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#umb. 25*

The Athenian Mercury,

Queft. 1. the Gtmpow-
V  der*Treafon

oifomi tellies, a Plotof Cecils making— and
What's the Reafon why the Word Fadion, &c,
charged upon the Papifis, in the Common-
Frayer-Book, made tn King James the FirJPs
time, after the Difeovery of the Plot, fhou'd he
left out in our Divine Service for that Day
for above thefe Twenty years laf pajl Sand thofe
Words being not Repeal'd. Why are they not
Read ftiU?

Anfw. We have ventur'd to put thefe two
~efions together, and to difpatch 'em here,
wough we lately receiv’d em, having alrea-
dy fo many Tnoufands lying by us Unan-
fwerd, that we can no longer obferve any
Method , unlefs perfons forwar fending in
more , which they can't yet be perfwaded
todo— We have put them together, as
Treating on the fame Subject, though how
trey'il agree we can't tell 5 fince they ftem
to come from perfedly differing Quarters j
ad one of 'em Tranfcrib’d from william
~ryn, as t'other from fome of the Nick-
namid Popifli Authors. However, we frail
endeavour to difpatch ’em both in their or-
der, and give each of’em a fair Anfwer.
To the Firft— Whether the Gunpowder-
Plot w” a Real thing, or only an Artifice
of cecicsi to bring anOdium upon the poor
innocent Cacholicks ? In Anfwer, Some
wou'd he”erefied on the uncertainty of Hi-
ftory , and how unlikely we are to have a
true Account of what paft long agon, when
fome tell us the Fabulous Age is not yet o0-
yer, at leaft, doubt is made of what paft, but
m the Memories of fome yet living—e But
we are rather inclin'd to a Refledion of a
quite different Nature, and that is, on the
Impudence of fome Perfons, who would
~rfwade Us to renounce our Sences in Hi-
“ory aswell as Divinity 5 who affront the
whole World together 5 and when any of
their own Villains are concern’'d, will not
allow all the Evidence that can be brought
for matter of Fad, to be a fufficient Proof
againft ‘'em

But though all their Champions have been
wer and over notorioufly baffled on this
Head, it may be worth the while, either to
Musfie fome mistaken perfons, or fet night
others, who feem to be in love with Para-
doxes, to fumup part of the Evidence which
We yet haves That the Papifts were as
much the Authorsof that Confpiracy,which
yet goes by tINir Name, ascatiline was of

And the firft Argument is the very ex-

J t h e Ad ofParliament, En-
acted in the Third year of King James's,
“eign, which chargesit on that Party with
3 witnefs, and tells us, That many Papifis,
jefutts and Seminary Priefis confpired horribly.

&c. A modeft Man wou'd fcarcedefirebet-
ter proof then a Record, and here’s that of
the greateft Authority that can be, that of an
A aof Parliament, Of the King and Three E-
ftates of the Realm, as they are call'd in the
Service for the Day— which brings to the
oecond Proof on't, namely, That very Ser-
vice, Compofed, asis ufual, by the moft Re-
verend the Bifrops, and ufed to this day on
that occafion, and Ib likely to continue to
the end of Time: Wherein 'tis afferted ,
over and over, that the Papifts were the
true Fathers of this Bratc, which is fo very
liKe 'en?™ fo that here is, as we may fay,
both Law and GofpeJ againft them who de-
ny It; ad_indeed, 'tis fo broad an affront
to the Nation, to think we have been mock-
ing God, for afelgned Deliverance, almoft
this Hundred years; and the Parliament of
England firft led us the way, that nothing,
one wou'd think, but the Brow of a Jefuic
frou'd have Brafs enough to affirm it. But
we have yet more than this—we have, to
this ve” day, the Tryals and Examinations
of the Perfons concern'd, and the grofs con-
tradiftions and palpable Lies of Garnet him-
felf, their Gunpowder-saint ] who, when con-
fronted beyond even his own Impudence,
confefs'd that lie knew it, but his Confei-
ence vvas fo queafy, that, becaufe’ewas re-
Confeffion, he dared not
dlfclofe it. Though a whole Nation muft
thereby have inevitably perifr'd ; But fome
of the Traitors confeft it by their after-aifri-
pns, on the Difeovery of the Defign, more
loudly”than others did by their words.
Flight 1s efteen'd a natural Sign of Guilt, for
which reafon our Law asks of an accufed
Griminal, Did heflyfor thefame ? But thefe
fled with awicnefs, as many as cou’'d get out
of reach, for they broke out into open Re-
bellion, and fome dy'd defperately fighting,
while.otbers were taken, like a Knotofdef-
pcface Thieves, or nghvvay-men oppofing
the Sheriffs and Country which came in up-
on 'em 5 over and befides all which, we
have verK flrong collateral Evidence, that
fome fuch Defign was then on Foot, from
gifputations of that Nature in Forreign Se-
mmaries, wherein 'twas refolv'd as Lawful
to Kill the righteous With the wicked, for the
carrying on fb laudable a Killany, But we
have not only Teftimonies from that Age,
but even from this prefenc wherein we live 5
Providence having almoft miraculoufty pre-
ferved to us thevery Original Letters of Sir
Everard Digbys own Hand-writing,the Gra-
veft and the moft Pity’d of all the Confpira-
tor™ who therein plainly acknowledges the
Defign, and glories in it, efteemingit a very
Meritorious Adion, and taking it very hai-
noufly that any good Cacholick frou'd con-
demmn



demn him for being engag'd therein. To
examine now a little into that fliallow pre-
tence— That thiswas Cw/’s Plot— How
much it was fo, by what has been already
prov'd, let the World be Judge— but they
are ccrerent with lefs if this won't be fwal-
lowed whole. If he did not make it all,
and if there were any thing in't, "twas he,
they fay, drew a few poor Cientlemen in, to
theirown DellruCdion-But over and befides
tlie Barbarity of luch a Fact, which there-
fore 'tis very unjult to fix on the Mennory
of fo great a States man, when we have no
Reafon fort, but a Papift's bare Affeverati-
on5 Is it any thing rational to fuppofe, that
he drew in Camet™ Faux™ nay all thofe For-
reign Papills, inwhole Seminary the Law-
fulnefs of the very intended action was fo
long before difputed and concluded ? But
indeed this is their common way, wdien
there's noother lefti and when they can't de-
ny palpable Fact, to endeavour its mitigati-
on, by endeavouring to lhare the Plot be-
twixt themfelves and the Difcoverers?
Which has been both an old and a new
lliifc among ’em ; For the New, it needs
not to be mention'd, lince the Inftances of
iI; are C?/et freih in every Man's Mind— and
iorold Examples, there’s a Famous one in
the Conlpiracy of Babiyon &c. againft Q.
Elizabeth, which her Secretary of State, one
of the greateft Politicians in the VVVorld, ha-
ving then difcover'd, and producing the ve-
ry Letters and Anfwers lent by Mary Q" of
Scatj, Ibme by her Secretary, others under
her own hand, conlenting to the faid Con-
fpiracy ; Father Canfm, to cxcufe her here-
in, pretends, that (i Elizabeths Council ha-
ving open'd the Letters, inferted what they
pleas’d there, and belides, drew poor Qyeen
Mary into that Plot,on purpofe to find occa-
lion againft her— Ku to return to the Pow-
der-Treafon, Mark't to this day in our £c-
cle/igjHal, as well 3BCivil Kalendar, by the
Name of the papifis Confpitgcy Swe qgiiellion
whether there’s one Proteftanc Author who
denys it: Qsbom, 'ds true, feems to fpeak
ilightingly of it, but every one knows him
for aMan of little Faith in fuch matters,
and an extremely prejudicd VVriter, by
want of Preferment,and fome Slights he re-
ceiv'd at Court, which even he himfelf ac-
knowledges— nay, in the fame Hiftory con-
tradicts himfelf, if he denys the thing, for
he fomewnhere inlinuates, that Harry the 1V.
loft his Life for revealing the De/ign to K.
James™ to whofe Fear or Sagacity he'sby no
means willing to attribute the Difcovery—
though his Argument is very weak which he
railes againft the manner of it, by a Letter
to the Lord Moaneagle, as our Chronicles
generally give it—  For, fays he, had the
Difcovery been by him, 'tis likely he wou'd
have had forme greater Reward, whereas lie
had but a fiiiall Penfion allotted him--—- - as
if fuppoling this true, want of Gratitude were
fuch'li ftraiige thing ina liungry Court, that
it ipuft necelLrily infer want of Mertt. But
belides, by what means foever the Difcove-
rywas made, the Story of the Letter is as

probable asaiiy, and that palTage in'c [of a
Terrible Blow,and yet none to perceive who
hurt ’em% might fooner be interpreted a-
right, of fome Blow by Gunpowder, by King
James than any other, whole Father had be-
fore Iofi his Life that way, and who ufed to
retain fuch Impreflions of Terror taken in
his Childhood, longer than moft others.

Thus we hope we have pretty well dif.
patcht this Firft ~efiion, and Fathered the
Bratt ontlie true Mother 5 for further latis-
faitionwherein.werefer the Reader to that
Elaborate Piece of the late Learned Biftiop
of Lincoln on this Subjedh

For the Second QiHion; Why the word
FaEHon,”c. formerly charged upon the Va-
pifts, has been left out in the Service on this
OCCalionfor thefe M lafipall ? We
Anfwer, The Gentleman hes but half the
Story i For , firft of all, the word FaPHm,
&c. was neverin Terms char%ed upon the
Papifis alone, in any Form for this Day, that
we have yet feen. The word mention'd,
and thofe that follow it, are in the Secord
Collefl of Meaning Prayer ™ wherein the
Church defires God wou'd lircngthen the
King's hands with Judgment and Juftice to
cut offC™//] fuchworkers of Iniquity,
Then Secondly, it has not been left out in
the Service, neither for thefe T wenty years
laft paft, nor any other time; for both the
words Relion and FaSHon are ftill to be
Read there to this day-----

Again, That Altcracion which was made therein, was
done long enough bctorc the very beginning of Txomj
years lafl pafl, by a rerfon famous enough , as well as’
the Hiftory of the words, which needs not here be re-
peated. After all, the Scncc is much-whac the fame,
if not better than 'twas before ; our Church noc
pretending to be Infallible, cither in her Decijim
or Dewdiios—, in the latter having made Frequent Alte-
rations,and is likely todo more.Thc words were at firft—
“ whofe Religion is RtbtUion, and whofe Fdth'n Paiim ™
which, though including [AL L] fuch Workers of I-
niquity , as is before-faid, yet wc own might have, and
wc doubt not but it had a particular Refpeft to the Fa-
pi(h— which though they are fpoken fevcrcly enough of
in the fame Office, and that vrry defervedly , yet
that exprijjlon was thought not fo congruous as what was
Subftituted in its roon.— * AH fuch as turn I((ligm
‘“into Rebellion, and Fath into Faltion} fince 'twas, ac
leaft iCatachrejUeAl ExpredJm, to call Religion, Rebelliony
or Faith, Faction-, efpccially fince p”~rroftheRomifti-Ac-
ligion, and Faith too, namely the la AniUes of the jYo-
f Its Creed, arc the wither/, though they have made
fuch foul Supcrftruftures toit, ashas, at leaft, implicitly
Shockf the Foundation almoft in every Stone (or Article)
thereof. However, raoft of the Dolors of our Coromu*
nioD, and fuch as are far enough from Popery, have
granted the Church of Rome to be ftiH a TrueCkurch (as
the Rotteneft Patient in Kingfland-Hofpml may be ftilJ a
True Man, though a very flinkingone.) On which ac-
count this Alteration wc fuppofe was made; and if by
the Bijhops, or any Autbori':(d by the King, Legally enough
there Inferted.

Qyeft. 2. Jfthe caufe of Death be in the Body
only, What may that bein the Body which caufes
the Soul tofeparatefrom it f May it not be that
the Body asfome have exprejfed it, becomes nn-
tenentable tothe Soul?

Anfw. If it be fo, as we believe it is, tlie
caufe of the leparation however depends up-
on both, Firft of all the Body is rendred un-
tenentable by Difeafes,and then the Soul, by
a natural rcfulcance, muft forfake its Old
friend becaufe it can't act therein anylonger.
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