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LETTER

FRIEND

Concerning the Behaviour of Chriftians
under the various Revolutions of State-
Goveraments.

HE Revolutions that fo frequently happen in

States, may well engage an honeft man to ex-

aminc how Chriftians, and the Charch in gene-

nera) ought to behave themiclvesin fuch kind of
Revolutionss 1 have thercfore. undertaken to anfwer

your dcfire, in as clear and perfpicuous a manner, as it

is poffible tor me, without making too particular a Re-
fleion upon the prefent change of Government which

hath put you upon propofing this queftion to me. You
defire to know of me whether it be lawtul for a Chriftian
to
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to pray for a Prince whom he takes to be an Ufurper, and
how the ancient Chriftians behaved themfelves in the like
Revolutions. ’

The Firff Point is a queftion of Right, whether it be
unlawful to pray fora Prince, whom we believe to be an
Ulurper ; {0, as that all thole who are of this Opinion, are
obliged to feparate themfelves from the Communion of
thofe who believe him to be a Liwful Prince : it being
impoflible that thofe who think they ought to pray for a
difpofl fled Vrince, becaufe they eonfider him as theje
lawful Prince, fhould be prefent ar the Prayers that are
made for a Prince whom they confider as an Ulurper. The
fecond Point is amatter of Fa@, which1 might excufe my
{eit from entring upon; becaufe it is certain that Chriftians
arc to oider their Livesnot by Examples but by Rules.
However for your fatistaction 1 will not refufe to take a
a fhore view of the Behaviour of the Primitive Chriftians
tn {uch kind of Revolutions. '

As tothefirff Point, 1 anfwer, That it is not only law-
ful tor a Chriltian, but that he is alfo obliged in Confcience
to pray for thofe, who are in pofleflion of the Authority
of the State wherein he livee, if he hath a mind o cbey
the Apoftle St. Panl, and o tollow the Principles of the
Chriftian Religion. I fuppofe that that which is the Duty
of cvery Chriftian in particular, is the Duty alfo of the
Church in general, forafmuch as the Church is nothing but
a1 Affembly of Chrittians.

Take we 4 view therefore of the command of the
Apollle St. Paul in his Firf Epittle to Timothy, Chap.2.
. 1,253, 4. “1 exhort, thercfore, thacfirit of all, Sup.
¢ plications, Prayers, Interceflions, and giving Thanks be
“made for all men, for Kings and all that are in Autho-
“rity 5 that we may lead a quict and pcaceable life in all
¢ Godlinefs and Honefty, L'or thisis good and acceprable
“in the fight ot God our Saviour; who will have®all men

‘to

———
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¢ to be fav'd, and to come unto the Knowledge of the
€ Truth, The learned Dr. Hammond hath thus para~
phrafed this Precept.  Fny?, In the firft place’ therefore I
advife thee and all the Bithops under thy Metrbpolis, that
you havé conftant publick Offices ot Devotion, conlitting,
Firit, Of Supplications for the averting of a!l hurtful
things, Sinsand Danger.  2dly, Of Prayers for the ob-
taining of all good things which you want. 34/, Ot in-
texceflion for others,and 4rbly, Ot Thankfgiving for Mer-
cies alrcady recciveds and all thefe not only for your
felves, but, in a greater diffulion of your Charity, for all
Mankind.  2dly, For the Emperors and Rulers of ngv_m-
ces under them, to whom we owe all our peaccable living
in any place, in the cxercifc of Religion and' virtuous Life,
and therefore ought in xeafon to pray and give thanks for
them. 3dly, For this God under the Gofpel approves of,
and rcquires at our hands. 4¢6fy, In propoitivn ro the
example which he hath givenusin him{elf, who earacttly
dcfires the good of all Mankind, and ufeth all powertul
means to bringthem to reform their former wicked Lives,
and now to entertain the Golpel. Whence it appears
clearly thata Chriftian, as fuch, is abliged to off.r up unto
God publick Prayers for thofe thatare invefled with che
Sovereign Authority, and that this isa Duty of the Church
in general. _
And herc Idefire you toobferve two things, *he one
is that.the Apoftle St. Paul makes no diftin¢tion betwixt
the lawful Emperors and Ufuspers: the other, that he -
grounds the neceflity of thefe Prayers upon a principle of
gratitude and acknowledgment to the Government in
general, whofoever they be that adminilter it, .forafmuch
as weare beholden to them for the peaccable life we en- -
joy in the exercife of our Religion and a virtuous Life.
This being thus Rated, a Chriftian can have no further
fcruple in this point, but only about the queftion of matter

of Fa@, vix. who thofe be that arc in actual poffc(ﬁond?:
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the Severcign Authority? But this is a queftion which:
may no lefs cafily be decided by the Rules of - che Gofpel 5
in a word, every Chriftian is obliged to acknowledge
him for his lawful Prince, to whom he payeth tribute.
This is the Doctrine of our Saviour Jefus Chrift, Mark xii.
and Luke x%. the words ot the Gofpel are as follows 3
¢ And the Ghicf Pricitsand the Scribes the fame honr foughe
¢ to lay hands on_him (but they feared the People) for they
‘perccived that he had fpoken this Parable againit chem.
¢ Ard they watched him, and fent forth Spics, which
“{kould feign themfelves Juft Mcn, - that they mighe catch
*himin his words, and o might deliver him unto the
¢ Power and Authority of the Governor.  And they asked
¢ him faying, Mafter we know that thou fayeft and teacheft
“riphtly 5 ncither accepteft thou the Perfon of any, bue
¢ tcachddt the way of God in Truth,  Is it lawful for us
¢ to give Tribuce to Cafarsorno? But he perceiving théir
¢ craftinefs, faid unto than, why tempt ye me? (hew me
“apenny @ whofe Image and Superfeription hath it ? They

‘anfwered and faid, Cafirs.  And he faid unto them, -

¢ Render therctorc unto Cfar the chings which be Cefars,
‘ and unto God the things that be God’s.  And they coald’
‘not take hold of his words before the people 3 but ‘mar~
vcllingat hisanfwer held ¢heir peace,

Ferthe better underltanding of this anfwer of onr S~
viour, T (hall ‘again make ufe of an - Annotation of the
lcarned Dr, Hammond upon the 22 Chap.. of St. Matthew,
where he explains what the. Herodians wese, and what'
gave occafion to our Saviour to make' this anfwer. Of
the Sew fome past, fays be, acknowledged, and adhered to
the Cefavean or Reman Authority, fome part lookt upon it,
as an Ufurpation ; and of this' gencrally were the Pha-
#ifees. This difference or controverlie was thusaccafioned.
About onc “hundred and fifty years before:the i birtlsl of

Chiifl the Government of Fudea came into the : hand§ of -

the Zebors or Maceabees, among. them Fudas Muccabeus
_ being

!
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being in fear of Antiochus, entered into a League with
the Romans, which continued about nincty years. Then
Hircanus and Aristobulus the Sons of lexander falling ins
to contention for the Kingdom, and the younger Brother
Arifiobulus getting poffeflion ofit, Hircanus applied himfelf
to the Romans for redre(s, and by Antiputer’s mediation

befought Pospey (being then near ) to come with an Army

to his rclicfs Pompey did fo, and thercupon befieged
Ferufalem.  Hircanus's Party within, foon delivered it up i
and Ariffobulus’s party retired into that part, where the
Temple ffood,.and Pompey itorm'd the Temple, and took
it, and fo theCity cameinto the Romans power, and Hir.
canus was reflored to the High Priefthood, and Kingdom
of Fudea, but {o astohold (as he obtained) it under the
Romans proteClion: which they did(thofe of them that were
of Hircanus's party) by confent,and not by force,by a choice
which the Factions among themle'ves put them upon,and
by way of dedition, and fo Fofephus plainly’ faith of the
Fews, that they had made a dedition of themfelves. Mean
while they of Arifobulus’s party lookt upon the Romans as
U(urpers, and forcible Pofluflors ; and thus it continued
till ous Saviour’s time, and at this time fome of each party,
Pharifees onone fide, and Herodians, (. . followers. of
Herod) on the other, came unto Chrift, meanipg to in-

" fnare him in whatfoever he faid, ‘and to take advantage

cither to inflame the Pharifees (which were the moft emi-
nent awong the Fews) if he thould fay that tribute was
to.. be paid, or to bring him into danger of Herod and the
Roman party, if he fhould fay ’twas not to be paid 5 And
thongh Chrifl’s anfwer be punétually in favour of the Ry
man Emperor, efpecially to thofe that took the Tributc to
be his right, yetin prudence he thought fitto give fuchan
anfwer, as mighe belt avoid the oppofite danger, .

T . o . o, X ) i
.. After' thefe thingshege alledged you fec that nothing
can be moge nacural than to form this Argument : . Evgry

B Chxittian
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Chyiftianis obliged to acknowledge him for his lawful So.
vereipn, to whom he pays Tribute, This is the cxprcts
Doétrincof St, Paul 5 therefore cvery Chriltian is bound
to pray for thofe that age in Poffeilion of the Governmnent,
as for their thue Sovereigns. Lo

There are but two ways to clude the “force of its Ar-
gument 5 for cither we mift maintain that our Saviour
argued like a Sophifter, in going about to perfwade the
Jews toown him for * their lawful Prince, to whom they
wete forced to pay Tribute, in cafe it be true, that people
may pay T'ribute to a Prince, whom they ought not to
acknowlcdge for their lawfol Sovercign ; or elfe we muft
maintain that St. Pau/ hath engaged Chriltians in fin, by
commanding them to pray univerfally for thofe to whom
they pay Tributé, though it may be fuch men are in pof-
{cflion of power, and” reccjve Tribute, fox whom they
ought not to pray. Thiscon{iquenceis evidentand necci-
fary, if it be true that the paying of tribute be ncither a
lawtul mark of their Sovercignty, nor a lawful Foundation
to pray for them, )

Bur yoi'll' fay ‘the conclufion of  yowr Avgument will lead
us to ‘confornd a lawful Governzizent with that which is unlaw-

iy an Upprper " avith a ‘rightful Sovereign. At thisrate of

arguing the' we are convinced in oyr Cw}{c‘iencu, that fuch
a one is an Ulurper, and fuch a one our lawful Prince, we
are forced according to your Argument to pray for the Uur
pers and againft o Tawfiul Prince, - That isto fay, according
1o your [enfe, we are charged by r: Paul to commit immoral
alls, and are obliged to fin agaimft God, that we may be obe.
dient to St. Paul.” And this is-enongh, fay you, to difcoverthe
Soﬁbiﬁ'r;' of your Argument.  Why thisis the very” point,
where X would fain have .yon: The Principle, 1 oppofeiis;
that it appertains tothe Chusch to judge of the Title of
thofe who arcin poffcffion of the GoVerriment, whethér it
bea righttul Title, or not ; 'whéreas J maintain ‘on the

contrary,

e

by
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contrary, that it doth not in the leaft belong to the
Church, to proncunce concerningthe Title of thofe who
are in Poflcflion of the Sovercign Authority, It follows
from this Principle, that we cannot lawfully pray to God
for any but thofe, whofz Title tothe Savercignty we own
to be righeful : “And I maintain, that if this Conclufion,’
which is drawn from the Principle L oppofe, be true, it is
impoffible for any Chriftian Church to {ublift in any State,
and that confequently the Conclufion, as well as the Frin-
ciple from whence it {o naturally flows, cannot but be
falfe, .o

1 defire you, Sir,totake notice that T affitm that it doth
not belong to a Chriftian, as fuch, to examine whether he
who hath the power over a Society, pofluflech the fame
by a Jult Title or by Ufurpation. I acknowledge indeed
that it is the right of the Society, and its Reprefentatives to
¢xamine this qucltion ; but I flatly deny thae ‘it. belongs
to the Church, or to any of the people, confi~
dered as Chriftians, to difcufs the Titles of their So-
vereigns.  Chriftians, in asmucn as they are Chriftians,
are in a State inthe {ame manner as Phyficians, who in
that capacity have nothing to do to meddle with Affairs of
Statc, tho' they may take cognizance of them as they are
Citizens. Affairs thercfore of State, muft not be regulated
by any but thofc who are called to the management of
them. And fora{much as the People arc bound to fubmit
themfclves tothe refolution of their Reprefentatives, the
Church accordingly is obliged to own him for a "lawful
Sovercign Oﬁ}hc State whom :hc,Mamgers of the State
own for fuch, by ordaining Tribute to be pdid fo him, and
Prayers to be offer’d up to God for him, &e. ‘

This is my Pofition, the Tiuth whereof I Mall here (et
forth witha fulland convincing cvidencé, - T

Bz ', Fifty
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Firft, Jefus Chrift declared that Tribute ought to be
paid to thofe, whom the greateft part of the Jews looke
upon as Ulurpers (I mean the Roman Emperors) and who
indced had ufurpt the Power, they themfelves had formerly
enjoy’d. v e -

2dly, Our Saviour did plainly fuppole,  thit the pro-
fperity of their Emperors ought publickly to be prayed for
in the Temple, as was conftantly donz, to which the
Z:alts of the Fews oppofed themfelves; for otherwife
he ought rather to have joined himfelf to thefe Zealots,
and torborn! entring into the Temple, in cafc he had not
approved the Prayers there offer’d up for fuch Gover-
ners.

3dlyy St.Paul taught that we arc bound to pray for thofe
that have the Authoricy in their hands, without cver
making the lealt diflinction between thofe that were pof-
fefof this Authority by a lawful or unlawful Title. Now
where the Law doth not diftinguith, it is plain, that nci-
ther cught we,

4thly, Tt hath. been the conflant pra&ice of the Chri-
ftian Church to pray for thofe that had the Sovercign Au-
thority, without cver allowing themfelves the Liberty to
judge of the Validity of Invalidity of the Titles of thofe,
that werc in pofleflion thereof, This praflice” of the
Church in all times and in_all places fs fo uncontefted a
matter of Fadl, that we may defic any Perfon whatever to
produce any one fingle example 'of a Schifm that hath-hap-
pen’d in the Church, on a pretence ‘like to that on which
they have formed one of late, vix, where ane party of the
Church maintain'd that they ought not to pray for a Prince
in Poffeffion, becaufe his Title was not lawful, and fepa-
rated themfelves from thofe that fubmitted to him that
was in Poflcffion,

. It is vifible that according to the contrary Principle,
ifthe Church had not only a Right to cxamine the Title of
Sovercigns,

wnder Various Revolutions. 9

Sovercigns, but were alfo under an obligation fo to do
for fear of oftering, difpleafing Prayers to his Divine Ma-
jefly, in favour of an Ufurper, that it was of indifpenfable
neceffity for the Apoftles to have made an exa® draught
of Politicks, fram’d according to the Nature and Rights
of the Government 5 which they ought to have tran(mitted
to their Succefforsin writing, Tt would have been necel:
{ary alfo in the Cherch, to infirué the Bifhops, and all the
Clergy,conformably to this Scheme of Politicks, to the end
that they might afterward intru@ the Church, and yet we
do not finda tirtle of all this ncither in the New Telta-
ment, nor any other Books of Antiguity: Tho® without
this fo ncceflary precaution it cannot be imagin’d, but
that a vaft number of Schifmes muft have been formed,
by occafion of fo many Revolutions that have fo firangely
changed the Face of Governments, from the time of our
Saviour o this prefent. We muft theretore of néceflity
own either that nonc of the ancient Chriftians,ever thought
of difcharging a duty (o eflential to the Chriftian Rcli
gion, in the moft important A&s of Devotion, or that
the Chriftians never believed, that it was their bufindts

. to'exarhine the Rights of Sovereigns, much lefs that they

were obliged {0 t0 do, to the end they might be ia con-
dition to offer their praycrs co God with a good Confci-
ence.

I have told you, Sirs That the Chrifian Religion
could never have been admitted, or, have fubfifted in any
State, if our Savicur had given another Rule to his Apo-
flles than that which he hath given them. And ac-
cordingly T entreat you to confider with your felf a little,
what would have become of the Chriftian Religios, if the
Church had undertaken to examin the Titles of Sove-
vereigns 2 Can you believe in good carncft, that cver
fhe wonld have met with an cafie entrance into the
Worldy if it had been known, that thefe who preached

it,
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it entred nto a State with a defignand under obligations
of examining the Titles of thofe who govern'd it, and
with adefign of charging upon the Subjects as their duty
anenquiry of this Naturc. Tam certain that we cannot
meet with any thing like this, ncither in the Writings of
the Apottles, nor in the Writings of the ancient Do&ors
of the Church, particularly in their Apologies, wherein
they have refuted the principal grounds for which the Em-
perors rejecked the Chriftian Religion and proferibed it.
Yea, I am very rcady to be fo jult to thofc who are of
the contrary Opinion as to belicve that they would have
more Prudence; than to makeany fuch kind of’ Declaration
to the Indians or Chinefe, if they had a mind to go and

Preach the Gofpel amongft thems
But {ome, it may be, may be apt to perfwade them -
fclves chat the profeffion of the Chrittian Religion is
the rather to be reccived upon this Condition of engag-
ing Subjc&s to examin the Title of their Soveraigns and
the whole State, For indeed it may be thought what
can be more advantageous to a Socicty or a Prince, than
Souls of {o tender a confcience as are unwilling to pray for
a Prince till they have difcufi’d the point whether their Ti-
tles be lawful ? But yet I know not whether they would
have beenable to make the Gofpel to be Received on thofe
terms,  For r. It plainly appears that they muft have left all
thofeCountrics which from Monarchics were newly changed
to Common-wealths, or the contrary. 2.d. It appears that
they would have been cxcluded out of any Country
where a Prince had been depos’d, and another put in
his plice 3 toralmuch as they:could not obey the Laws of
an ufurper, nor own him by prayiog for him. 3dly. They
wuatt,even in thofe places where the government appear'd to
them lawful, ar their fieft catrance have declar’d, that
their true diftiples would be always ready to withdraw
themfelves from under the authority of the government
affoon as any change fhould be made in it contrary to
their

tnder various Revolutions, 1

their Schemic of a lawful Government, and. that they
would do their utmott endeavonrs, to withdraw from the
State all thofe that could not comply with this Change in
the Governiment.  This {uppofed, let them judge-in--how
many places they could have got ancntrance for the Gof
pel, clogg'd with thofe Conditionals, o

But there is fomething Worle than all this 5 for by this
jumbling of political Confiderations about Government
with the do¢tiine of the Gofpel, the Apofties would have
been Obliged at their firft entrance to prefent the Governoi
of the Place a draught of a lawful Government according
to their Notion, tothe cnd that the State might Confider
whether this political Scheme, did agree with theNatureof
Governnent as it is cftablitht amongft the feveral Nations
of the World.  This is the. point whence they ought of
neceflity to have begun the preaching of the Galpel, for
without this Chriftians conld ncver bz perfivaded to offer
up their prayers to Gou for the Governour of a State.  In
very truth, the Apofiles would have feemed a company of
pitytul Men,for underftanding cheir Cameiffion no beteer,
as having failed to leave us 2 good and ample inflru@ion in
this mnoft important matter, apdwhich was of o great necef-
fity,confidering the vaft nunber of Changes and Revoluti-
ons 5 that have bappened in Governments ; whereas inficad
of ufing this exactnefs they have orly fimply and_in general
cominanded us to pray to God for, all thePowers it over us,
but they never daigned to acguaint us cith,qr,by._thcir con~
dué@ or doérine that this was to be rclirained onely to
fuch Powets as are lawful.  But they will fay fince you
grant that a Chriftian and a Citizen are one and :_hc fame
Perfon, undexr different refpects, how is it poffible that
after all this you fhould conccive, that a. Citizen, who is
pesfwaded in his Confcience that fach an one is an Ufus-

per,, may yet as a Chriftian, pray God for this Ufurper,
as if indecd hg were his lawful Prince # To this 1 an(»]vcr
that
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that a Man who,embracethany Principles contrary to the
Conflitution of a State, is very much to be piticd, and if
befides he be fo unhappy as to Kl his brain with whimfeys
without any ground or probability of truth , and takes
pains to conhrm him&lf in the fame from pafl>ges of
Scripture mifapplicd, he is (ill more incurable 3 becaufe
in this cafe he huggs his error, as fuppofing it both Ho-
nourable and Meritorious. But to anfwer dircétly to this
difficulty; 1 fay thar the Confcicnce of fuch a Perfon s
molt Vifibly Erroncous.  For 1. he judgeth in the qua-
lity of a Citizen that fuch an ore is an Ufurper for whom
itis not lawfulto pray ;becaufe, as he isa Chriftian, he ad-
mits a Do&rin and Printiple in Confequence whercof he
oppofcch himfclf againft the determination of the Seate ,
which hath manifeiily acted and judged according to other
Principles. If he torms this judgment as he is a Chriftian,
then he ateributcs to himfelfa right which God hath neves
granted to Chriftians as fuch , but if he judge thus in the
quality of a Citizenand not of a Chriftian, he violates the
laws of a Socicty which can not fubfift it every private Pey-
fon be permiteed to oppofe his particular judgment to
that ot the publick, declared in the moft folemn manner
imaginable 5 the delufion of the Conftience of fuch a Perfon
appcars as evident to me asif a Perfon thould have refoly.
cd o maintain from Scripture as a Do@rine of faith, thae
the Sun goces round the Earth, and in confequence to this
Principle Gould refufe Communion with thofe that be-
lieve the Syfteme of Copernicus.

Tdon't beleive that thofe who reprefent the body of the
State arc infallible in their judgment, but fecing it is the
higheft Human Tribunal where thefe queftions which cone
cern the right of chofe that pretend to the Government
can be decided s 1 affere that if a Citizen hath a judgmerit
oppolite to that of the State,cither he muft acquicfcein the
judgmene of the Statc, or he muit depart out of ic,

for
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for fear of being made partaker of the puaifhment whichhe
beleives God may iufliék upon a State for anunjuft action,
but after all there is none but God that can Corre@® that
which he hath referved to his Government.  This is that
which Confcienee mult naturally diate to a Man who
littens ta its Suggettions,

This being granted, 1 fay in the 2d. place, that they
who reafon thus and continue in the State, whofe Autho-
rity they do not acknowlcdge, do not follow their own
principlcs as they arc bound to do : Suppofe we thercfore
that they ought to feparate themfelves from their brethren 3
forafmuch as in the quality of Chriflians they cannot
joyn in thofe Prayers that offend their Morals,  are they
notas much obliged, in the quality of Citizens to quit a
Society,which they fuppofe to have violated the Fundamen-
tal Laws of the State by raifing an Ufurper to the
Throne of the Lawful Prince # The obligation if I be

not miflaken is as binding on this hand, as on the other.

This is an ignorant flattering of our felves, to belicve
that we may lawfully preferve a propricty in our Eftates
by coutinuing in a State, which wec look upon as being in
actual Rebellion againit their Soveraign s for it is certain
that the poffeffion of the goods we enjoy, as memburs of
the Socicty, is no further allowed us than as we own-the.
Authority whereby the Socicty doth lubl_llt. We have no
right to them any further than as'the Society allpws us to
enjoy the fame, and that we own the Authomy:xi the
Rulers of the Society. . The propricty we have in our
goods is not from a Natural Right , but from a Pofitive
Right, -whish cannot fubfift but in the Society. _As foon
as we quit a Society, which we do whep we difown' its
Authority, wc have no longer any right to our goods |
and accordingly ipfo faclo they ceal: to be ours, And
therefore a firanger who isbound by his oath to luquwn

C rince
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Priace, can poflefs nothing in a forrcign States he hathno
!cgvc to trade ina flrange Country any furcher than he fub-
mits himfclt cothe laws of the Society, and to undergo the
punithments which the Law ioflicks in cafe it appear that
he hath violated the Laws of ie. Thisis the Doétrin of
St. Auguffin vpon St. Fobu contirmed by Yves of Char-
ties, Epiff. 65, By what right, faith he o the Dona-
titts, do you keep poffeffion of the Lands belonging
to the Churches, is it by Divine or Human Righe ?
The Divine Right is contained in the Scriptures, and rh'e
Human in the Laws ot Kings , whercupon you’ perceive
that whatlocver a Man pofl flzch,he poflefetl it by an Hu-
man Right; but as to a Divine Right, the Earth isthe
Lords and the Fulnefs thercofe "Tis by Human Righe
that any cne faith this Land is mine, this Houfc is mine
rhis Slave is mine, Take away the Right of the L;“.,P,~_’
sor, and who dares fay this Land is minc, this Hol':l\c ;'s
mine, this Slave is mines  Ncithar do thou fay, whae
have you to do with the King ; yea what hatt thou to do
Wl'fh this Pofluilion ? Don'c fay that thy Pofleflions are
thinc for thou haft renounced Human Right by \!;'l;ich
onely onc poffefleth whatfoever he has, for itthele things
were cfiablifhed by a Divine Law, it would not be bibn
the Power of the Judgces in fome cafes to judge according
to the Rigor of the Laws, and in other cafes more favo-
rably. Nuy Sir to refide oncly under any Governmente
makes a Man fubj¢t to’ the faid Government ipjz
f”ao@[ﬂ f{ox g:_hcrwi(&:‘ a Stranger could not be juttly
punitht for being guilty of high T inft 2 Pri
whole Subjeét hI?: i no);. b l'fafon eeintt & Prince
1 have taid thus much to remove a delufion fome put
npon'rhm}ﬂlvcs in this matter, for want of due Cosli-
dfratmn, imagining that they may lawfully enjoy their
P_‘Hatcs without owning, the Authority of thofe thae
Govern the State, and that they fatistie their Confii
tnces by rfufing to pray for them , when indeed they

d Q
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do own their Authority, by having recourfc to thofe Laws
and Magifirates, who fecure the Enjoyment of their pof-
feilions 5 the Magiftrates who Exccute the Laws, having
1o other Authority, but what is derived from thofe thar
Atually Govern the State, - . il

Is it not Rrange, Sir, to (ce Men for the preferving, the
poflflion of ‘thair Goods o perlivade themiclves, that
by their not praying fer him whom they look upon to be
an Ulurper, they have dene crough to fatisfic their Con-
fcicnce ? It is every whit as much a Duty to pay tribute
to the [ligher Powers, and a Duty to which Confcience
Obligeth us € as St. Panl exprefleth it in the 13¢h. of
the s, to the Romens, Vere 354,5,6. ) as it is.to pray
for them 5 for neither can the Peace of a Nation be kept
without Arms, nor Arns maintaind. without Salaries ,
nor Salarics of Souldiers without Tribute! Thus Tacitus
Explains the Jullice of Tributcss .

If. thercfore you do not belicve. the Authority to be
Lawful, why can you pay Tribute which is exacted to”
maintain this untawful Authority ? Is not this to imitatc
the Confeience of the Jews, whom Our Saviour reproves
for having denied the Power and: Authority of Cefar
at the (ame time when they acknowledged that they paid
Tribute to Flim ? You will fay we arc Ative in pray-
ing for an unlawful Authority, but we are oncly pailive
in_ paying Trlbute, «becaufe that Authority forces us
thereto by ways we cannot oppofe, as wanting power
fo todo.  Sce here a {ubule peide of Diviniry? according
to thefe Principles whea St Paul orders us to-pay Aii-
butc to thofe to whom Tribute is due, he doth not com-
mand Subjc@s to be Aive in paying Tribute but oue-
ly to be Paffive by (uffering it to be taken {rom. them
by force.  What is the meaning of a Tribute fave ondly
2 contribution that is raifed to mintain the Authority

' Ca2 . that



16 The Bebaviour of Christiqns

that governs us? Is it not thercfore as politive an adt

" of the Subjec@ as the IHonour he renders to whom [o—
nour is duc? But befides, if this anfwer be farisfatory
it hath this little inconvcnience, that it furnifheth the
Feows with an anlwer to our Saviour’s Asgument; The
Pharifees weve reduced to filence becanfe they did nce con-
ceive it to bea (uflicient jwitification of themfelves to fay
toour Saviour, Cafar (orceih the Tribute from us, weare
only paffive in paying it. ITad they beenacquainted with
this dilirétion, they would have flopt our Saviour’s
mouth s without doubt the Pharifees were not in any con.
dicion to make refittance which abliged them to pay Tri-
bute, but the action of paying Tribute to him whole Au-
thority they difowned, was {iflicicnt to condemn tham,
which actordirgly alfo put them to filence.  Our Savi-
our is  fll the fame Judge he was formerly wich
relpect to ehe Fews.  The Maxime of Jefus Chrift is that
we muft own him for our lawful Sovercign to whom we
pay tribute, and who is pofl ftof the Publick Authority,
asappcars by the Stamp of Current Money.

1 know that fome may take an occafion to raife 3
Ditpute here, becaufe the lcarned Dr. Hammond, when
explains thofe words- of the xiii, of the Epifilc to the
Bomans; Let every Soul be fibjed 1o the Higher Powers,
he undesilands it of Sovercigns that are rightly «fablifhed
and confticuted, and of Supream Governonrs legally placed
in that Kingdom. Whence it follows, that we are not
bound to pay tribute to thofe who have nonc of this Cha.
racter,Gonfcicnce only obliging us to day Tribute to fuch
who being lawtully conflituted, may and ought to be
¢confider’d as God’s Minifters.  But ¥detire you to conlider.
Firft That according to Dr. Hummonds confeflion, St.Paul’s
delign was to oppofe the Dodtrine of the Gmosticks, who
belicved that alcathen could have no lawful Authority
over Chriflians, and made the Liberty of the Gofpcl to

confift
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confift in this Maxime 5 according as Dr. Hammond ex-
plains  him{clf on the 8 werfe of St :‘ﬁule;' Epifile,
2dly, That the Apoftle St. Paul doth ot give any
Right, nor impofe any neccflity upon every Chn{ha.n
to oppofc his Judgment to the SFntllncnt and Dctcrmx.
nation of the State, about the Right of the Sovercign
that is placed on the Throne y  but that he hath wholly
Ieft it to the Eftates to determine who are ‘their tiue
and lawful Sovereigns.  And that he hath impofed a
neceflity upon Believers to pay tribute to all theft that
arc owned to be fuch, as a thing that is their due,
forafinuch as they arc the Minifters of God. For if
we conccive the thing otherwife s St. Paul muft have en-
gaged the Chriftians to examine the Title of fuch as
are invelled with the Government, for to judge whether
it were lawful or no, and this cven after that the St'atc
had owncd them as lawiul.  The Roman Senate having
Originally had the Right of nawing the Lmperors, as
we fce by the fuveral Elections they have made, as
well as by thofe which it h.a(h appmvcd,' when the
Armics had prevented its choice 3 and by this means the
Chriftians would have been difpented with from paying
tribute to all thofc who had invaded the Ewmpire, or
who had not obtained the Approbation of the Senate, for
their Eleétion made by the Armys or clfe vyould be
obliged to perform, without any regard to cm'nfcncncc, an
a@ whercof the Apotile would have Confcience to be,
the Principle, as being founded upon an Ewmanation of
the Authority iof God himfclf.

1 comprize here in a few words the force of St.
Pauls reafoning. St: Panl commands_ Chriftians to
pray for the Sovcraign Powers of the Statc where they
live 3 he orders them to pay the Tributes that arc ne-
ceffary to maintaln _their Do(;nllr:atllo;;‘, fagd('m c}:;c;iﬁ

i i .grounds boththefe duties u
t—hcu Authority. He ,grounds bothy oblfi’gation

L J
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cbligation that lies upon us to wifh &l peflible good to .

‘thefe, who arc the Confervators of the Socicey in which
we dive, and to contribute to the Safety and Security
the Church enjoys tinder their Prote@ion, (o that he
fuppofceh that thelé two duties with regard to the Sove.
reign Powers are infeparable.  If you canact in goo:d
Confcience pray for the Sovircign Powers, which the
lodyof the Statcowns for fuch, then neither can you in
govd Confcience pay them any tribute 5 and on the con-
traty, if you can in good confcience pay them tribure,
which is defigard to maintaia their Domination, you mnay
with as good a Contcience pray for their profperity,

But this, I fuppofle, is cnough, Sir, as to the {irft Article
“of the Quettion you have propofed to me 5 I haveby the
by touch’d upon the fecond s which | am now willing to
examin more carclully, becaufe I perceive that LExamples
often have as great an influence upon the Spirits ot men,
as the ttrongeit and mott decifive Arguments.

To be affured how the Primitive Chriftians behav'd
themfilves, who could not but be acquainted with .che
Practice of the Apotiles and their Succeflors, we need
only to take notice of the Terns of their Liturgics : which
the lcarned Dr. Hammond hath quoted in his Annotations
on the Second Chaprer of the firlt Epittle to Timothy,
“ Of thefe four forts of prayer *tis afhirn’d by St Chryfoftome,
that they were in his time all ufed in the Church, &
nabypteny Azrcde in the daily Service, W Tre, [aith ke,
Vsagiy of musdnds, nad inssln iipbesy yiveras xy & imégn G
Syagwia, and this i, [ufficiently known 1o all the Prieits, or
thefé that officisre AMorning and Evewmg.  And fo it
appaars by the Liturgics,  The word defoes wherring to
the larger or IfTer Colieta, that in the Litany tor delive-
rance frumall the Evils there named. and: the other after,
in which the Phrafe 5% wvels Senando sve bumbly  befeech

/ thee
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shee O Father is ufed, whichis for the gverting of“llivn\k.
The fecond to the Prayers for Murcy and pnhcr,. 7” :”
The thixd to the dirhaus,wherein the word eiTnsapa, Lo
vay for the whole flate of Chrifi’s Chirch, forl Km'%‘f',’vinh
}i)s i]nfcncd. And the fourth tothe Solemn T\fxfnn ?Co?
for all men, and to the Hymns fungto the prai cF 0 1."1 ,
and it may be obfirved thatthe dnc&‘lc)n hgrco ;;a(y:iag
i isag, lc to that of the Hebrews, R.Cha-
for Kings,&e. xsabrcca}) : Coe-
ninath in Pirche Aboth, C.3.S. 2. Pray ]Z; Ilbe P:a;;efﬂm-
Kingdom, for unlefs there be fear, menwill devou o
tbe»fgah?v: And fo when Perronius c:\m(cl tlo fet ;lp (:un
y s .,they that would dic rather tha
s Image in the Temple, ’ :
(ll:f: ﬂ\oulﬁ be done, being asked then whcthcrbthcy WO(I.ES
wage War withthe Empcror,ﬁan(‘wg:rcqf?o,‘m u:h:l}a(c(y
1 Vi ay offcred Sacrifice
ther fide twice a day they atet
2( the Bmpcror, {ec Fofephus, arlmd Fer. 2?1. 7érrj};cc$r(1512§n\i
vifli ite, as long as the
was the Chyillians pradtite, ong as the Er ;
ti:ucd Heathen, praying in their l:\;u{ﬁ{cs u;%g B;:qu\;::
K i te n they were Chriftian, fabge i
for Kings, atter whent ¢ h n s
v 4 1 5 wy Saginéwy, Ve praythee for
Y a1BesATOY Xy DEOGUALRT 404 : i
:/Tr mo]iﬂ‘piam Kings Defenders of Sad, or Df] ]t/}eﬂf;:tlé":);
2bri itisin St. Chryfoffors's Liturgy, and that vae
Chrift, as itisin St. Cery, 5 | | i
P n{rr{u: vikne, diagoris, Eghums , t yoras, ooTHeis, owv;l:;_’{b
tle)cir " power Viétory , Convinuance , Pmcj ,( t} cm,
S g i he praye or th s
. The vay things which they d fo
Sak{:::): thcly wcrcyvct Gentiles, faith Terrallian 10 Ap'olil'-x
‘;Ue monitore Prmm}m' pro ommibus Imperavoribus ?:;t;x;};" r:’e:
A ‘ .

j er Securum, dominm §utam, exerciti B
volixam, Imperium Securum, ’ , itus forve
;:S‘crmrum)ﬁzlclem, populum probum, crbem quwtumi,re wﬂ Pj,} /)g
for « long life to our Lmperors,’ a f‘ecme Emp o
Houfe, valiant Armies; o fﬂli/)_/(l;l b;nata{ar:xin‘go:;d h@;{’:(i,.

jer T i feer done for

wiet Forld. This was 3 10 ‘ ] (
a FK' vs, as Conffanting, maganthvusy Tov Bsdp u:;rly xonfis
cal Kings, as Lo - o ocalwas Vo Badi-
a6y txahngid) Sighvne, Nl T 98 K lfl:i‘h TR

Iy ) BV, &) CUAPLX S, k Cat. |

AMoyy pig segrlolay, & 3 peace of the Churches,
We befeech God for the common Peace of : [
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for the quict of the World fr our Xings, their Souldicrs and
Auxiliariess ~ Thus far the Jearned Doétor,

Accordingly [ dcfire you to take notice. Firf?, That this
was a fet Form, in which nothing might be chanyged
cxcept only the name of him that was raifed to the
Throne. 2dly, Thatit doth not appeax by any Record of
‘the Church, that the reading of thele Prayers was ever
fufpended in any cafe whatloever.  3dly, That there
never arofe any controverlic in the Church, - abour
what Emperor they were to pray for, the Church always
acknowledging him to be Emperor, who had that titlein
thofe -places where it was fettled:  4rbly, That there never
happened any Schiftm on this account, during all the
manifold Revolutions of the Empire, §tbly, That there
never was a Canon of Conncil made to regulate the
Penance that was to be impofed upon tho(e that had prayed
for an Ufurper, againt a lawful Prince.  6rbly, That it
doth not appear that cver any Heathen Emperor perfecuted
the Chriltians of one Country, for having prayed for him
who had ufurped the Empire in the places where they
lived. 7thly, We donot find that cver any Chriftian in
his Commentaries upon the Scripture hath taken notice
that ic was the Belizf of the Church that they oughe to
make a diflinéion between an Ufurper of the Ewpire,
and a lawful Empcror, before they made Prayers for
him, -

Would you have fome examples to evidence (0 you the
Truthof thefc Obfervations? Caffius in S;ria xevolted a-
gainit Marcus Antoninus the Philofopher, at the Sollicitati-
on of Lauffina the Lmperor’s own Wife: and upon the
News that was (pread abroad, that Marck Antenine was
dead, heufurped the Abfolute Power that had been’ cons
fere’d upon him by the Avmmy which was'in Pannowia : But
this news of the Emperor’s death being found to be ?1 rlr(xi-

ake,
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ftake, henotwithitanding carried ont his pretenfions, and
madc himfelf to bc owned Enperor by the Provinces of
Ciliciay Syria; Fudea,and Egype. Do vou believe, Sir, that
the Chriltians ot thoft . Provinces did tontinue to pray
publickly for:aark Antonine, and that they rcfufed to
pray for Caffiusin their Publick Service 5 ifthey had done
fo, they mult have expofid themfelves to the Perfecution
of Caffiuss or if they did pray publickly tor Caffius, they
mult thereby have feparated themlelves from the Com-
munion of thole Chriltians who lived under the Empire

“of Mark Antanine. Bur where do we read that Caffrors

perfecuted them for npt owning hi> Authority 5 or that ever
they were  excommunicated by the other Chiiftians for
having prayed for Caffius, who was an Ufurpeg.

Do not imagin, Sir, that Tertallian doth oppofe what
I here affere s when he faich in his Apolegy , that ne-
ver any Chriftians were found o be Callians, -Albini-
ans, Nigrians, as if the Chriftians who lived in thofe
Countries where Caffius, and atterwards Albinus and
Niger had revolted , the firlt againt Mark dAnsonine |
and the other two againit the Emperor’ Severus, had
refufed o pray for thete Ulnrpers, and had always in
their publick Service prayed for Mark Autonine, ang fos
Severus 5 but his delign oncly was to aflert, that never
any Chriltians had a hand in thefe Confpiracies ,
which were always carried qn by Heathens ancly. And .
for the reft he-(ufliciently futimatos, that they never con-
cern’d themielves with examising the Title of thole who
were in Pofleflion of the. publick Authority , when he
faith, fpcaking in the Nawmc of the Chriftians s Nobis
nulla res magis aliena, quam Publice, Unam omuium agnof-
cimus Rempublicam Muadum;that is, no matters are greatex
Strangexs to us, than thofe of the Publick 5 we are not
much concarp’d for any other Common Weallh befides
the oae great Common Wealth of e World, ;

D ‘
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Do you belcive,Sir,that the Chriftians ofithe Eaft prayed
for Auareliau, whilft they were under the Power ot Zenoe
bia Wife of the Emperor: Odenat, whom Galiewus the
Ewmncror had Aflociated in the Empire, and whofe
Rights (he maintained in favour of her Children'; againtt
Aurelian; or that after the Defeat of Zemobia by durelian
they refuled to pray for hidh, uider pretence that Zero-
big, and her Children, for whom they had prayed be-
fore, had their lives given them by the Emperor 2 Did
not the Fathers of the Council of Amtisch acknowledge
the Awntharity of Aurelian, as foon as-he had Vanguilhe
Zenobia, bv petitioning that Emperar to drive away
Paulus Samofatenfis from his Epifcopal Manfion, which
they could pot obtain of Zenabiz, who had fupparted
him in oppofition to their former Judgment ?

Canyou imagin that ever the Chriftians concern’d them-
felves to interpofe their Judgment in oppofition cither
to the Senate, or the Anny, when the Army having no-
ninated an Emperor in the Eaff, the Senate nominated
another in the ¥t 2 as it happened after the Peath of
Aurelian 5 and that they pronounced whish of thefe
two was the Lawful Emperor, to the end that they
might lawfully and of right pray for him, in refufing
to pray for the Ufurper ? Or do you believe that the
Chriftians of Africa did not pray for Alexander, who had
caus’d himfelf "to be proclaim’d Empexor there, or that
thofe of Reme, and tie dependencies of it, did refufe to
pray for Maxentius during ‘the five years whereln he
poflcfled the Soveraign Authority there?

For my part I muft own, that 1 cannot conccive ,
but that, it the Chriftians had tefufed to pray for
thofe whom they confider'd as Wurpers; - this their refu-
fal would have raifed a Perfecution againft them, from
thofe who had ufurped the Empire 5 or why thofe who
. have

under various Revalusions. 2, 3

have tranfmitted the Memory of the Martyrs of the
Church, have not made: mcation of any that fuf-
fer'd becaufe they xefufed to pray for an Ufurper, being
by thismcans Martyrs, bpthof Jefus Chritt and of the
Title of their lawfal Benperors.  Neither can lany whit
batter conceive how orby what means the Chrittians al<
ways exactly agreed about the Title'ot their Eniperors,
when the People, the Souldicrs, and the Senate have been

freguently divided in their Sentiments about it.  And if

cver the Chriftiansiwere djvided in their opinions about
this matter,'in the feveral Provinces of their Settlement,
how is it that ncver ‘any Schifim happencd amongit
them 5 and if cver there were any, how is it that
the Ecclefiattical Hiftoriographers, who have given us an
account of ‘the feveral. Schi(ms, have never mention’d
any that was occaflion’d ypon this accoynt ?

Ifyou {uppofe that the Chriftians were in fo obfcure
a condition bcfore Comffantine , that the Heathen Empce
rorsdid not mind ctheir Prayers, provided they did buc
pay their Tribute, and that accordingly they mighg
psay for the, lawful Empeyors, under the Nofes of the
Ulurpers ;- 4¢ :lealt you cannot imagine any fuch thing
to have been finge 333, when Con%amiue had broug
the Pagan Religion to truckle under the Chriftian, and ha
given the Chriltians all the advantage of a Publick Wor-
{hip.After that the Exnperor Conffantius wes killed, Magnen-
#is made him{clf: che Maftex.ot the Gaulesin Llyvias Ve-
tranio talies 1o, himfelf the Imperial Pusple 5 Nepotianns
caufeth himfclf to be proclaim'd Auguftus at Rome, and
twenty eight days after his Coronagjon was defeated by
the Army of Magnentiug; by which . means Maguentius,
continued Maler of Africa, Italy, and. the Gauwles: Do we
x¢ad, any whexe that the. Bilhops of ithe Gasles, , Iraly or
Affica iever xefufed dyripg the thyceycarsof the Reign of
Maguemiius to pray foghim:? When, Fulian, took tpon hilm

' ’ D2 ’ the
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the Purple in the Gaules in 360, in pite of Conflantins, did
the Bithops of the Ganles thereupou refule to pray for him
till after the death of Conflantius # When Procopins made
himfelf to be declar'd Empesor at Con antinople in 365,
do you read that the Chriftians of Conftantineple did
ever think of refuling to pray tor himy or that any were
excommunicatcd for praying, for him, during the ycar
of his Reign ? When FEngenins invaded the Gaules
after his having kilked Falentinian the younger, did not
the Fithops of the Ganles make-publick Prayers for Eugenins
for the fpace of two years and more? “When Gildo in
the vear 396, poflct him(clt ot Afvica, did not the Bi.

opsof frica fora whole year togethcr make any Pub-
lick Prayers for him, becaule forfooth, he was an Ulur.
per? When Confantins (eized the Ganles and  Britain
in 407. and continued in poffeffion of them till 411,
did the Bithops of @rcat Britain and the Gaules pray al]
this tiine for Howorins, without praying for Conffantiys >
When Alaric after he had taken Rome, made Attalus 10 be
cholen: Emperor in 409, did any refufe to pray for
himin the Countries under his fubje@ion? When one
called Fokn, caufed himfelf to be proclaim’d Emiperor at
Rome, and in the Wes?t againit'the Emperor Yalentinian 11,
®n any one thew us that the Chritians refufed to pray for
him, during the year that he was in pofleifion of Rame,
and divers other Frovinces of the Fref 2

_ Should I go about to run over all the Hiftory of te
Chuorch and Empire, I could every where make it ap-
pear, that this wassicver the behaviour of the Chriftians in

thele cafes, but becaufe T am to confine my {elf within.

the Bounds of a Letter, 1 fhall tie my felf to four Ex-
umples, which will be fufficient to make you judge
of the reft.  The Frit is taken eut of rhe Hiltory “of
Conftantine the Great, who oppos’d: Licinius his Brother
in Law and Colicgue in she Einpae, for no other rea-

fon
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fon but to put a flop to the Violent Perfecution which
Licinius had raifed in the Empise of the Eaff, which
was his Part. How did the Chriftians .bchave them-
fclves after that  Licinius was overcome and forced b

Conftantine-to betake himfelf to a2 Private Life , di

they refufc o pray for Conffantine under Pretence that
Licinius the Father was yet alive 2 Or did they con-
tinue to pray for Licinius the Father, or Licinins the
Son, whom his Father had declar'd Avgufus 2 1 know-
no hody that was capable of fuch a prepoficrous Bes
haviour favc oncly Eufebius of Nicomcdia, who Kad all a.
long been a great Favourer-of Licinius againit Conftan-
tine. All the reft of the Chiiftians were overjoyed. at
this Revolution, and. the Nicene  Council blefled God
for it, and ordered publick Thankfygivings therefore,

Sce here another Example, which I would. defire you fir i
oufly to confider. The Emperor Gratiamus having becnaffuf
fmated by Count dndvagalbins, Moximus thereupen inva-
ded Britain, the Gauls and, Spain, and was there proclaim-
cd Emperor. Do you fuppofe that the Churches of thefe
Three Great Provinces of the Empire of the Wett, did
continuc to pray for Valentinian, whom Gratian had afloci-
ated in the Empire, and that they rcfus'd to pray for Mav-
amng ? Or do you imagin thac any Schifin happen'd
amongfi the Chriftians of thefe Three Provinces upon
this occafion ¥ True it is_that there happened a Schifine
between the Churches of France, the greater pare where-
of refufed to communicate with thofe Bifhops, ihat had
employed the Authority of Maximus for the punifhing,
of Prifeillian, fo great an Enmity Jid this Churchi at
that time bear againft all Perfecution; Jbut we do not
read that the other Bifhops divided themfelves, fome of
them thinking themftlves bound ta,pray for. Valentinian ,
and other for Maximus the Ulurpers  Lét dny Man read

over
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ex (i i ¢ fhall no
. > Monuments of thofe times, and he_ )
(\)\:l:mmghd ac;:]yuthc leaft inftance that the Chriftiang of
Great Britain did follow any other oxder in their Prayers,

than the Gquls and Spaniards did. :

)

" 1f ever there were ajuft occafion to rgfufc to pray fgr
an’Emperour, it was then when Phocas mvadc‘;i the
Empirc and ufurped it from Maurice. The Bar( atou;
Cruelty which he ufed towards tl'm Emperout and‘6 m;r o
his Childreni, cannot be rcaql.m‘thout Sorrow s Theodofius
the Son of Maurice , whom his Father had declased A’fg"'
fus, had cfcaped the Maffacre.

¢ find that for all this the Church refufed
to ;Y:]yl,fogpl’)zcw? They who will read the 38¢h. Epiftle of
the X1, Book of the Pope that then was, may judge whe-
ther the Chuxchi of Rome , in themame whereot Gregory
writes to Phoas, after that his-Acceffion-to the Empire
had been fignifd to the Chuich, and to the Roman Se-
#ate, made any difficulty to pray for Phocas, whom all
Succecding Polierity have confider’d as a great Tyrant.

I could eafily make it appear thattlic fame Maximes
‘have been followed by all the Kingdoms of the wif
which were raifed fram the Ruins of the Roiman Empire 5
but it will be fuflicient to alledge onely thié Example of

France. . ,

ome years fince a great ‘Queftion hath been ftaxted.
betsivg;h %ather Ie'Co'integ, and% Doétors of the Coun‘of
Rome, The latter contending that theFranks did not deprive
King Cbhilderic of the Royal Title, but by the concurring
Authority of Pope Zachary; whereas Father Comt:* re-
jedts this opinion fora mcer Legend, mantaining .that

cpofition i1deri form’d by the Sole Au-
the Depofition of Childeric was perfor it hority

2 T —
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thority of the Statc of the Franu#kr. . Sec here what Pape.
brocius writes to prove that it is not fmprobable, thag
Pope Zachary never fo much as confented . tq this Depofi-
tion , - becaufe the whole Body of the Nation judged it
juft and neceflary,  © For it was nomew thing, Gich he |

- for.the Franks , whenthey. had difpatcht ‘any of their.

* Kings or thraft them into Monalicries, to fubfiitute o-
¢ thers in their Roon , fuch as were.indeed of the dderos
¢ wingian Linc, yet not always thofe that were, the nexe
‘ Hents in a right Line of Succcflion 3as is evident to any
¢ one, that rcads the Hiflory of Gregory of Tours, fuft with
¢ Royal Tragedics and Revolutions, wherewith the Popes
¢ never concern'd themfelves , or cnquir’d into the Right
¢ and Title of thofe in Pofleffion of the Throne » by what
“ means focver they got to it. And when ever did the
 Patriarchs of Conftantinople vefufe to crown » or the Roo
¢ man Bifhops to own thofe Emperours, which Fortune
‘any way foever offer’d to them ? For feeing nencof
¢ the Bifhops, nor of the Abbots » nor any of thofe Per.
‘fons, who at that time were accounted famous for their
¢ Learning and Sanctity , did oppofc the Elcvation of
‘King Pippin , if Pope Zachary had undertaken to op-
‘pofe it, his oppofition would have becn to no pur-
fpofe apaintt fuch an unanimus Refolution of the
¢ whole Kingdom, alreadys executed ; and to which no.
¢ thing was wanting fave oncly the Ceremony of the
¢ Sacred Un@ion or Coronation. The reafon of my al-
ledging Papebrocins that tamous Compiler of the Laws
of the Saints, is oncly to let you fee, how tree the
matter I have hereadvanced s , viza That the Church
pever at any time refufed o pray for thofe, who
have been owned by the Body ot the State, and
that the Chriftians in all Ages have been infinitely c-
firang’d from that Maxim ; wheyeon fome Men do
now build the Schifine we deplore , wis, That it be-

“longs
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longs to the Church to Judge who is the Lawful So-
veraign, and that fhe can and may confider him as
an Ufurper, who is owned by the Statc , and that
its Members ought to refufe to pray for him, and
to feparate themfelves from thofe , who do; as
from Perfons that openly Violate -the Laws of God,
and the Obligations of Conlcience 5 which [ hearti-
ly wih thale Geatlemen muy take into their Seri-
ous Confideration. ’

I am,

FINTIS.




