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2 CorinTH. VI 16.

---WHaT agreement hath the temple of
GOD with idols ?---

EpooipooddW O branches of the popith con-
g %3 % g troverfy, viz. the .infallibility
& T o ¢ and fuprémacy claimed by the
) g bithop and church: of Rome,

o
é;ot%;gg were handled by the two aged

and learned. divines }, whom 1
have the honor to fucceed in this department
of the Dudleian Leffure. It is now propofed,
by divine affiftance, to offer fomething con-
cerning the idolatry of that church ; it being
one of the capital errors objected againft her.
This branch of the controverfy alone is fo
fruicful, that it would require many difcourfes
to handle it in all its extent and variety.
This learned audience will, therefore, expect
nothing more in a fingle difcourfe, tho’long,
than a general idea of popifth 1dolatry ; an
imperfect fketch, the outlines of it

' Idolatry

t{ The Rev. Epwarp VMcGLESWORTH, D. D, late
Horpris Profeflor of Divinity 3 and the Rev. M.,

THOMAS Foxcrorr, of Bosten,



6 T bel. dafatr; of wor fbipping

Idolatry confifts in general 1n the fervice of
idols, or falfe, imaginary deites. But this, like
all other crimes, admits of various degrees,
The worfhip of a creature under the formal
notion of 1ts being the true God, exclufively
of him, 1s the grofleft kind of idolatry. The
worthip of any creature in cominon with him,
as though it were equally God, isa lower, bu
fhill very high degree of 1t. A third {pecics
thercof 1s paying fuch fervice to creatures, un-
der the notion of religion, as God hath forbid-
den, and as they are unworthy of ; although
it may be profefledly paid to them,not as gods,
but 1n {ubordination to him, as the ultinate
object of worfhip. It 1s alfo idolatry to wor-
fhip the true God by 1mages, or under any
{fuppofed material reprefentations of him. And
it may be laid down as a general rule, that ali
{uch practicesas the fcripture hath condemned
as 1dolatrous 1n Jews or Pagans, are equally
1dolatrous 1n profefled Chriftians.

Proteftants have not accufed Papilts of the
firlt and groflelt kind of 1dolatry, or worlhip-
ping idols exclufively of the true God ; but
they have charged them with all the others :
And to make good this old accufation, 1s the
bufinefs now before me. In the profecution
of which, a fummary account will be given ot
the doctrine and praltice of the church of
Rome refpecting the worlhip of the cuchartft,

faints and apgels, pictures and images.

Chriﬂians
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¢ hrllhans carly ‘began to fpeak too myfihs
cally, not to fay unintelligibly, concerning the
cucharift, or Lord’s fupper. They did {o more
and more,tillthe doétrine of tranfubftantiation,
and the worfhip of the facrament, were fully
eftablifhed. The council of Trent, confirmed
by pope Pius 1V, and confidered as an authen-
tic ftandard of popery, defines the doctrine of
the church of Rome as to this,and many other
points, mote particularly than had been done
by any former council. In feflion 13th that
counctl declarcth as fo]lows ‘ Principio do-
‘ cet fanéta fynodus, &ec. In the firft place the
haly [ynod teacheth, *m’ openly and fiinply pro-
Jellcthy that iz the pure facrament of the holy
cucharift, after the confecration of the bread
and wine, our Lovd Fefus Chrift, true God and
man, 15 truly, veatly and fubflantially contained un-
der the [pecies [or appearances| of thefe fenfible
thingst. This great myftery is increafed 1in
chapter 34 of the famce {eflion,where the coun-
cil attempts to explain 1. It 1s there faid,
“ Statim poft confecrationem,” &c. That 7m-
mediately after confecration, z‘/m true body of our
Lord, and his true blood, errﬁ under the [pecies of
bread and wine,tsgether *w}f/J bis foul andDivinity ;
his bady indeed duder the fpecies of bread, and his
blood under the [pecies of wine, by virtne of the
words [of confecration ;| dut the body itfelf un-
der the fpecies of wine, and the blood under the
Species of bread, and the foul uxder Loth, by virtue
of that natural connexion and concomitancy, by which

the
+ Conc, Trident. Scfl, 13. ¢ap. 1,



8 The Idolatry of wor [bipping
the parts of Chrift the Lord, who prefently rof;

from the dead to die no more, are united together ;
and alfo theDivinity, becaufe of the admirable hy-
poftatical union thereof with the body and foul,
Wherefore it is moft true, that one and the fame
thing [or as much ™| is contained under esther
fpecies, and under both : for whole and perfed
Chrift exifieth under the [pecies of bread, and un-
der every part of its fpecies ; alfo under the fpe-
cies of wine, and under its parts.

. Thus thefe venerable fathers. And this
wonderful change of the bread and wine is
faid, in the next chapter, to have been conve-
niently and properly called tranfubflantiation. It
follows, chapter 5th, ¢ Nullos itaque dubitandi
‘ locus relinquitur,” &e. There is therefore no
room left for doubt, but that ail the faithful of
Chrift, according to the praftice ever received in
the catholic church, fhould in reverence give the
worfhip of latria, which is due to the true God,
26 this moft holy facrament. For neither is it
therefore the lefs to be adored, becaufe it was in-
Stituted by Chrift the Lord, to be taken [or eaten
and drunk | I. Thus the council : And in the
Roman ritual this facrament 1s honored with
the title of our Creator.

It muft be obferved here, that the church
of Rome diftinguifhes worfhip into latria, du-
lia, hyperdulia and coadoration. By the firft
of which, latria, they underf{tand the higheft
kind of worlfhip, or that which is due to God
alone. And the council of Trent exprefly

declares,
* tantumdem. 1 ut fumatar,
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declares, that the euchatift is to be worfhipped
therewith, The do&rine and pradice of the
church of Rome in this refpe& are exaély con<
formable to each other. The eucharift is wora
{hipped by them in the moft {folemn manner, with
proftrations, prayers and incenfe. The hofl is
often carried in proceflions, with the greateft
folemnity : And thofe who are but cafually pres
fent where 1t pafles along, are obliged to kneel
down, as in an ac of worfhip toGod; unlefs,
perhaps, they will run the rifque of the inguir
fition, or of being knocked on the head by she
devout rabble that attend it, ¥ '

B Theit

* 1tis well known, that the chief accufation againft the old
reformers, was, that they denied tranfubftantiation; tho’
fome even of thofe who fuffered death, particularly John Hys
and Jerom of Prague, did not differ materially from the
church of Rome in this point ; as plainly appears from Monf.
Lenfant’s Hiffory of the council of Gonflance. And what great
ftrefs the church of Rome lays upon this do&rine, as a molt
diftinguifhing and eflential article of faith, will further appear
from the canons, i. e. curfes, of the council of Trent, {eff, 13.
Some of which are here faithfully tranflated, partly with that
view, and partly with a view to give the unlearned reader a
clearer idea of what the church of Rome holds, as tothis
matter. They are as follpws, |

Canon L. ¢ Si quis negaverit,” &, ¢ i any one fhall deny, that
in the moft holy facrament of the eucharift the body and blood,
together with the fonl and divinity of our Lord Jefus Chnift,
are truly, really and fubflantially contained, and therefore
whole Chrift ; but {hall fay, they - are in it only as in a-fign,
or figure, or in virtne ; lot him ‘be anatbema.’

Can. If. * If any one fhall fay, that the fubflance .of bread and
wine reraain in the holy facrament of .the eucharit, togagher
with the body and blood of our Lord Jefus Chrilt ; .and fhall
deny. that admirable and fingular converfion of the whele
{ubltance of bread into body, angd.of the whole ﬁy_bﬂim_e of

| fnne
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~ Their doétrine and worfhip being harmo:
pious in this refpeét; it follows, that if the
do&rine of tranfubftantiation is falfe, their wor-
fhip grounded thereon is idolatry. It is be-
yond the defign of this difcourfe to enter into
g particular difcuffion of that do@rine, or the
arguments by which it is defended : It fhall
fuffice to obferve a few things with relation
thereto.

This do&@rine is as plainly abfurd, felf-re-
pugnant, and impoflible to be truc, as any one
that can be imagined. For what can be more
{o, than that bread and wine fhould be changed
into the very body and blood of Chrift; while
yet all the known properties of bread and wine
remain, without the fubje&@ or {ubftance ; and
none of the peculiar properties of fleth or
blood are perceived? What more impofiible,
than that this bread and wine fhould alfo be
changed, at the fame time, into an human foul,
and into the very {ubftance of the Deity ? This

do&rine

wlhe into blood, the fpecies [or appearance] only of bread
and wine remaining ; which converlion, indeed, the catholi:
church mott fitly callstranfubitantiation; lethimbe anatberma.’

Can. IIl. ¢ If any one fhall deny, that in the venerable facra-
ment of the eucharilt whole Chrift is contained under each
fpecies, and under the feveral parts of each fpecies ; let hin
be anathema.’

Can. VI. ¢If any one fhall fay, that in the holy facratent cf
the euchariit, Chrift the only begotten Son of God is not to
be adored with the worfhip of latria, even external ;—let
him be anathema.’

S0 important 2 dorine is this, in the church of Rome : And
more perfons; it is apprehended, have fuffered death from her
for denying it, and refufing to worfhip the eucharift; than for
any other fuppofed herefly whatever.
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doctrine fuppofes alfo, that the fame undivided
body of Chrift may be wholly in heaven and
wholly on earth, and in ten million different
places on earth,at the fame time. It fuppofes,
that tho’ the bread is wholly changed into body,
and the wine wholly into blood ; yet both the
body and blood of Chrift, the foul and Divinity,
exit wholly and perfectly under each of the
{pecies feperately confidered, and under every
part thereof, be they ever {o minute and nume-
rous: Kvery apparent crumb of confecrated
wafer, and each drop of confecrated wine, hows-
ever fmall, contains whole, intire Chrift un-
der that fpecies; body, blood, fonl and Divi-
nity ; and yet it is owncd, that there is but one
Chrift ! Befides; this doérine fuppofes, that
when our Lord inftituted the fupper, he took
his whole body into his own hand, which was
but a part of it; put himfelf into his own
mouth, fwallowed down his intire body in-
to his {tomach, and at the fame time gave his
body and blood to be wholly eaten and drunk
by each of his apoftles! Could the moft fertile
imagination invent grofler, mare ridiculous, or
more implous incongruities ?

The evidence of fenfe is the moft certain,
that we are capable of ; and by this we know
that tranfubftantiation is falfc. The Romanifts
do not pretend to deny, but that all the five
fenfes bear teftimony againft it, as much as they.
peflibly could if it were falfe, or if the bread
and wine remained after the juggling, hocus-
| - B2 ° DOCUS
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pocust trick, which they term confecration.
It is, therefore, at beft weak and puerile, in fuch
a cafe as this, to urge the teftimony of {cripture,
ordivinerevelation. For the truth of the Chrif-
tian revelation itfelf depends on the truth of
certain facs, by which there was anappeal made
to the {enfes of men; particularly the miracles
and refurre&ion of our Saviour. The evidence
of fenfe being fet afide as precarious, it cannot
be proved that ever our Lord uttered thofe
words, ¢ This is my body’; that he had any
body at all; or that thefe was ever fuch a per-
fon in the world, as * the man Chrift Jefus,’ in
diftin&tion from a mecre phantalm, or, in the
language of our adverfaries, from the fpecies of
a man. Thus does the church of Rome, by
this do@rine, fubvert the very foundations of
chriftianity. We cannot bc more certain, that
any one thing in nature is what it appears
to be, and not another, the moft different
therefrom, than that true bread and wine rc-
main after confecration; and . confequently,
that tranfubftantiation is the grofleft impofition
and infult, that ever the priefthood itfelf put
upon the fuperftitious credulity of mankind.
“This doétrine then, being plainly falle, the
thurch of Rome is certainly guilty of idolatry,
in worfhipping the eucharift as true God. For
what is idolatry, if it be not fo, to believe a
creature to be the Creator, and to pay divine

homage thereto gccordingly ! Befides ; when,

. L .., 1o

t Hocus-pocus feems only 2 ¢orrupt propunciation bf Koy
elt esrpis,
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to juftify their worfhip of the eucharift, 3
often objected againft as idolatry, they alledgé
tranfubftantiation ; making this fuppofed change
the ground of their worthip ; this is an implicit
acknowledgment, that their worfhip would
actvally be idolatrous, if there were no fuch
change : For why is this alledged, to exculpate
themfelves, if their worfhip of the eucharift
would not be idolatry without it ? . |
Some Roman-catholics have, indeed, ex-
prefly owned this confequence. Cofterus par-
ticularly, a learned jefuit, exprefleth himfelf
very ftrongly, as cited by do&or H. More.
Saith he, ¢ The errors of thofe were more to-
“ lerable, who worfhipped fome golden or filver
‘ ftatue, or fome image of any other materials,
‘for their God, as the heathen worfhipped
‘ their gods; or a red cloth hung upon the
‘top of a fpear, as is reported of the Laplan=
“ders; or fome live animal, as of old the
‘ Egyptians did; than thofe who worfhip 2
“ bit of bread, as hitherto the Chriftians have
‘ done all over the world, if the do&rine of
‘ tranfubftantiation be not true.” Thus do
fome Roman-catholics fully agree with us in
this confequence ; but others deny it. And
the fubftance of what the latter fay, is, That
tho' tranfubftatiation fhould be falfe ; yet the
Deity is certainly there prefent in the bread and
wine, fo that they do not mifs of the proper,
objeét of adoration, while they feem to wors
thip thofe material objcéts: And, that they
cannot
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cannot be juftly charged with idolatry, becauf
they do not intentionally worfhip a creature,
knowing it to be fo, but firmly believing it to
be true God. Thus they try to exculpate
themfelves, on the very difagrecable {uppofition
that tranfubftantiation is an error, and their in-
fallibility miftaken ; whether effe@ually, or not,
may appear from the following confiderations.
The divine nature i1s eflentially every-where ;
intimately and equally prefent in all fenfibie
objeds throughout the univerfe.  And if merc-
ly the divine prefence in an objeét, will excufec
its worthippers from idolatry, then all other
creatures may be worfhipped without idolatry,
as well as the eucharift; provided the wor-
thippers intentionally dire@ their devotions
ultimately, not to thefe objeéts abftra¢tly con-
fidered, but as fymbols of the Deity prefent in
them. This isa plain confequence, and allow-
ed by fome Roman-catholics. Thus, no perfon,
who is a believer in the true Ged, an omni-
prefent being, can ever be guilty of idolatry,
how many material obje&ts foever he may
worfhip in the fame fenfe that the Romanifts
worfhip bread and wine in the eucharift. Tho'
each of thefe objects is fuppofed to be God,
and worfhipped under that perf{oafion ; and
tho' the votary would be miftaken in this
refpe& ; yet he would not mifs of the proper
obje& of adoration, becaufe, the worft come to
the worft, God is prefent therein, whom he
intends to worfhip ; which is {ufficient to cleag
| him
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Lim from idolatry. For example; if one per=
fon fhould worthip the fun, another an_ image
6f wood or brafs, a third a man, a fourth 2
beaft, and the fifth a devil, even with lderid ;
cach »f the devonionifts being fo infatuited s
to belicve the object of his worfhip the livirig
and tru¢ God; Roman-catholics could not,
upon the principle aforefaid, charge them with
idolatry ; or do it without condemning them-
felves. They would, indeed, be miftaken, but
not idolaters ; becaufe it was their intenfioh to
wotfhip the ttue God. | |
But all idolatry, when people dre fincére it
their worthip, fuppofeth fome miftake, or errof
in the judgment, either as to the objet or the
a&t of worthip. Without {ome efroneous opi-
nions there cad be no idolatry: And, as 4
learned divine hath juftly obferved, wheré this
fin is committed the mof n good earneft, theré
is the greateft miftake in the judgment of thé
worfhipper.  But thcy who alledgé, that &
miftake with refpeé to tranfubftantiation, if it
be really one, excufes the worthippers of the
bread aind wine from idolatry, becaufe they
think they die worthipping God ; do in effeé
fay, that idolatry cannot be committed by dny
one, who is fo cironeous as to believe the
- creature he worfhippeth to be God moft high.
This is quite abfurd: For according to this
way of reafoning, the more ignorantly and ftii-
nidly any worthip mere creatures, believing theit
sroper Deity, and thé more devously theyadore
| | them ;
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them ; fo much lefs Jjable they are to the jm-
putation of idolatry. But the direét contrary
is manifeftly true: By how much more fin-
cerely any believe a creature to be the true
God, and worthip it as fuch; by fo much the
more grofs is their idolatry. Let us fuppofe,
for jlluftration, that among the Ifraelites of old,
who warfhipped golden calves, there were per-
fons of d'}ercnt opinions ; that fome adored
them merely as {ymbols, or reprefentations of
the.true God; but that others were fo fottifh
as to believe the calf, to which they bowed
down, was reatly Jehovah himfelf under the
appearance or fpecies of a calf; even the very
(od that created, and brought them out of
- Egypt. Now, on this fuppofition, would any
fenfible man fay, that the former were, indeed,
guilty. of .idolatry, but not the latter ; becaufc
they believed this four-footed beaft to be their
Creator ! Ought it not to be faid, on the con-
trary, that they were, for that very reafon,
more brutith idolaters than the others, who
worthipped it only as an image or {ymbol of
the Godhead? Or let us apply this to the
heathens. The ignorant vulgar, who worfhip-
ped fenfible objeds as real deities, were ever
and juftly accounted more fottifh idolaters than
tl_'u:)ﬁ:l {peculative perfons, who had no fuch high
opinion of thefe objects, but worfhipped them
merely as reprefentations of the gods; or rather,
as fome of them feem to have done, of the vari-
ous powers, virtues and perfe&ions of one

almighty,
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almighty, {piritval and invifible being. Thus, if
among the ancient Perflans {fome adored the
rifing fun, only as the moft glorious {fymbol of
the Deity, and a principal mean or inftrument
of his munificence, while others worfhipped it
as being itfelf God ; the idolatry of the latter
was certainly more grofs than that of the for-
mer. By the fame rule, the more fincerely
any believe tranfubftantiation, and worthip the
eucharift as God ; the more {ottith is their ido-
tatry. Their idolatry would be lefs {candalous,
tho’ real, if they worthipped it merely as a re-
prefentation of the Deity, or a facred memorial
of our redemption by Chrift. And here it is
natural to obferve, that the idolatry of the Ro-
manifts is more grofs in this refpe&, than that
of the Ifraelites in worfhipping golden calves,

or than many perfons, even among the Pagans,
were chargeable with.  There is no good rea-

fon to think, that the Ifraelites believed a gol- ..~

den calf, which they had juft made, to be the
true God, theirCreator ; as the Papifts do, bread
and wine. And it is certain, that {ome of the
more intelligent heathens difclaimed, with much
indignation, the thought of worfhipping any
material objects , otherwife than as fymbols of
the Deity ; while the vulgar adored them, as
having divinity belonging to them. So that
popifth idolatry, in this refpe, approacheth
nearer to that of vulgar Pagans, than to that of
the more enlightened among them. And in-
deed, none of them were ever fo brutal and
favage, as to eat what he took for a dcity : at

C - leaft
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leaft we read of no fuch {e& asthat of God-

eaters, even in the moft barbarous nations
and ages.  And Itis certainthat theEgyptians,
who worfhipped many forts of animals, roots
and vegetables, that were good for food, as
gods ; yet thought it impious at once toadore
and devour thcm But the Papilts, 1t {cems,
are lefs delicate, or fqueamifh.

Let me difmifs this part of the fubject with
a remark of the late Dr. Middleton, agrecable
to what was juit now faid, in hls C\ccllent
Letter froi Rome, ﬁcmng an exaét con-
tormity between popery and paganifm in
many particulars, ¢ As to that celebrated
¢ alt of popifh idolatry, the worfhip of the
* hoft, farth he, * I muft confefs, that I can-
* not find the lealt refemblance of it 1n any
' part of the pagan worlhip : and as often as
¢ I have been ftanding by at mafs, and feen
¢ the whole congregation profirate on the
‘ ground, in the humbleft potture of adoring;
‘ I could not help refletting on a paflage of
¢ Tully, when fpeaking of the ab{urdity ol
“ the heathens in the choice of their gods :
 But was man, {ays he, ever fo mad as to take
“ that which he feeds upon for a god ? § This
 was an extravagance referved for popery a-
Jone : And what an o/d Roman could not
“ but think too grofs even for Egyptian idola-
“try to {w allow 1S NOwW lw.,o'm the princi-
* pal part of worthip, and the moft diftinguilh-
“ ing article of faith, in moders Rome.’

A

LET

§ Sed ecquem tam amentem ¢ffe putas, quiillud, quo vefcatur,
Deum credat effe, Cic, de Nat. Deor, jij.
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ET us now proceed to the worfhip of

faints and angels, as practifed in the fame

church ; by which the charge of idolatry will
be further fixed upon her.

The worfhip ot denons, or the fouls of
renowned perfons after their deceafe, is a very
ancient {pecies of idolatry ; as fome fuppofe,
even more anclent than the flood, Be that as
it may, this became afterward almoft an uni-
verfal practice.  For it s paft difpute, that
the greater part of the gods and goddeflcs
worfhipped by the heathens, were demons;
deceafed heroes and kings, the inventors of
arts, and other famous perfons, male and fe-
male. This kind of worfhip was {trictly pro-
hibited to the Ifraelites ; but yet they {fome-
times fell into it, in conformity to their hea-
then neighbours. Chriftianity, which was
defigned to be the religion of the world, not
of one nation only, was particularly adapted
to put an end to this, and all other kinds of
fuperftitious, falfe worfhip among the Gentiles;
and to eftablifh that of one God, by one Me-
diator, thro'out the earth. ¢ Forthere is one
¢ God, and one Mediator between Geod and
‘ men, the man Chrift Jefus; who gave him-
¢ {elf a ranfom for all, to be teftified in due
‘ time.’T And ¢ there is none other God but
¢ one. Fortho'there be that are called gods,
 whether in heaven or in earth, (as there be
¢ gods many, and lords many,) but to us there
¢ is but one God, the Father, of whom are

C 2 ~tall
+ 31 Tim, ii. 6. |
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¢ allthings,and we by him;and oneLord, Jefus
¢ Chrift, &¢.”* The primary bufinefs of the
apoitles, when they went among the Gentiles,
was to convert them from the worlhip of de-
mons, and other idols, to the faicth and wor-
fhip of the true God. ¢ We preach unto you,
taid they, ‘that ye fhouldturn from thefe vani-
¢ ties unto theliving God, which made heaven
* and earth, and the fea, and all things that
“ are theremn . During the apoftolic age, and
fome time after, Chrifhians in general were fo
averfe to the worfhip of demons, and all other
{orts of idolatry, that they determinately re-
fufed any compliances with the worfhip of
therr heathen neighbours, even at the expence
of their blood. They confidered the worlhip
of angels and cemons as inconfiftent with the
religion which they profefled ; and as what
wwould have been ar 1mplicit renunciation of
:t.,  But the church of Rome is, 1n efteét, for
reconctling thefe things together ; even the
temple of God with idsls.  For many ages paft,
the worthip of demons, or angels, and the
{ouls of dead men and women, has been fully
eftablifhed therein, and as much practifed as
ever thelike worihip was among the heathens.
The chief difference 1s, that the Romanifts do
not call the faints or angels gods and goddefles;
though, for aught that appears, they attribute
as much power to them at leaft, as the pagans
did to their inferior deities ; and depend as
much upon them.

 Fhe

*r Qoo . 4, 85,6, | Als zie;
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The rife and progrefs of this fpecies of idola-
try 1n the Chriftian church, was briefly as
follows. The martyrs were juftly held in
great honor after their deceafe. The czmete-
rics, or places of their burial, ufed to be much
frequented, even from the earlieft times :
There the people prayed, not to them indeed,
but to God ; and fometimes {fung hymns in
honor of their memory. All this was done
for fome time, without any thought of wor-
fhipping them, though not whoily without
{fuperftition. But an extravagant, and even
idolatrous veneration for them fucceeded, at
leaft as carly as the fourth century. For Vi-
gilantius, who lived at the latter end of it, as
Dr. Middleton has obferved, publicly charged
the ruling clergy with paganizing and idola-
try, on account of feveral heathenifh cuftoms
then in the church ; particularly the veneration
of faints and reliques. ¢ We fee, fays he, 1n
‘ effect,a pagan rite introduced into our chur-
‘ ches, under the pretext of religion ; when
‘ heaps of wax candles arc lighted up
“ clear fun-fhine, and people are every-where
“ kifling and adoring, I know not what, con-
* temptible duft, preferved in a little veflel,
‘ and wrapped up in precious linnen. Thefe
‘ men do great honor truly to the blefled mar-
‘ tyrs, bylighting up paultry candles to thofe,
* whom the Lamb in the midit of the throne
' illuminates with all the luftre of his majefty.’

it 1s faid that Jerom, who attempted to an-
{wer

VL LB SR R 1'7‘3
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{wer Vigilantius, neither difowned thefe prac-
tices, nor denied that they were borrowed
from the pagan worfhip ; but juftified them
by faying, ¢ That was once done to 1dols, and
¢ was then to be detefted ; but thisis done to
¢ the martyrs,and is theretore tobe received.’#
So it feems, that even m Jerom's opinion,
what was deteftable fuperitition and idolatry
when done by Pagans in honor of their gods,
demi-gods and goddefles, was good and pious
when done by Chriftians 1n honor of the
martyrs: There needed only to transfer the
veneration from thofe 1dols to the faints,
in order to render it laudable, at leaft ad-
‘mifible : The kind of worfhip might be
sretained, if the particular obje@s of it were
changed, and chriftian demons introduced in-
ftead of pagan demons !

But worldly policy, as well as fuperftition,
had fome hand 1n eftablithing faint-worihip.
Whaen Chriftian teachers became corrupt and
worldly-minded, thro’ the indifcrete zeal, or,
perhaps, policy, of Coaltantine the Great,
thev aimed more at increafing the number of
noninal Chriftians, for fecular ends, than that
of real ones ; or preferving their religion in
its original purity and fimplicity.,  And ac-
corduw]y, obferving how attached the Pagans
were to the worlhip of their gods and demi-
gods,to their magnificent temples,images, and
the feafts kept in honor of their deities ; the
Chriftian leaders were for bringing them ovzr,

J

* Vid, Letter from Rome, the latter end,
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by imitating many of their cuftoms. Then
fpacious churches were built, fumptuoufly
adorned, and dedicated to the martyrs ; pic-
tures, images and altars were brought into
ufe therein ; and the formal invocation of
faints encouraged. Thus Chriftians rivalled,
if not furpafled Pagans, in their own way,
with a view to bring them over to the faith
of Chrift, at leaft to a profeflion of it. By
which temporizing policy, as bithop Stilling-
fleet obferves, chriftianity came at laft to be
iittle or nothing elfe but ‘reformed paganifm,’
as to 1ts external worfhip: Or, as Tutretin
fays, ¢ the empire was brought over to the
¢ faith, but the church alfo infedted with the
‘ pomp of the empire ; the Pagans were con-
‘ verted to Chrift, but the Chriftian worfhip

‘ depraved to the fafhion of paganifm. * *
The worfhip of faints prevailed more and
more until the Reformation, tho’ not equal-
ly in all parts, nor without oppofition, It
continues in the church of Rome to this day,
nearly in as high credit as ever.  They are
from

* See more relating to this, Letter from Rome, {ub fin.

§ That the faints are to be invocated, and feftivals and
temples confecrated to them, is an article of faith in the
church of Rome, and mentioned as fuch, in common
with the moft effential do&rines of chriftianity ; without
the belief of which there is fuppofed to be no falvation.
¢ Septimus articulus ecclefizRomanz eft, fanctos in coclo
‘ regnantes effe honorandos, ac feftos dies atque baft
¢ licas illis confecrandas efle.’ Vid. Przlud. nonum in
Summam concil, omn, Per Francifcum Lengum a Cori-
olanum.
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from time to time canonizing new faints, tho
more {paringly than in fome ages pait; juft as
In old pagan Rome’ they were from time to
time enrolling more dead men in the number
of the gods. They eret oratories and altars
to them, proltrate themfelves before their
fhrines, and burn incenfe to them ; all nearly
in the fame manner, that the Pagans did to their
factitious deities. And the Pantheon at Rome,
formerly the temple of all the gods, is now
dedicated to Mary and all the faints.  They
alfo make formal vows and prayers to them
for bleﬁings temporal, {piritual and eternal,
Why might they not as well offer [heep and
oxen 1n facrifice to them, as pay them [uch
worfhip as this ; and yet be free from idola-
try !

Let meinftance in a few of their hymns and
prayers to the {aints,by way of fpecimen. To
St.Nicholas they addrefs themiclves as follows:
‘ Ergo pie nos exaudi,” &c. Therefore gracionfly
hear us, who are intent on praifing thee, left we
are [ubjéed to the fraud of the enemy ; bring us
help.  Deliver us frowm all evil ; conduét us 1 the
right way ; and after this life, introduce us into
eternal joys. 'T'o St. Agnes thus: ¢ Ave, Agnes

‘ gloriofa,” &c. Hail, glorions Agnes ; preferve
me i the right faith, O fweet and Zeloved virgi,
I intreat thee with prayers. Grant to all, that
they may in perfelt charity worfhip God, by who
thou waft eleted. 'They have longer forms of
devotion to other faints ; in which they dif-

tinctly implore of them almoft every blefling
that
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that can be named ; at leaft as many and great
ones as the Pagans ufed to pray for to any of
their gods, not excepting their Jupiter optimus
maximus ; aitho’ they call this worfhip, which
thiey pay to the faints in common, only dulia,
in diftinétion from latria.  But their worfliip of
the virgin vary they term hyperdulia ; by which
it 1s not ealy to know whart they mean, only in
general, that 1t 1s fomething more extravagant
and cutrageous than their worfhip of other
laints, or of angels. In her Rofare, as it is
called, that is, a Ckind of liturgy for the virgin
Mary, and in other devotional booLs, they give
her the follewing tides : Queen regent of hea-
ven, miftrefs of angcls, mother of grace, mother
of mercy, mother of God, the hope of the
world, the trudt of finners, the repairer and favi-
our of dcfpairing fouls, the giver of {piritual
orace, the female faviour of the world, the
healer of the {ick, the confirmer of the jult,
the reflorer of them that go aftray, the helper
and liope ot the defolate, 2 moit 1L.1dy helper ;
and the like.

They {eldom  fpeak ci the merits and inter-
cefiion of Chrift,but in coniunétion with thofc of
Mary ; and in language that exprefles their hepe

of falvation by hei's, as truly as by list. 'They
{olemunly confels their fins to Ged and to her,
i the fame breath ; as may be {een m f,._vcml
parts of the Ritwal. They {ometmes befeech

D her

+ See particularly, in the Ritual, the offices ga'led the facromert
el repentance, arnd whe vifiiation of i /f{ ; ado the prayer

for 4 woman #5100 g beatiog,
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her to cxercife the authority of a mother, and
to command her fon. And in the office intitled
Ordo commendationis anume, the dying perfon is
directed to pray to her in thefe terms: ¢ Maria,
‘ mater gratie’, &c. O Mary, mother of grace,
mother of mercy, do thou protect me from the
enemy, and recerve me i the hour of death. Let
me here {ubjoin a prayer or hymn to Mary out
of the Rofariwe, as follows : ¢ Reparatrix
‘ falvatrix’, &c. Thou female repairer and favionr
of the defpairing foul, the fhowerer down and
beflower of fpiritual grace, beal my wounds, [
pray, I fervently defive ; and grant the gifts of
grace to the foul that calleth upon thee : That 1
may be chafle and modeft, gentle, valant, jober,
godly, regular, corcumfpect, a firanger to revenge,
well infiructed, and guarded by the divine ora-
cles ; conflant, grave and pleajant, benign, lovely,
prudent i heart, careful to fpeak the truth, hat-
ing evily ever cleaving to God n prous <vorks.
Part of another of thele admirable colleéts in
the Rofaric, is as follows : ¢ Cor meum iilu-
‘mina’, &c. Enlhghten my beart, thou refulscit
fiar of the fea, and ever defend me from the -de-
vices of the enemy. O glorious wirgin Mury,
mother of the cternal Kmg, deliver us jrom all
evil, and from the pumfbment of Hell.  This is
a {pecimen of hyperdulia,

They bave ancther approved book among
them, called the Mary-"P fadter, and the Plaltci
of our Lady, the work of their feraphic dodtor
Donaventure, and himfelf, if we can belicve fo
ftrange a thing, both a faint and a cardinal ; in

which
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which book the devotional pfalms of David are
turned into forms of prayer and praife to Mary:
So that, with fome little variations, the fame
devotions which David offered to the King of
heaven, they ofter to the Qucen of heaven, at
once, according to their divinity, his mother,
fpoufe and daughter. Part of one of thefe
plalms is thus paraphrafed : ¢ In te, Domina,
‘fperavi’, &c. In thee, Lady, have I hoped ; 1
[hall never be confounded.  Recerve me to thy
favor ; inclime thine car unto me, and rejoice me
e my trouble.  Thou art my Sirength and ay
refuge, my confolation and niy - protection. Unto
thee bave I cried when my beart was i dr ﬁ! efs ;
and thou heardeft me from the top of the eternal
Ddls.  Into thy bands, O Lady, I commend my
Jpwrit, my whole life, my laoft day.  Another thus:
* Salus fempiterna’y &, Eternal falvation 15 in
thy bhand, O Lady ; they that will duly honor
thee, fhall recerve it Thy clemency fhall not
fudl thro' eternal ages ; and thy mercy 15 from
wumn‘zou to genei ation. Another thus : ¢ Dif
‘ pofitione tua mundus’, &c. By thy difpofition
“or providence| the wor ld endureth, which thou,
with God, bas founded from the beginung., 0O
Lady, Tamwholly thne ; fave me, becaufe thy
praifes arve delightful in my pilgrimage. This is
hyperdulia witha witnefs ! And to thefc fpeci-
mens of devotion to Mary let me {ubjoin part
of an equally pious infcription mentioned by
1y, 'Vhddleton, over the gatc of a grcat church
in Traly ; wiz. ¢ There 1s no one who can be

¢ faved, O moft holy virgin, but thro’ thee
D2 ¢ Mary,
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¢ Mary, indced, opens the bofom of her mercy
‘ toall ; fothat the whole univerfe receives out
of her fulnels: The captive, redemption ; the
{ick, a cure ; the fad, comfort ; the finner,
pardon ; the juft, grace ; the angle, joy ; the
wholc Trinity, glory’.  The learned writer
laft named, very pertinently remarks, that ¢when
“ Jeremiah rebukes the people of Indah for
“ burmng wncenfe to the Sucen of heaven, one
‘ can hardly help imagining, that he is prophe-
tically pointing out the worfhip now paid to
“ the virgin; to whom they a&tually burn -
“ cenfe at this day under that very title™. It is
alfo well known that their churches, cpecially
i [raly, are (lled with votive taoles and oficr-
ings to Marv and oiner {aints, for {uppoled cures
and deliverances wrought by them; in like
manner as the hearhen trmplcs Were adornad,
in honor of the gods and goddetes.  And Dr.
Sti“ingﬂget relates, that there was oncce a diipute
among fome Romancatholiss,  whether  the
Lord's praover might, or might not, be ufed o
the faints.  © And 1t was well refolved, and very
“ fubtilly’, fays he, ¢ that ultimately, principally,
¢ primarily and ftri@ly, they might not; but
‘ Jecondarily, lels prancipally and largely, and
“ relatively they might'.

With fuch-like vain diflin@ions they amule
themfelves, impofe apon the iznorant, and en-
deavour to palliate their idolatrous worfhip of
faints and angels.  “T'hey fuy, they do not call

them

£

¢

‘

¥ Vid. Ofhe. B. Viig, * Salve Repina; Ave Regina ceelorum ;
Domini angelorum’—— ﬁ
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them gods, or worfhip them with latria ; but
with an inferior worfhip. The council of Trent
fays, in {eflion 25th, ¢ Sanéos una cum Chrifto
‘ regnantes’, &c,  That the famts reigning to-
gef/m with Chr 1f?, offer up their pm;ﬁu to God
Jjor men > that 1t is good and profitable humbly t2
mvocate them, and to fly to thewr pm ers, help
and aid, for bleffings to be umpetrated of God by
his Son’y &c. By which cautious manner of
ipeakmq, it feems the council was 2 little afraid,

cither cxprefly to condemn or to jufiify faiat-
worthip 1n all its enormouns cxtent, or in the
manner in which 1t was then, and ts now a&u-
ally practifed. T muft crave leave to make fe-

veral remarks, relative to this por'h..

The diftin&ion between latria and dulia, on
which the church of Rome fays fo much firefs,
Is an arbitrary one, without any folid foundation
m feriprure. But taking their own explanation
of thefe terms, the diftinttion will 1wt excufe

them from idolatry. DPeople may be auilty of
this, by paying an snwarrantble worthip to
faints and angels, or other creatures, tho’ they
do notadore them as equal to God in naturc
and dignity, but woriiup them 2s 1nferior to him.
We are, indeed, to give honor, or, if ¢ 1cy lcafe,
worfhip, which is an equivocal term,* to all
thofc to whom 1t is due ; .-.md in {uch manner
and meafure as it belongs to them, either by -the
cxprefs appointment of God, or by natural rea-
fon and right, in virtuc of the known relation
in

* This word is di rrs tmes uled in feripture, ta exprcfs the
hono: that may ¢ {ultly due, and paid to creatures.

-
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in which they ftand towards us.  But the thmg
infifted on is, that that fervice and refpe&, whe-
ther it be called honor only, or worfhip, which
the church of Rome pays to faints and angels,
is unwarranted by reafon, contrary to fcripture,
and properly idolatrous. Tho’ the holy angels
are all miniftring {pirits, fent forth to minifter to
the heirs of falvation ; yet we are forbidden to
wortfhip them thus.  Let no man beguile you
‘ of your reward,’ fays the apoftle, ¢ in a volun-
. ‘tary humility, and worfhipping of angels, in-
g8 ¢ truding into thofe,which he hath not (cen’ T—
When John fell at Ahe feet of an angel, paying
him too profound a revcrence ; tho' it cannot
be {uppofed, that he thought the angel was God,
or meant to worfhip him as God, he received a
check from him: ¢ See thou do it not: T am
‘ thy fellow-fervant’, &c.] And the council of
Laodicea, convened anno 320 or 321, expreily
condemned the worthip of angels ander the
namc of dolatry, and as a forfuking our Lord
Fefus Chrift *,  Now, furcly, if even angels are
not to be bowed down and prayed to by us,
tho’ we know they minifter to us, and are a fu-
p(i‘I'IOI' order of beings ; much lefs are the faints
to be thus worﬂupped We are to be foliow-
ers, but not worfhlppcrs of them, who thro
faith and patience inherit the promifes ; unlefs
thinking and fpeaking of them with h(JﬂOl, and
imitating their virtues, be to worfhip them.

We know not that they have any concern mth

huma

+ Col. 1. 18
1 Rev. X1X 10 and XXII 8§,

* Vid, Conc. Lacld. ¢ 35,
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human affairs, or that they have any knowledge
of what is pafling in this lower world. But
we are fure, neither they, nor the angels are
qmaoifcient, omnipotent or omniprefent : Which
confideration alone fthews the folly, at leaft, of
worthipping them in the manner the Papifts do.
Befides ; the worfhip of demons [daipmiy ]
is condemned by the apoftle. ¢ I would not,

“ fays he, that ye thould have fcllowfhip with
“ demons. Ye cannot drink the cup of the
‘ Lord, and the cup of demons’ . And giv-
ing heed to ¢ do&rines of demons’, is one cha-
racteriftic of thofe who fhould ¢ depart from
‘ the faith’ in the laft days. Now, this Greck
word certalnly fignifics an angel or fpirit, whe-
ther good or bad. For Socrates, by the de-
mon, of which he boalted, furcly meant not
the devil, or an evil malicious being, but a good
genius, angel or fpirit ; and all the popifh faints
are properly demons¥. It is well if fome of
them are not demons cven in the bad fenfe of
the word.

Morcover ; tho’ they do not give their faints
the titles of dii and dex, gods and goddefles ;
yet they call them divi and numina; as the
Pagans of old Rome called dead men and wo-
men after their apotheofis]. And it appears

from

4+ vid. 1 Cor. X

* This is clearly evinced by many learned Proteftants ; particu-

furly Mr Jol. Mede. in his apoflacy of the latter times. See

alfo Sir laac Newton's Offtrvatisis on Daniel and the
Apocalyple, ch 14 Parc [

= 1f the indignation of the reader will not be too much raifed. it

may be an sgreeable amuslement to him to compare the follow-

i6g pagan and pupilh tafcriptions, exhibiied by Dr. Middle-

toa
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from the example before produced, that they
dire&tly implore of them the greateflt bleflings
of time and eternity ; health of body and mind,
cuidance in the true faith, ipiritual grace, pro-
te@tion from the devil, deliverance from all evil,
falvation from the pains of hell, a gracious re-
ception at death, and admiffion to thc joys of
heaven. They may,if they pleafe,call this only
dulia and hyperdulia: But what more, wha
areater or better do, or can they, pray for to
God himfelf ! Thele are bleflings, which he
alonc can beftow. And when they pray thus
to the faints, exprefling their eonfidence in thicir
protection in the fame terms, in which good
men ufe to exprefs their's in the power, provi-

dence

top in oppofite columns, to thew how nearly Papills have -

dopted the language, as well as fpirit of paganifm ; and i
cribed the fame powers,charaters and attributes to their {ainis,

which had formerly beca afcnbed to heathen deitics,

-

Pagan infcriptions. Popifh infcriptions.‘
Mercurio et Minervae Maria et Francifce
Diis Thutelarib. Tutelares mei.
Dii qui huic templo Divo Euftorgio

prefident, Qui huic templo
preefidet.
Numini Mercurii facr. Numint
Herculi viftori pollenti po- Divi Georgii
invicto, (tenti  pollentis potentis
mvidi.
Preeftiti Jovi, |
S. Divis
Diis Preeflitibus juvantibus
Deabufque Georgio Stephanoque

ceyM JovE, cuM Deo orr. Max,
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dence and grace of God ; this is really giving
divine honors to them : And if latria, as they
fay, is the worfhip that belongs exclufively to
God ; then this is plainly latria, whatever they
may call it.  To give fuch worfhip as this 1o
tae faints, is an implicit afcription of divine per-
fections to them, while they arc explicitly owned
to be but creatures. It 1s a kind of worfhip,
which {uppofes them to be omnipotent, omni-
{cient, and omniprefent ; fince He alone,
who is poflefled of thofe perfections, can
be fuppofcd to hear prayers at all times,
from all parts of the earth at the fame time;
and ablc to grant {uch bleflings. How poor an
evafion is it then, for Romancatholics to fay,
they ncither call the faints gods, nor worfhip
them with fupreme worthip ! For is not this to
{uppofe them really gods? And is not that even
fupreme worthip, which can, with propriety, be
given only to God almighty 7 It is of no conle-
quence, except as a matter of criticifm, whether
this be called latria or dulia: And if they are
guilty of an apparent inconfiftency in this ref-
pet, as well as of idolatry 5 1t much more con-
cerns their own infallibility to clear it up, than
1L concerns us.

Befides ; this diftinGion might ferve fome
pagan idolaters as well as it does them ; all
thole, who acknowledged one Cod. as fupreme.
For him alone they profeficdly worthipped with
fupreme honors, anfwering to the latria of the
Papifts ; the others they worfhipped as futordi-
nate, with @ worthip anfwering to dulia or hyer-

L

I o dulla.
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dulia. DButcan we think that the apoftle Paul
would have been fatisfied with fuch an apoloy as
this ! Suppofc an Athenian Sophift, for example,
had faid to him : ¢ Altho™ you fee us worfhip,
‘ and offer facrifices to, many invifible beings,
male and female ; fo that vou confider us as
polythcilts and 1dol¢1tc15 you are miftanken,
“ for want of attending to our learned dlf’tmctl—
“ ons. You mult know then, that fome of us
at leaft, own onc fupreme and moft perfed
being : Him only we intentionally honor with
latria ; the reft we worfhip only with duli,
or hyperdulia, as fubordinate to him. Obferve
‘ well this aiftinétion, good Malter Paul ; and
you will then fee we are no idolaters, how
many demons, demi gods and goddefles foever
we worfhip’.  Now, one may be pretty cer-
tain, that the holy apoftle’s fpirit would not have
been lefs ¢ thirred in him’, for an apology of
this {ort, than when he came to Athens, and
“ faw the city wholly oiven to idolatry’™f.  Nor
s an apoluby of this kind more fatisfactory
from the mouth of a modern Romantiit, than
it would have been from that of an oldAthenian.
One cannot well help remarking here, by the
way, the great difingenuity and “aflurance of
thofe Romancatholics, who pretend that they
pray to the faints only as friendly interceflors, 1o
pray for them.  Wre this true, it weuld  not
excule them ; but nothing can be more faifc.
And indeed, thcy wre fo much oiven to deny-
ing noterious fadls, and alfcitng known falfc-
10 L:.S;

4

4

1 Als XVIL 14,
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hoods, in their difputes with Proteflants ; thata
famous ancient hicroglyphic in Diofpolis, ought,
methinks, to be infcribed in all their churches ;
the ncarer the pulpit or altar the better. In that
hicroglyphic a young child fignified coming in-
to the world ; an old man, going out of it ; an
hawk, the Deity ; an hlppopottzmus, hatred ;
and a crocodile, impudence.  All which, being
taken together, in the Egyptian manncr, cxprefl-
ed this uictul leflon ; O ye that come wnto the
warld, and that go out of 1t, God hates impudence.
Never did any pagan 1dolaters implore greater
bleflings of their {upreme, or {o great of their
inferior deities, or demons, as the Rcmancatho-
lics implore directly of their faints, efpecially of
Marv. But it has {fometimes been faid by them,
that therc is a material difference in this 1cfpcct
That thole dead men and women, whom the
heathens worfhipped, were ignorant of true re-

ligon, and black with crimes in their life-time
w hereas thofe that are worfhipped in the church
of Rome, were very holy perfons, adorned with
many thining virtues, the workers of miracles,
the fpecial favourites of  heaven ; and the like.
Be it fo : But the queftion is not,who were the
beft, the moit worthy of imitation, and an ho-
nourable remembrance ; but whether any de-
mons, or dcad men, were they ever {o holy,can
be thus worthipped without idolatry ! True, it
1s more foolifh and wicked to adore an ill man
thus after his deccafe,than a wife and good one:
But yet the latter 1s as truly idolatry as the o-
ther,  If the Pagans wereidolaters in worfhip-
IL 2 ping
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ping their deceafed kings and heroes, it was
neither only nor chicfly,becaufe they were wick-
ed ; but becaufe they were demons, or dead
men ; creatures that ought not to be thus wor-
thipped, altho” they had been virtuous & good.
And fince the Romanifts pay the like, if not
oreater honors, to dead men and women, or de-
mons ; this muft, for the fame reafon, be ido-
latry in them alfo.

But it may be remembered,that fome of thofe
men, whom the Pagaus deitied, had really been
oreat benefactors to their relpective countrics
and ages ; teachers of agriculture, and other ufc-
tul arts ; the dcllroyers of tyrants, and other
wild beafts and monfters ; the founders of citizs
and empires ; wife leaiflators ; upright judges,
and good kings, the fathers of their people.  In
which refpeés they had at leaft as good a tiai»
to great honors, both living, and afwer their d--
ccafe, as fome of the popith faints ; T think »
much better. For divers ot thefe, who adorn
the Roman kalender, were but ignorant enthu-
fiafts, fcarce better than madmen ; pertons who
never did any thing worthy of applavfe.  Was
Symeon Stilites worthy ot f{ignal honors for
having his ftation thirty years on a high pillar,
like a ftatue on its pedeftal ? or the more like a
god ! Was Anthony, for peaching to birds,bealls
and fifhes ? Was Francis, for hearing Chrift’s
voice, as they fay, come from a cruciiix * ; and

being fo tranfported with pious zeal or fomething
elfe,

* This circamftance is mentioned by bp. Stillingflect, as fiom
cardinal Booaventure,
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elfe, as to throw away his breeches? Were
others, for wearing out much hait-cloth
and whip-cord on their backs, and no thoes
on their feet, for many years? or for thofe
numerous ridiculous feats, which knaves re-
ported, and fools believed, as miracles ! But
other popith faints had, if poflible, even lefs
fanctity than thefe ; being rebels, traitors and
aflaflines ; the pefts of fociety, and difturbers
of kingdoms. Were not Ofiris, Hercules and
Afculaptus, Vulcan, Rhadamanthus and Re-
mulus, at leatt as worthy to be enrolled a-
mong the gods, as Ignatius Loyola, Garnet
and Thomas a Becket, among the faints ? It
is more abfurd to worfhip fuch contemptible
and wicked perfons as fome of the ponith
faints were, than fome of thofe, whom the
Pagans deificd ; or cven than to worfhtp the
(tars and elements, which are fo ufeful to ws.
And ¢ T would gladly know,” fays one, * why
“ 1 mav not as well honor God by giving
“ worthip to the fun, as to Ignatius Loyola,
‘ or St. Francis, or any other Tate canonized
“ faint’—The {un 1s a certain monument of
“ God's goodnefs, wildom and power, and.I
“ cannot be miftaken thercin ; but I can ne-
' ver be certain of the holinefs of thofe per-
“ fons I am to give divinc worfhip to. For
“all that I can Lnow [gnatius Loyola was a
“ great hypocrite ; bur I am {ure that the fun
“ is none ; but that he fhines, and communi-
' cates pezpctual influences, to the huge ad-

" vantage of the world.” Dut

T Dr. sailingflect,
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But to have done with faint-worfhip ; the
doctrine and precepts of fcripture are clearly
againft this practice of the Romanifts.  And
what fcriptare example there1s of it, which
they may think worthy #he:r 1mitation, |
know nort ; cxcept, perhaps, it be that of the
wicked rich man n hell, who earneftly pray-
ed Saint Abraham, but 1n vain, to fend Laza-
rus to cool his tongue with a drop of water.
But, methinks, 1t 1s time enough for men to
follow this example, when they come into
that place of torment themfclves, and defpair
of God’s hearing their prayers. A dreadful
extremity ! to which we pray our adverfarics
may never be reduced : And if there 1s any
{uch place as the purgatory they talk of, we
fhould be rejoiced, it there were any good rea-
fon to hope they mightcfcape even that alfo—
For, by their own account, 1tisa very tedi-
ous, round-about and painful way to heaven.

HERE 15 time to add but little concern-

ing the worfhip of pictures and 1mages.

This was probably introduced 1nto tlie
church 1 the fourth century, in common
with other bad cuftoms; aud fpread f:{t, tho
not without oppofition. In the eighth cen-
tury the indignation of many was f{o ruifed
againtt 1t, «that they deftroyed all the 1mages
in churches, where-ever they could ; und
were therefore called the Iromeclafls.  Tlhicy

chicfly occafioned the calling of the fecond
council
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council of Nice, anno 787 ; in which they
wecre cenfured, and the worfhip of 1mages
confirmed ; cfpecially as that council expref-
feth 1t, ¢ the imagc of the Lord and God, our
“ Saviour Jelus Chnft ; nextly that of our
‘ immaculate lady the mother of God, of the
‘ venerable angels, and then thofe of all the
“ famts.”  The council, however palliates this
idolatry by faving, they did not mean to give
images the worfhip of latria, but an honorary
adoration, as to a type ; which redounds to
the bonor of the prototype. * Imaginis enim
‘“ honor, &c. For the honor of an image ter-
minates on the prototype ; ana he that adores an
smage, alfo adores therein what is” reprefented by
it. T This council alfo fpeaks of the great
benefit of pictures and images, in edifying the
people, efpecially the vulgar, who could not
read. * The council of Trent refers to, and

confirms

T Vid. Cen. Niczn. II. A&, 7.

* The author here fubjoins a tranflation of a paffage or two, by
which the fenfe of Romancatholics as to the worthip of cruci-
fixes, and other images of Chrilt, may further appear ; as alfo,
what is meant by coadoration, a term ufed, but not explained,
in this difcourfe. ¢ Nec inde fequitur, hoc pofito, imagines’,
&c.  Nor does it follow, this being fuppofed, that imapes are
to be retained only to help the memory, as modern herctics
would have it : for memory is purely hiftorical, and memory
exciteth to render worihip to God and the {aints ; bur accor-
ding to this notion images would be kept for that latter re-
membrance [onfy 7 Reverthelefs the other opiaion 1s more
probable, and more apgreeable to the fynod, that images’fhould
be honored even in themfeives, and fhou!d be the material ter-
minative ohjedt of veneration, and not only the exemplar, ap-
prchended in them, or at the prefence of them 5 becaufe whea
the council £1ys, that images are to be adored, but not with

]ﬁtliu,
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confirms the decrees of this ; adding fome
farther explanations and cautlons, relative to
this point ; particularly the following : Non
‘ propteréa Divinitatem figurari', &c. § That
the Divinity w5 not therefore ficured, as the

could be feen with bodity eyes, or expreffed by co-
lors or figures |a good reafon why it thould

not be at all attempted.] Moreover, adds the

council, let all fuperflition in the invocation of
Jaints, in the veneration of religues, and in the

Jacred ufe of 1mages, be taken away.

Here 1s a plain conceflion, that they fiomre
toe Divinity, even while they acknowledge
it cannot be feen, or exprefled by fisures o
coiors : Which might, perhaps, pafs fora co»
tradiction in any church, but an infallible one,

But not to ftand on fuch niceties with them ;
to

fatria, it intends that another thing fhould be adored befides
the exemplar only ; for fince Chrilt (hould be adored with true
fatria, the fynod would not deny the worfhip of latria to his
tmage, if indeed in the adoration of it, not his image, but Chrilt
him{elf were adored, to whom no other adoration beflides that
of latria, belongeth, So that it intimates hereby, that fome
adoration belongeth to images, diftin& from the vencration and
honor of the prototype, and which, in the kind of worfhip, is
snferior,— An image is honored two ways. Firfl, as it is itfelf
the material terminative object of worlhip, but the prototype
the caufe for which it is worthipped. Secondly, fo that the
image is honored together with the prototype ; yet fo that the
prototype {hould be primarily honored, the image fecondanly, .
as the royal robes are honored together with the king ; and
~ that is called coadoration rather than adoration. Thus I ap-
prehend in my mind him that was crucified, together with the
crofs [ perbaps not always] and in adoring the Crucified with
a dire& inteation, the crofs itfelf is coadored in the fame aét,
Suma concil. omn. Opera& ftudio M. L. Bail. Abbavil, Do,
Theol.-ac Propzaiten. Paril. In conc. Nicea, 1.

¥ Vid, Cosc. Trident. fefs, XXV,
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20 make and worfbip any picture or image of
Canlt, confidercd as God, which is what they
chietly intend here, is 1dojat:y ; and direétly
contrary to the fecond commandment, whe-
ther it be latria, or dulia only, that is paid
therero.  And the difhinctions, of which the
Papilts ferve themfelves, would ferve as well
to ittty the Ifraelites of old, provided they
worfhipped golden calves only as {fymbols or
types of Jehovah ; intending this honor fthould
terminate on him, as the protetype. Upon
the fame primnciple, thofe Pagans who wor-
fhipped 1mages, not for their own fake, but
as {uppofed reprefentations of the invifible
God, could not be charged with idolatry,
how often {focver they might-kifs, proftrate
themfclves before, and offer incenfe and facri-
fices to them.  Somce pagan worfhippers of
idols and images could, probably, have made
fuch a plea as truly, and with a much better
orace, than thofe of the Romancatholics
who have the holy fcriptures ; in which ail
image-worlhip 1s plainly forbidden. And,
thdeed, the leaders 1n the cnurch of Rome
have fhewn a confcioufnefs, that fcripture
was againft them in this refpedt, by leaving
*he fecond commandment wholly out of thofe
which are defigned for common ufe, and di-
viding the laft of the ten 1ntq two, to qompleat
the nucnber |

As to -other pl&mcs and images ; if it be

dola*rv to worthip faints and angels, as 1t 1s
I praﬁlﬁ.d

¢
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practifed in the church of Rome ; it is even
more {o, to worfhip their '1mages. As {ome
have juitly obferved, they are guilty of double
idalatty in this refpect ; firlt, in worlhipping
faints and angels themfelves, and then in a-
doring their images, with the like external
worfhip of prayers, proftrations and 1icenfe :
For either of thefe things would be idolatry,
without the other. The fame arguments
whicli prove, that the Pagans worlhipping
the 1mages of their demons, or inferior detties,
was 1dolatry, will alfo fhew the idolatry of
the church of Rome, in worlhipping the ima-
ges of angels and faints, who are, ftrictly and
properly, their demons, The more intelli-
gent fort of pagans did not afcribe divinity to
their images themf{clves ; nor honor them with
a more profound reveience, internal or exter-
nal, thanRomancatholics pay to theirs. Nay,
fome of them were intirely agamft the ufe of
any images in their religious fervices ; as tend-
1ng to give people too grofs conceptions of the
Deity.  And when the council of Trent fo
gravely injoins, that all fuper/}ition in the wor-
fhip of faintsand reliques,and in the fac?ed ufe
of tmages, (hould be taken away, ftillencouraging
thefe practices themfelves ; it is as antr-{criptu-
ralandirrational asif thofe fathers had decreed,
that men fhould commit fornication, but with-
out unchaftity ; theft and robbery, but with#s
out injuftice ; murder, without breach of cha-
fity ; and blafphemy, without impiety. /‘Thg;
acre

H
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Sfacwed ufe of thefc vices, is hardly a greaigr
folecifin than the other. The fuperftition of
this kind of worfhip cannot be taken away,
withiout taking away that worfhip itfelf. Nor
is there any better foundation for a diftin@ion
between the ufe and abufe thereof, than be-
tween the ufe and abufe of lying and adultery,
inceft and perjury.  Indeed, the leaders 1n
the church of Rome find all thefe crimes very
wfeful in their turns, and {ubfervient to their
own ends, when kept under their difcrete and
{kiltul management: So that,in their opinion,
laying them wholly afide might, perhaps, bé
the Glcatcﬁ poflible abufe of them. For what
would then become of their difpenfations,
pmdon:,, indulgencies, and I know not what
the wicked- er a')‘f oy which they bave z‘befr

wealth ?

I‘rIE patience of this learned- and refpec-
table audicnce fhall be requefted no

longer, than while 1 fubjoin a few reflexions.

If then, the church of Rome be grofly ido-
latrous in the feveral refpedts aforefaid ; high-
ly difhonouring God, and the one Mediater
whom he hath appointed, by an undue wor-
thip of,and dependence upon,many creatures;
it follows, that fhe 1s {o far from being the
only trae church, and chafte fpoufe of Chrift,
that the 1s a moft corrupt one, a filthy profti-
tute, who hath forfaken her firft love, and 1s

| Fo become



44 Reflelions:

become, indeed, the ¢ mother of harlots. *
Some Papiits exprefsly own, that * if the
¢ church of Rome 1s guilty of herefy, much

‘ more, if guilty of idolatry, it falls under the
¢ apoftle’s excommunication, Gal. 1. 8" And
if the be not actually guilty of both, it will be
dificult at leaft, I believe abfolutely impolli-
ble, to fhew what church or perfon ever was,
that named the name of Chrift. If {foundnefs
of doctrine and purity of worfhip arc eflential
marks of a true church, as they allow ; we
mulft look for them, notin that of Reme, bur
elfe-where ; unlefs we proceed uvpon the
quaint maxim of one who [aid, that whocver
would find what he is in fearch of, muft look:
for 1t where it 15 not, as well as where 1t is.
And 1if thefe marks are wanting, anether,
which they likewife boaft of, muft alfo fail
them ; viz. holinefs : At leaft, it 13 not caly
to fee how that can be an holv church, how-
ever catholic it muay be, in which fuch abo-
minaole 1dolatry 15 publicly authorizzd, and
untverfally practifed.

. It fuarther appears from hence, what great
danger there 15 of perdition in the communion
of this church ; every true fon and daughter of
which 1s, and muft be, an 1dolater. The wrath
of God has not been revealed from heaven more
frequently, or in morc awlul terms, apainft any
one c]af.s of finncrs, than aczinit idolaters. And
one of the moll dl(hnrrulﬂ ina charadters of the
‘?:L&T ‘If““ﬂ!f‘y f‘l’r‘fl the ..r...lu;, fOl‘Ctold, 1S

idolatrys

™
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idolatry, will-wotfhip, a voluntary; affected hu-
mility, and worthipping of angels and demons.
‘ The Spirit {pake expreily, that in the latter
times fome fhould apoftatize from the faith,
aiving heed to erroneous fpirits, and dorines
concerning demons, thro’ the hypocrify of
lyars, having {eared confciences ; forbidding ts
marry, and commanding to abftain from meats,
which God,” &c.* ' It is fo much eafier tofind
all thefc charatters in a certain church now in
the world, than the marks of a true one; that
there is hardly 2ny room to doubt about the
right application of them.

“The ancient Babvlon was famous for idola-
try ; of which it feems to have been the firlt
feat after the flood ; perhaps was the principal,
for a confiderable time bcfore either Egypt or
Phecenicia obtained the infamous preheminence.
If {o, this fuggefts one intelligible reafon, why
the apoftate, i1dolatrous party in the chnftian
world thould bc defigned by the fpirit of pro-
phecy, under the title of Babylon: And even
the Romancatholics generally own, that Rome
is the Babylon of the new teltament ; only they
{ay, it is Rome pagan, not chriftian. Which,
tho’ faid without any good reafon, and even con-
trary to ftrong evidence, was yet neceflary for
them to fay ; unlefs they would farther own, that
the moft drcadful curfes 1in the whole bible are

- pointed
* 1 Tim. IV. 1, 2, 3. The aunthor has followed the learned

and excellent Mr. Jof. Mede's tranflition of this paflage,
whieh 15 naquellicnably the molt ecrammatical and proper.
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pointed directly againft themfelves; for thefe
are pointed againft Babylon. Nor is it wholly
unworthy of remark, that the modern Babylon
alfo nearly refembles the ancient in refpet of
the‘particular kind of death, which fhe infli&ts
on thofe, who renounce her idolatrous worfhip.
In the ancient, they who would net fall down
and worfhip idols, were caft into a furnace of
fire: In the modern, burning to death :is the
erdinary punifhment for fuch diflenters and
fchifmatics; and in ber 15 found the blood of
prophets and of famnts. 'The former was a mof}
inhuman enemy and perfecutor of God’s peo-
ple: But yet, where fhe flew her thoufands,
the latter has flain her ten thoufands. So much
does the pretended only true and unerring
church exceed the ancient Babylon in execrable
cruelty, perfecutian and tyranny !

Altho’ there had been no other weighty obs. .
jection againft the church of Rome, befides her
1idolatry, thisalone would fufficiently juftify thofe
who haverenounced her communion: ‘For what
¢ agreement hath thetemple of God with idols?’
or his worfhip, with that of bread, demonsand
images ? But {o enormoufly antichriftian is this
church in many other refpes, that we might
aimoft reckon idolatry itfelf among her lefler
errors and abominations! In one view of it, in-
deed, or merely as it affe@s civil {ociety, it is
far from being the greateft. No perfon, furely,
can ever want good authority to leave the com-
munion of fucha church., A warrant for it may

be
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be found in almoft every page of the bible; pai=
ticularly Revel. xviii. Where, after a defcription
of Babylon as ‘fallen,” or apoftatized ; as
become the habitation of demons [daipwisy] and
a cage of every unclean and hateful bird,
&e. it follows, ¢ And I heard a voice from
“ heaven, faying, Come out of her, my people;
‘ that yc be not partakers of her fins, and that
* ye receive not of her plagues: For her fins
* have reached unto heaven, and God hath re-
‘ membered her iniquities.”  This is fufficient
warrant to come out of a church, whethet
Rome or any other, to which the charaders of
Babylon a&ually agree. And how much foever
the church of Rome may curfe thofe of theRe~
formation, or imprecate upon them the ven~
seance of Peter, Paul, the Queen of beaven,and,
the other faints; we may be pretty fure, that
they have neither power. nor inclination té
harm us on this account ; that they will nei-
iher deftroy. us themielves, nor pray God to dé
it. They who invocate them to this end, in
folemn form, and fupport and propagate what
they mif-call religion, by . perlecution, fire and
{word ; have far more reafon to fear the im=
precations of thofe faints that were flain for the
word of God, and for the teftimony which they
held ; whom John faw under the altar, whilé-
they ¢ cried with a loud voice, faying, How
‘ long, O Lord, holy and true, doft thot nof
“judge and avenge our blood on them that.
“ dwell on the earth?'t-—0 Babylen, if thou

fearelt

1 Rev, VI
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feareft not the imprecations of thofe {ants,
who have been {lain in and by thee, for the
teflimony waich they held againit thy idolatry,
and other abominations; at leaft fear him,
whom all faints and angels adorc.  Thou hatt
made kings and nations drunk with the wine of
‘thy fornication ; and thyfelf with the blood
of the martyrs of Jefus. And tho' thou
glorifielt thyfelf, and liveft delicioufly by fraud,
oppreflion and blood, faying, I /it a queen, and
fhall fee no forrow ; yet know, that thy day is
coming : For flrong 15 the Lord God wke
‘qudgeth thee!T

Deteftable as the idolatry of the church of
Rome is, there are other of her principles and
pratices, as has been intimated, which moe
immediately affe@ the peace and order of civil
{ociety, the honor of princes, and the libertv
and common rights of mankind. Our contro-
verly with her is not merely a rcligious one:
It is not, on our part, only a defence of the
worfhip of one God by one Mediator, in op-
pofition to that of a thoufand demons or idols ;
of the authority of the facred oracles, in oppo-
{ition to that of idle legends and traditions;
and of fober reafon in oppofition to the groffeft
fanaticifm: But a defenceof ourlaws, liberties,
and civil 1ights as men, in oppofition to the
proud claims and encroachments of ecclefiafti~
cal perfons, who under the pretext of religion,
and faving mens fouls, would engrofs all power

and property to themfelves, and reduce us to
the
+ Rev. XVIII



Reflefions. 49

the moft abject flavery : It is a defence, if I
may {o exPrefs it, of the common rights of
{ecinig, hearing, touchlng, {melling, tafting; all
which ‘popery attacks and undermines, by the
doétrihe of tranfubftantiation ; and would take
them from us, as a means of making us dutiful
{ons, or rather wretched flaves of the church.
We muft not fee, tafte or [mell, but as the
church is pleafed to give us leave. If {ke fhews
us a morfel of bread, or a drop or two of wine,
after the prieft has played a few tricks with it ;
we muft believe it is no longer bread or wine,
but God. And whatever elfe fhe declares, we
muft implicitly receive 1t on her authority, on
pain of being burnt in this world, and damned
in the next! So important is this controver {y,
as the honourable founder of this le@ture well
knew ; having him{elf written and publifhed 2
learned diflertation relative thereto. I Altho’
we had no regard for true religion, yet we
ought in reafon and prudence to deteft the
church of Rome, in the fame degree that we
prize our frecedom. Mer laws, more arbitrary
than thofe of Draco, are, in effed, like his, ail
written in blood. Popery and liberty are in-
compatible ; at irreconcileable enmity with
each other. May gracious IHeaven ever pre-
{erve us from the one, and blefs us with
the other : At leaft, if wc are cver to be {o
unhappy as to lofe our liberty, God grant the
lofs niay not be aggravated, by having it taken
from us cither by lordly, tyrannicel priefls,or by

G thofe

+ On ¢ flaves, and fouls of men, Rev. XVIII, 13,
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thofe of the laity, from whom we have the beft
reafon to expe(t the defence and {ecurity of it.

Popery is now making great ftrides in Eng-
land ; as great, perhaps, as it did in the reign
either of Charles or James the fecond: I pray
God, things may not at length be brought to
as bad a pafs! Thoufands of weak and wicked
Proteftants are annually perverted to an impi-
ous, horrid fyitem of tyranny over the bodies
and fouls of men: which lefs deferves the
name of religion, than that of an outrage on
the fenfes, and molt valuable rights of men,
and a fatire upon God. If we may believe
thofe who pretend to know, and probably do,
popith prielts, jefuits, and other emiflaries, are
very open and bold in our mother-country of
late years, meceting with no vigorous oppofl-
tion: And even popify bijhops iefide there, and
g0 about to exercife every part of thewr funition,
without offence. It {eems, there is far lefs good
old proteftant zeal than were to be withed and
expectea : Many, who call themiclves prote-
ftants, lcok upon popcry as an harmlefs, in-
different thing, notwithftanding its inherent,
reftlefs, intolerant malignity, and moft deftruc-
tive tendency.  Heaven only knows what the
end of thefe things will be; the profpedt is
alarming !

The agents of Rome, ever reftlefsand fchem-
ing, compufs fea and lend tymake profciytes ;
going about continualiy from country to coun-
try, feeking whom iley may devonr : And, pro.

batis,
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bably, there is no proteftant country, in which
there are not fome of them, at leaft turking, if
they dare not difcover themfelves. We fhould

not be zgnorant of their devices; nor ever off
our guard againft them. May this {eminary of
learning, may the people, minifters and churches
of New-England, ever be preferved from popifh, -
and all other pernicious errors. Our Saviour,
on a memorable occafion, faid to the tempter,
“ It is written, Thou fhalt worfhip the Lord thy
“ God, and him only fhalt thou ferve.” If our
popifh tempters are not confounded and filenc'd
with the like anfwer, it feems as if they had
even lefs modefty than he, who once faid, as
the church of Rome now, in effe, faith; If
thouw wilt fall down and worfbip ME, all fhall
be thine.

To conclude: They who would keep them-
{clves pure from every fpecies of idolatry, muft
not only abftain from the worfhip of idols in
the common grofs fenfe, as praétifed by Pagans
and Papifts ; but alfo from an inordinate love
of this world, its plealures and enjoyments; -
and love God fupremely. The apoftle fliles a
covetous man ‘an idolater’:T For there are
many that make gold their hope, and fay unto
the fine gold, ¢ Thou art my confidence,” even
before it is formed into an image by art, and
man's device. By the fame rule, all other
wicked men arc in {fome fenfe idolaters. What-

ever ufurps that place, that preheminence in
the
t Eph. V. 5. and Col. 1L 3,



52 Refleflions.

the affe@ions of men, which is due to God
alone; that is their idol, that 1s their God.
How many idolaters are theie then, even among
proteftants ! They only, who love God above
all things, worfhip him in {pirit and in truth,
whatever church they live in commuion with.
May {uch worthippers, whom the Father
{fecketh, be increafed in every church, to his
glory ; even till “ THE MaN oF sIN,” whofe
coming is after the working of fatan, with all
deceivablenefs of unrighteoufnefs in them that
perifh, fhall finally be confumed by the breath
of theLord, and ¢ deftroyed with the brightnefs
‘ of his coming’ ! *

¥ o Thell, II.

PAGE 30, line 12 from the top, read, tholc things

Advertifement.

FTER repeated inquiry, the author could never
obtain a fight either of the whole Rofarie of the
Virgin Mary, or of the whole Mary-Pfalter. "Thofc
parts of them, which are produc=1 in the foregoing
difcourfe, were feleted from among others of the
fame tenor, and tranflated by him from the Latin, as
he found it cited by authors of reputation; particularly
doltor Henry More. For other citations he is wholly
accountable himfelf.——Many other prayers to the
fainrs, even in the early ages of the church, may be
feen in Sir I. Newton’s Obfervations on Damel, &c.
Part I. ch. 14. And among them a pretty remarkable
prayer of Gregory Nazianzen to St. Athanafius; the
Jatter of whom, as Sir Ifaac obferves, ¢ even from his
‘ youth, looleed upon the dead faints as mediators of
‘ our prayers, &c.




