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SERMON XIII

God not to be Worshipped as reprefented

by an Image. , /p\/i

^Tps not lawful to give Religious Worfhip to any Creature

whatfoever.
y
Tis not lawful to make an Image of God.

*7h not lawful to Worjlnp God, as reprefented by an

Image, or to direfl our Worfhip of him to an Image*

^Tps not lawful to Worfhip Images, by doing it corpo-

rally, cvs Idolaters do , though we pretend to keep

our hearts to God.

The Papifis prefumptuoufly leave the fecondCommand-

ment out of the Decalogue.

MAt. 4. 10. Then faith Jefus unto him
r
Get thee hence, Satan

y

for it is written, Thou Jhalt Worfltip the Lord thy-

God) and hjm only Jhalt thou ferve.

TR E eleven firft Verfes of this Chapter
3
contain the Hillory

of the Combat , or Conflict between Chrift and Satan \

and in it you may take notice of thefe Particulars.

1. You have the preparation to the Combat, v. 1,2. ihen

was Jefks led up of the Spirit into the wildernefs to be tempted of the De-

vils and when he had fafted forty days and- forty nights , he was after-

wards an bungred. 7hen, that is , immediately after Chrift had been

baptized in an extraordinary manner , and folemnly declared by a voice

from Heaven that he was the beloved Son of God, in whom he wvs well

pleafedh and after the Heavens were opened unto him, andhefaw the Spi-

rit of God defending like a Dove, and lighting upon him, and was/#tf of

the Holy Ghoft, as §U*Luhg records it, Lukf^u Then (thanhat is

imme-
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immediately after this) be was led up of the Spirit into the wildernefs ts

be tempted of the Devil. We fhould have thought that the next news

might have been of his taking a folemn Journey to Jerufalem, and in

the Temple there publickly to have declared, that he was the great Do-
dor and Prophet of his Churchy and that they were accordingly to hear

him : but God's thoughts are not as our thoughts ; the Text tells you,

then, that is , immediately upon this, be was led by the Spirit into tbe

wildernefs to be tempted of tbe Devil.

2. You have the Combat or Conflict it felf, from the third Verfe to

the eleventh : the Devil takes an occafion hereupon to fet upon him, and

to afTault him with thefe dreadful temptations. The rirft temptation,

or afTault, you have Verf. 3. If thou be the Son of God
7
command that

thefe- ftones be made bread: As if he had faid , There was a Voice pre-

fently from Heaven, that thou art Gods beloved Son , in whom he is

well pleafed? but if fo, is it likely that God fhould take no further care

of his own Son whom he loved, than to expofe him to the want even

of necellaries tor the prefent life ? To that, either thou art not the Son
of God^ and that pretended Voice from Heaven is but a delullon •> or if

thou beeft fo, let it appear by making of this Miracle, Command that

thefe ftones be made bread. The reply or anfwer made by our Saviour to

this temptation, yoti have Verf. 4. But be anfwered and faid, It is writ-

ten^ Manjball not live by bread alone, but by every word that proceedeth

cut of the mouth of God: where our Saviour (hews, that this was a no-

torious Impofture
;
and a fallacious way of reafoning , that either he

mutt perilh in the wildernefs with famine, or elfe he mutt prove himfelf

to be the Son of God by working a Miracle, and commanding Hones to

be made bread : for, It is written^ htm Jhall not live by bread alone, but

by every word that proceedetb out of the mouth of God. This temptation

not taking efTed", and the Devil foiled and non-plutt by the force and
dint of the Scripture , he makes a fecond afTault upon him, Verf. 5, <5.

Then the Devil taketh him up into tbe holy City
y and fettetb him on a Pi-

nacle of the Temple, and faith unto him, If thou be the Son of God, caft

thy felf down, for it is written, He (hall give his Angels charge concerning

thee, and in their hands they (hall ben thee up, left at any tune thou dajh

thy foot againft a ftone. I know that St. Lu\e obferves not the iame
order in the recording of thefe temptations, as St. Matthew doth, but it

is likely that was the third and latt temptation , when Satan had that

rebuke given him by our Saviour* Get thee hence, Satan, for immedi-

ately upon this, Verf. 11. the Devil leaveth him, and Angels can:
y and

miniftred unto him-, and therefore I call this the fecond aflault or tem-

tatic The third and the latt temptation, or afTault, which fecms to

be molt dangerous, you have Verf. 8, 5?. Again, the Devil taketh him

up into an exceeding high Mountain, and jheweth him all.the Kingdom* of

the World, and the Glory of them, and faith unto him
y

All thefe things

will I give thee , if thou wilt fall down and worfiip me. In St. Lu ĥ e,

Hhh 2 Chap.
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Chap. 4. 6. he pretends a reafon for it, And the Devil faid unto him.,

All this power will Igive thee, and the Glory of them, for that is delivered 1

unto me, and to whcmfoever J will 1 give it. And Verf. 7. If thou there-

fore wilt worfhip me, all. {hall be thine. But the Devil was a Lyar from'

the beginning , and there were three notorious Lyes in this pretence of
the Devils : 1. All this power will I give thee, and the Glory of them\

whereas he had no fuch Power or Glory to bellow. 2. The fecond was,

Tor that is delivered unto me : but God never made the Devil the Heir

of all things, but his own Son. Heb. 1.2. He hath in thefe laji days

fpohgn unto us by his Son , whom he hath appointed Heir of all things.

3. The third was, To whomfocver I will, I give it: as if Satan could

give the Kingdoms of the World to whom he pleafed, a power which
God hath referved "for himfelf, and hath not conferred on any Creature

whatfoever. Daniel 2. 20, 21. Blejfed be the Name of God for ever and
ever, for Wifdom and Might are his, he changeth the times and the feafons,

he removeth Kings, and fetteth up Kings. We read that Satan is fome-

times transformed into an Angel of Light, 2 Cor. 6. 14. but here he

would be transformed into God himfelf i as. alfo in that which follows,

namely, that he would be adored and worshipped => If thou therefore wilt

worjhip me, all jhall be thine : or, as you have it in the Text, All thefe

things will I give thee, if thou wilt fall down and worfhip me. Now in

thefe words you have the reply or anfwer that our Saviour makes to this

temptation 5 Then faith Jefus unto him, Get thee hence, Satan, for it is

written, Ihou ffjalt worfhip the Lord thy God, and him only Jhalt thou

^ firve : where you have two things coniiderable : 1. You have fome-

thing premifed , or fomething prefatory unto Chrift's anfwer, Get thee

hence, Satan \ which may beunderftood two ways : 1. Either as Vox

deteftantis, a Note ofabhorrence and deteftation, of the Devils horrible

impudence and blafphemy, in that he would have Chrift to fall down
and worfhip him : or, 2. As Vox imperantis, a word of power and au-

thority , commanding him out of his prefence, Get theejience, Satan,

and thereby fufficiently declaring himfelf to be the Son of God, which
was the thing in queftion : the Devil had twice put an if upon his Son-

fhip, Verf. 3. If thou be the Son of God, command that thefe ftones be-

^ made bread : And Verf 6. If thou be the Son of God, cafi thyfelf down

:

Now our Saviour will have this to be out of queftion, <md therefore'

commands him to be gone, Get thee hence^ Satan \ and the- next news
is, Verf 11. Then the Devil leaveth him, and behold^ Angels came and

miniftred unto him. 2. You have the anfwer it felf, for it is written^

Thou'Jhalt worfhip the Lord thy God, and him onlyJhalt thou ferve. Where
again you have two things to be taken into Conlideration : 1* You
have our Saviours urging Scripture in the cafe, It is written : The Word-
of God is armour of proof again/1 Satan and his temptations, and hence

the Apoftle makes it one main part of the Chriitian armour, Ephef.6: 17.

Take the Helmet of Salvation, and the Sword of the Spirit^ which is the
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Word ofGod , and our Saviour makes ufc of this Sword in the Text, It is

written but wherefce Veut.6.1 %. Thou (haltfear the Lord thy God,andferie

him\ and Dcut. 10.20. Thou jhaltfear the Lord thy Godjrim (halt thouferve,

and to himjhalt thou cleave : where I would note, that our Saviour doth

not quote the very words that>are in Vcuteronsmyjt is faid thcrc,Tboufljalt

fear the Lord thy God, and ferve him, our Saviour fays, Thou Jhalt worjkip

the Lord thy God, andhim onlyJbalt thouferve : and yet notwithfranding,/*

is written?! bou Jbalt worjhip the Lord thy God-,and him only (halt thou ferve.

And I would the rather take notice of this, becaufe there are a generation -

of men amongft us, that tell us, upon occalion, that we do not fpeak Scri-

pture-Language, and their reafon is, becaufe we do not fpeak Scriptures-

words: But, Friends,take this for a principle,Ifwe fpeak Scripture-fence,

though not the very words of Scripture,yet we may be faid to fpeak Scri-

pture-Language '. Thus our Saviour here fpeaking Scripture-fence, (peaks-'

Scripture- Language,!* is written. Fear is a word of great latitude and ex-

tent, and comprehends in its felf that homage,and honour,and reverence,

that we owe to God> and therefore our Saviour calls it \Vorfhip,and fays,

It is written, Thou Jbalt worfhip the Lord thy God,&c. Thus it is alfo in the 1

like cafe, if the word perfon be Scripture-fence, it is Scripture-Language

:

if the word Sacrament be Scripture-fence,it is Scripture-Language. 2 .Yoir

have the Scripture that is urged "in thefe. words, "thou (halt wwfhif the

Lord thy God, andhim only (halt thou ferve. Satan would have our Saviour

to fail down and worfhip him : our Saviour replies, It is written, ThonJbalt

worfhip the Lord thy God; and him only fcalt thou Jerve : and the mean--
• ing and import ot it is this, that which is proper and peculiar unto God,

ought not to be given unto any. Creature whatsoever : but Worfhip is*

fo , and tl srefore ought not to be given to any Creature whatfocver-

Satan i. a Cieature, and if there -were no more in the cafe than that,

even that is reafon fufficient why he ought not to be Wor(hipped : Then-

jaith Jefits unto him^ Get thee hence, Satan, for it is written, Thou fljalt

worfhip the Lord thy God, and him only Jbalt thou ferve. Thus I have1

given you an account both of the preparation to the Combat or Con-
flict between Chriii and Satan , as alfo of the Combat or Conflict it

1

felf i thirdly, you have the iiTue ofthe whole tranfadtion between Chriii:'

and Satan, Ver£ 11. Then the Vevil leaveth him^ and heboid Angels'came •

and minijlred unto him.

My Text contains theanfwer, or the repulfe that was given by our

Saviour unto Satans third and lafi: affault '> Then faith Jejus unto him,

Get thee hence, Satan, for it is written, Thou jhalt worfhip the Lord thy

God, andhim only fhalt thou ferve.

The Proportion that I would commend unto your Confident ion'

from the words, is this, That Religious Worjhip- ought not to he given to frapp*

any Creature whatfoever : or thus 5 God alone is, and onght to he the Ob-
jefl of Lfligions Worfhip* I fay, God alone is, and ought to be;the Ob--

jeft of Religious Worfllip •' Honour and Worfhip is Gods due and right,

and
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and irreligion is a piece of wrong and injuftice % and indeed, if divine

honour was not given to God as his due and right, worfhip will be a

part of benevolence from the creature unto God.

i. In the profecution of this point , I (hall, by God's afliftance, ob-

ferve this method, i. I (hall give you a brief defcription of worfhip,

andthew you what worfhip is.

2. I (hall lay down fome diftindions for the due dating, and the right

underilanding of this propoiition.

3. I fh all endeavour to prove the propoiition, namely, that religious

worfhip ought not to be given to any creatures whatsoever \ or that Cod

alone is, and ought to be the object of religious worfhip*

4. And the fourth particular (hall be the Ufe and Application.

1. For the rirft of thefe, I fnall endeavour to difpatch in a few

words i, namely, to give you a brief defcription of worfhip, and (hew

you what worfhip is.

Worfhip is that honour or reverence that we give unto a perfon, or

being, regard being had to the dignity and excellency of that perfon or

being that is to be worfhipped > and it confifts of three Ads.
1. An ad of the mind, whereby we rightly conceive of the dignity

and excellency of that perfon or being that we worfhip.

2. An ad of the will, wThereby, upon occafion, we are ready and wil-

/ ling to pay all offices of refped to that perfon or being.

3. An ad of the body, whereby we exprefs that refped or honour

that is in our minds, unto that perfon or being, by fome outward one of

bodily ad, as promotion, uncovering of the head, bowing the knee, or

the like ^ and this is all I (hall fay to the firft particular, what worfhip

is.

2. Our next work is, to lay down fome diftindions for the due dating

and right underilanding of this propoiition h namely, that religious wor-

ship ought not to be given to any creature whatfoever j or that God alone is

and ought to be the objecl of religious worfhip : as,

1. We muft diftinguifh between our works, and religious worfhip;

now, although religious worfhip ought to be given to God alone, yet

civil worfhip may, and ought to be given unto creatures: this is a duty

from Inferiors to their Superiors, from Children to their Parents, from
Servants to their Mafters, from fubjeds to Kings and Magiftrates > thefe

Gods muft have civil w7orfhip : thus it is faid of Judah, when Jacob on
his death-bed blelfed the twelve tribes, Gen, 49. 8. Judah, thou art he

whom thy brethren jhall praife i>
thy hand Jhall be in the neck^ of tlfine ene-

mies
i, thy fathers children Jhall bow down before thee : Judah's honour

was to weild the Scepter ? and therefore the reft of the Tribes his Fa-

ther's children, in a civil fenfe, were to worfhip him, and bow down be-

fore him : thus, when Jofeph came into the prefence of Jacob his Fa-

ther, it is faid, 48. 1 2. That be bowed himfelf with hisface- to the earth i

this was civil woiihip.

And
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And indeed, this worfhip confidered apart, and in a feparate way,

feems to be proper unto the creature, and fo not fit to be given unto

God. If any fhould fay, but is not God to receive all honour, and glo-

ry, and worfhip j and if fo, why (hould civil worfhip be excluded ? I

anfwer, becaufe this is not the way to honour God : if we fhould wor-

fhip God no otherwife than as we worfhip a creature, this would be to

blafphemc him, under a pretence of giving him that honour that we
owe him. We «may obferve even amonglt the creatures, that the ho-

mage or honour that we give unto the creature, hath alwaies refpedt

unto the greateft excellency of that creature j as fuppofe a King were .

prefent, a Vuke, or a Marquefs, or an Earl \ if a man (hould give him only

that refpe<ft that is due unto a Vuke, or a Marque/}, or an Earl, this were .

in effedi to degrade him of his Kingly power : if we give only the ho-

nour unto God, that a Creature may challenge as his due, this firikes at

the very God- head it felf, and we do, what lies in us, to degrade him of

his fupremacy and tranfparent glory.

2. We muft diftinguifh between inward worfhip, and outward wor-

fhip: there is inward worfhip in Faith, and Love, and Hope, and Fear,

and other elicit adrs of the mind -

, this is the inward homage that

we owe unto God : and then there is outward worfhip, which conlilts in

the outward expreffion of that inward homage and fubjedtion that we.

owe to God, which is done as you heard before, by fome outward one of

bodily adr, as proltrating, uncovering of the head, bowing of the knee,

and the like. Now, though the worfhip of God confiits mainly and

principally in the former > for there may be a pretence of outward ho-

mage and reverence, and yet nothing of worfhip s as the Souldiers bow-
ed the knee to Chrift, and yet mocked him, Matth. 27. 29. yet outward'

worfhip is necefTary i inward and outward worfhip doth mutually de-

pend upon each other : he that doth not pray, nor read, nor hear, nor

receive Sacraments, doth neither love God, nor fear him, nor truft in

him. And belides, outward worfhip is a moft effectual help and af- .

flitance unto the principle of inward worfhip, ftrengthening the habit of

it, and exciting of it unto all futable actions : for though bodily exer-

cife
y
as it is fingle, and divided from the heart, doth, as the Apofile

&ith) profit little: yet when it joyns with it, it profits much, and makes
us far more lively in the fervice of God, than otherwife we lhould be ;

and we may rind by experience, that when we pray only inwardly in our

fpirits,we have not that life and enlargement in our minds and affections,

as when we alfo pray outwardly with the voice j and upon thefe and
fuch like grounds, it is advifed by fome, that prayer, though fecref,

fhould be vocal, becaufe it excites affection, and quickens devotion : thus,

though inward 'worfhip be the main of worfhip, and that which may
moft properly be called worfhip \ yet outward worihip is necefTary : the
fecond Commandment hath a fpecial refpedt unto outward worfhip,

namely, that we perform unto God that outward worfhip which he hath

appointed
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appointed in his Word. And that which the Devil would have of our
Saviour here, is outward Worfhip, All tbefe things will I give thee if thou
wilt fall down and worfhip me. If any (hall pretend that it is External
Veneration that they give unto other things betides God, whereas that

which is inward, and which may moft properly be called Worfhip, they

referve for God : the vanity of fuch a pretence will appear, if we confi-

der, that it is not a neceffary requifite unto falfe and idolatrous Wor-
fhip, that the inward devotion of the mind fhould jccompany the ex-
ternal adoration of the body : for if fo, it will follow, that a man being
commanded under a fevere penalty , might give outward adoration to

any Image, either of the true on falfe gods, and yet beguiltlefsi and
who duril ever fay fo V

3. We wilt take it for granted, that Religious Wr

or(hip admits of de-
grees, namely, that there is Religious Worfhip in an higher degree, and
Religious Worfhip in a lower and inferiour degree : for,I fuppofe,that the
Veneration and Adoration that our Adverfaries of the Church of Rome
give untD Images and Reliques, and things of that nature, is not Civil,

but Religious, though in a lower and an inferiour degree. Now this

being taken for granted, I affirm , That God, and God alone, is and
ought to be the Objedr of Religious Worfhip, in the latitude of it > and
that Religious Worfhip in the loweft and moft inferiour degree , ought
not to be given unto any Creature whatfoever, and that will appear from
thefe following Coniiderations.

1. It appears from the words of the Text , ihou /halt worfhip the

Lord thy God\ and him only Jhalt thou ferve* Now if we are to Wor-
•fhip God alone, and ferve God alone, thai God^ and God alone is and
ought to be the Oh]eU. of Religious Worfhip \ and Religious Worfhip ought

not to he given unto any Creature whatfoever. If it be Objected, That
the Text doth not fay, Thou (halt worfhip the Lord thy God only, but
him only (halt thou ferve ; that there is indeed an honour and a fervice

that is due unto God alone , which to give unto any Creature would be
Idolatry. Him only ihalt thou ferve ;_ but there is a Worfhip which is

due unto the Creatures according to their refpeclive Excellencies, as to

Saints, holy things, and holy places, and we may worfhip them, though
we may not ferve them : but if this were the fenfe of this Scripture,

the Devil might have excepted againft the anfwer made by our Saviour

as infufficient : he might have faid, Thou mayft worfhip me , though
thou mayft not ferve me : and that this Scripture did not forbid all

WT

orfhip, yea that fame Religious Worfhip might be given to a Crea-

ture in a lower and inferiour degree, though the SupremeWT

or(hip might
not 5 and all that he defired of our Saviour was , lhat he would fall

down and worfhip him : that it was inferiour Worfhip^ though Veligious^

which the Devil required of Chrift, is plain, for he acknov 1. dges God
at the fame time to be his Superiour, and the Giver of that pc . . hlch

he laid claim to5 Luk. 4. 6. And the Devil faid unto him^ AH tb/spower

will
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will I give thee, and the glory of them, for that it delivered unto me, and
unto whomfoever I will I give it : And yet that is the Worjhip which Chrift

faith God hath forbidden to be given unto any Creature* and our Sa-

viour difcovcrs his abhorrence and deteftation of any thing of that na-

ture, Get thee hence, Satan, for it U written, ihou jhalt worflrip the Lord
thy God, and him only ftwlt thou ferve. Nor was it the fcope of our
Saviour to give countenance to any fuch diitindtion as this , as appears

from that place of Scripture which is here quoted, Deut. 6. 13. Ihou
Jhalt feu the Lord thy God, and ferve him, and jhalt ftpear by hU Name.
Verf. 1 4. Te Jhall not go after other gods, of the gods of the people which
are round about you. Where Mtfes doth not diftinguifh between the
Worjhip that is due to God, and that Worjhip which may be given unto
the Creature > but defcribes the Worjhip which ought to be given unto
God, and to God alone, and which ought not to be given unto the gods
of the Gentiles : and betides this ought to be taken into Conlideration,

wT
e do not tind the word only in Deuteronomy annexed either to the fear

of God, or to the fervice of God. Now would it have been fairly and
ingeniouily done by any that lived under the Old Teftament Difpenfa-

tion, to make this glofs upon the Text ? It is true, we mult fear the

Lord our God, but not him only \ and ferve him, but not ferve him •

only : fo that our Saviour add the word only for Explication fake => and
indeed if God be to be worfhipped at all, and ferved at all, for the fame
reafon he only is to be worfhipped, and he only is to be ferved : fo that

our Saviour doth not only recite this Text in Deuteronomy, but he doth
it with advantage, when he tells Satan, It is written, Ihou Jhalt wor-

fl:ip the Lord thy God, and him only (halt thou ferve. Worjhip is called

Religious, becaufe it binds us to God, and to God alone : and where-
ever in Scripture it is faid we mult worihip God, we mult always under-

Hand it thus, we mult worfhip him alone. Thus the Angel in the Re-
relations, Chap. 15?. ic. where he tells John, that he muft Worfhip God >

the meaning is, that he muft Worjhip God alone. Ffal. 29.2. Give unto

the Lord the glory due to hn Name j and then it follows by way of expli-

cation, Worjhip the Lord in the beauty of Llolinefs.
D

Tis faid of job,

Chap. 1. Verf. 20. lhat he aroje, and rent his Mantle, and fell djrvn up-

on the ground and worfhipped : Nothing is faid of the Object unto whom
he did diredr his Worjhip '•, the Objecl of his Worjhip is not expreffed, but

underllood , and prefuppofed ", if he fell down and Worfhipped in

a religious manner , it is to be taken for granted that he Worfhipped

God.

2. It appears yet further, thatGW, and God alone is and ought to be

the Objecl of Religious Worfhip, and that Religious Worfhip ought not to

be given unto any Creature whatfoever , becaufe God hath expreily for-

bidden us in Scripture the Worshipping of Angels, Col. 2.18. Let no

nun beguileyou of v>ur reward, in a voluntary humility, and Worfipping

ff Angels. The Apoitles fcope in this Chapter is to difpute again it

I i i . thofe
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tHofe Corruptions that were creeping into the Ghriftian Worfhip, thefe :

fometimes he calls the traditions of men, the rudiments of the world, and
mt after 'Chnft, Verf. 8. and the commandments and doclrines cf men,

Verf 22. And amongft other Corruptions , he cautions them againft

Worshipping of Angels. Now if Religious Worfhip might be given-

to a Creature, then to thefe glorious Creatures > but this, according to

the Apoftles " fenfe , is fuperftition , and will-worfhip. . So Verf. 23.
Which things have indeed a jhevp of wifdom in wM-reorfmp, how the

Church of Rome owns and avouches the Worshipping of Angels, which
the Apoftle forbids. 'Tis true indeed, the Papifts , in their Worfhip-
ping of Saints and- Angels, give the Saints the pre-eminence : 'Tis by
their means,' fay they, that Indulgences are given out of the Churches
Trcafury , or rather put to fale '•> they having not only merited their

own Salvation, but fome of them at leaft fupererogated for the good of
others, in that they have done more and greater things than are en-
joined in Gods Word : And this is an honour, that, according to their

Principles, isnot, nor ought to be given to the bleffed Angels.

But how extravagant fbever the fancies of thefe men are, or may be
yet I (hall aver, That if Religious Worftrip might be given to any Crea-
ture, then unto thefe Glorious Creatures-? and that not only becaufe

they never finned againft God, as the Saints have done, but alfo becaufe

unto their care and tutelage are committed God's holy ones , and they'

are fent forth to minifter for them that are heirs, of fzlvation, Heb. 1. 14.
But we read not of any fuch employ affigned by God unto the Saints

departed.

If any fhould fay the Worfhip of Angels forbidden in the Scripture,

is the Supreme Worjhip that is proper unto God alone, and to give this-,

indeed unto the Angels, would be Superftition and Will-worfhip, but
not Religious Worjhip in an inferiour degree : What an horrible bold

perverting of Scripture is this ? and who can reafonably imagine,that the

Apoftle Paul , when he knew that the Wr

orfhipping of Angels was not
only good and lawful , but highly commendable, fhould yet in the ge»
nera»l condemn the Worshipping of Angels without any diftindlion at all

made in the cafe.

And whereas it maybe faid, that Su Paul doth net in the general

condemn the Worjhipping of Angels, but the Worshipping of Angels as

Mediators, fo as to exclude Chrift : for the Apoftle adds, Ver£ ip. And
not holding the Head. It is true, the Apoftle doth fo : but then we
mull know, that Religious Worftiip, though in an inferiour degree gi-

ven to an Angel , is inconfiftent with holding the Head, Chrift, As a
Wife that gives the honour of her Husbands Bed unto another, (and all

religious and divine refped is no lefsj) denies him to be what -fhc : A\$

him, though fhe call him Husband never fo much. The reafon urged
in the fecond Commandment againft falfe Worfhip, is, that God is a
jealoHs God; now we mult understand it thus? he is jealous

7 not only

.
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left he fliould not be honoured as God, but he is alfo jealous left he fliould

not be honoured as one God : for as by the Worshipping of him we ac-

knowledge him to be God, fo by the incommunicablenefs of that Worjhip

to any Creature, we acknowledge him to be one God.

And yet that there may be no miftake in this matter , we deny not,

but that good men, when Angels have appeared unto them in a vifible

fhapc, even when they have known that they have been Angels , have

given honour to them, and it may be bowed down before them : but

then it is granted on all hands, that the fame external gefture may be

adapted and fitted to the Worfhip that is Civil, and that whicj} is Religi-

ous : and it lies upon our Adverfaries to prove, that the honour or Wor-

jhip given unto them was Religious, and of the very fame kind that we
give unto God , but in an inferiour and lower degree. We read of
Abraham, Gen. 1 8. 2. that be lift up his eyes, and lo, three men flood by

him •, and when he fare them, he ran to meet themfrom the 'tent-door, and
bowed himfelf toward the ground : but that this was a Civil, not a Reli-

gious refpedr, appears by the entertainment that he offers to make for

them, Verf. 4. 5. Let a little water I pray you be fetched, and wajh your

feet, and' reft your felves under the tree, and I will fetch a morfel of bread,

and comfort ye your hearts : Indeed afterwards he knew one of them to

be the Angel of the Covenant , the Lord Jefus Chrift , who is called

Jehovah in that Chapter, and might Worjhip him with Religious Wor-
fhip. But this doth not in the lea ft contradict our Principles, nor the

Text, for God muft and ought to be Worjhipped, though we muft Wor-
jhip the Lord our God, and him only muft we ferve : Unto which I might
add, that the Servants of God under the Law , had a fair occafion of-

fered them to invoke and Worjhip Angels , which we have not under

the Gofpel , becaufe they frequently then appeared unto them in the

likenefs of men, which they do not to us i and yet we never read that

the people of God under the Legal Difpenfation,did invoke them, or pay -

any religious refpedt to them. DavidJaw the Angel thatfmote the- people^

2 Sam. 24. 17. yet did he not in theleaft apply himfelf to the Angel, or

Worfhip him, but made his addrefs unto God j David fpafy unto the

I ord , when he faw the Angel that fmote the people, andfaid, Lo I have

fnned, but thefe Jheep, what have they done ?

3. It appears yet further, that God alone is, and ought to be the Ob-
je£i ofReligious Worjhip, and that Religious Worjhip ought not to be given

to any Creature whatfoevw , becaufe Religious Worfhip , though in the

loweft and moft inferiour degree, is fuch that neither Saints nor Angels

durft own or receive : We read how that the Devil would beWordiip-
ped, but Saints and good Angels would not? and I {hall give you two
inftanccs for this, the rirft of a Saint, and the fecond of an Angel.

1. The rirft inftance I (hall give you is of a Saint, namely, that of
Teter, Act. 10. 25. As teter was coming in, Cornelius met him, and fell

down at his feet, and, worjhipped him: but Verf. 2d. Teter tool^ him up,

I i i 2 fiying,
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faying. Stand up, I my felfalfo am a man. The Argument is this : No
man is to be worjhipped > But I am a man\ Therefore I am not to be

worfhipped. Nor is it reafonable to believe , that Cornelius would give

Religious Worihip in the higheit degree, which our Adverfaries Jay is

proper unto, God alone, unto St. ?eter\ for it is faid, AUu.io. 2. That
Cornelius was a devout man, and one that feared Cod with all bit boufe,

and one that prayed unto God alway. Nor can it juftly be imagined, that

• a. devout man, and one that feared God, and one that prayed unto God
alway, mould give Religious Worfhip in the higheft degree, which they

call Latriam, unto St. Peter, when he knew he was. God's Minifter, and

not God,.

2. 9 The fecond Injtance that I (hall give you, is of an Angel, Rev. ip.

IO. Ifell at his feet to w.orfhip him i and he faid unto me, fee thou do it

not, I am thy fellow-fervant, fee thou do it not : hereby is iigniried unto

us the heinoufnefs of this fin •» as if he had faid, beware what thou.dofo

God forbid that a.creature fhould joyn in co-partnerfhip with God in

his worihip \ worfhip God, fee thou do it not ;> a fpeech fomething like

that, j^r.44.4. Ob do not this abominable thing that I hate, ver. 3. Tfbey

went to burn incenfe, and to ferve other gods, whom they k^new Jiot \ and
God-cried out, as it were with a fhriek, Oh do not this abominable thing

that J hate : thus in the like cafe, when John fell down at the feet of the

Angel to worfhip him, the Angel refufes it with abhorrence and dete-

ction, S-ee thou do it not j and he gives this reafon for it, I am thy fellow-

fervant: and the argument is this> No fervant of Chrift ought to be wor-
shipped, but an Angel is a fervant of Chrift, therefore an Angel is hot

to be worshipped : fforfhip God, as if he had faid, God, and God alone

is the. object of religious worfhip, and lam thy fellow-fervanf, worfhip

God: the Angel in this feems to point at that worfhip which Is called

dulia •, why. fhould dulla be given to him, that is <t»aoc ? It is an horrible

wickednefs to ferve, and worihip thy fellow fervant \n a religious mar.r

ner: I am thy fellow- fervant, worfhip God: fee again to this purpofe,

Rev. 22. 8, p. I John faw thefe things, and heard them j and when I had
heard, and feen, Ifell down to worfhip before the feet of the Angel, which

Jhewedme thefe things : ver. p. T^hen faith he unto me, fee thou do it not

for I am thy fellow-fervant, &c. worfhip God. And whereas fome pre-

tend that St. John took the Angel to be God, and would have wor-
fhipped him with latria, which is proper to God alone h and therefore

the Angel fays, fee thou doit not: this is a meer ground lefs fancy of

their own, and not to be made out by the leafi: iota or tittle in the Text >

and befides, it is very much that Saint John fhould be miilaken twice in

the cafe
a for he was twice repulfed by the Angel, and Su John calls him

exprefly an Angel '•> ver. 8. Ifell down to worfhip before thefeet ofthe An^
gel, and the, Angel bids him worfhip God: by which is intimated, that

St. John's miitake was not in the perfon. but in the worshipping of thx

gerfon j for that religious worihip* though in the loweft3 and mofl ii>

ferior.
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ferior degree, is fuch, that neither Saint nor Angel durft own or re-

ceive.

4. It appears yet further, that God, and God alone is and ought to bo. •

the object ofreligious worfhip,and that religious worfhip ought not to be

given to any creature whatfoever, from the coniideration of the nature -

of worfhip it felf, together with that God that is to be worshipped : re •

ligious worihip in Solidum, as well in one degree as another, is due to

God, and proper only unto him.: as there is no proportion between God
and a creature, becaafe there is an infinite diftance between the one and*

the other => fo it follows, that if it were poilible, there (hould be an in-

finite difproportion between the honour that we give to God, and the.

honour that we give unto a Crcarure. And lince the Divine Excellency

doth differ in kind from that which is, or can poilibly be in any Crea-

ture, it neceffarily follows, that the Worfhip and Honour that is given

unto God, ought to differ in kind from that Worfhip and. Honour that

we give unto the Creature : fo that to give the fame Worfhip unto God
and to the Creature, differing only in degree, is in effect, to fay, that

the Creature is but in a degree inferiour unto God. Unto which I might

add,

5. In the -fifth place, That if Idolatry confifts only in giving Rcligi^

ous Worfhip in the higheft degree unto a Creature , then the Arrians

are falily charged with Idolatry by ancient and modern Divines, for gw
ving Religious WT

orThip unto Chrift, who, they fay, is but a Creature^

though the belt of Creatures : I fuppofe that even our Adverfaries them-*

felves make no fcruple to charge Arrians with Idolatry : Now it is not

eafily to be imagined , how the Arrians mould give Latriam^ or Religi-

ous Worfhip In the higheft degree unto Chrift, whom they profe fs to

be a Creature, and not Gcd > and if Religious Worfhip in an inferiour

degree may be given unto a Creature , why then are they charged with

Idolatry ?

Unto which I might alfo add, That this will ju/tirie at leaft many of

the belt and wife ft of the Heathens in their Superftitious and Idolatrous

practices, many of the Heathens Worshipping the true God by falfe me-

diums : for inftance, the men of Athens, Act. 17.23. As 1 pajfed by,

and beheld your devotions
3
I found an Altar with this Inscription , 1 Q

TH E V NK NO WN G.O.D : whom therefore you jgnorantly tp&r-

flip, him declare I to you '> and yet the Apoftle* charges them with Su>

perftition, Verf. 22. I perceive that in all things you are too fuperjlitious:

the Altar was dedicated unto the fame God that Paul preached, and yet

even in this they were tooTuperltitious.

Thus I have endeavoured to clear this great truth unto you, That
God, and God alone is and ought to be the Object of Religious Wor-
ihip j and, That Religious Worfhip ought not to be given unto any
Creature whatfoever. If itbefaid, That Religious Worfhip upon 00
canon hath been given unto a Creature x as fox mftaiice, upon Gods ap*

pearin>
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pearing unto Mofes in the Burning Buih, Exod. 3. 5, God (aid unto Mo-
fes, Draw not nigh hither, put off thy (hooes from off thy feet

, for the
* place whereon thoufiandeft is holy ground. And thus the Israelites were to

Worfhip before the Ark, even by the appointment of God himfelf,

Tfal. fy p. 5. Exilt ye the Lord our God, and'worfhip at his footfiool, for
he is holy. Now if To, how is this a truth, That God, and God alone

is the-Objedr of Religious Worfhip \ and. That Religious Worfhip ought
not to be given unto any Creature whatfoever ? For the removing of this

difficulty, I (hall fay two things.

i* That in whatever place God is pleafed to manifeft his fpecial and
extraordinary prefence , that place, during that time, may be faid to

be holy, or to be fandtiried } and thus it was in the cafe of the holy

ground, Exod. 3. 2. "the Angel of the Lord appeared to him in a fame
of fire, out of the mid[l of a Bujh. Now that this Angel of the Lord
was God himfelf, appears Verf. 4. When the Lord faw that he turned a-

. fide to fee, God called unto him out of the midji of a Bujh : upon this the

Lord faid, Draw not nigh hither
,

put off thy Jhooes from off thy feet,

for the place whereon thou ftandejl is holy ground. And fo alfo as for the

Ark, God had promifed his fpecial prefence there, and to commune with

hU peoplefrom above the Mercy-feat,from between the two Cherubims which

were upon the Ar\ of the T^ejlimony, Exod. 25. 22. And hence God is

Yaid to dwell between the Cherubims, Tfal. 80. 1. Give ear, Shepherd

of Ifrael, >thou that leadeft Jofeph like a flock^, thou that dwelleji between

the Cherubims, fhine forth. And hence the Shewbread that was placed

upon a Table before the Ark, is faid to be fet before God, Exod. 2 5. 39.
Ihou (halt fet upon the Table Shewbread before me alway \ and this Bread
wT

as therefore called panis facierum, the Bread of faces, and pavis pro-

pofitionis, becaufe it was placed before the Ark. But I ihall add, that

there is no place under the Gofpel that can be faid to be holy upon tl'e

account of God's fp:cial and extraordinary prefence : if there be any

fuch, let our Adverfarics fhew us where it is, and give usTufficient proof
of it, and we will frankly comply with them, and grant that place to

be holy and fandfified.

2. Thefecond thing th^t I fay is this. That although Mofes was to

put off his fhoots becaufe the place whereon he flood was holy ground,

yea, and that refpedt was given to the ground becaufe of God's fpecial

and extraordinary prefence in that place, which was llgniried by put-

ting off the fhooes. (Take this for granted) •> yet how doth it appear that

the refpedf given to the ground was Religious, or that Religious Wor-
fhip was given to the ground ? Oh, fay our Adverfaries, becaufe it was
holy. Grant it, the ground was holy, hut mu ft it therefore be wor-
fhipped religiouily? If you form this into an Argument, it runs thus

:

Whatever is holy, ought to be worfhipped religioufly : But the Lord
tells you the ground was holy > Therefore it ought to-be worfhipped re-

ligiouily. But who fees not the weaknefs of the firft Proportion,

namely,
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namely, That whatever is holy ought to be worfhipped religioufTy >

Aaron was holy, and*the Priefts under the Law were holy , but yet we
read not that they were worshipped religioufly, or with Religious -Wor-

th ip, cither living or dead, much lefs did they worfhip their Garments,

though they alio were holy. We have, or at lead we ought to have a

refped for the people of God , as fuch , as they are religious and holy

perfbns 7 and yet it doth not follow from hence, that therefore they are

religiouily to be worfhipped ? Yea, the people of God. are holy, if com-

pared with the holy ground it felf, in an eminent and tranfeendent man-

ner : for after God, i. e. after the image of God, they are created in righ- -

teoufnefs and true bolinefs : the ground was only capable of relative holi-

nefs, but the people of God are enriched and beautified with inherent

holinefs > and are fandiried, not only in a way of external Relation as

the ground was, but inwardly, and inherently in their lives they are fan-

dined throughout, both in body, foul and fpirit 5 and yet they are not

to be worfhipped with Religious Worfhip.

As for that indance concerning the Ark, that alio is called holy, Pfah

cp. 5. Exalt ye the Lord our God,' and worflnp at his footflool, for be if

holy, fo our Tranilation renders it ', or as it is in the Margent of the Bi-

ble, for it is holy : which way foever you render the words, it is much
at one to our purpofe , for although the JewT

s worihipped God at his

Footftool, or before the Ark, which was his FootfooJ, yet it doth net

appear that they worihipped his Footftool, no not with Religious Wor-
fhip in a leiTcr or inferiour degree. The Ifraelites might worfnip God
before the Ark, and yet not worfhip the Ark : thus the Wife-men wor-
fhipped Chrift wrapped in Swadling-clbaths, laid in a Manger > but yet

they did not worfhip either the Cloaths or the Manger : thus thofe that :

fung Hofanna to the Son of David, Hofanna in the highefl^ worihipped

Chrift riding upon an Afs , but they did not worfhip the Afs it felf:

whatever refped therefore was given to the ground, or to the Ark, it

doth not appear that it was religious : i( any be oiTended with the word
Civil, and take it to be too low a word in a cafe of this nature, by my
cunfent we will not be angry about words, let them call it , if they

pleafe, Supercivilis j or if they will but acknowledge that it was not the
- fame Worfhip for kind that we give unto God, the itrife, as far as this

goc c
, (hall be at an end, and we (hall be beholding to them for a bet-

ter wTord, when they (hall be at leifure to furnifh us therewith.

We may take notice from hence of the Superftition and Idolatry of Vfe'i,

the Church of Rome > in giving that Worfhip that is proper unto God,
and unto him alone, unto other things h and here I (hall not fpeak to

the Idolatry of the Church of Rome in the latitude ©f it, but take occa-

hon to make mention of their worihipping of Saints, and their wor(hip-

ping of Images.
i« Their worshipping of Saints. Our Adverfaries tell us, that we do

them wrong when we fay that they give that Worihip unto the Creature,
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that is proper unto God, and do frankly acknowledge that if they did
fb, they fhould make a Creature a God, and by confequence be guilty of
Idolatry. But how they will or can acquit thcmfelves in this particu-

lar, for my part I cannot underiland : for actions, or geflures, or words,
directed to any Creature, that doth imply that Creature to have any of
God's incommunicable Attributes, and Divine Perfections, do quefrion-

lefs give that honour to the Creature which is proper unto God \ and
this is done by thofe of the Church of Rome : for inftance, when thou-,

fands of Papiits in thoufands of 'places at one and the fame time pray
unto Saints, and in particular to the Virgin Mary, doth not this fuppofe

the Saints, and in particular the Virgin Mary, to be Omnifcient, and
Omniprefent ? And are notthefe fome of God's incommunicable At-
tributes, and Divine Perfections ? And is not the Omnifcience and Om-
niprc fence of God one main ground of Religious Worlhip > And is not
God to be invoked every where, becaufe he fees and hears whatfoever is

done upon the Earth, and is prefent in all places >' I will, faith the

Apoitle, iT/?k.2.S. that men pray every where, lifting up holy hands

without wrath and doubting. We have no reafon to lift up holy hands
to a Saint, unlefs that 'Saint was every where: And whereas fome pre-

tend that the Saints may fee all things in God in fpeculo deitatis, in the

Glafs of the Deity '> this Glafs hath long iince been broken by the hand
of the Learned, nor is there any thing elfe like to be feen by it, but the

rafnnefs of fome bold perfons, who dare to fport with Divine things,

and afpire unto a wifdom above that which is written , the Scripture

net in the leafl making mention of any fuch thing : yea, the Humanity
- of Chriii himfelf, though perfonally united unto the Divine Nature, did

not pretend to hi for our Saviour fpeaking of the Day of Judgment,
doth freely and openly declare to all the world, Marl^i^.^. Of that

day and that 'hourkjtoweth no man, no not the Angels which are in Heaven
t

neither the Son, hut the Father: Nor can the meaning-be that the Son
knew not of the Day of Judgment in this fenfe, namely, fo as to make
it known unto the world, for in that fenfe the Father himfelf may be

laid to know nothing of that day and hour, when he is plainly excep-

ted in the cafe, Of that day and hour knoweth no man, no net the Angels

which are. in .Heaven, neither the Son, but the Father. . And feeing ope-

rari fequitur ejje, and every being doth exercife its Operations in fuch a

way as is fuitable to its nature and eiTence , it is an hard matter to con-

ceive that a finite Creature can be capable of infinite knowledge," and
exercife it accordingly : but I (hall not infill upon this, becaufe it is to

be managed by another hand: however, I (hall take my liberty to add •

hereunto twoConfidev&tions, and fo pafson.

i. We Proteflants acknowledge that we have an honour for the

bleifcd Apoftles, and Martyrs , and Saints, and upon occation give them
their due.praifes, and celebrate their memorials : but thofe of the Church

of Iv-tfWf, whililthey would molt fupeiititioully give them that honour

that

1 r



God not to be Worjhipped as reprefented by an Image. 473

that is due to God, mod unrighteoufly deny them that honour that is due

unto themfelves. Is it an honour to the Prophets, Evangelifts and Apo-

frlcs, to fupprefs what they writ, faid and did, from the greateft part of

the Chriftian World ? When our Saviour fays upon occadon of a wo-
mans bringing a Box of pretious Oyntment, and pouring it upon his

head as he fate at meat , Mat. 26. 7, 13. Ihat wherefoever this Go/pel

jhould be preached, therejhould alfo this that this woman haddone^ be told

for a memorial of her. The Apoitle's counfel is,Jam.'y.io.lafamy Brethren,

the Prophets, who have fpokgn in the Name of the Lord, for an example of

fuffering afflidion , and of patience. Now is it an honour to the Pro-

phets for the generality of the people to be kept in fuch grofs ignorance

of the holy Scriptures , that it is a wonder if millions of them know
what kind of perfons the Prophets were, and whether there were fuch

that ever lived in the Wr
orld ? Is it an honour to the Saints departed

to aver, that tor fome time at leaft , and it is hard to know how long,

that they fuffer the fame pains and torments for fubftance that the damn-
ed fuffer in Hell, and that all this time they are deprived of the Beatifi-

cal Villon of God's bleiTed prefence in the other World ? Abfolom had

rather die than to live in exile, and not fee the King's face, 2 Sam* 14.

32. Let me fie the Kings face ^ and if there be any iniquity in me, let

him kill me. And is it a fmall matter for the Saints, for many Genera-

tions, to be (hut out of the prefence of their heavenly Father, and ba-

nilhed from his light , who is the King of Kings, and Lord of Lords ?

Thus the pretended honour that thePapifts lay they give unto the Saints,

vanifhes into Air and Smoke.
2. That although we have an honour for the bleiTed A poftles, Saints

and Martyrs, ye*t we dare not give them Religious Honour , no not in

any degree whatfoever j for this is due to God, and proper to him alone

:

when we attribute that to a Creature which is proper and peculiar un-
to God, we make that a God. Thus Jacob to Rachel importunately

dejiring Children, Gen. 30. 2. Jacob's anger was kindled againfi Rachel,

and he faid, Am I in God'sftead, who hath with-heldfrom thee thefruit of
the womb ? Thus alfo when Naaman was fent into Samaria to be cu-

red of his Leprolie, and brought a Letter to the King of Ifrael from the

King of Syria to thatpurpofe, 2 King.^.6. Saying, Now when this Let-

ter, is come unto thee, behold, I have therewith fent Naaman my fervant

to thee , that thou mayj} recover him of his Leprofie. Verf 7. It came to

pafs when the King of Ifrael had read the Letter
y

that he rent his cloaths,

and faid, Am J God, to kill and to make alive
y

that this man doth fend
unto me to recover a man of his Leprofie I Thus it is alio in the cafe of
Worfhip , if we give that Worlhip to a Creature that is proper unto
God, we make it a God. EaW. 34. 14. Thou (halt worfhip no other gods^

and the reafon rendred is this, For the Lord whofe Name is Jealous, is a
jealous God. God's Name is Jealous '> and why is his Name fo } why
is his Name Jealous ? Becaufeas men are made known and diitinguiihed

Kkk by
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by their names from, other men , fo God is made known by his Name
]ealous, and diftinguifhed from other gods, from falfegods: falfe gods

• were not jealous, though their Lovers and Worfhippcrs went a whoring
after other gods : if they worfhipped them, and feryed them, all was
Well enough, they were not jealous. But the Lord our God is a Jealous

God, and will not admit of any Co-partner or Rival in his Love, in his

Worfhip j Ihou (halt worship the Lord thy God', and, him only {halt that-

ferve. Thus much for their worshipping of Saints.

2. The fecond thing I ihall mention is their worfhipping of Images

$

this is expreily forbid by the fecond Commandment. Exod. 20. Ihou

Jhalt not make unto thee any graven Image, or any likenefs of any thing

that is in Heaven above , or that is in the Earth beneath, or that is in the

Water under the Earth-: ihou jhalt not bow down thy felf to them, nor

ferve them. That God had a fpecial regard to Religion in this Com-
mandment, is plain.

1. Becaufe.it is faid , We are not to bow down our felves to them,.

nor ferve them.

2. Becaufe this Commandment belongs to the firft Table3 which con-

cerns God's Worfhip and Service ,- and the Papiits are tranfgrcilbrs of

this Commandment, for they make unto themfelves* Images, and fair

down and worfhip them.

And whereas it is urged, That fuppofe the Worfhip of the true God
; by an Image were forbidden by the fecond Commandment , it would

follow indeed from hence, that it was unlawful to worfhip God by an

Image, but not that it was Idolatry. This is but a pretence \ for to give

religious- refpeel: unto any Creature whatfocver , is Idolatry : now that

the Worfhip given by Papifts unto images is religious, appears, becaufe

they tell us, that the worfhip of an Image Hays not there, but is refer-

red or carried to the Prototype , or thing reprefented by it 5 and there-

fore mult of neceffity be the fame in kind that is given to Cod himfelf

:

for he that tells you, that he doth it but improperly, indire&ly, in this

or that manner, acknowledges he doth the thing, and only tells you
• the. manner-how 5 and if the manner doth not deftroy the thing, then it

remains frill the fame kind of Worfhip, and for all thefe diftinclions it.

is Idolatry. And beiides , to comply with any way of Worfhip which
is not of Divine appointment and inftitution , is not onfy a tranfgreflion

of the fecond Commandment, but ought to be accounted one kind of

Idolatry > and the reafon is this, becaufe hereby we give the honour un-

to a Creature, which is proper only unto God : for as God alone is to

be worfhipped, fo again he alone can appoint the way or means whereby
he will be worfhipped : And this is fo lignally a part of his Sovereignty

and Authority over his Creature, that implicitely, and by way of inter-

pretation, we make them our God unto whom we fubmit in any way
or kind ofWcrfhip, which is not of Divine inftitution. And hence the

Sfraelites ar£ faid to worfhip Devils, JUfv/f.17. 7. They fall no more offer

weir-.
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their Sacrifices unto "Devils , after whom they have gone a whoring. Not
that the Devil was at beft directly the Object of their Worfhip, but

becaufe he hath a great itroke in bringing into the World all kind of

falfe Worfhip, and men in conformity hereunto pay him that obfervance

and homage that is proper unto God, and in that refpect may be faid to

Worfhip the Devil.

Our Adverfaries plead for themfelves, that they worfhip not a falfc

god, nor the Image of any falfe god, but the facred Images of Saints

and Angels, and the bleffed Virgin Mary, and the like, and that adora-

tion mult and ought to be given to thofe, and that for their fakes whom
they reprefent : but if religious refpect or honour be given to an Image

for the fake of him whom it reprefents, this is an unqueftionable Argu-

ment again ft the worshipping of Images : for feeing it is certain that no

Religious Worfhip is due unto the Saints themfelves, much lefs may it

be given to an Image for their fakes.

And here I (hall take an occalion to give you an account of what the

Council of Trent fays concerning Images, SefT. 25. Ihat the Images of

Cbrijij and of the bleffed Virgin-Mother of God, and other Saints, are to

he kept and referved , efpecially in Churches, and due honour and venera-

tion to he given to them, (by honour and veneration I fuppofe they mean
more than civil ) not for that any Divinity or Virtue is believed to be in

them, for which they are to be worshipped, or that any thing is to be asked

of them, or any confidence to be placed in them, as was antiently done by

the Heathens, who put their trujt in Idols, but becaufe the honour which is

exhibited to Images is referred to the Prototype,or thing reprefented by them

:

So that by the Image which we kjfs , and before which we kneel or put off

our Hats, we adore Chrift, and reverence his Saints, whom the faid Ima-

ges reprefent. Thus that Council. Now let us fee whether the Jews
might not have had the fame or the like plea for thepurgingof them-

felves from Idolatry in their worfhipping the Brazen Serpent in Heze-

kjab's time. When the Brazen Serpent had not that healing Virtue un-

to which it was dellgned by God at rirft, might not they have faid that

they gave due honour and veneration to the Brazen Serpent, not for that

any Divinity or Virtue was believed to be in it, or that any thing was to

be asked of it, or any conridence-to be placed in iu but in memory of
thofe great and wonderful Cures that had formerly been wrought by it,

and that by the appointment and inftitution of God himfelf, and what
they did, was rather in honour to God, than unto it 5 and whatever

veneration was given to the Brazen Serpent, it wras for God's fake, and
was ultimately to be refolved upon him. Let the Papifis look to it,whether

they have a better plea for themfelves in their pretended due honour and
• veneration that they give unto Images, than the Jews had for their Ido-

latrous practices.

If any fhould fay, But doth not Nature teach us , that the honour "or

•dishonour done to a Picture or Image , reflects upon the perfon reprc-

Kkk 2 fented



476 God not to be Worflipped as reprefented by an Image.

fented by it ? Is it not an iionour to a Prince to kifs his Pi&ure, and
a diihonour to abufe it, or deface it } And therefore is it not an honour
to God to do the like, and to give due veneration and adoration unto
his Image ? For anfwer to this, take into your Coniideration thefe fol-

lowing particulars.

i . That it is fuppofed by this Quereft , that an Image or Picture may
be made of God, which ought to be denied, and not taken for granted

:

Efay 40. 17. All Nations before him are as nothings and they are counted

to him lefs than nothing and vanity : And it follows, Verf 18. I'd whom
then will ye liken God? or. what likenefs willye compare unto him ? And
why mould we make an Image of God that is not like him ? But our

Adverfaries tell. us, That Images or Pictures made with reference

unto God, may be confidered two ways : In a proper fenfe, as if a man
fhould conceive God to have eyes, and ears, and hands, and other bo-
dily parts as we have, and reprefent him accordingly by an Image » and
this our Adverfariesthemfelves acknowledge to be an infinite difparagc-

ment unto the Divine Nature., becaufe God being iniinite and inviiible,

can by no means be reprefented as he is in himfelf by any corporeal like-

nefs or figure: Or in a metaphorical and allufive fenfe , ^as reprefenting

fuch things as bear a certain analogy or proportion tofome Divine Pro-

perties, and thereupon are apt to raife our minds to the knowledge and
contemplation of the Perfections themfelves v as when God appeared to

* Daniel as the Antient of ~Days^ this was to manifeft his-Wifdom and

Eternity h and the Holy Ghoft as a Dove, this was to lignirie his Furity

and Simplicity. Now, fay they, to make an Image of God in this

fenfe, is no way diihonourable to him, becaufe it is not made to repre-

fent the Divine Nature by an immediate or proper fimilitude , but by

analogy only, or metaphorical fignihcation : and thefe Images are uflially

called by way of diftindtion Symbolical Images of God. Unto which
we fay,

1. That the making of any Image of Godis forbidden in Scripture ;

Vent. 4. 1 5,. lake good heed unto your felves, for ye far? no manner of ft-

militude in the day that the Lord fpake to you in Horeh out of the midft cf

the fire h Verf. 16. Left ye corrupt your felves and make you a graven.

Image^ the fimilitude of any figure^ the likenefs of male or female : where
God did not forbid them the making of the Images of falfe gods, or that

any veneration or worfhip mould be given unto them \ this is plain from

the Text, Te faw no manner of fimilitude •> the meaning is not that they

faw no fimilitude of any falfe god, but of the God that fpake to them
in Horeh h whereupon the Lord gives them this caution, T^ake ye there-

fore good heed to your felves, left ye corrupt your felves, or make you a,

graven Image , the fimilitude of any figure^ Sec.

If it be faid, That they were to take heed left they corrupted them-
felves by making an Image of God , in a proper fenfe , as is before ex-

plained, but they were not forbidden to make a Symbolical Image of

Godj It is replyed
:

i» I-
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'

i.I demand,Where there is any ground in that Text for fuch a diftin-

drion between a proper and a Symbolical Image ofGod } The words of

the Law arc comprehenfive & general,?^ heed leftyou corruptyourfelves,

or make you a graven Image,tbe fimilitude ofany figure: and the reafon ren-

dred byGod isSoryoufajv no manner offimilitude in the day theLordfpake to

\cu in HorebM?ixk,\\o manner of (]militude,no not fo much as Symbolical.

2. Such an Image ofGod is forbidden, that we arc to take great heed

to our fclves lelt we corrupt our felves in the making of it : Now there

is no fuch great danger for a man to reprefent God to himfelf by an

Image in a proper fenfe, as if God had eyes, and hands, and feet, as we

have, at leatt fuch are not in danger that are any thing acquainted with

the holy Scriptures, which expreily tell us, that God is a Spirit, and that

he will be worshipped in fpirit aytd in truth: 'Tis to be reared indeed,

that the poor ignorant Laity 'amongft the Papiftsmay be in fome dan-

ger by this means : but knowing perfons amongft the Proteftants, even

thole of the Laity, are not. If it be faid, it is true, the people of Ifrael

faw no luhilitude on the day that God fpake to them in Horeb, but after-

wards God made himfelf known to them by outward figures and limili-

tudes 5 to Darnells the Ancient of Days, to our Saviour in -the lhape of a

Dove", and be(ides,the parts and members of man's body,are fometimes in

Scripture afcribed unto God, as eyes, and hands, and feet, &c. -and why

may not we reprefent God as he hath been pleafedto reprefent himfelf ?

To this it is replycd, That God may, as he pleafeth, make known him-

felf unto his people by fome viiible tokens of his extraordinary prefencc^

But then conlider,

1 . That which God was pleafed to do fometimes for holy reafons beft

known unto himfelf, is not the Rule of our actions, the Word of God -

is a Efficient Rule, and the only Rule h and if we would know what iin

is, and what duty is, we mull take our meafures from thence ; That in

matters of Wor(hip we may tin , in imitating God himfelf otherwife

than he hath commanded in his Word ", We have a famous inrtance for

this mJerobojm^iRQg.12.32. Jeroboam ordainedafeafiin the eighth month',

on the fifteenth day of the month, like unto the feajt that is in Judah i and

yet ycu fee he is branded for this by the Spirit of God in the Scriptures.

2. We never read that Mofes and the Prophets took care that any Fi-

gure or Image mould be made of God, no not a Symbolical Image i and

it is very itrange that they Should be {'0 much wanting to themfelves, and

to the Generation wherein they lived, if they were fuch excellent helps

to Devotion, as fome pretend.

3. Though God fometimes by outward Figures and Similitudes gave

notice of his extraordinary prefenee, yet it was to perfons eminent for

holiuefs , and of great and lingular wifdom in Divine things, as Abra-

ham, Mfes, Daniel, and fuch like Worthies, and fuch as were able to

give a right judgment of things of this nature : but when God fpake

unto the people in Horeb out of the midft of the fire, they faw no manner
of
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of fimilitude , left they might corrupt themfelves in the making of a

graven Image, and might have grofsand carnal notions concerning God

:

And indeed I cannot but wonder at our Adverfaries
, when they call

Images Lay-mens Books , or the Books of the unlearned : Had the ufe

of Images been appropriated to the more knowing and learned perfons,

it would have been more tolerable , there might be fome pretence that

fuch pcrfons might from fenfible and material reprefentations be raifed

up to divine and heavenly meditation, even of things furpaffing fenfe:

but to conceive that the vulgar and ignorant fort of people
, (and the

generality of people are fo , and ought to be fo according to the Pcpifh

•Principles) I fay, to think that they who are in a manner made up alto-

gether of fenfe, mould be taught to worfhip an infinite, fpiritual, invi-

lible Being , by fixing their eyes upon finite corporeal Objedts of fenfe,

feems to me to be the firft-born of incredibilities.

And whereas it is faid that we cannot conceive of God but by form-
ing Ideas of him in our minds, which are fo many Pictures and Repre-

fentations of God : this is true > but then withal we mult confider, that

thefe Forms and Reprefentations of God in our fancies , arife from our
natural conftitution, from our finite and corporeal nature, and ought to

be bewailed, and therefore is.no argument for worshipping God in any
corporeal Form h for this may betray us fo much the more to grofsand
•undue notions and conceptions concerning God \ nor are our imagina-

tions to guide our understanding , but our underitandings muft re&ifie

and regulate our imaginations.

4. Thefe outward figures and iigns ofGod's fpecial and extraordinary

prefence, continued only for a time, and for fome extraordinary fervice

for which God had defigned them, and then difappeared > and it is ab-

furd for any to think, that which was by peculiar and extraordinary dif-

- penfation, mould become a conflant and ordinary rule unto all Gene-
rations.

5. 'Tis true , that the parts and members of man's body are fome-
times afcribed unto God in Scripture •> as eyes*, and hands, and icet

y

&c. but it is ridiculous from Tropes, and Metaphors, and Figurative

ExpreiTions, to form an argument for Pi&urcs and Images : fc* if fo,

we may reprefent God as the Sun, as -a Fountain, as Fire, as a Rock*
and Chrilt as an Hen with Chickens under his Wings j for thefe are

•afcribed to God and Chrilt in Scripture i and yet I conceive that Papifts

themfelves would not givcany countenance to Pictures of this nature,

ilnto which might be added, that it is not likely that we fbould be mif-

led into errour by fuch paffages as thofe , when the Scripture elfewhere

tells usexpreily that God is a Spirit : but thefe pretended Images of God
Ipeak not

5 nor give us any notice of our danger. Yea, in thofe very

places of Scripture, at leali fome of them, where eyes, and hands, and
feet are afcribed unto God , we may find enough to prove that God is

infinite and mcomprehenfible ; for inftance , when it is faid that Heaven

Is
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is God's 'Throne, and the Earth his Footftool, where at firfr vkw it fiems

to be inlinuated , as if God had feet, and madeufeof the Earth as his

Footftool ;> yet if We ferioufly conilder the whole as it is afcribed unto

God, we (hall rind that it plainly enough fpeaks God to be an infinite

Being: for when it is faid, that the whole Heaven is God's Throne, and

the whole Earth his Footftool, it would not only be abfurd, but mon-

ilrouily ridiculous for any to conceive,that a body like unto mans fhould

be capable of fuch qualifications , as at the fame time to make Heaven its

Throne, and the Earth its Footftool. So when God is faid to deliver

Ifrael by a mighty hand, and aftretched-out arm, there is no man can un-

derhand it thus, as if God ftretched forth his Arm out of Heaven upon

the Earth for the deliverance of his people, but that by God's Arm is

meant God's Power , and that it is called his Hand or Arm improperly,

and after the manner of men ; thus the holy Scriptures have well pro-

vided for the people of God againft errours and mi/takes concerning

God. But how the pretended Images of God may acquit themfelves in.

this particular, our Adverfaries mould do well to advife : An J therefore

let me caution you in God's Name , left you corrupt your felves in ma-

king any graven Image of God h and I do it fo much the rather, becaufe

men have a great fancy to have a God that they may fee with their eyes,..

or at leait fome vifible rcprefentations of God '-> for they think if he

fhould be out of fight, he would be out of mind alfo. And hence Pa-

pifts, and Popilhly affected perfons are mere for being-at Mafs, than for

hearing of a Sermon j they had rather fee their God, than hear another

fyeak eloquently of him > and therefore take heed left ye corrupt your

felves in this kind. And this is the rirft thing that I would fay to this-

enquiry, Whether it be not an honour to God that due Veneration and

Adoration be given to his Image or Picture , namely, that this fuppofes

tli at an Image or Picture may be made of God, which we deny.

2. The fecond thing that I would fay by. way of reply to this enquiry,

is this, That civil honour may be paid to the Images of Kings and Prin-

ces, but it doth not follow from hence that the Images of Chrift and oif

the /Saints may have a religious refpect paid fo them : the. Images of

Kings and Princes are civil things, and therefore may have civil honour ^

if the Images of Chrift and the Saints were facred, as the other are civil,

there might be fome colour for what they fay ', but that they are facred:

or holy, is to be proved , and till then we leave it to our Adverfaries to •

take it into confideration.

3. That it is granted that the abufe or the defacing of the Image of
a Prince, redounds to (he diflionour of that Prince whom it reprefents j

but I hope no indignity is offered to a Prince by breaking apieces thofe.

Pi&ures that he had exprefly forbidden fhould.be graven, or painted, or

made, and that under a fevere penalty ; indeed the abufe of thofe things

that are of divine Inftitution, as of the Elements in the Sacrament of
the Lord^s Supper, or the Water in Baptifm , doth redound unto God

him?-
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himfelf > but what is this to an Image of mans devifing ? and that not

only without any warrant from God , but exprefly againft his will and
commandments ? If a man fhould break apieces , or throw into the

fire the Coin that comes into his hands that is falfe or counterfeit,

though it had the Princes Image or. (lamp upon it ', yet it would be no
difhonour to the Prince to deal fo by it , but rather a piece of homage
and reverence to his Authority.

For the further clearing of this matter in controverfie between us

and our Adverfaries of Rome, concerning the Veneration and Adoration

that they fay may be given to Images , we will eonflder that Images
may be worfhipped two manner of ways.

1. Terminative, that is, when people terminate their worfhip on an
Image, as if it were God, without looking any further than it h and this

is likely to be the fin of the more brutifh fort of the blind Heathens,

and of many ignorant Papifts to this day ', and this kind of Idolatry is

forbidden by the firft Commandment, this is plain upon this ground -s

If the firft Commandment exprefly enjoins us to have no other gods

but Jehovah, then to worfhip an Image as God is forbidden by this

Commandment ; fo that by making a graven Image in the fecond

Commandment , and falling down before it , and worfhipping of it,

fomething elfe mult be underftood than the worfhipping of it termina-

tive as God > and therefore

2. Images may be worfhipped relative, and with refpedt to the true

God •> and in this fenfe our Adverfaries of the Church of Rome would
maintain their worfhip of Images : now this alfo is unlawful , and for-

bidden by the fecond Commandment. In this fenfe the Papifts in our
days are guilty of Idolatry, and the Jews of old were guilty ofIdolatry ',

for the Jews, at leaf! many of them, did not worfhip the Images them-
feives, but the true God by them ", and tins will appear by inilances out

of the facred Scripture.

1. The firft inftance that I fhajl give you, (hall be that of the Golden
Calf, of which we read Exod. 32. That the worfhipping of the Calf

was Idolatry, is plain .1 Cor. 10- 7. Neither he ye Idolaters, as were

fome of them, as it is written, 7he people fate down to eat and drink
^

and mfe up Jo play ^ where the Apoftle refers to the peoples worfhipping

-ofthe Calf, Exod. 3 2. 6. They rofe early on the morrow, and offered burnt-

offerings, and brought peace-offerings % and the people fate down to eat and
drink^ and rofe up to flay •, and yet the Israelites did not fall into the

Heathenifh Idolatry by fo doing, that is, they did not worfhip the Calf

as God, but worfhipped the true God by the Calf I know the Papifts

with great bitternefs inveigh againlt the ProteOants for teaching of this

Doctrine ', nor do I wonder at it i for what is like to become o\ the Po-
pifh darling principle of worfhipping the true God by an Image \i the

Israelites, for doing the fame thing according tothejudgmc it ot God
. himieif, were Idolaters ? Now therefore that fyhich will be, proved .

:

s

this,
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this, That the Ifraelites did not worfhip the Calf as God, but the true

God by the Calf-, and that will appear by thefe following Confide-

rations.

1. Becaufe the Calf was dedicated and confecrated to the fervice of

the true God, as appears, by what Aaron faid and did in that cafe,

Exod. 32.5. When Aaron faro it, he built an Altar before it, and Aaron

made Proclamation, and faid, To morrow is a Feaft to the Lord, or unto

Jehovah j and Aaron ufeth the Name Jehovah, that he might make the

heft of a bad matter, that the people might not terminate their Wor-
fhip on the Idol, but on the true God. And our Adverfaries feem to

yield to the force of this Scripture , when they do acknowledge, that

Aaron perhaps, and fome of the wifer amongft the MraeKtes, might not

be fo fottifh as to worfhip the Calf as God : but.they mould confider

alfo, that Aaron did not fpeak (b much his own fenfe, but by this means

would give notice to the people how to regulate and order their devo-

tion i,
and if they would be fo mad as to worfhip the Calf, in fo doing,

they fhould have refped unto the true God, unto Jehovah, and worfhip

him by it i and accordingly he makgs Proclamation, and fays, 7o morrow

is a Feaft to Jehovah.

If it be faid, the Idol was called by the Name Jehovah, and there-

fore they worfhipped that as God •, we reply, That this is gratis di&um

faid, but not proved : for Aaron doth not fay, To morrow is a Feaft to

the Calf Jehovah, but, To morrow is a Feail to Jehovah : and fuppofe

it were fo, that the Calf was called Jehovah, this may be underftood of
that religious Worfhip and Honour which they gave unto the Calf,

which is fo proper and peculiar unto God, that either that is God which
we thus worfhip , or elfe we make it Co. Pfal. 106. 19, 20. 'tis faid of
Ifrael, Ihey made a Calfin Horeb, and worfhipped the molten Image : thus

they changed their glory into the fimilitude of an Ox that eateth Grafs :

The meaning is not, that the Ifraelites thought that God in his Nature
and Being was like unto an Ox*5 but by giving the Calf religious honour,

by worfhipping the graven Image, by giving that glory which is due to

God unto an Ox , they did in a fenfe change their glory into the fimili-

tude of an Ox that eateth Grafs. Thus when Ifrael is charged with
faying, Jer. 2. 27. to a Sioc\, 'thou art my Father •, and a Stone, Thoi^

haft brought me forth j this is not to be underftood fiddly > furely they

had been groffer Stocks than thofe that they worfhipped, if it entred in-

to their thoughts that a Stock made them , or was their Father, or a

Stone brought them forth, but becaufe they gave fome. religious refpect

to thofe Stocks and Stones, they did in a fenfe change the Glory of God
into a Stock, and into a Stone i and by interpretation, fay to a Stocky

,

Ihou art my Father h and to a Stone, Ibou haft brought me forth.

2. It further appears, that the Ifraelites did not worfhip the Calf it

felf as God, but the true God by the Calf, as by what Aaron faid, fo

by what the people faid, Exod. 32, 4. Tbefe be thy gods, Ifrael, which

L 1

1

brought
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brought thee up out of the Land of Egypt. Now though they fay gods
becaufe the word in the Hebrew is in the plural number ; yet according

to the ufage of the word in other places of Scripture , we mufi: under-
hand by it one God, and fo the Scripture expounds it elfewhere, Neb..

$. 18. Ibis is thy God that brought thee up out of Egypt : They called the

Calf God by an ufual Metonymy, by giving of the Name of the thing

fignified unto the iign 5 as the Images of the Cherubims are called Che-
rubims, Exod. 25. 18. and the Images of Oxen are called Oxen, 1 Reg.

7. 25. fo then the meaning of this Scripture is this, T'hefe be thy gods^

Ifiael 5 that is to fay, This is the fign and token of the prefence of thy

God, O Ifrael, that brought thee up out of the Land of Egypt. And
indeed had the Calf been God, according to the notion of the idolatrous

Heathens, the Calf would rather have kept them in Egypt, than have
brought them out of Egypt : for look, as thofe of the Church of Rome
have their tutelar Saints, fome to preiide over fome Countries, and fome
over others > fome to be helpful and ailiflant in one cafe, and fome in

another : fo the Heathens had their tutelar and topical gods 5 the gods
of Egypt the-mfdves would not fiir out of Egypt, much lefs were they

like to bring Ifrael from thence : the Heathens thought that the whole
World was of too large a compafs for one God to take care of, and
therefore their notion was, that feveral Countries had ftveral gods j yea,

feveral placesit may be in one and the fame Country, had feveral gods >
t
j£beirgods (fays the Syrians of the Israelites) are gods ofthe hills, 1 Keg..

20. 23. (poffibly collecting the fame, from the Jews ufual facrificing in

high-placesJ and not the god of the plain, Let us fight againft them in

the plain, and furely we Jhall be jironger than they. It is likely that one
god cannot be the god of the hills, and the god of the plain 5 and hence

it is that the people that the King of Affyria lent to the Cities of Sama-
ria, and placed there, are faid not to know the manner of the God- of

the Land, i. e. the God of Ifrael, as diftindt from the God of Judab,
z^Reg. 17.25/ Thefe were the notions that the Heathens had of their

gods •, and therefore if the Ifraelit.es were fuch grofs Idolaters as our

Adverfaries pretend they were, how could they fay, 'thefe are thy gods
,

Ifrael, that brought thee up out ofthe Land of Egypt ?

3. It appears yet further, that the IfraeliteS did not worfnip the Calf

it felf as God, but the true God by the Calf, from that Text of Scrip-

ture, AVx. 7. 41, 42. They made a Calf in thofe days, and offered facri-

fice unto the Idols, and rejoyced in the rvorhj of their own hands. Verf.42.

Iben God turned, and gave them, up to worftrip the Hojl of Heaven. It is

feid, that facri flee notes the higheft piece of Wonnip and Devotion r

this is faid, but it is more than evident that the Israelites had a refpeel:

to the true God , even when they, offered facrifice unto the Idol : for it

is faid, when the Ifraelites offered facrifice unto the Calf, that God gave

them up to worfhip the Hoji of Heaven. Now if their Idolatry had con-

fined, in worjhipping the Calf as Godj it.wiU.-be found to be more grofs

arid
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and abfurd than to worfhip the Hoft of Heaven , at leaft it could not

have been an aggravation of their fin that they worfhipped the Hoft

of Heaven, above their worfhipping of the Calf, which is St. Stephen's

fcope in this place : the meaning therefore of this Scripture is this, that

becaufe they corrupted the worfhip of the true God in worfhipping of

the Calf, contrary to his command , therefore God in judgment gave

them up to the worfhipping of thofe that were not gods , namely , the

Hoft of Heaven.

But is it notfaid, That they forgat God their Saviour ? Pfal. 106.21.

and doth not this imply that they had renounced the worfhip of the true

God, and worfhipped the Calf as God ? I anfwer, No i this muftnot

be underftood as if they did not remember God at all •, no, nor yet the

great things which he had done in Egypt : but they are faid to forget

him, becaufe they were not mindful of his PreCepts, and had no regard

unto his Laws > and particularly that Law > Ihou Jhalt not make to thy

jelfany graven Image. They alio do not obey God, that do not as they

ought remember God j and in this fenfe the Ifraelites are faid to forget

God, not becaufe they worfhipped the Calf as a falfe god , but tranf-

greffed, in worfhipping of the Calf^ the Law of the true God.

But what need had the Ifraelites of the Calf, as a tign of God's pre-

fence going before them, when they had already the Pillar of Cloud by

day, and the Pillar of Fire by night, deiigned by God for this very

end > But what trifling is this ? What need had they to long after the

<}arlick and Onions of -Egypt, when God had provided for them Manna,

the food of Angels , bread from Heaven ? What need had David to

contrive the death of his good fubjedt Vriah
, and after this to marry

Bathfljeha his Wr

ife ? Yea , what need have the Papifls themfelves of

Crucifixes, when they have the Sacraments of Baptifm and the Lord's

Supper, Memoirs of Divine appointment and inftitution of ChrijVs

Death and Pafiion ? Would it not be ridiculous to fay they had no need

to do it, therefore they did it not ?

And fuppoling that the people ihould be fo ftupid, as fome pretend

they were, as to think that there was a Divine Virtue inherent in the

Calf s yet this doth not prove that they worfhipped the Calf as God;
for if fo, the Jews might conclude that the Hem of Chrift's Garment,
and the Handkerchief and fhadow of the Apollles were gods, becaufe

a Divine Virtue feemed to go forth from them : yea, and the Brazen

rpent might be thought to have been God , becaufe the fmng Ifraelite

1 1 nealed by looking up to the Brazen Serpent.

\nd whereas it is urged that the Ifraelites ferved the gods of the E-
gypians whilft they were in Egypt

, Jofh. 24. 14. Now therefore fear the

Lord, a ^d ferve him infincerity and in truth^ and put away the gods which
your fathers ferved on the ether fide of the flood, and in Egypt : And the
Scrii :ure (peaking oflfrael, tells us, EfaL ic6. 19. They made a Calf in

Horeb and werjkipped the molten Image. In anfwer to this, we fay,

L 1 1 2 That
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That it is not unufual for, God to charge a people going on in ways of
wickednefs and difobedience, with that which is fuitable enough with
what they do, and the intention of the work, though far enough off

from the defign and intention of the Worker : Thus the Apoftle telb us,

That Covetoufnefs is Idolatry, and that there are fome that make their

Belly their God , and yet the perfons concerned far enough off either

from profeiTing or deiigning any thing of this nature. Thus the Ifrae-

lites made a Calf in Horeb , and worjhipped the molten Image
, becaufe

they gave religious worfhip to it, though their defign and intention was
far different from the Idolatry of the Heathens, thatworfhipped Idols,

or falfe gods. Thus I have endeavoured to clear the ririt initance that

may be given of the Jews committing Idolatry by their worshipping of

Images, though they did not worfhip the Images themfelves, but the true

God by them h and having been {o large, in this , there needs but a

few words to be fpoken to the reft.

2. A fecond in fiance may be that of Jeroboam , in his infamous fin

in fetting up Calves at Van and Bethel^ whereby he madelfrael to fin :

Now it was not Jeroboam's delign to withdraw the people altogether

from the worfhip of the true God, or the worshipping of thofe Calves

as gods, but to worfhip the true God by them > and that for thefe Rea-
fons.

i. The great defign of Jeroboam in this , was, that he might fecure

the Ten Tribes unto himfelf, fo that they might not think of returning

to unite themfelves any more to the Houfe of David^ which might pof-

iibly come to pafs by their going up to Jerufalem , as appears from
I King, 12. 26. Ayid Jeroboam faid in bis hearty Now Jhall the Kingdom^

return to the Houfe of David. Verf. 27. If this people go up. to do facri-

flee in the Houfe of the Lord at Jerufahm^ then (hall the heart of this peo-

ple return again unto their Lprd^ even unto Kehoboam King; of Judah^ and

they Jhall kjilme, andgo again to Rehoboam King of Judah : and hence

that faying of his, Verf. 28. It is too much for you to go up to Jerufalem j

as if he fhould fay, Ye may worfhip God nearer home..

2. That it was not Jeroboam's defign to withdraw the people altoge-

ther from the. worlhip of the true God, will further appear, becaufe the

Idolatry of Jeroboam is diftinguifned from the Idolatry of the Heathens

abroad that wor(hipped falfe gods, yea from the Idolatry of their Idola-

trous Kings at home, as that of Ahah, 1 Keg. \6. 30. And Ahab thefon

of Omri did evil in the fight of the Lord- above all that were before him :

fo that Abab's Idolatry was more heinous than Jeroboam's i and what
other reafon can likely be rendred for- it than this, namely, Ahab's fet-

ting up of falfe gods ? for. whereas it is, pretended that AhaFs fin was
greater than Jeroboam's , becaufe Ahab's fin was the worth ipping of ma-,

iry gods, whereas Jeroboam's iin was wor{hipping the Calf: as he is a.

greater and. more heinous finner that commits Adultery with mariy^

than he that committs it but with one* This is but a pretence, for it.

remains.
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remains to be proved, that the Ifraelites did at any time, yea in the word

of times , altogether renounce the true and living God, but in their

conceit, yea and in their profeffion acknowledge the true God frill : and

hence it is that you (hall read, that Abatfs Prophets that were the Pro-

phets of Baal, did yet Propheile in the Name of the Lord, 1 Re^.22.1 1

,

AndZedekjah tbe fon of Cbenaanab made him boms of Iron, and be faid,

Thus faith tbe Lord, With tbefe fljalt tbou pujh tbe Syrians until thou

have cpnfumedtbem : and Verf.12. AH tbe Prophets propbefiedfo,faying,Go

up to Ramoth-GHead and profper, for tbe Lord will deliver it into tbe Kings

band. So that the difference between Jeroboams and Abatfs Idolatry

lay here \ Jeroboam*s Idolatry confided in worfnipping of the true God-

by an Image , but AhabS Idolatry was not only in worshipping the true

God by an Image as Jeroboam's did, but in worshipping other gods be-

(ides him, namely, 2W-gods.

3,. A third inftance might be that of Micbab and his Mother, Judg,

17. though his Mother made a graven Image
, yet that it was for the.

worshipping of the God of Ifrael, appears by the whole dory : fhe pro-

fciTes, Verf. 3. that fhe had wholly dedicated the lilver that was to

make a graven Image and a molten Image unto the Lord i and Micab

himfelf confecrates aLevite for his Pried, viz. feeming thereby to have

refped: to the true God in the worfhip he had defigned , and when he

had done fo , he profeffes, Verf. 13. Now hyow I that the Lord will do-

me good, feeing 1 have a Levite to my Prieft : yet upon this account his

Mother and himfelf alfo were Idolaters.

As we may take notice of the Su perdition and Idolatry, fo of the Vfe 2,.

fraud and treachery of the (^hurch oiRome, in leaving the fecond Com-
mandment, or at lead the far greated part of it, out of fome of their.

Books : for this I mall mention their Roman Catecbifm , authorized by

the Council of Lrent, and Publifhed by the Edidt. of Pope. Pius the Fifth,

where, fpeaking of the fird Commandment (for Papids make tirit and

fecond to be but one) they recite it thus, Ibou Jhalt bave no other gods

before me, Ibou jbalt. n^t make to thy Jelf any graven Image, and (imply

the red with an &c As alfo a Book called Manipulas Curatorum, con-

taining in brief the Offices ofPrieds, according to the order of fevem

Sacraments, by Cut do de Monte, written Anno Vom. 1333. where the

fecond Commandment is wholly omitted. As alfo a Book called Opuf-

culum Iripartitum de Pr£ceptis Vecalogi de Confejjione, & Arte Moriendi,

by John Gerfon Chancellor of Paris. Now this is an horrible piece of

fraud and treachery, and accordingly difowned and decreed by the Re- •

formed Churches.

Now7 for the further clearing and more didincr. underftanding of this

matter, it will become us to take into Consideration, that this is granted

on all hands, that there are 'fen Commandments of the Moral Law, cal-

led therefore the Decalogue > and that thefe 1'en Commandments are di-

vided into Two 'fables i but how many belong unto the Firft Table,

aad.
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and how many unto the Second, that indeed is a queftion. The ?ro-

teftants, or thofe that may be called Calvinifts in oppofition to the Lu-
therans, afcribe Four Commandments to the Firft 'table , and Six to the

Second : The Fapifts and Lutherans making the Firft and Second Com-
mandment to be but one, afcribe 'three Commandments to the Firft lia-

ble, and Seven to the Seconds and to make up the number of Ten, di-

vide that which we call the Tenth Commandment, into two, the one
Tlxou jhalt not covet thy Neighbours Houfe, and the other, Ihou jhalt not

covet thy Neighbours Wife, nor his Man-fervant, Sec. Now this diftin-

<5rion of the Commandments, together with their prefumptuous leaving

out of the Second Commandment out of the Decalogue, is not allowed
by the Churches called Reformed, for thefeReafons.

i. Becaufe by this means they facrilegioufly takeaway a Command-
ment of God , relating to his Wormip and Service : for as by the rirft

Commandment we are forbidden to worfhip falfe gods, or the Images
of falfe gods h fo by the fecond Commandment we are forbidden to

worfnip the true God in a falfe way, or after a falfe manner ^ and in

particular the worfhipping of Images, or the worfhippingof the true

God by an Image. Now they of the Church of Rome being aware of
this, and that they might have a covert for their Idolatrous Worfnip,
make the rirft and fecond Commandment to be but one , and prefum-
ptuouily leave the fecond Commandment out of the Decalogue.

2. That fuppoilng the fecond Commandment (for fo we fay it is)

was only an Appendix to the firft, and an Explication of it, yet it is an
horrible prefumption to leave this Explication out of their Books, and
particularly out of their Catechifm. The Law of God ought to be
made known unto the people, perfedt and entire, as it was delivered by
God himfelf : Surely God hath not given to any, no not to the belt and
wifeft amongft the fons of men, the power of a Deleatur, with refe-

rence to his holy and blelled Law. And if that which we fay is the fe-

cond Commandment, may be razed out of our Books becaufe k is an Ex-
plication of the rirft , by the fame reafon we may blot out the whole
tenth Commandment out of the Decalogue, becaufe it is an Explication

of the whole Moral Law, and efpecially ofthe fecond Table, according

to the notice given us by Chrift 'himfelf, Mat. 5.28. Ifay unto you, that
whoj'oever tyo\eth on a woman to luft after her , hath committed adultery

with her already in his heart.

And whereas it is urged, that in the rehearfal of the Commandment,
our Saviour himfelf doth not keep exactly to the words and fyllables as

you have them upon record, Fxod.20. nor to the fame order as Mat. 19.

16. when one came to Chrift, and faid to him, Good Mafter, what good
thing may I do that I may have eternal life ? Our Saviour anfwers him,
Verf. 17. If thou wilt enter into life, bgep the Commandments > and
Verf. 18. When he faith unto him, Which? Chrift anfwers, thou jhalt

do no murder : thou jhalt not commit adultery : tboujhaltnotfteahtbow
(halt
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fhalt not bearfalfe witnefs : and Verf 1 p. Honour thy Father and thy Mo-
ther. And thus Mofes reciting the Commandments , iaterferts fomc-

thing when he fpcaks of the fourth Commandment, Vent. 5. 12, 13,

14 15. Keep the Sabbath-day to jantlifte it , as the Lord thy God hath

commanded thee, &c. Verf. 15. And remember that thou waft a fervant

in the Land of Egypt, and that the Lord thy God brought thee out thence

through a mighty hand, and by a firetched-out arm j therefore the Lord thy

God hath commanded thee to keep the Sabbath-day : All this muft be ac-

knowledged i but then there is a difference between doing this fome-

time , and upon occafion , and to do it frequently and delignedly j and

where there are but Ten Commandments, mod facrilegiouily and irre-

verently to deprive the people of one of therm

3. No fufficient reafon can be rendred, why that which we fay is the

tenth Commandment , iliould be divided into two , but rather that it

is one , and no more v and that the purport and fcope of this Com-
mandment is, to forbid the coveting of any thing that is our Neigh-

bours : and if we may take the boldnefs to make the coveting of our

Neighbours Houfe one Commandment, and the coveting of our Neigh-

bours Wife another, we may by the fame reafon make another of cove-

ting our Neighbours Servant, and another of coveting his Ox , or his

Afs, and fo make twelve or thirteen Commandments, or rather as ma-
ny Commandments as the things are that we covet. In a word, the

Papifts wilful declining the printing and publishing the fecond Com-
mandment for the peoples ufe, doth give any impartial Obferver fuffi-

cient caufe to fufpedt that they themfelves take it to be againit their

caufe 5 and fuppoiing that it mould be granted, that three Command-
ments belong to the firf t Table, and feven to the fecond, yet it looks like

a piece of fraud and unfaithfulnefs to fupprefs any thing of the Law,
concerning which our Saviour tells us , that not one Iota or tittle of it:

fhall fall to the ground.

Is this, Learn from hence that there rs a fweet harmony, and fuitable- Vfi 5.-

nefs, and correfpondency between Divine Truths delivered unto us in

the Old Teftament , and in the New. Mofes in Deuteronomy teacheth

us, to fear the Lord our God, andfervehim: our Saviour in St. Matthew
teaches us, that we muft worjhip the Lord our God, and him only muft we
ferve. Take the Word of God, whether you confider the Old Telia--

ment or the New, the incomparable iitnefs and proportion of the

Truths and Doctrines contained in them one unto another, is one great-

Character of the Divinity of the Scriptures j and therefore thofe Do-
frrines that are urged as matters of Faith , and yet have no fuitablenefs

and correfpondency with thofe Principles which are owned and acknow-
ledged to be Divine Truths, but juftle with them, and maybe contider-

ed apart, and in a fcparate way from them, are to be fulpecled for delu-

iions and miftakes. 1 fhall take my liberty here (though not defigned

for the management of that fubjeci ) to inftance in the Doctrine of

Tranfuh-
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Tranfubftantiation : We tell our Adverfaries, that if we deny our fenfes

in thofe things wherein it is proper for them to give a judgment, (as

we muftin cafe we believe that the Sacramental Elements, after Confe-
cration, are tranfubftantiated into the very Body and Blood of Chrift)

then all Religion will fall to the ground, we cannot certainly know ei-

ther what we read, or what we hear \ nor could they that lived in our
Saviour's time , certainly know that there was fuch a perfon living

upon the earth > and all the Miracles that he wrought, for ought they
knew, might be Deluiions, and a meer deception of their fenfes : fo

that if fenie was not to be believed, Chriftianity it felf mud have fallen

to the ground. This cannot be denied: but then they fay that this one in-

ftance of Tranfubftantiation ought to be excepted from the general Rule,

and ought to have its place apart, and in this particular cafe our fenfes

ought to be over-ruled. Now this, amongft other things, makes the
Doctrine of Tranfubftantiation to be fufpe&ed, becaufe it hath not a fui-

tablenefs to other matters , whereby the Verity of Chriftian Religion

was proved and made good unto the World. Look as it is in other

.cafes, confider the work of God, there appears a marvellous correfpon-

dence between them > the World hath its.parts fo united one to* ano-
ther, that neither the Heaven, nor the Earth, nor any of the Elements
can be taken away without the ruine of the whole : And thus it is with
the Principles of Chriftian Religion , and efpecially the great Truths of
Chriftianity > take away one, and you in a manner take away all the

reft. For inftance, The Do&rine of the Trinity hath many Principles of
Chriftianity that fall in with it, the Incarnation of the Son of God falls

in with it, the Death and PaiTion of the Son of God falls in with it, the

Satisfaction of the Son of God made unto Divine Juftice falls in with
it : But you may take away the Dodhine of Tranfubftantiation, and all

the Principles of Chriftian Religion will remain unfhaken, yea untoucht,

the Dodtrine of the Sacraments not excepted : the Sacrament of Baptifrn

will not furTer in the leaft by it, no nor the Sacrament of the Lord's Sup-
per its fe\[) for if Bapti'fm be a Sacrament without Tranfubftantiation,

why may not the Lord's Supper alfo ? But this I take notice of only in

irqnfou, and by the way, and fo pais on*

%Jfe±. Let this caution us againft Superftition, and all Falfe-Worfhip : It is

the great Intereft and Concern of the Church of Chrift , to keep the

WT

orihip of God pure and uncorrupt.
3

Tis to be acknowledged that

Satan is a great enemy to the Truths of God, as well as to the WT

orlnip

of God j yet his deiign is rather that the Worfhip of God be corrupted,

than the Truths of God be perverted : for he knows that it is poilible

for Religion to be depraved in fome points , and yet many ma^ keep

themfelves from defilement, and may not be tainted with the errours of
the place where they live , or the Church unto which they do belong,

provided the Worfhip of God be kept pure and uncorrupt : but if once

the
-

Worfhip of God bejpubliekly corrupted by Superftition and Idolatry,

it
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it is next to an impoflibility if the infection do not fpread over the face

of the whole Church, and by confequence there can be no Communion
with that Church without fin '> and hence the great bufinefs of Popery

is coming to Mafs. It may be fome Papifls, at lealt fuch as are mode-
rate, may allow you to adhere to fome Proteftant Principles, if you will

come to the Mafs > but that is indifpenfable.

As this lhould caution us againit Falfe-Worfhip in the general, fo Vfe 5.

againit worfhipping of God
#
by an Image in particular. God is very

jealous left his Worfhip mould be given unto Images, and hence none of
theCommandmcnts are grounded upon his jealoulie but the fecond,which

is againit Images,and we are very pi one to Superftition and Will-worfhip

in this kind.God exprelfeth himfelfmolt largely in the fecond and fourth

Commandments, becaufe men are more than ordinary inclinable to be

tranfgrefTors of thefe two : A man is eafily counfelled that he mult not

kill, that he mult not Ileal 5 but that God is to be worfnipped only in

that way which he hath prefcribed in his Word , and that the Lord's

Day, the Chrilh'an Sabbath , is to be kept holy, this may be enforced

upon us, and we had need of line upon line to further us in thefe Duties ,

as where the Tyde is wont to run , and bear up with greater force and
violence than is ufual in other places , the banks that are made for the

preventing of the breaking in of the watcr,had need to be made fo much
the higher and the ftronger •: And whereas it is faid that Idols may not

be worlhipped, but Images may? it is high prefumption to diftinguilh

where God hath not : the fecond Commandment tells us, that we are

not to make to our filves any graven Image , or the likenefs of any thing \

and it exprefly forbids us , to fall down before it, and worfhip it : and
furely it mull needs be of dangerous confequence in thjngs that concern

God's Worfhip and Service, to endeavour to elude the force and power
of any Law of God by a diltindtion of our own deviling*

Is to counfel you to keep youc felves from Idols , thus St. John, Vfe 6
1 Job. 5.21. Little Children, keep your felves from Idols. Idols, what
are they > Some will tell you, that there is this difference between an
Image and an Idol : An Image, fay they, is a reprefentation of fome-
thing that hath a real being and exillence , an Idol, of fomething that

is feigned, and hath no being but in the minds and fancies of men j and
that is the meaning, fay they, of that place of Scripture, 1 0.8.4. ^
kjiow that an Idoljs nothing in the World ; but this is a ftrange miftake :

It is true, the Apoltle fays , an Idol is nothing ^ but how ? not in refpedt

of the matter of it, for fo it is fomething, Gold, or Silver, or Stone 5

no, nor in regard of the thing rcprefented by it ,.for an Idol doth not
always reprefent things feigned, 'and fuch as have no exigence but in the

imaginations of men, as Sphynxes, Tritons, Centaurs, and the like,

but many times things that are real, things that are in Heaven, and
things that are on Earth ,, as they are mentioned in the fecond Com-

,

mandmcnt. Nor is it to be imagined that amongft thofe multitudes of

M m m I mages
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Images which were worfhipped by the Heathens, but that fome of them
at leaft might reprefent fuch things as had a real being and exigence •

and yet all fuch as were worfhipped by them, are expreily by the Apofde
called Idols, iCor. 12.2. Ye know that ye were Gentiles, carried away
unto thefe dumb Idoh, even as ye were led : but the meaning of the A-
poftle is this, an Idol is nothing in point of virtue and efficacy, nothing
at all conducing unto Salvation \ and in particular, that it hath no power
at all either to fandtirie or to pollute thofe meats which were offered
unto them, of which the Apoitle fpeaks in that Chapter. An Idol is

faid to be nothing in the fame fenfe as Circumciiion is (aid to be nothing
and Uncircumcilion nothing, 1 Or. 7. 19. that is , in point of virtue
and efficacy •, and fo the Apoftle explains himfelf elfewhere, Gal. 5. 6.

For in Chriji Jefus neither Circumcif.on availeth any thing, nor Vncircum-
c'fwn, hut Faith that worketh by love :. the *o formale of an Idol confifts

in this, that it is religioully worfhipped, infbmuch that which was no
Idol before , immediately upon its being worfhipped becomes an Idol;
Thus the Brazen Serpent, that was no Idol before, upon its being wor-
fhipped became an Idol : Thus it was with the Sun, and Moon, and
Stars, when the people worshipped them, and burnt incenfe to them
they became Idols.

Now the counfel that I give you , or rather St. John, is this, Keep
your fehes from Idols : They that would not be Idolaters, muft keep
themfelves from Idols, from all things that may be enticements to *that

fin : in the Commandments where a iin is- forbidden, all enticements
and provocations to that fin are alfo forbidden. When God fays Jbott

Jhalt not commit adultery , the meaning of this Commandment accor-
ding to the Exp.oiition that our Saviour himfelf makes of it, is, that we
muft not look^ upon a woman to lujl after her. And Solomon fpeakin^ of
an Harlot, gives this counfel, Trov. 5.8. Remove thy way far from her
and come not nigh the door of her houfe : And holy Job, made a covenant

with his eyes, not to think^upon a Maid, Job3i. 1. \V hen God would
forbid the fin of injuftice, fee how he expreffes it, Veut. 25. 13. Thou
(halt not have in thy bag divers weights, a great and a fmall, It was a
fin for a man to have a great and a fmall weight in his bag \ and why fo?

Suppofe a great and a fmall weight were found in a mans bag, he might
fay, How doth it appear that I have fold Wares by one weight, and
taken up Wares by another ? But God would not have them lay fuch a

{hare before themfelves, and therefore forbids them to have in their bags

divers weights, a great and a fmall : So it is in this cafe, when we have
a caution given us againft Idols, Little Children, keep your fehes from
Idols. The Holy Ghoft feems to meet with a. fecret Objection that

might be made by fome : We hate Idolatry , but yet to have Images to

put us in mind of God, and to quicken our Devotion, provided we give

them not religious Worfhip as others do , we hope there is no harm in

this.. Yes, there is ; you muft not only keep your felves from Idolatry,

but



God not to be Worshipped as reprefented by an Image. 49

1

but you muft keep your felves from Idols. Thofe of the Church of
Rome charge Proteilants as if they had a mind to abolim and root out

of the minds of men, the memory of the blefTed Apoftlcs, (^onfeffors,

and Martyrs, by inveighing againft facred Images , and holy Reliques:

but this is juft as if a man fhould take upon him the boldnefs to fay,

That becaufe God buried the Body of Mofe*, in a Valley in the Land of
Moab, and no man bjiowetb of his Sepulchre to this day, Dcut. 34. 6.

that God's defign in all this was to blot out the Memorials of Mofes

from the face of the whole Earth.

Let us pray unto God, that he would famifh all the gods ofthe Earth? Vfe 7.

famrfhing of Idols is a Scripture-phrafe , Zeph. 2. 1 1. The Lord will be

terrible unto them, for he will famijh all the gods of the earthy and men.

fhaH worfhip him. The Pfalmift fpeaking of God's Providence over his

Creatures, tells us, Ffal. 145. 35. The eyes of all wait upon thee, and thou

giveft them their meat in due feafon : but an Idol is none of God's Crea-

tures, an Idol hath eyes and Cees not, ears and hears not, mouth and

and taftes not. But you will fay, How then can God famifh them ?

Thus: If we would know what it is to famifh the gods of the Earth,

then we muft confider what their meat is j their meat is that Worfhip,

and Service, and Honour, which is given them by the fons of men i

Now when God is made the fole Object of Religious Worfhip, when
men turn from dumb Idols to ferve the living God, and him only, then
God famifhes the gods of the Earth, takes away their meat from them,
and then men mall worfhip him , and let all good people fay, Amen.
So be it.

Mmm 2 SERM.




