he and his angels are the more bent to oppose them because they are
so sweet-scented. The cedars therefore got nothing because they were cedars at the
hands of the barbarous Gentiles - for they would burn the cedars - as the angels or
pillars get nothing of favour at the hands of Antichrist because they are pillars of and
angels for the truth, yea, they so much the more by her are abhorred. Well, but they are
pillars for al that, yea, pillars to the church in the wilderness, as the others were in the
house of the forest of Lebanon, and pillars they will abide there, dead and alive, when
the enemy has done what he can.

The pillars were set in three rows, for so are forty-five when they are set fifteen in a
row. And they were set in three rows to bear. This manner also of their standing thus
was also doubtless significant. But again, they, these pillars, may be set, or placed thus
in three rows in the house of the forest of Lebanon, to show that the three offices of
Christ are the great things that the church in the wilderness must bear up before the
world.
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The three offices of Christ, they are his priestly, his prophetic, and his kingly offices.
These are those in which God's glory and the church’s salvation are most immediately
concerned, and they that have been most opposed by the devil and his angels. All
heresies, erors, and delusions with which Christ’s church has been assaulted in all
ages, have bent themselves against some one or al of these (Revelation 16:13, 16).
Christ is a priest to save, a prophet to teach, and a king to rule his church (Isaiah
33:22). But this Antichrist can not bear, therefore he attempts to get up into the throne
himself, and to act as if he were one above al that is called God, or that is worshipped
(2 Thessalonians 2:3-4; Revelation 19:19-21). But behold! here are pillars in three
rows, mighty pillars to bear up Christ in these his offices before the world and against
all falsehood and deceit.

Fifteen in arow, | can say no further than | can see; what the number of fifteen should
signify | know not, God is wiser than man; but yet methinks their standing thus should
signify a reserve; as suppose the first three that the enemy comes at should be
destroyed by their hands, there are three times fourteen behind; suppose again that they
should serve the next three so, yet there is a reserve behind. When that fine one,
Jezebel, had done what she could against the afflicted church in her time, yet there was
left areserve, areserve of seven thousand that were true worshippers of God (1 Kings
19:18; Romans 11:4).

Always when Antichrist made his inroads upon the church in the wilderness, to day, to
cut off, and to kill, yet some of the pillars stood, they were not al burnt in the fire, nor
cut down. They said indeed, “Come and let us cut them off from being a nation, that
the name of Israel may be no more in remembrance” (Psalms 83:4). But what then?
there is a difference betwixt saying and doing; the bush was not therefore consumed
because it was set on fire; the church shall not be consumed athough she be afflicted
(Exodus 3:3). And this reason is, because God has still his fifteens; therefore if Abel
fals by the hand of Cain, Seth is put in his place (Genesis 4:25). If Moses is taken
away, Joshua shall succeed him (Joshua 1:2-3). And if the devil break the neck of
Judas, Matthias is at hand to take his office (Acts 1:16-26). God has, | say, a
succession of pillarsin his house; he has to himself areserve.

Y et again, methinks that there should be forty-five pillars, and besides them four rows
of pillars, and al this to bear up an invisible burden, for we read of nothing upon the
pillars but the heavens and roof. It should be to show that it isimpossible that a carnal
heart should conceive of the weight that truth lays upon the conscience of a believer.
They see, nothing, alas, nothing at al, but a beam, a truth, and, say they, are you such
fools to stand groaning to bear up that, or what is contained therein? They, | say, see
not the weight, the glory, the weight of glory that is in a truth of God, and therefore
they laugh at them that will count it worth the while to endure so much to support it
from falling to the ground. ! Great pillars and beams, great saints and great truths, are
in the church of God in the wilderness; and the beams lie upon the pillars, or the truth
upon the saints.

The tabernacle and ark formerly were to be borne upon men’s shoulders, even as these
great beams are borne up by these pillars. And as this tabernacle and ark were to be
carried hither and thither, according to the appointment of God, so were these beams
to be by these pillars borne up, that therewith the house might be girt together, kept
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uniform, and made to stand fast, notwithstanding the wind and storm.

[CHAPTER V. OF THE WINDOWSIN THE
HOUSE OF THE FOREST OF LEBANON ]

The house of the forest of Lebanon had many windowsin it; “And there were windows
in three rows, and light was against light in three ranks’ (1 Kings 7:4). Windows are to
let the light in at, and the eye out at, to objects at a distance from the house, and from
those that are therein.

The windows here are figures of the Word of God, by which light the light of lifeis let
into the heart; through that, the glass of these windows, the beams of the Sun of
righteousness shine into the church. Hence the word is compared to glass, through
which the glorious face of Christ is seen (2 Corinthians 3:18). This, therefore, this
house of the forest of Lebanon had; it had windows, a figure of that Word of God,
through, and by which, the church in the wilderness sees the mind of God, and so what
while there she ought to believe, do, and leave undone in the world.

This house had plenty of windows - three rows of windows on both sides the house. In
three rows; by these windows in three rows perhaps was prefigured how into the
church in the wilderness was to shine the doctrine of the Trinity: yea, to signify that she
was to be possessed with that in her most low state, and when under her greatest
clouds. The doctrine of the Trinity! that is the substance, that is the ground and
fundamental of al (1 John 2:22-23, 4:2-4; 2 John 9-10). For by this doctrine, and by
this only, the man is made a Christian; and he that has not this doctrine, his profession
is not worth a button. Y ou must know that sometimes the church in the wilderness has
but little light, but the diminution of her light is not then so much in or as to
substantials, asit is as to circumstantial things; she has then the substantials with her, in
her darkest day, even windows in three rows.

The doctrine of the Trinity! You may ask me what that is? | answer. It is that doctrine
that showeth us the love of God the Father, in giving of his Son: the love of God the
Son, in giving of himsdf; and the love of the Lord the Spirit, in his work of
regenerating of us, that we may be made able to lay hold of the love of the Father by
his Son, and so enjoy eternal life by grace. This doctrine was always let in at these
windows into the church in the wilderness, for to make her sound in faith, and hearty in
obedience; as also meek and patient in temptation and tribulation. And as to the
substance of Christianity, this doctrine is sufficient for any people, because it teaches
faith, and produceth a good moral life. These therefore, if these doctrines shine upon
us, through these windows of heaven, so as that we see them, and receive them, they
make us fit to glorify God here, and meet to be glorified of, and with him hereafter.
These lights, therefore, cause that the inhabitants of this church in the wilderness see
their way through the dark pitch night of this world. For as the house of the forest of
Lebanon, this church of God in the wilderness had always her lights, or windows in
these three rows, to guide, to solace, and comfort her.

This house therefore, is thus discriminated and distinguished from all other houses in

the world; no house, that we read of in the Bible, was thus adorned with light, or had
windows in three rows, but this, and answerable hereunto, no congregation or church,
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but the true church of God, has the true antitype thereof. Light! windows! A
sufficiency of windows was of great use to a people that dwelt in aforest, or wood, as
the inhabitants of the house of the forest of Lebanon did. But how solitary had this
house been, had it had no light at all! To be in a wood, and that without windows, is
one of the worst of conditions. This also is the relief that the church in the wilderness
had; true, she was in a wood, but had light, called in another place God's rod, or his
Word, which giveth instruction. “Feed thy people with thy rod, the flock of thine
heritage, which dwell solitaryin the wood,” etc. (Micah 7:14).

To be, as was said, in awood, and without light too, is a condition very desolate: the
Egyptians found it so, for al they were in their houses (Exodus 10:21, 23). But how
much more then is that people’s case to be lamented that are under persecution, but
have not light in three rows to guide them. But thisis not the state of the church in the
wilderness; she has her windows in three rows, to wit, the light of the face of the
Father, the light of the face of the Son, and the light of the face of the Holy Ghost; all
shining through the windows or glass of the Word, to her comfort and consolation,
though now in the forest of Lebanon.

“And light was against light in three ranks.” This is an additional account of the
windows that were in the house of the forest of Lebanon. Before he said she had
windows in three rows, but now he adds that there was light against light, light
opposite to light, and that also in three ranks. In that he saith they were in ranks, he
either means in order, or insinuates a military posture, for in both these ways is this
word taken (Numbers 2:16, 24; 1 Chronicles 12:33, 38; Mark 6:40). Nor need any
smile because | say the lights were set in a military posture; we read of potsherds
striving with potsherds, and why may it not as well be said, “light was against light”
(Isaiah 45:9).

But we will pursue our design. Here is opposition insinuated; in the margin it is “sight
against sight”; wherefore the lights thus placed in the house of the forest of Lebanon
give me another encouragement, to think that this house was a type of the church in
the wilderness, and that she is the seat of spiritual war also (Revelation 12:7). For as
this house of the forest of Lebanon was that which was the object of the rage of the
king of Assyria, because it stood in his way to hinder his ruining Jerusalem; so the
gpirit and faithfulness of the church of God in the wilderness stands in the way, and
hinders Antichrist’s bringing of the truth to the ground.

And as the enemy brake into Lebanon, and did set fire to her cedars, so the boar, the
Antichrist, the dragon, and his angels, got into the church in the wilderness (Psalms
80:13; 2 Thessalonians 2:4; Revelation 12:7). This being so, here must needs be war;
and since the war is not carnal but spiritua, it must be made by way of controversy,
contention, disputation, argument, reasonings, etc. which were the effect of opposite
apprehensions, fitly set out in this house of the forest of Lebanon, for that there was
“light against light,” “sight against sight,” in three ranks. Wherefore in that he saith
“light was against light in three ranks,” he suggesteth, to the life, how it would be in
the church in the wilderness. And suppose they were the truly godly that made the first
assault, can they be blamed? For who can endure a boar in avineyard; aman of sinina
holy temple; or a dragon in heaven? What then if the church made the first assault?
Who bid the boar come there? What had he to do in God's house? The church, as the
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house of the forest of Lebanon, would have been content with its own station; and
bread and water will serve a man, that may with peace enjoy his delights in other
things. But when privilege, property, life, delight, heaven, and salvation, comes to be
intruded, no marvel if the woman, though but a woman, cries out, and set her light
against them; had she seen the thief, and said nothing, she had been far worse.

| told you before that by the windows is meant the Word, which is compared to glass
(1 Corinthians 13:12; 2 Corinthians 3:18; James 1:23-25). What, then, is the Word
against the Word? No, verily, it is therefore not the Word, but opposite apprehensions
there-about, that the Holy Ghost now intends; for he saith not that window was against
window, respecting the true sense of the Word, but light was against light, respecting
the divers notions and apprehensions that men of opposite spirits would have about the
Word. Nor are we to take thisword light, especialy in the antitype, in a proper but in a
metaphorical sense, that is, with respect to the judgment of both parties. Here is the
true church, and she has the true light; here also is the boar, the man of sin, and the
dragon; and they see by their way, and yet, as | said, al by the self-same windows.
They that are the church do, in God's light, see light; but they that are not, do in their
own way see. And let aman, and a beast, look out at the same window, the same door,
the same casement, yet the one will see like a man, and the other but like a beast. No
marvel then, though they have the same windows, that “light is against light,” and sight
against sight in this house. For there are that known nothing but what they know
naturally as brutes (Psalms 92:6; Jeremiah 10:8, 14, 21; Jude 10).

No marvel then if there is here a disagreement; the beast can but see as a beast, but the
church is resolved not to be guided by the eye of a beast, though he pretends to have
his light by that very window by which the church has hers. The beast is moon-eyed,
and puts darkness for light, yea, and hates the light that is so indeed; ® but the saints
will not hear him, for they know the voice of their Lord (Isaiah 5:20; John 3:20). How
then can it be but that light should be against light in this house, and that in a military
posture? And how can it be but that here “every battle of the warrior” should be “with
confused noise, and garmentsrolled in blood” (Isaiah 9:5).

And in that he saith, “light was against light in three ranks,” it shows their preparations
one against another; also that they on both sides are resolved to stand by their way.
The church is confident, the man of sin is confident; they both have the same windows
to see by, and so they manage their matters; yet not so smply by the windows, as by
their divers judgments they make of that which shineth in at them. Each one therefore
hath the true and false profession, will be confident of his own way; he that was right,
knew he was right; and he that was wrong, thought he was right, and so the battle
began. “Thereis away that seemeth right unto a man, but the end thereof are the ways
of death” (Proverbs 14:12).

Nor isit in man to help it; there has been reasoning, there has been disputing, there has
blood aso been spilt on both sides, through the confidence that each had of the
goodness of his own way; but no reconciliation is made, the enmity is set here of God,;
iron and clay can not mix (Genesis 3:15; Daniel 2:42-43). God will have things go on
thus in the world, till his words shall be fulfilled: “The deceived, and the deceiver, are
his’ (Job 12:16). Things therefore must have their course in the church in the
wilderness, till the mystery of God shall be fulfilled (Revelation 17:17).
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Hence it is said God will bring Gog against his people of Isragl, “as a cloud to cover
the land” (Ezekiel 38:16). But for what cause? Why, that he may contend a while with
them, and then fall by their light to the ground. Therefore he says also, that he “will
give unto Gog a place there of graves in Isragl, and it shall be called the valley of
Hamon-gog” (Ezekiel 39:11).

God will get himself great glory by permitting the boar, the man of sin, and the dragon,
to revel it in the church of God; for they, by setting up and contending for their
darkness and calling of it the light, and by setting of it against that light, which is light
in very deed, do not only prove the power of truth where it is, but illustrate it so much
the more. For as black sets off white, and darkness light, so error sets off truth. He that
calls aman a horse, doth in conclusion but fix the belief of his humanity ™ so much the
more in the apprehension of all rational creatures.

“Light against light in three ranks.” The three ranks on the church’s side signify her
light in the Trinity, as was said, and in the three offices of Christ; and the ranks against
these three ranks be to signify the opposite apprehensions of the enemy. They differ
also about the authority of the Word, and ordinances, about the offices, officers, and
executions of office, in the church, etc. There is an opposition everywhere, even round
about the house; there was “light against light in three ranks.” This house of the forest
of Lebanon was therefore a significative thing, wisaly built and fit for the purpose for
which it was designed, which was to show what afterward would be the state of the
church in the wilderness. Nor could anything in the temple more aptly express itself in
atypical way, as to any of the things concerning New Testament matters, than doth
this house of the forest of Lebanon, as to the things designed to be signified thereby. It
speaks, can we but hear: it points to things, as it were with a finger, have we but eyes
to see.

It is not therefore to be wondered at that we hear both parties plead so much for their
authority, crying out against each other, as those that destroy religion. So doth the
church, so doth the man of sin. The living child is mine, saith one; nay, but the dead
child is thine, and the living child is mine, says the other. And thus they spake before
the king (1 Kings 3:16-22). Now this could not be, were there not different
apprehensions here; light against light then is the cause of al this; and here is “light
against lightin three ranks’; and so will be until the beast is dead.

The church will not give place, for she knows she has the truth; the dragon and his
angels, they will not give place, but as beaten back by the power of the truth; for thus it
is said of the dragon and his angels, they fought and prevailed not. Therefore there
will, there must, there can not but be a spiritual warfare here, and that until one of the
two are destroyed, and their body given to the burning flame (Daniel 7:11; Revelation
19:20).

[CHAPTER VI. OF THE DOORSAND POSTS,
AND THEIR SQUARE, WITH THE WINDOWS OF
THE HOUSE OF THE FOREST OF LEBANON]

“And all the doors and posts were square, with the windows.” The doors, they were
for entrance, the posts were the support of the doors, and the windows were, as was
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hinted before, for light. Now here they are said to be all square; square is a note of
perfection; but this word square may be taken two ways. 1. Either as to the fashion of
the things themselves; or, 2. With reference to the uniform order of the whole.

In the first sense was the altar of burnt-offering, the altar of incense, and the
breastplate of judgment, square (Exodus 27:1; 28:16; 30:2). And so also it is said of
our New Testament New Jerusalem (Revelation 21:16). But the square in the text is
not thus to be understood, but if I mistake not, as is signified under the second head,
that is for an uniform order. The whole fabric, as the doors, posts, and windows,
presented themselves to beholders in an exact uniform order, and so right delectable to
behold. Hence we may gather that this house of the forest of Lebanon was so exactly
built, and consequently so complete to view, that it was aluring to the beholders; and
that the more, for that so pretty a fabric should be found in a forest or wood. A lily
among thorns, a pearl on a dunghill, and beauty under a veil, will make one turn aside
to look on it.

Answerable to this, the church, even in the wilderness, or under persecution, is
compared not only to a woman, but to a comely and delicate woman. And who, that
shall meet such a creature in a wood, unless he feared God, but would seek to ravish
and defile her.

Therefore | say, that which is here said to be square, must be understood to be so, as
to prospect and view, or right taking to the eye.

Thus therefore they are allured, and think to defile her in the bed of love; but coming
to her, and finding of her chaste, and filled with nothing but armour, and men at arms,
to maintain her chastity, nolens volens - their fleshly love is turned into cruel rage, and
so they go to variance.

“I have likened,” says God, “The daughter of Zion to a comely and delicate woman”
(Jeremiah 6:2). But where is she? O! she is in the field, in the forest among the
shepherds. But what will they do with her? Why, because she complies not with their
desires, they “prepare war against her,” saying, “Arise, let us go up at noon. Arise, and
let us go by night, and let us destroy her palaces’ (Jeremiah 6:4-5). Wherefore the
beauty of the house of the forest of Lebanon, as well as the fortitude thereof, was a
temptation to the enemy to come to take it into their possession; especialy since it
stood, as it were, on the borders of Isragl, and so faced the enemy’s country.

Thus the church, though in her weeds of widowhood, is become the desire of the eyes
of the nations; for indeed her features are such, considering who is her head, where
mostly to the eye beauty lies, that whoso sees but the utmost glimpse of her, is easily
ravished with her beauties. See how the prophet words it - “Many nations are gathered
together against thee, that say, Let her be defiled, and let our eye look upon Zion”
(Micah 4:11).

The church, the very name of the church of God, is beautiful in the world; and, as
among women, she that has beauty has her head desired, if it might be, to stand upon
another woman’ s shoulders; so this, and that, and every nation that beholds the beauty
of the church, would fain be called by that name. The church, one would think, was but

21



in a homely dress when she was coming out of captivity; and yet then the people of the
countries desired to be one with her. “Let us [said they to Zerubbabel, and to the
fathers of the church] build with you, for we seek your God asyedo” (Ezra 4:2).

The very name of the church, as| said, is striven for of the world, but that is the church
which Christ has made so; her features dso reman with hersef, as this comely
prospect of the house of the forest of Lebanon abode with it, whoever beheld or
wished for it. The beauty therefore of this house, though it stood in the forest, was
admirable; even asis the beauty of the church in the wilderness, though in a bewildered
state.

Hear the relation that the Holy Ghost gives of the intrinsic beauty of the church, when
she was to go to be in a persecuted state; she was “clothed with the sun, and the moon
under her feet, and upon her head a crown of twelve stars’ (Revelation 12:1). And yet
now the dragon stood by her (Revelation 12:4). But | say, Here is a woman! let who
will attempt it, show such another in the world, if he can.™®

They therefore that have any regard to morality, civility, or to ceremonial comeliness,
covet to be of the church of God, or to appropriate that glorious title to themselves.
And here, indeed, Antichrist came in; she took this name to hersdlf; and though she
could not come at the sun, nor moon, nor stars, to adorn herself with them, yet she has
found something that makes her comely in her followers eyes. See how the Holy
Ghost sets her forth. She “was arrayed in purple and scarlet colour, and decked with
gold and precious stones, and pearls, having a golden cup in her hand,” etc.
(Revelation 17:4). Hence she is called, “The well-favoured harlot,” “the lady of
kingdoms,” etc. (Nahum 3:4; Isaiah 47:5, 7).

But because the chaste matron, the spouse of Christ, would not allow this slut to run
away with this name, therefore she gets upon the back of her beast, and by him pushes
this woman into the dirt; but because her faith and love to her husband remains, she
turns again, and pleads by her titles, her features, and ornaments, that she, and she
only, is she whose square answereth to the square of her figure, and to the character
which her Lord hath given of his own, and so the game began. For so soon as this
mistress became a dame in the world, and found that she had her stout abettors, she
attempts to turn al things topsy-turvy, and to set them and to make of them what she
lists. And now she will have an altar like that which was Tiglath-pileser’s. Now must
the Lord’s brazen atar be removed from its place, the borders of the basis must be cut
off, and the laver removed from off them; the molten sea must also now be taken off
the backs of the brazen oxen, where Solomon set it, and be set on a pavement of stone
(2Kings 16:10-17).

Solomon! aas, Solomon’s nobody now; this woman is wiser in her own conceit than
seven men that can render a reason. Now also the covert for the Sabbath must be
turned to the use of the king of Assyria, etc. (2 Kings 16:18). Thus has the beauty of
God's church betrayed her into the hands of her lovers, who loved her for themselves,
for the devil, and for the making of her a seat, a throne for the man of sin. And poor
woman, al her struggling and striving, and crying out under the hands of these
ravishers, has not, as yet, delivered her, though it has saved her life (Deuteronomy
22:25-27).
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But though thus it has been with Christ’s true church, and will be as long as his enemy
Antichrist reigns, yet the days will come when her God will give her, her ornaments,
and her bracelets, and her liberty, and her joy, that she had in the day of her espousals.

[CHAPTER VII. OF THE REPETITION OF LIGHT AGAINST
LIGHT IN THE HOUSE OF THE FOREST OF LEBANON.]

To be sure it was not superfluously done of the Holy Ghost to make repetition of these
words, “And light was against light in three ranks,” therefore something is intended in
the adding of them again that was not intended by the fi