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Chriftopher Heydons

Booke,
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ADEFENCEOTF
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Wrstten neere copon twenty yeares ago, by G, C, And
by permiflion ofthe Author fct forth for the Vie of
Juch as might happily be mifled by the
Knights Booke,
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Elay 44. 2 4
Fam the LORD that maketh all things, that fretcheth the Heanens aboue,

that [preadeth abroadthe earth by my felfe : that fruftrateth the Tokens of
the Lyars, and maketh Diviners CMad, 1hat turseth Wile-men backe=
ward, andmaketh their knowledge Foolsfh, » l

London, Printed by W. Jagsard, for
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Plalme 16.

The Epiftle Dedicatory.
then, that this Ds/¢ourfe hath gotten Feeteto walke -
broadinthe Light, itdefires earneftly to runne into
your embracements, beingaffured of welcome, vpon
that good experience of yourformer loue & kindnes
towards it, while it was but yet a breeding. And for
my felfe, fichence I haue hadthe Honour vouchfafed
me to confere a little paines (though it bee nothing
to fpeake of) in fending abroad of this worthy worke
into the world for the good of Chriftiansin general,
and more efpecially,for their benefit,who hauebene
a long time bewitched with Sorcery and Aftrologie.
I was verily induced tothinke, thatI could neyther
pleafe my ft1fe, nor the Author better. then if I fhould
make choyfe of you for the Dedication, whole heart
asitistruly touched with Piety, to beare Jowe vntothe
Saints of God, ¢ [uch asexcell invertney{o 1 perfwade

Primeyyy, my lelfe, itis alfo affected with aGodly hatred of all

fuch as imagine euillthings, andthat holdof Super/biti-
ous vamities. Swperflitiousvanity isafarre {preadin

Tree ; one maine branch ofit, is Aftrologie & Di-
uination, whether it beea more Arificiall deluion,
which Sathan worketh in the Learncd and grear
Cleackes of theworld, or a more fimple and groffe
kinde of infinuation which he practileth vpon the ru-
derand vn-lertered people, the matter isnot much,
neither is thediffcrence fubffantiall but graduall, the
former cxceeding onely in complement,being 2 more
formall impofture and refined Villainy. Both are
heere eniftcd ro be impious, both tobe diuellith, and

PORISMA thewhole Arttobe anvnwarrantable profcflion, &

skiynis,

Juperflitions vanity, And becaufe we defire noteo be

miltaken insp/o limige, 1o open our feluesalittle,here
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The Epiftle Dedicatory.

we profe(le not to meddle with Aftrologie, as it isthe

{fame with 4ffronomia, or Ouranefcepia,which is an in-

genuous part of good Learnine, and one of the feuen

Liberall Sciences. But take Aftrelogic for 4freman-

tia or Gerefiologsa, as the Knight doth in his Book,and

then we are right when we callitan Impofture, Tug-

ling, Superftition, Vanity : Quenulla folidaratione

Sermiesur, mullo cervo experimento infiFat, nulls fapien. six.semefib-
tum authoyitateprobetwy : fed quam Philofophi cen ludi- ':."ifi‘:ﬁ :’ﬁ' ’
brinm é fcholis explodant, Cafarea iura damnent, ponts-

ficum decreta Synodicag, Sanitiones interdicant, dinine

Scriptare deseflensur ¢r omninm Theologorum indicia

reprobent. Which1do find condemncd by the Lotd yeragres.
bimfelfe, Desr.18. inthe Cznaanites, whom hee de- Deuz.13,9,10
{troyed before the Ifraclites for this very abhominati- *'»'*

on; condemned by the Lords Prophet, /4y 47.in the Enyaz 1,

Babylonians dcftinied to deftrution; condemned by 32077 %,

.the Fra&iﬁ: ofthofc Conuertsin the prime Age of the xgwfon.

Golpell, 4é#s 19.who had vfed thofe curious® Artes, 2727
but they burnt all their Books, and efteemed nothing Amére.
of the great price of them, though it amounted to fif- 5,2
tiethoufand pecces of Siluer ; condemned by the Catun.
iudgement of S. Auffen, other Fathers, Councils,and 5% .
divers famous later Diuines ; ‘and lattly, condemned X. 1A MES.
by the neuer-too-much 2admired Pen of the moft No-

ble, and moft Learned Prince incomparably, that
livesthisdayin Chriftendome, and that is, His moff
Excellent Maieffy, our Gracious Soueraigne , whofe
Tudgement is clearly this: That the Diucll,who isthe

Doctor and Teacher of the Blacke A, according to
adouhle curiofity in his Schollerslearned or vn-lear-

ned, hutha double meanesto feede their Curiofitic,

there-
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The Epiftle Dedicatory.

fureifthey went to the Market where there s choice,
they would bring home farre better Ware then this.
Letvs examine their reafon, and we thall finde it car.

ricsno weight at all with it, S7vrus Senenfis, accor- s:.mﬂm.t
ding to the opinion of Baj, Chryfofome, and other *6-mores

Chriftian Doctors faith, That thé rruth of Aftrolo i~
call Predictions, is not to be referred to the Conftc I? -
tions of Heauen, butto foure other more apparant
caules; namely, A4 fortem, ad pacta,adprudentism com-
fultorum, e fultitiam confulentiums; the fecret difpofe
of Gods Prouidence, the focicty and com plot-with
Diuels, the prudence and fagacitie of the Wizardes,
the folly and ouer-much credulity of the Inquifitors;
which he exemplificsvery well in each particular.We
referre the Learned tothe placeit felfe, becaufe it is
fomewhat long, and willtake another courfe to ii:’::

fatisfa@tion vato this Argument, by a threc-fold
{were.

1 Firlt then we anfwer.that to cometo the know- Antver,

ledge of any thing by valawfull meanes, docs not
make the practife warrantable. Now it doth moft ma-
nifeftly appearcin thisinfuing Difcourfe, thatout of
their owne mouthes, who have beehe Mafters and
Profcflorsin this Science, that the caufe why the Di-
uiner fpeakestrue, is not by vertue of his Skill and
Learning but becaufc it pleafeth Godro deliver him
ouer to Sathansillufions, from whom alone hee hath
the knowledge of thofe particnlar Eueats he doth vn.
dertaketo forerell, either byanopen compa& with
him, or {eeret in(tin@ at the Jeaft ; the Lord havi

by fome meanes or other opencd his will, and made
knowne his counfell :uuchinﬁ that matcer, For this by

the




The Epiftle Dedicatory.
the way muft diligently bee obferued, that votill chat
rime,I meanetill God haue difclofed his wilby fome
meanes or other ; neither the Wife-man, ner the A-
ftrologer, northe Diuell himfelfe, isableto foretell
any thing.
2. Secondly I anfwer,tharthofe Predictions do not
alwayes fall outiumpe and true, asthey would beare
vs in hand; but that either the Divell doth miffe fom-
times,or that hisinftrument doeth miftake his infor-
mations. ThisTam abletoiuftific and make good by
aplaine ftory of my felfe when 1 was a child, & went
to Schoole at Carlei/ where I was borne. There came
an odde Fellow about the Country : Hewas reputed
a Cunning man, and fo called, for thathe tooke vpon
him to tcll Fortunes. The Eellow was dumbe, or at
Teaft feigned himf{clfe fpeechlefle, but certaine it was,
_hee had an inltin@ or Familiarity with fome Spiric.
This Fellow being ona timein my Fathers Houfe,
there wers fome there more fimply honeft then Reli
gioufly wife, made fignes vnto him, to fhew what
{hould be my Fortune,and another Schoole-fellowes
of minc that was then prefent.  VWhereuppon, this
Wizard haning looked carneftly yponvs borh, and
pawfed alittle; formy Schoole fcllow, hetakesmee
alowe ftoole; and gets vp vpon it, witha Book in his
hand, and began to 2&e after. his fafhion, fignifying
thereby that he fhould be a Preacher : and for me, he
tooke a Penne and a [crowle of Paper, and madeas
though hee would write, fignifying timrchy, that I
fhouldbeca Scrivencr. Now itfo fellour, that my
Schoolé-fellow proued the Scriuener,and I provathe
Preachet, By whichitis plaing to bee: {ecne, that ci-

thex
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The EpiftleDedicatory.

ther the Diuell himfele did miffe, orhis inftrument
was miftakenin his informations.

3. Thirdly, fuppofe that th: fz Predi&ions fall out
true,yetthe wizard is nener a whic the more to be be-
lecued,as itisplaine inthe 13.chap.of Dewtro.verfe 1.
if therearsfé smongeff you a Prophct, or 4 dreamer of
Dreames, and giuctts thee a fizne or awonder ¢ the fign
or wonder come to paffe, yet fhalt thou mot bearken umto
him, for the Lord your God proneth yon, ¢re. The Di-

uell in Samuels (hape foretold thole things that were ugededo
true varo Saul, yetthe Areby which he was raifed 8¢ ©4A4+

prefeated, was neuer a whitchelefle execrable. The
Pythoniflc inthe Acts of the Apoltles, gauea truete-
ftimony to the Apoftles of our Lord and Sauiour,yet
the vncleane Spirit wanne ncuer a whit the more fa-
uour by it. The Diuell telleth truth fometimes,and yet
heisftillthe Father of Lyess and his Inftrumeat (at
hap-hazard ) may light vpon a Truth, and yet remain
a Lyerftill.Ic is worth the while to ob{rue,how that
the Prophet Jeremie puts vpon thefe men their right
name,Chap.go.verfe 36. Indeed, theyareaccounted
of the world 1#i/¢ menand fo they are called,verfe 36.
it is M. Caluins Oblernation vpon that place. 4 fword
18 vpon the Chaldees, and theinbabitants of Babylon,vp-
on her Princes, and vpon her Wifi men. ASword vpon
the Lyers, and theyfbakl dote, a fword vpon the fireng,
and they fball faint, Where, if we make a true refolu-
tion ofthe T'ext, we fhall find that God threatens his
indgements firlt in generall vpon Babylon the whole
Country, and then the Inhabitants of it are {pecified
and parted into thefe rankes, Princes and Wife men,
Lyars and Strong men, Thofe whichin the former
ta Verle

ety



The Epiftle Dedicatory.

Verfe he calles princes, or principall men, inthe next
arc called Streng mea, and the Sword vpon them, or
their Iudgement,is,that they fball faint. Thofe whom
inthe former Verfehecalled #ife men, in the next,are
called Zyers,and the Sword vponthem,or their iudg-
ment, is,thatthey /bal dote, Thatofthe Pfalmift, is
moft true, though it were [poken in halte, gllmenare
Lyers ; but for Aftrologers,and Figure-flingers, and
Nariuity- Calters, and Fortune-tellers, cthey are doting
Lyers. Itistheir ludgement, 4 (word is vpen the Ly-
ers, andthey fhall dose,

The Conclufion now I take it is cleare, that Tudicia-
rie Aftrologie is a fuperlticious Vanity, and that the
whole Art of Diuiners, isan volawfull ftudie. The
Corollarie thereupon is as cleere, that it is not Jawfull
to feeke vnrothefe men for their aduice or helpe, in
any matter whatfoeuer. I could heere (if I would
take leaue to expatiate) greatly inucigh againft the
common cuftome of the worlds, too roorife inthofe
parts, and other blinde eorners of the Realme. For.if
there come about but a Gypfie, or Canter,or Fortune.
teller ,prefently you (hal haue the wholcountry flock
about him,to learne fomwhat, If ourlittle finger do
but ake, or be alictle difeafed, prefently we fend with
Abhagiah to Baalzebub the cod of Ekron, toknow ifwe
fhall recousr : If we be but in a lictle ftraight &trou-
blecither of badic or minde, we cannot reft till wee
runne with Saulto the Wiich at Endor,to know what
will bee the cucntofit. And whathath bewirched
the people thusto doe, but a firong delufion of Sa-
than, anda firme opinion conceyued of the Skilland
Cunning that fucha manhath,to tell fhrange Farlyess

They
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The Epiftle Dedicatorie.

They willfay, they know fuch an one well enouvgh,

he is a verie skilfull man, they haue bad expcrience of 74

him in other marters, and he bath told them true,and
why fhould they not {cek to him now<?I remember I
hauve read it of Archimedes the great Mathematician,
when he had by his dexterious Skill in his Profeffion,
made H7eroKingof Scicilie draw a huge Ship along
with his litcle finger, which an infinite number of his
Subicéts with ioynt Forces were notable fo much as
to ftirre, el rduras mis mubpas ({aid the King) el weyros
Apxnpidss rigorrs misevréor, that ﬁpm that day ﬁrﬂ’drd;
Archimedes was to be belecued gmwhatfocre be faid Say
thatthe Wife man thou confults withall, or rather
the Diuell by him, kit on rightat the firft, and fatif-
fie thy defires in fome volawfull and curious enquiry;
Well, drbrasznsansvutpas, from thit day forward,
thou doeft refolue withthy felfe to beleene whatfoe-
uer he fhallcell thee heereafter. And though his Ma.
oicall Skill,and Diabolicall Art fayle him many times
(asindecde itmuft ; for de fururis contingentibus nem
datur Scientia) yerthe opinion of Man, and the Illue
fion of Sathan hath fobefotted thee, that fure the
faule is in thy fafe; whenthings prooue not true,, it is
eyther by rcalon of thy heedlcfnefle in mil-voder-
{tanding fome words, or mif applying fome meanes;
theblume muft belayde onany thing, rather then on
the Diucll

Isit nut a (hame, that Chriftians, who live vader
fuch abright Sunne-fhine of the Go'p<ll, fhould fuf-
fer themfelues to be led away with fuch fuperftitions
Vanities 2 Men forget th.rt:.hf:y heue Learned Chrift,

L when:



The Epiftle Dedicatory. y
when they will needes be beholden to the Diuell for
his counfll in any matter. Ifthey would butremem-
ber that folemae Vow and proteftation they once
made before the face of the Church in holy Bap-
tifme, whercinthey promifed to forfake the Diuell,
and all his Workes, it would readily prompr them to
their dutie : and what is that ? Notro regard shem thay
bawe Familiar Spirits, neyther to [Ceke after Wizardes,
#0be defiled with them, asthe Lord commandeth, Ze-
%3, 19, 31. Where marke this by the way, that you
cannot /eeks after chele things, but you muft necdes
be defsled with them.

In which refpect, Saint Aufline excellently calsthis
running afecr Wizards, genus guoddans fornicationis, A
Asgif dedadt [pirstuall kinde of Formicasion, And the reafonis cui-
Clreféz:23 dene, becaule the vncleane Spirites are defirous to il-
ludethe Soule of man, and to makea thew of Obe-
dicace, to catch the Soule in their fhares; requiring a
ftrong Credulitic, and excefliue defireto learne. So
drawing the hearr from Gods feare, and bringing it
by little and little in their Slauerie (as is plaine by
the following Difcourfc) whichis the grofleftkinde
of Spirituall Whoredome that can be deuifed, when
the Soule goes a whoring from G OD, after the
Diucll.

Bur I fearc I haue out of azeale to the Church,
exceeded the bounders of an Epiltle. 1 will not
trefpaffe further vppon you , by keeping you any
longer (asit were) atthe Threthold, from enterin
the Difcourfe it {clfe. Wherein you haue .thﬂg
things, and the whole matter, with found iudge-

ment




The Epiftle Dedscatorie.

ment, and varictie of Learning, pafcély han.
ked, and the Aduerfaric driucn from his ftarting
holes, by maine force of Argument. Andfo
cealing to be further troublefome
- vato you, [ humbly t3ke
my leaue.

Your affured Lowing Coufin,
THO: VICARS.
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Non ege te meis
Chartisinornatum fileri,
Totue tuos patiar labores
Impune (Preful) carpere linidlas

Obliniones. -

Maiorum titulis magnus, fed maior haberi

Vis mage Mufarum tiswlis(digni(sime Prefal,)
Dordrechtum tsa fama capit, quod * mi(fius ab oris
Angliacis doctws Synodo confederis ampla.

#:° Charalteres heroum legerit, ipfum
Vergilisim, ver (i ve parems legat ille Poetam.
Sacrilegos© tuado&ka manus profirauit, ¢ inde
Laus tibiy nec minor hine, quod ineptos Aftrologaityos
Fuderis in terram?® do&o conanime, furgi,

Nempe ¢ condignos morunt tibi pendere honores,

Scepira© tuo calamo firmata. referre moleffum

Non erst, Et pleno meritas Ecclefia landes
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RECAPITVLATION
of the Chiefe Paffagesin

this Treatife.

CHAP. L

O the Confufion of Affrelegse,
one witneffemore # added, by
the writing of this Boske,

Judiciarie Aftrelogie is ne
part of Naturall Philofopbie,
wor of the Mathematickes, ney-
ther isz¢ Media Scientia, fe-
twixt them.

CHAP. IL
The meanes of knowing aforehandparticular Events, is
not Naturall, but Diabolicall,
Thefe that bane beewe moft blockifls in other Learning,
bane beene quick and [barpe-witted in dffrologie.

| CHAP. 11L
Aftrologic and Augurie in theindgement of the learned
are Alke, »,
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Thesruethina Predillion doth net make an Art war.
rantable.
CHAP. IV.
The Altrologer foretelleth thafis true,by the helpe of
Sathan.
Henry the fecond King of Fraunce, and Ahab & ing of
Ifraels death, compared together,
Aftro‘egicall Predictions depend mot vpon Nattral Can-
fes.
Natural Effects are rot Contigent, bus Neceffary.
Of futureContingent Eucnts,shereis nocertaine know .
ledye.
Aftrologicall Predictions fand not by learning, but by
Jome inflindt
CHAPR. V.
Aftrologiz confidereth the Fortunes onely of Fooles and
the wicked,
Thoe Knights inuincible Syllogifme dafbt to peeces,
Natural Effects muft be difting uifbed froms Comtingent

Enents-
CHAP. VI
No place for 4 definstion inthe beginming of 4 Comiro-
uer fie.
Ats is nottbe Genus for Aftrology and Aftrovemy,
CHAP. VII.
Thefirft Inuenter of .Aftralogiewas the Dinell.
The firft [preader of it Zoro.ftes, =
Eudoxus an Ai#renemer againft Aftrological prediitivs
Panactius and Cicero, Varro ¢ Plin y againfi Affrology
Pythagoras, Democritus, «nd Plato, Jindiows of Mg.
gicke,filens in Aftrelogy,
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A briefe rehearfal of the points delinered in the Booke bi-
sherto,
CHAP. VIIL

Thofe things which hane fupernaturall Canfes, cannet be
foretold by the Starres.

Diners things depending on NaturallCaufes cannot cer-
tainly be foretold by the Aftrologer : as Raine, Wea-
ther, Dearth. Sickneffe.

Thofe things which dipendpartly on Naturall Caufes,
on Mans Will, cannet be foretold by Aftrologers.

Thofe things which aye meerely Contingent cannot bee

foretold by the Staryes.
CHAP. IX.

Magicke, no part of Nturall Philofophy.

The Aftrologer bideth bis leights vnder the nawme of Ce-
Leftiall Influences,

Tre Influcnces conferre mothing te a Prediction, with-
out a flyong Credulity, and excefsiue defire of lear-
ning  inthe heart of the Enquirer.

Aftrolegie and sagicke in practifeinftparable.

The Aftrologer attaineth not to bis inkended endinapre-
diction,without the helpe of Magicke.

The learned Fathers of the Church,namely,Origen,Au-
guftine, Cy ril, Theodoret, againft  Afirologicali
Prediétions.

CHAP. X.

That place Efay 47,12, cited by M. Chambers againft
Affrologers cleared : where thedeftruition of Bavylon
theve threatned, is fhewne riot to bane beeme myracy-
loses againft 1he Knights canill.,

Cicero denieth fatum Sroicum, grantes fatum Phy-

ficum, That
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That place,10b.38.33. foundly interpreted.

That place, Iudg. 5,20, epencd; and expounded.

That place, Gen.1,14. Catholically expounded, and vin-
dicated from abufe.

That place of Chryfoft. in Math.2. interpreted.

Godworketh in forme things againft his veucaled will,

Bla[phemy is not onely againft God, but againfl bis truth
ard againft the Saints that maintaine the truth.

Ignorance of Aftrologie , is tollerable in & Chriftian
}(;{gﬁr, but ignorapce in Theologie cannot bee excu-

ed.

Anirreligions (pecch of an Aftrologer, who thonght by
Numbers, to attaine the Myftery of Salussion, fifted
punitually.

A place i5 Cicero Lib. 2. de Dininat, commended totbe

Knights reading.
The Kings Majcftic as udge of the whele Controuerfie,
promounceth fentence againft Aftrologéc Indiciary.

Enaius




"Ennins, apud (ic. Lib. 2. de Dininat.

- Non habeo deniq; Marfum Augurem,
Non vicanos Arufpices, non de circo Aftrologos,
Non l{1acos conicltores, non interpretes fomnium,
Non enim funtij aut Scientiaaut Arte diuini,

Sed fuperftitiofi vates, impudentelq; harioli,
Autinertes, aut infani, aut quibus egeftas imperat.
Qui {ibi femitam non (apiunt, alteri monftrant viam,
Quibus diuitias pollicentur,ab ijs drachmam ipfi petunt,
De hisdinuitijs {ibi deducant drachmam,reddant cztera.
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Cuapr. I a0
- Wherein tle (}rofm(/f which the lQ;{ngt

 taketh without proofe, and vpon which hee
busldeth bis Booke, are called

mn qmﬂinu.

R Chambers (aman for his Life
and Learning worthily honou-
red of all that knew him, & by
his learned Labours known far
and neere) hath written againft
Iudiciary ' Aftrologie, as many

of the beft lcarned before him
haue done. VWherein hauing

o ialls _ done no lefle then a Chriftian

learned man ought rodoe, hee had reafonto looke for
another reward of his Labouts, then hee found : For

in {tead of thankes and commendation for his learned
Labours fo well placed, hee is roughly entertainzd by

s Six Chriffopher Heydon Knight, a man that hach taken
. much paines to hold vp a Caufe, which-cannort bee
holden vp by mans ftrength. Foralbeit the illuﬁcTs ;f'
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ludiciary Aftrologie haue long beene maintained by
the pollicies of Sathan ; yet when the light (hineth vp-
onit,it will ncucr beableto ftand. And introtch, inthe
hearts and Confciences of the gadly inthe Church, or
of the wilc and learned without the Church, was neuer
yet thoughtableto ftand.  Now, after fo many men,
my comming into this caufe, can adde nothing varo it
Whatcan Lbring hereto, which hath not been brought
by the Learned long fince ? Yet, that the fame truth
may be confirmed by the mouthes of many witncffes,
and that others may not bee abufed by the Knights
Booke,and that himfclte alfo may haue occafion ro con-
fiderthe whole matter afre(h; I will examinethis matter
oncemore,and open to the Knighr the weaken: s & vn-
{found foundations of his vnproi:fmbIc Labours. Wher-

in I leauc not onely the intemperancie of words, with

which hee hath fo muchenlarged his Booke ; but eucn
fo much asthe caufe will fuffer the multitude of words :
For the pleafurethat fome take in long writing, nei-
thercan [ allow in iudgement 3 nor formy bufineff,
practile, .
1 purpofe to examine the grounds that the Knicht
hath broughr,or any other may bring for Aftrologie,
wherein the R eader mayknow who they bee thar ftand
againft Altrology, and who for it. ] fhallalfo oprnto
what part of knowledge Aftrologie is referred, thatis,
to {peake fhortly, to Magicke.
Oae principall gronnd vpon which he much refteth,
3, that Aftrologie is a part of naturall Pholofophy: for
_ thus hee writeth, Pag. 18. concerning Natiuitics and
»» Predictions.. Jconfe(fe that Aftrologers containing them-
» Jelues wishim the bounds of Naturall Philofophy and res-
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Sir ChriStopher Heydons Booke.

fon, doe takevponthems [o much as lawfully they may,dre. |,
Andthis isthe common Anfivere almoft to euery
obicétion, Pag. 19. Noman, I thinke, of indifferencyor .
commop [enfewill cenfure the dftrologer (whosudzethno ,,
farther of futurecffeits, them s they are containedandre |,
wealedin the flarres, and fecond and yemote caafes)to bu. ,,
fiehimfelfe farther in Gods vnknewne Secrets. Pag. 29.
Aftrologreprofeffethonely to forefée maturall mutations dy
accidents. Pag. 30. To place confidence in Starres as
diuine canfes and powers, s onething, and ¢o efteeme them
but as fubordinate and [écond canfes in Nature, is another.
Pag. 36. The queition betweene vsis, whether the Starres |
be fignes or fecond caufes of maturall mutations or enents |
and whether the ftady thereof be vnlawfull. 1t were too,,
muchtrouble to recite cuery place where hee repeateth
thus much. It isina mannerall hee faith ; take away
this Anfwer,and ye take away all from him,

: Now Sir,wee chargeyou for abufing your Reader

in writing fo long a Booke, and throughout the whole
Booke,ncuer once making offer to proue the thing in
queftion. Foryou confefle the queftion betweene you
and vs, is,whether the Starres be fecond caufes of natu-
rall murations (which I admitto be part ‘of the quefti-
on, butnotall.) Bufby your owne grantif thisbee the
queftion, then a man of yourlearning & vaderftanding
{hould haue fpoken fomewhat for the proofe of the
queltion. Could youfinde in your heart to write fo
largea Booke,and yet not once proue the queftion, vp-
on proofe whereof all your Booke muft refts And
thought you (Sir) that men of indgement would take
thele things at your hands ¢ It isan eafic matter, I per-
ceiue to write Bookes, 'if this liberty were granted:
b2 were
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were it notbetter with modefty fto hold: your peace,
 thentobe calledto fucha reckoning # 1f3y your Booke
is idle and to no purpofe, as long as that is not pro-
ued, which your fclfe maketh the queftion be-
tweene vs. '

But leaft this might feeme to beratheran imperfedii-
oninthe man, then in the caufe it felfe: (For my mea-
ning is not to take any aduantage of fele&@ed cucrfights
or {lippes, as he feemethto feare.) Let vs confider this
thingalittle farther. Then let this be the firft queftion,
which you confefle is the queftion betweene vs, whe-
ther the Starres (asthey are the fubieé of Aftrology)
be naturall caufes remote or fubordinate of fuch cuents:
Or (whichisall one, and delivered likewife by him.
{clfe] whether the Aftrologers in their Prediions con-
tainc themfelues within the bounds of naturall Philo-
fophy.You hold the aff rmatiue,through al your Book,
though neuer proving it : whenfoeuer you finde your
{elfethruft to the wall, and held hard, thenyourunne
continually tothis help,as the halting man to the horfe,
and without this poore (hift {0 often repeated, you are
not able to goe onefoote forward, Firft then,let vs 1ca.
fon thispoint, weedeny thatthe Starres are naturall
ca.fesof thole cuents which the Aftrologers prefume
to foretell by them, or that heercinthe Aftrologer con-
taines himfelfe within the boundsof naturall Philofo.
phy. Thar the truth may the bereer appeare in this
point; firlt wee moue this queftion, To what part of
learning Aftrologie bciungctl ? Weelooke for your
Anfwere: you tell vsitisa pareof the Mathematickes »
Andthat Altrologic , which you fay is the {ame with
Altronomy, hath.two parts, the one [peculative, the
. | : othex




tothe point, you eonfound your [« Ife by confounding

Str Christopher Heydons Booke.

other pra&icall, which you call Iudiciary Aftrologie,
p42.2. Tomit the cfcapes of thisvawarranted divifion:
We examine nowto what part of Learning this Tudici-
ary Aftrology is referred 2 Youtell vs fometimes, it is
a pattof the Mathematickes; fomerimes you fay ic is a
partof Naturall Philofophy. Thefe things are {5 diuers,
that you cannot bring them to any accord : For the
Mathematickesare diftinguithed from Naturall Philo.
fophy [ farre, aswhen you fet Aﬂmlngic fometime
intheone learning, lometimes in the other, weare per-
fwaded that you doe heereinas men fhifting, and not
vling plaine dealing, & not bengable foundly to fpeake
things which are in themfelues diftinguithed, This con-
fufioninfpecch,isa figne of feare & confufion in your.
caufle, Forifludiciary Aftrology bee a part of the Ma-
thematickes, as you would haue it, then the fubieét
thereof is ceitaine, true, no way {ubic& to error, as is
the fubie® of the M ithematickes. But becanfe yon
darenot fay that it handleth fuch a fubicét, thercfore
you referue this hole to hide your felfe in, thar it hane
dleth natvrall caufes and cuents.  But no part of the
Muthematick-s handleth naturall caufes and eusnts,
which are neucr feparated fiom the matter, wherein
there is mutability; bur the Mathematicall confideratie
ons,areabftra& from the mutability of naturall matter:
Andthe Mathemarician frameth thence fich conceits,
as whether we regard the manner of knowledge; or the
fubie&,are no way fubie@ to error or mutability: 2nd
in this refpeét deferue onely the name of Sciences,
becavle no humane knowledge, can bee fo certaine'a's
this knowledgeis.  Ifthetefore this beea part of the

B3 Ma-
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Mathematickes, it isnot contained within the bounds
of N aturall Philofophy ; if it bee within thole beunds,
it is no part of the Mathematickes. If this were a true
Art, ot if the Profefiors thereof were plaine dealers,
they would ot thus collude betweene thefe Rarting-
holes of Mathematickes & naturall Philofophy. Now
Sir,we whom you account vnlearhed opinion-Malters,
grauelled with the difficulties of the myfteries of .this
decpe Art, maintaining a {enflefle fcruple, and as you
{ay,monfters of opinioas,in denying Altrologie,intreat
your Worthip with your great lcarning to edifie vsin
this point heercin the entrance, and to certific vs to
what part of learning you will referre Iudiciary Afltro-
Jogic 7 Youtellvsa tale,that Arifferlecalleth it Scients-
ams mediam erweene the Mathematickes and Naturall
Philofophy. To proue this,youcite Ariffotle,Li.2.Cap,
2+ Phyfic. and your reafon is, becaufe the Principles
chereof are purcly and meerely Mathematicall,which in
the pra&ife are applyed to [enfible matter,as the Phyfi-
call fubic& thereof. Sir, you dreamed [o; for thisis no
better then a dreame , to tell vs of an Ast that hath
“Principles purely Mathematicall, & a fubiect Phyficall.
As for Ariftetle it feemeth you cared not whether hee
Gidfoorno, itwas enough to bring his name: For
Ariftot/e doth not fay, it is Scientéa media, betweene
thofe two,as you father vpon him: but difputing gue
Mathemasicus & natwrali Philofapho differat, doth confi-
der that whichwee now call Aftronomy, as a part of
Mathematickes,and not of Naturall Philofophy 5 nei-
ther doth he leaueit hanging in the middeft betweene
them, but giucth it direétly to the Mathematickes. If

hieKnight here fhall carchataword to helpe himfelfe,
it
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- medleth withit : For hevaderftood then by that word

Sir Christopher Heydons Booke.

itis but apoore helpe: Forthe Learned know well :
that the vie of words receiue grear change in diuers
Ages. In fome Age Aftrologia and Afironomis were
the fame, efpecially in thofe old times, when no man
did eucr dreame,that they who thenwere called chal-
dei, thould at any time bee called Aftrologi, or that Art
Affrologia. Forthey were called Alftrologers long after
Arifforlehis time, who are now called Aftronomers.
Now Ariftotle who litle wift (God wot)how the vie of
names {hould runne after his time, vieth the word
Aftrologiaas thenit was vled, for thar which wee now
for diftintions fake call Altronomy;for faith he, Affro-
logiaeftings rebus de quibus Mathematicns confiderat:
which words, ifthey had beene written in thofetimes,
whenthe Chaldei were called Affrologi and Mathemati-
¢;,they might haue (erued the Knights purpofe; but be-
ing written in Arifforlehistime , to turne them to this
purpole,is either palpableignorance,or wilful collufion,
wittingly wrangling tono purpoft. For,who s fo igno-
rant, that knoweth not that Authematicns in Ariffotle
histime did not fignifica Chaldean (as afterward ic did)
but oncly a Profeffor of thofe Arts which then were
called Mathematice, whereof that which now is called
Altrologie,was not thought to beany. Then where hee
faichythat Arifforlemaketh it Sciemtiam medsam,between
the Mathemarickes and Naturall Philofophy, hee is
found many wayes faulty. Fov Affrologia in Ariiorie
hisopinion, and the Knights meaning is not the fame
thing. - Farther, 4ftrologiain Ariffotle his meaning is
not Sctemtia media,but a pare of the Mathematickes:and
Ariflotledoth not once fay chatthe nuturall Philofopher

that
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that which wee call Atronomy, Much lefle doth Aré-
Jtat/e admir the Knights reafon, thatit fhould therefore
be Scientia media, becaufe the Principles thereof are
purely Mathematicall,whichin the practife are applyed
to fenfible matter,as the Phyficall fubicét thereot:which
words witheut vnderltanding the Knight often repea-
teth : Thofe bee the Knights drcames, not 4riot/e his
reafons.- Then ftill weevrge for an Anfwer, to what
part of learning you will referre your Aflkrologics You
thinke perhaps you haae faid ¢nough, if you'referre it
in fome refpeé to the Mathematickes, and in fome re-
fpet to Naturall Philofophy: but we will not leaue you
fo. \Weefay, in norefpect itcan bereferred to cither
of them. Nottothe Mathematickes, becaufeit confide-
reth not thines certaine and infallible, which the Ma-
thematickes doe. Itwill not helpe youto fay itconfide-
reth the Starres, and the Starres in fome refpeé areche
fubic& of the Mathematickes. For it were a foolifh.
and vnlearned fpeech to fay, becaufe the naturall Phi-
lofopher confidereth a Body, asina place, and the
Mathematickes confidera body as with his dimenfions,
that therefore naturall Philofophie fhould bee refer-
red to the Mathematicks: fo vnlearned and vnrea:
fon:ble is the affertion that faith, becaufe the Aftro.
loger confidereth the Starres as caufts of inferiour
cuents, and the Mathematickes confider the ftareés, {0
farre as toucheth their bodies or motion; thattherefore
Aftrologic hould be a part of Mathematickes. Now if
wee driue this your pretended Art from thefe two parts
of Learning, it will neuer finde any refting place in any
other part of good lcarning. Andtherefore, wherefo-
eucr it is found, it will beetaken for a Roguc thachath
<. no
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no cereaine abiding place, asic hath beene taken for

the fame, by the learned in former times, and for the
{ame whipped by them.

Ficft then,Aftrology is no part of the Mathematicks,
becaufe it proceedeth not by demonftration from
certaine and knowne Principles.  And cuen the
who would haue ita part of Naturall Philofophy ac-
knowledge [0 much.

Now let vs examine whether it be contained with-
in the bounds of Natvrall Philofophy. If they tell
vs that the Starres are caufes remote and Subordinate
of inferiour cffelts,they come not to the point ; For
that is not heerein queftion, whether the Starres bee
caufes of fome effe&s inthele inferiour Bodies ¢ For
tharinfluence which is apparant in the Moone and
Sunnemay bee gathered in other Planets. This is
granted concerning fuch Bodies as are fubieét to
theirVertue,

But hereto cut offtheir long & idle difcourfes, & to
bring our difputation to a {hort iffue,the queftion is,
Whetherthe Stars are naturall caufes of thofe euents
which the Aftrologers prefume ro foretell? For thefe
men meddle onely with mensactions.  If Aftrologie
ftayed it f-1fe inthis,to foretell the naturall Humours
or their ¢ ff-&s,which fhall bein fuch Plants and Bo-
dies as are fomewhat goucrned by Plancts ; itmight.
feeme to have fome likelihood. ‘But with this they
meddlelircle or nothing;their curiofity is about mens
Fortuncs,

Now the Principlesby which the Altrologer com.
meth to his'conclufion,are no naturall Principles,but
Sorcery, For curious men wandring after the know-

< ledge
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Iedge of hid and voknowne things, fecke the cloake
and pretence ofan Art, and haue called it Aftrologie ;
which they feeketo bring within the bounds of Na-
turall Philofophy: when as their Principles haue no
Affinity with naturall caufes; but withthofeillufions
which Sathan inucnteth to decciue and draw away
fimpleand vnftable Soules into an admiration of cu-
rious and impious fleights and vunitics. Let Philofo-
phers iudge of thele Principles. That 4 Sextile and
Trine Afpec? are fortunatebut 4 Luadrate vaforiunate.
That the firft Houfe fignifieth the life and body of him
that is bornesthe fecond, his riches; 1he third, srvethren 5
she foursh, Parcntsythe fifi Childyen,the fixt, fickne(fe -
the feanenth,Marriage; the eighth.Deaths the rinth,Re-
livion and God 5 the tenth | Rule and Dignities; the ele-
wenth, the good Spirits the twelfth the enill Spirit, That
in each of thefe, the three Lords of she Triplicities bhaue
their feueral Vertues and figrifications. Asin the firfp
Honfe,the fir [} Lord of the Triplicity, muf} [hew the Life
and natuse of him thatisborne: The [econd Lord of the
Triplicity, theforcc and flrength of bis Body : The third,
bis ald age ; and with{uch conceits yon muft runne
through the reft.  That in whafe Houfe Mercury is

Soundtosccupy the dignities of Mars, Aries then afcen-
ding, it will dsfpofé hims to Comtemtion. Are thefe and
fuch like naturall Principles 7 Or, are they meanes
fubordinare betweenca naturall caufe and a. naturall
effet ? e

The way to bring any thing to the knowledee of 2
man, is cither by probable Sillogifme, or b y demon-
ftation, orby faith, Now thefe things {tandnot by
demonfiration ; themfelues doe not challenge that :

nel-
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neither can they ftand by Lopicall dedu&ion. For,
what abfurdity or improbability would follow if 2
man deny any of thefe things ¢ Nay,what abfurdity
were it withoutreafonto yeeldto any¢ Itremaincth
then, ifany manknow thefethings, hee muft know
them by faithsbut not by that faith which God taught
his Church : therefore by thaefaith which the Diudll
teacheth.

CAP. IL

That the Conclufions of Aftrolegers, cannot by natwrak
" Reafom be drawne fr om sheir Principles., |

pava¥ Hat thefe things may the more clearely ap-
f}*ﬁ]}?ﬁ* peare, wee will (hew, that thofe men who
é.!p S8 haue farcheft pierced,and with greateft Lear-
ning and Iudgement fearched through all the poynts
of Naturall Philofophy, have reiected thefe vanitics,
and branded them wich the Title of Magicall Super.
ftitions and Sorceries : excluding them from all parts
of naturall knowledge, and good Learning. But of
thisin hisdue place:  Heere letvs follow this poynt
in band a little further.

Wee may better vaderftand the meaning of thele
men,by their owne examples : Forin their Difputa-
tionsthey are neuer willing to come to the poine ; bue
they mince the queftion: and like menopprefled with
feares, (which ludgement followeth the maintainers
of an euill cauft) they feeme to looke euery way for
helpe : and thus forfooth they come warily to the
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matter, The farresinclinethe bumonr, the humony in.
clineth the body, she body inclineth the minde ; through
all thefeinclinations the [farrescome at laft 1o worke vp-
onthe Soule. But theforce of the Starres is fpent in
many inclinations, before it come to the Soule, that
they dare not fay it worketh directly vponthe minde,
no notvponthebody, butonely vpon the humour :
for {o the Knightfaith. This being brought cither to
a Mathematicall demonftration, or to a probable
Sillogifme; would proue a feeble conlequence, and
yet in dilputation they are affraid to procecd any
further: herethey fticke. But if you looke vpon their
examples, wherein they fecthe glory oftheir Arr,you
{hallfinde another matter : For in the examples of
their Predi@ions,they foretell the deaths of Princes
vpon fucha day : the fortunes of Kings, the ruines of -
Kingdomes, the ouerthrow of Armics. Compare
their Principles with their Conclufions, and there is
matter to wonder at the abfurdity, or to laughat the
folly : For,fiom thefe Principles, the Starresincline
onely the humor, the humor only inclineth the body,
the body oncly inclineth the minde : this Conclufion
will hardly be gotten, that thercfore the Starres in-
cline the minde,

Butthey proceed from thefe inclinations, to Pre-
dictions of the greateft Enents : which cuents, whe-
ther they can be concluded by naturall Realon, let vs
confider. And becaufe this Gentleran might happi.
ly deny the examples brought by others,as not pro-
ceeding fromnaturall caufes, therefore to preveneall
his exceptions,,. I will infift oncly inthofe examples
whichhimfelfe bringeth, & wherin hegloricth much,

Pawlus
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Paulus rertins,warned his Somne long before of theve. 2

ry day of his death. Pag, 81.

Picus, being foretold by three Affrologers, that hee ::

Jbonld not line aboue the age of thirty three yedres confir-
medibe Prediction. Pag. 193,

Gauricuswarned Henry 2. French King, not torun
at Tt in the 4.1. yeare of his Age, for that the Starpes
didthen threaten a wouwd in bis head, P4 7. 194,

Tloe Bifhop of Vienna,by Aftrology.affured Don Frede.
ricke them [eruing the Duke of Bowreundy,that he [hsuld
be King of Naples, 1bid-

The [ame Bifbop of Viewna, did foretell the 10 oneye
shrowes of Charles Duke of Bourgundy. 1bid.

Thefe cxamples he rangeth withthe forewarnings |

of Spurinato Cafar,of Publins Nigidius,and Theagenes

concerning Auguflus: of Scribonins and Thrafillus tou- ®

ching Tibcyius : “of Ptolomy and Selewcus 1o Otho: of
Afcletar:an 10 Domitian, Pag. 1 93.

Now if this Knight, or any other man of Lear-
ning can lhew vs, that thefe euents were narurall
cucnts of the Stars, or that the Starres were naturall
caufes of thefe things, and that by Aftrology thefe
things may bee foreleene, as in their naturall caufes :
then will wee honour Aftrologie. Bur how will they
conclude 7 Irwill not ferne to fay, the Starres mo-
ued the humour, the humour moued ths Body, the
body affe@cth the minde; therefore King Hewry 2.
fhallhave a wound in his head in the 4.1. yeare of his
Age. Neither willit ferue to fay, at his Birth the
Lord oftheafcendant did behold Sasure the greater:
misfortune,and Mirs the leffe misfortune, with qua--

drat Afpe& ok Oppofition, or the Lord of the eight
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Houfe,with 2 Trinc or Sextile Alpe&. Andthe grea.
ter orleffe fortuncs,as Ispéter and Venws,were cadent,
and not found in their Angles ; therefore hee fhall die
at fuch atime,fuchadeath: For who will yeeld vnto
you,that thefe be naturall caufes of that effe. There
is adependence and coherence betweene the caule
- and the cffe&,in naturall things; in this none. Before
you can conclude,you muft coniurea man to beleeue
thefefuperftitious Serceries, whichSathan hath per-
fivaded the Aftrologer to belecue. Thenaturall man
receiucth them not, naturall reafon doth not compre-
hend them : For,take any of thele examples; if you
will, the Example of Hezry 2. to infilt in one; and tell
vs by what meanes the Aftrologer could fee the
wound inthe head : what humour did the Starres in-
clineto this? Or, how was it poffible by naturall
meanes, that in the Starres he {hould fee the4 1. yeare
of Age? Thehumour flitred by the Starres mighe
haue carried him to many other coutfes, to other
kindes ofdeath. VWee wounld know by what naturall
Rcafon,the tilting was forefeene:the yeare,the ftroake
ofthe head # And why are you (0 fearfull, as to mince
the matter,asalwayes you doe when ‘you reafon of
thecaules ¢ The Starresare onely as you fay caules
of humours, not of attions, they haue no force di-
reétlyouerthewill :  Hereisa particular action that
proceedeth frem the will; if this'could bee feene in
the Starres, then what realoncan be brought why the
Starres doe not direély worke in the will 2 I deny not
butthat Gasricws might forefce this, and warne the
King thereof ; but the queftion is by what knowledge
hc:%.i_d ity whether by naturall knowledge,or by other
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means. For here isa particular cuent : and you know
thatone of your Maifters in his Centilaquie hath this
pofition. Fiers nequit vt gui tantum [eiens eff particnla-
ves yeram formas prowsncics : [6li antem mumine affla-
% pradicuns parsienlaria. This teflimony of one that
was {o grear a Mailter in your Ar, relleth vs thus
much: That if Gauricws ina particular Euent did make
atrue Prediction ; then hee was not therein fanzum
feiens, But befides his skill inthe Art, he had another
helpe, nam: Iy the familiarity of fome fpirit: Becanfe
particular euents, faith he, cannot bee foretold but by
the help ofa fpirit,

Inthe nanation of Paslus Tertins, who warned his
Son Alsifins of the day of his death, the Knight doth
notdeale fairely,and Knight-hke: For hee minceth
th= Narration, and Icautrﬁ out a part of it, which if it
hadbeene fully declared, would plainly open, that
though the Starresare there pretended; yet that pre-
diétionwas done by Necromancy, or by Familiarity
with a Spirir, For 7ohm Sleidan(from whom the Knight
hath taken that narrarion) faith plainly, that Pan/us 3
was for certainty held not an Aftrologer onely, but

alfo a Necromancer. His wordsare thefe, Swb hoc Tob. Seidans
dempus Aleifio [cribis Paulus tertius pater, vt decima Commentar.
Septembris die fibi caneat : Affra enim ei pramunciare “**

clademaliquam infignem. Erateniw Pawius 3. Ponti-
Jexmon Afirologiemode, fed r Necromantie, fent pro
certo aff srmarny, admedum ffudiofis. \When AfRrolo-
gic,andthe blacke Art are ioyned togethier; then may
fome Predi@ion: beetold': ~ Bur the Knight fhould
produce examples of' Aftrological Predidions, withe
ourthehelpofthar Ait,which we fay canot bl: done;

ccaufe
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An Examination of
becaule one belt knowne in both Asrts hath plainly
toldvsa Predictionofa parricular Euent cannot bee
made but by the helpe of a Spirit.

Now Sir, if this bee the Art you glory {o much in:
if the company of vncleane Spirits bee your naturall
Principles, and naturall caufes, this Philofophy wee
intreate youto keepeto your felfe, and not to teach
it to others. In the meane time,wee hauethe confelli-
on of one, who wasa principall man in the Profeffi-
on of Aftrology, whereby,as by a rule of that Art,we
indge of all your former examples, wherein you glo-
1y l% much : For they are of all particular eucnts,and
therfore if they were foretold, your Maifter hath ope-
nedto vs themeans : it was not by naturall, bu dia=
bolicallmeanes. Themas Aquings [:i:h as much, sz
quis confideratione Aftrorum viatur sdprecognefiendos
futures, cafuales, vel fortaitos enentus, aut etiam ad
cognofcendum per certitudinem futura opera hominum,
procedss hoc ex: falfa, dr vanaopinione, & fic operatio
demoncs [e[¢ immifies : quare erétdiusnatio (uperftitiofa
¢rillicita? [fit were not for thefe tricks,who could not
be an Aftrologer 2 The Knight faith,that they who
fpeake againft.Aftrology, are fuch as being grauelled
with the difficulty of the Art, beforethey werehalfe
thorough, to excufe their owne dulnefle, and lacke of
indultry,have brokenintocholler againft it. Let wife
men iudge, whether without the Church, Endaxes,
Panatins,Cicero v arro, Pliniey within the Church,
Origen,Auftin, Ambrofe,Hierom, with the reft of the
Bathers: In later times Picus, Caluiw; Chambers,
Perkins, and for Learning and Picty, the honour of
this Age, King Z4mes, 1 referre it I fay,to the indge-

ment
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ment of all thar are wife and [carned ; whetherall
thefe whohauc exprefsly writtenagainft Attrology,
were grauclled with the difficulty of this deepe Art:
or whether Sir Chriffapher Heydon bee ableto pierce
farther intolearning then thefe could : this wee leaue
toiudgement : my meaning is not to detra& from
the Knights Learning. ButIknow fuch, and could
pamethem, fauing that I will not touch the name of
any man in that {orr, who througha blockifh incapa«
city, being indged by their proote in the Vniuerlity
voapt for all good learning, haue proued men of
name and reputation in this fottith profeffion : Shall
Ithinke,that thefe wits can goe farther in the appre-
henfion of any part of good Learning, thenothers 2
efpecially then they who [ haue named beforez Will
any man thinke,that thefe men,whofe wits were exer-
cifedn all the parts of goed Learning,were grauelled
with thefe difficulties, when halfe-witted men goe
thorough ¢ No,no,there isanother thing in it. For
thefe men proceeding as farre as by the warrant of
naturall Reafon they could goe; and finding in the
end, that by naturall R eafonthey could not come to
the Conclufion of fuch Prediétions ; but that they
mufk leaue naturall Reafon,& admit vanacurall Pria-
ciplesproceeding fromthe illufion of Satan, & inthe
endto haue familiarity with Spirits: This indeed gra-
uelled them,and will grauell the greateft wits in the
world, that fecke knowledge by lawfull meanes,and
no other.

D CHAP.
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CHAP. III

7he Conclufions of Aftrologers are mot from Naturalé
Principles, and are not 1o bee iuflified for truth in
Prediciion, :

e Eere then, cither the Aftologers muft ins
== [& forme vsinthe myfterics of their Art, by
s better reafon, or bee contented to bece infor-

¢ myftery of Truth. WWhen a Prediction
Aftrologicall falleth ovt true, wee fecke by what
meanes the Aftrologer came by thar kaowledge :
Therearebuttwo wayes to know the truth hereof';
By the light of Nature, or by theword of God. The
Naturall menthat haue beene guided by the light of
Narare, conld nener finde our the Affeétion of the
Starres to fuch an Euent : they could not vaderftand
why the Starres fhould either caufe ir; orincline it or
fignificit morethen the flying of a Bird, andas many
(as wift and learned)-haue held the flying of Birds,or
the entrailes of Beafls, to bec Cavfes or fignes of fuch
Euents. Then it would trouble you to giue a good
naturall Reafon (foryour fupernaturall fuperiticions
wee reiect, otherwile wee fhounld receive Arufpi-
cineas well as Aftrologie)we look,I fzy,for one good
rcalon from you, why you fhould not wdge of Aftro.
logie,as you do of Augury? One great Maifter of this
Profcflion, Corm. Agrippa, Lib. 1. Cap. 5 3. perceining
fuch affinity betweene Aftrologie and Augury, both
depending vpon Principles, o like affected to the
Conc]uﬁon;f?tkcth likewife to confirme,that Divina-
tion
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rion, which is from Augury and Auvfpicie. The
beft learned in Naturall Philofophy, and the beft
learned in Magicke, haue adindged thefe things
like. -
Andbzcaufe wee ftriue to doe this fernice to the
truth, wee mult examine and follow you into thele
blind corners, wherevaco you flye ; you muft be hol-
den vp to fome particular Eucnt.  For, the queftion
is not whether the Starres fignifie any thing, but
whether they caufe,or incline, or fignifie fuch a parti-
cular Eucnt, as that of Henry 2. the time of his death
or danger, the wound inhis head,or any fuch as your
other cxamplesimply. If they thew fuch particulae
Euents, thenall your Anfweres of a generall inclina-
tion,of the humour only, but not of the aions of
men (which you cuery where lay downe as gronnds)
are in truth brought in by youbut as cloakes to couer
fome fecret, to try, whether in the mift of thele
clouds, you can cfcape from {uch Arguments as
prefle you. This is the very point that troubled Cicere
and other Philo(ophers ¢ for whenthey came to this
point,they were ata (tand,and could proceed no fur-
ther; notthrough dulneffe of wit (as you impute) but
becaufe they following the matteras farre as the light
of Nature did dire& them,weuld goe no fartherthen
naturall Reafon could warrant. It isagreed vpon be-
tweene Cscero,and his Aduerfary in that difpuration,
de Diginagionethat no naturall Reafon can be giucn.

Car & dextyis cornus, A finifiracornix faciat yatums : cur gis 1. 4= pjs

Stella Touis ant Veneris coniuncia cum Luna ad ortus weats

puerorum [alutaris fit; Satuyni Marsifuecontraria; He
toyncththele together, asalwayes his manneris, the
D2 flying
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flying of Birds,and Alpe& of Starres; becavfe toward
a particular Euent,thereis iuft like aff.&ion in both
thefe Cauks.

And whereas thecommon reply of ARrologers i,

Lié, de Dini- lometitacs their Predictions fall out true : may wee
patsone. not anfwer them in Cicere his words ¢ Ipfa varietas
Jortunam effé casifam nor mataram docet. Siitua Concly-
Sioveraeft nonne intellizis eadem vii poffe o Arufpi-
cies, & fulgatores, ¢ interpretes ostentoram, dy Angu-
ves, & [orii legos, quorum generum mullum eff, ex que
nom aliquid ficut Predictum fit, enaferet, Now if Au-
gury Arufpicine, and all fuch Sorceries are iuftly
condemned,as not Randing with Chriftianity ; yea, c-
uen by naturall men, as not ftanding with Nature,
though their Predictions were fometimes true; what
reafon hath any man to maintaine Aftrology, and
condemne thefe? Or to thinke,tharthe truth of a
Prediction (hould Priniledge Aftrologie more then
thefe? Neither isitany reafonable ortollerable An-
fivere to tell vs of the truth of a Predi@ion,when wee

. deetheCaufe. And yer this Gentleman confefleth,
» Pag. 195. 1, for my part (aith hee) doe freely confefe,
s #hat there is no owe thing that hath made mrLﬁ confident
2 inshe validity of this Art, as that which 1 haye Seene 1o
»s fallewt true, Ifnoone thing haue made you fo confi-
dent herein,then you haue freely rold vs, thatin your
owne iudgement, youdoe not {6 much eftecme of
your long Dilcourfcs of the naturall Caufes, thar the
Starres are naturall Caufes of fuch Effe&s, thefe bee
mot the things that moue youmoft ; but you gre moft
ofall moued by the Euents. Yetthe wife and lear.
nied;are not carried to fiicha confidencevpon the ﬁgh;
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of the Euents, but vponthe knowledge of the Caufe
and Recafon. AndthercforeCicero,and before him,as
hee witnefleth ,Evdoxcws a Platonicke, whom hee and
otbers much elteeme for Learning ; and Paserim,
whom hee accounteththe worthieft of the Stoicks;
and diucrs likewife after him, men of great Learning
in Philofophy,did reiet this Art, forthat thefe Cau.
{es are not Naturall, albeitfome Evenrs fell out true,
For,if the queftion bee of a thing determinable, by
the light of Nature, that Rule ot Cicere holdeth al-
wayes : It i 4 fonle [bame for a Philofopher, to [peake
any thing without 4 naturall Reafon. And if thisbee
afufficient warrant to make a man confident in the
validity ofan Art,becaufe he feeth Predi@ions ro fall
out true ; then muft this Gentleman be very confident
in Witchcraft : becaufe hee feeth, that all chac which
was foretold to San/ by Witchcraft, 1. Sam.29. fell
out true, And (hallthe truth ofthat Predi@tion make
2 man {o confident in the validity of that Art ¢ They
who are gouerned by the Spirit of God, and fecke
knowlcdge according to Godlineffe, may not bee
confident vponthe truth of Euents, And feeing by
this example wee fee enidently, that God in his iuft
fudgementagainft the wicked King San/, did fuffer
Sathan thus to deceiue and illude Sau/, euen by fore-
telling him a true Euent, becaufe by vnlawfull means
he fought the knowledge of things to come: They
that would iudge the like of the like things,muft needs
thinke, that God inthe like fort fuffercth the Divell
to deccjme and illude Aftrologers, by fuffering them
to forftell true things fometimes; that curious men,
that will not conraine themfclues within lawfull

D3 know-
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knowledge, may bee decciued, and deawae intoa
great confidence of thevalidity of this Art. Hecrein
Gods [udgementis fearcfull, but jut againft fuch as
fceke the knowledge of things to come, %y vawarran-
ted meanes.
Now this Gentleman writing for Aftrologie after
{o many Ages,and comming to thac very point,which
fo much troubled Cicere and the reft,and caufed them
viterly toabandonthe Art ; becaufe by the light of
Naturs they faw no way to gog through this difficul-
ty: He comming (I {ay) to the fame poiat,is to be ob-
ferued well,how he in his imagination gocththrough,
where they all ftucke: For hee vleth no other means
to informe vs inthe Miftery, but this. Pag. 99. If
5 Spice andosher hot Simples are of forceta flirve and al-
o ber our humours by thesr [pecificall qualitiess why can
s J0u 1iot aswell conceine, that Mars and the reft of the
s; Starres,onwhich the qualities of thefé imferiour things
5 Acpend,may excrcife their qualsties,and do the like in owr
»» Conflitutions ¢ Thus you thinke you haue fpoken
forndly to the point. Awake, Sir Knight, and dc-
fend your Caufe : You haue with great confidence
incountred with aman of great Learning; you haue
vadertakento fatishiethe Learned: WWee are come
to 2 maine point, whereat others hane ftucke; Whe-
ther thele b2 naturall Caufes, or.comprehended by
naturall Reafon ¢ You tell vsa tale of Spices, and
hot Simples, and intreat vs to conceiue the like of
Mars his operation. Sir,here remember,that you are
coms to that difficolty, wherewith you Kothﬂs
weregrauclled; yon goe{moothly through? s : Be-
caufe Spice and hot Simples increafe choller,why can
wee
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wee not 2s wellconceive, that 2ars may firre’ and
incline an Humour 7 How doeyou compare Effeéts’
together 7 The one from aknowne Canfe, the other
froman vnknowne ? The one a thingin Nature, the
other oncly in Conceit. And if wee yeeld youthe
Conclufion (which you confefle by this manner of
writing you cannot proue ) what haue you gotten ?
The queftionis not of an Elementary humour, bur of
the particular Euent, that vpon fuch a day, infucha

art of hisbody, by fuch meancs, befell Hemry 2.
%rcnch King ; (for inone Example, for brenities fake
wee infift.) Whenthe queftion is of fuch a particular
Euent,whether therebee any naturall Caufe thereof
inthe Starres 7 Whocan beare this idle anfwere 3 that
the Starres may moue a humouras Spice doth ¢ And’
who will grant you this Comparifon, betwixt Sim-
ples that goe into the Body, and worke immediately
vpoa it, and the Starres that are [o remote 7 Thele
things youbegee, andwhen you hane them granted,
you can neuer frame a Conclufion from thefe Princi-
ples, to fich 2 particular Eucnt,as that is whercof wee
fpeake,

p— e

CHAP. TIIL

The Conclufions of Afirologers depend wpon other Prin-
ciplesythen them Elnes are walling to publifb,

¥ Ow Sir, {eeing you cannot fatisfie vs in this
B point 5 wee will try if happily we can farif-
Sdou%ie you. Philofophy,andthelight of Nature
baue led ‘men thus farre; that when the Aftrologer
forcrel-

23
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telletha true Euent by the Starres, they could fay that
the Starres weee not the erue Caufe of that Eucnt.
Butthe Aftrologer rageth, and faith the Euents arc
true, therefore there is fome truc Caufe. Heere the
Naturall Philofopher leaveth him : For hefeeth thac
the Starres were not the true Caufe of that Euent; but
what was the true Caufe, hee knoweth not. And be-
<aufe hee findeth nonein Nature, therefore hee caft-
ethit vpon Chanceand Fortune : thus farre thelight
of Nature leadeth. Let vs come now to a greater
Light, that may lead vs where this faileth, that is, the
lightof Gods Word. And as wee tooke oneof the
Knights Examples, examining it by thelight of Na-
ture ; {o letvstake it againe and examine it by the
Word of God, To infift ftill in the fame Example,
That Henry 2. French King fhould receive a fore
woundin his head,in fuch a yeare of his Age, this
Euent proued true: YWee now feckethe Caufe and
means,how the Altrologer might come to this know-
fedge. Youfay, hee fawitinthe Starres ; bue that is
the thing inqueftion, Weelay, thathee might come
to the knowledge thereof by fome vnlawfullmeanes,
and yet vie the pretence of the Starres, to colour the
valawfulnefle of the meones. 1fa Chaldean had been
asked in the flourifhing eftate of Zob, what thould haue
beenc fobs Fortune: You fay,by the Starres he might
foretell his fortune, whichweedeny: But when the
Diucll had gotten leaue to vexe 7ob, if after that time
and before histroubles, the Chaldean had been asked
of Zobs fortunes,then wee fee a meanes how he might
haue cometo the knowledge thercof, asSaint Augx-
Fine (aich, IHudentibus eos prasaricasoribus dsgzﬁ.&.
An
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And hee might vfe the Starres as Signes, not framed
by Godto that end, as alfo the flying of Birds was

%

not, but by Sorcery framing Signes thences as the

lame St. Augafiine doth wifely admonith. N iffe
opimtones quibn(aam rerum fignis humana prefumptic-
ne imflitntis ad cadem illa quufi com demonibus paita dy
conuenta refercwde fumt. So that in Diuinity this

queftion might with no great difficulty bee decided..

For wee may fay, thacthe caufe why the Aftrologer
[ometimes fpeaketh true, is not becau(e hee feeth itin
the Srarres, asin naturall caufes of that Euent (which
thing you repeate often,but neuer proue) but becaufe
eithet by plaine compa&, orelfe by a fecret illufion
of Sathan, hee commeth to the knowledge thereof:
which illufion may bee fo great, that the Aftrologer
may beleeue that hee readeth it inthe Starres. Albe.
it, before that God hath opened his will by fome
meanes, neither the Diuell,nor the Aftrologer, is able
to foretellit, as may appeare in the example of Zob.
If here you returne (as often you fay) that the Starres
cannot forethew the actions of ‘the regenerate, and

therefore tharthe Chaldean could not anfwer in the

acticns of Zb:  Tthinke it wouldmuch trouble you

tobringa good or probable reafon, why the Starres

{houldnotas well foretell the actions of the regenc-

rate,asthat particalar Event of Hemry 2, Did the A-
ftrologer, tro yee, firft confule whether that King
wasregencrate orno ¢ Will you haue vs to thinke
that fuch things areincident to the {tudy of Aftrolo-
gic? Ifitwerefo, then (hould the knowledge of the
Aftrologer goe farre beyond the knowledae of the
beft Divines: and wee muftrepayreto the Aftrolo-
' E
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sertoknow, who areregencrate in the Church, and
who are net. But gowhich way you will : Nunguam
hodic effugies : wee will followe you cuen in this,
and we wil bring your Aftrologerto fuch aKing,who
was as varegenerate, as cuer was Henry 2. French
King. Letthe deathes of Henry 2. and Ackab King of
Ifrael be compared rogether. Doeyou thinke that
any Aftrologer could havetold Achab, thathe [hould

. eitherbee flaine, or hurt with an Arrow at Ramoth

Gilead, ar fuch acertaine time? It is impoffible to
proue, and abfuzd to thinke, thatany Chaldean could
haue foretold this by the Starres, becaufeit wasa fe-
cret which God kepr in his fecret Counfell, vnill it
pleafed him to reuealeit, 2. Chron. 18.19.Now after
that God had once reucaled hiswill herein,that Acbab
(hould fall at Ramerh Gilead,and to that end ginen him
oucr,to the permiffion and meanes which Sathan de-
uifed,as we read in the fame place,ver/e 21. then may
wee well voderftand how a Chaldean (hauing by
{ome meanes warning thereof from Sathan) might
foretellthe death of 4chab, the place, thetime, asthe
Aftrologer did in Henry 2.(if happily heedid fo) and
asthey do in all fuch Euents, For what can you finde
valike inthe deathes of thefe two Kings ? Was not |
the death of Henry 2. as well dire@ed by Gods Pro. ¢
vidence,asthe death of Acab? VWas not Achabsdeath |
as much feenc inthe Starres as Hemries 2 And if itbe
blafphemy ro {ay,that cither the Diuell,or any Aftro-
Yoger could foretell Achabs death, before fuch time as
God had reuealed it 5 is it any lefie to pronounce the
fame of Henry 2, ,
But hes telleth vs, that if Mr. Chambers or ahny
other
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other, know any A [trologer that vieth the familiarity
of euill Spirirs; thofe hee will not defend, or excuft.
But wee [ay, thatno Altrologer can make a Predi&i-
on of fuch particular Euents, wherein himfelfegiueth
inftance, bue by the familiarity of an vncleane Spirit =
And yet vnlefle wee driue them to confefle it,hee will
{till fhift vs off with this Anfwere, that hee knoweth
noncthatdothit. What fhall wee doc heere 7 Mulk
we not beleene it,till we heare the Aftrologers them-
felues confefleite Itisplaine enough by that which
wee haue already proued ; becaufe to know a particu-
lar future Eueat, is beyond the compafle of Nature,
beyond the Reafon of naturall men: cherefore, if a
man attaine to this knowledge, itis not by naturall
meanes. Yet the Knight laboureth to proue this
to be naturall from contingence. But how is this pro-
ued,forfooth# Firft,thattherc are fome things con-
tingent: For thusheefaith, Pag.210. The Afirole- 5,
ger inguirésh ot whether hee [ball dye, or mos yes the
vime when,the place where, bow, and by what kinde of
death,or by whem to dye,is contingent, and mot weceffary,
andin that re(pect fabieét to Aftrologie. Thus farrethe ,,
Knight. Youtellvs that Aftrologicall Predictions
are not in things neceflary, but contingent : When
neceffary and contingentare oppoled one againft the
other! Neceffary importeth alwayes the dependance
betweene a naturall Caufe, and his Effe&t: Contin-
gentisa fortuitall Effe&, whereof there is no naturall
Caufcapparant : Haue younot thus confirmed to
vs, that the Starres are not naturall Caufes of fuch
Effects ? Surely,if youcanmakeany fenfe of your
words,it myftbee mucludE Predictions from mtufi
2 ra
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rall Effeéts: Forno contingent Effec hathany ap-
parant naturall Caufe ; apparant, [ meane to the na-
turallman. Hereitmuft bee obferued, that Aftros
logers haue bid Nature farewell, and have betaken
themfelues, and the hope of theircaufe,to fortune and
chance s therein their Trade Randeth by their owne
confeflion. Now,thatthe thing which confiftethin
fortune and chance, is out of the compafle of naturall
Caufes, itis apparant; becaufe no Philofopher to
this day, did ever acknowledge the Caufe of a fortui-
tall Effect,to bee naturall :  but becaufe they know
no naturall Caufe thereof, thercfore they callit For-
tune. Now they called Chance and Fortunea Caufe
accidentall, which cannot bee reduced to a naturall
Caufe, but may bee reduced to fome other Caufe,
namely,to Gods Prouidence..4riffor/e admitting that
Chanceand Fortune may be reduced tofome Caule,
dothnotexpreflehow : But Hippocrates doth;for hee
veacheth,Lib, wegi ivgpnuosiins, Fortunam medicam a Di's
¢ffe. Where hee faith alfo, Adedicos-quando cum fide
Artemadhibuerint, reliqua fortune committere. And
exprefhog the fame in other words hee faith, Medics
Dys locums dant. So that the Philofophersthat would
reduceitto a caufe, canreduceitto noother, thenthe
prouidence of God. And itischance only inrefpe@
of mans knowledgeand purpofe, otherwife there is
no chanceat all. Now faith the Aftrologer,all Aftro-
logicall Preditions, are of fuch things whichare in
Chance : then it followeth that they are not naturall,
neither to bee reduced to a naturall Caufe;butonly to
Gods prouidence, - By this, Afirology muft bee redu-
ced notto Philofophy, butto Diuinity, if it bez :;n
expli-
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explication of fuch Euents s belongto Gods proui-
®nce: Then muft you tell vs no more of natu-
rallCaufes, but teach vs thefe things out of Gods
word.

Now whereyou take paines, Pag. 227. to proue
tharthereis contingence in Nature : which when M,
Chambers hath takenaway, (youfay) if hee (hall dare

to defend his Affertion,you will not feare likewife to-

athime,that with contingence,he takes away the Pre-
[cience of God;or othemwife induceth fatall neceffity.
You ftrive notagainft M. Chambers, but you fpeake at
random likea raving man, you know not what. For
hec that taketh away contingence in Nature, orthat
which men call Fortune, doth not take away Gods
prefcience, butrather confirmethit. Forinregard of
Godsprefcience there is nothing contingent : 1n this
point you trouble your felfe more, then M. Chambers
doth trouble you. For to proue conringence in Na-
ture,you tell vs of contingent Propofirions in Logjck,
Pag.227, youtake exception againt this Propofition
of M. Chambers. If Preditionsbee true, they are of
neceflity, the confequence you fay, isnotonely falfe,
but draweth with it impieties and abfurdities : Tt is
falfe,youfay; becanfein Logicke, every true Propofi-
tion is not neceflary, it may be contingent. Toproue
it impiousand abfurd, yon fay, would requirea lon-
ger Difputationsand therefore you will not enter into
it. Weeteturne,that M, Chambers his Propolfition.is
neither falle nor impious,as you are pleafed to terme
it, Foradmitting your Principlesythat Aftrologicall
Pr:.‘%ﬂ_ 1ons are no other then the foretelling of naru-
ralPEeCls, from theknowledge of their natusall Cau-
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fes; thenwee fay it isa molt truc Propofirion. If
their Predictions beetrue,they are neceffary ; for trme
and neceflary,isall onein nature. Tell vs not hereof
contingent Propofitions in Logicke; for what Lo-
gicke or Philofophy taught you fo to proceed in Dil-
putation, from a coatingent Euent in Nature, toa
contingent Propofition in Logicke ¢ Thefe differ rore
calo. Then weeyeeldthat a Propoiition may be true,
and yet not ncceflarily true, but contingently : but
cuery Effe&, that is, a true Effe@t of a natural]l Caule,
followeth his Caule, mon contingenter, [+d neceffario;
by a naturall neceflity, not by hap hazard : For if it
bee atrue and naturall Effe¢t of the fire to heate;
then it heatcth mon comtingenter, fed neceffaréo : So,
if it bee the true and naturall Effe&t of the Searres,
* to worke fuch a particular Euent as you fpeake of3
thenit muft beeneceflary : For you cannot (hew vs
any naturall Effe&, depending on a naturall Caufe, .
which dependeth thereon contingently. Then,that
which M. Chambers (aith istrue, you haue nothinga-
gainft it. But mark good R eader,how the Knight dik
puting of contingence, openeth his meaning. For he
perceining belike, that if hee fhould attribute thefe
Predi&ions wholly to contingence, hee muft needs
thruft them out of naturall Caufes; is much troubled,
wreftling with himfelfe, and interferring hee cannot
tell what,to make of the matter which he hath b
For to make vs vnderftand how thefe Predittions
may bee true, though not neceffary, he telleth vs P4g.
» 383, Jtisnot fimply neceffuary that the fire [honld heate
s b water; yes ifit bee ﬂ?{jdiﬂ due manper, vpon fap-
s Dofitiony s muft needs heate, Sobeefaith, prdifpplj;ﬂg
thas
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that the matter or fubied? whereof the Aftrologer [peas
keth be connenient andwell difpofed. that which they com-
¢lude by the Pofition of Eieanen will come to paffe. Be-
fore you can conclude any thing,you muft haue liber-
ty granted to coyne anew Philofophy. For how ma.
ny errors are contained in thefe words? Confider your
wordes, Firft, whereas yon would fhew in thefe
words,the difference betweene ablolute necc fhiry,and
that whichis called ex hypothefi: It feemeth you were
neuer carefull to vnderftand what is abfolute, and
what vpon fuppofition. And whercasyou call it ne-
ceflity vpon condition ; when the fire heateth or
burneth : this is not neceflity vpon condition ; but it
is ‘neceflity fecandum confuctums nature erdinem,na-
eurall neceflity. That the fire fHould heate or burne
matter applyed to it, is not neceffary vpon condition.
For that which is neceffary vpon condition, doth in-
fallibly follow the condition,being admitred; & there.
fore is called mece/fitas infallibilitatis: but fire doth not
infallibly heate or burne the matter applyed 5 for itis
hindred by a Miracle ; ifa Miracle ceafe, then it hea-
teth neceflarily : but this neceffiry is naturall neccflis
ty,and notnec fficy vpon condition:

Confider yetanother errorin thofe words, and in
Philofophy nottollerable. Haning taught,that Aftro-
logicall Predictions are of things not neceflary, but
contingent: to prouc this, you giue inftancein the
fire,whofe effet isto heate; yet it heateth, you fay;
not fimply necefTarily, but vpon condition : where-
by you inferre, that the Starres worke vpon that
which you take to bee their Subieét, asthe Ere WOr-

keth vpon his Subie& : Then, it muft necdsfnllu;lv,
‘ that
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that cither in the worke of the Starres there is natue
rallnecefliy, orinthe worke of the fire vpon an
~ aptfubiedt there is conringence.

Youimpute to M. Chambers etrors, ignorance, im-
piety, abfurdity, forwriting thar which agrecth with
good Learning,and will be iuftified. Butare you Sir,
or any man in the world by difputation able to iuftific
thefe things? Thatthe Srarres worke vpon their Sub-
ie&, asthe fire vpon his; & yet that the Starres worke
contingently,or that the fire worketh contingently #
Or,that athing contingentis neceffary 2 Or, that an
Effect,whichis grantedto be contingent, is anEffe
of aknowne naturall Caufe 2 Thelz things neither
your{elfe,nor any for you,can make agrecable to Phi-
lofophy. Thefe arethe nets wherein you hane wil ful-
ly intangled your felfe, and your Aftrologie cannot
helpeyou out. Kecpe the diftin@ion of things thatin
themfelues are diftiné® : diftinguithnaturall nece flity,
from abfolute ; becaufe the one may bee hindred,the
other cannot ¢ then diftinguifh it from nec flityvpon
coaction,and from neceflity vpon condition : place
naturall neceflicy inthings that are according to the
ordinary courfe of Nature : diftinguifh all neceflity
from contingence ; that is, of things Philofophicall :
fpeake likea Philofopher, and then (hall youneuer be
able to anfwer thefe things,whereunto the iniquity of
yourcaule hath drawne you; but by plaine confefling
of your error, Now leaft you might thinke, thar this
was rather your euill lucke, thes any fault in the
Caufeand Art of Aftrologys wee will admit(for your
pleafaredall thefe errorsvnfaid againe, And if youcan
take better aduice,defend the Caufe asyou will, ]%011

all
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(hall be'brought about to the fame abfurdities againc:
For your Predictions are either of chings neceffary,or
contingent; anfwer what you will, yon are caught,
If of things neccflary, then holding (as you doe) the
Starres naturall Cauf's of fu:.hEﬂ%éis, this necefficy
muft bee according to the ordinary Courfe of Na-
ture, the bond whereofis not broken but by Miracle :
thenyour Prediétions cannotbe hindred bue by Mi.
racle. Butyoufcethey are hindred ordinarily, and
without Miracles ; and itis a grearer Miracle 1o fee
them fallouttrue,then rofeethem proue falfe : which
your {clfe perceiving, dare not affirme to be of things
neceffary, bue of conringents onely. But now when
youfay, they are of things contingent, you exclude
them from the ordinary Courle of Natuc: For
thofe Effcés that are produced according to the
ordinary Courfe of Nature, are not contingent,
but alwayes neceflary by Naturall nece iry.
Thus fay what you will,your Predicions fall to
the ground : Yer if words will hold them vp, they
wantno helpe. For, having brought your felfe into 2
great perplexity concerming Contingents, you goe
through, as though you would fee no danger : and
youtell vs, that Aftrologers doe not meddle at all
with rare Contingents, or fuch as haue an indifferent
refpect to the Oppofites,which nay happen one way
or another,Pa7.283. Itss,as ifyon fhould (ay, Aftro-
logicall Predictions are in things contingent, not ne-
ceflary ;and yet Aftrologers meddle not ar all with
thingscontingent, but onely with things neceffary :
For you'call that a rare Conringent, which hath anin- -
different refpeto the Oppofites. Now the trurE is,
F there
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thereareno other Contingents but oncly fuch: For
all Contingence is in refpect of mans Will and pur-
pofe, which hath his naturall freedome and liberty 5
where fome things fall out befides the purpofe and
Counfell of many there, and there oncly, Contin-
gence hath place. This is alwaics in fuch Aétions, as
(in refpect of the liberty ofthe Will) hauean indiffe-
rent refpet to the Oppofites: Ifyoufaytrue; then
-they meddle with no Contingents.

But fee good Reader, when aman is once oucr

the fhoocs, how hee runneth through thicke and
thinne,
This hee fairh to perfwade (if he conld haue a Reader
that would bele:ue him) that their Predictions are
notin fuch Contingents as thefe; butin another fone
of Contingents,which hee dreameth to bee fuch, as
when the fire burneth ; this hee calleth Centingence.
Burthisis fo hotand hesuy, thatit would burae his
fingers that maintaineth it3 it needeth no Refuta-
tion.

Moreoucr, whereas M. Chambers (prouingthat
there can beno Predictions, being of future particu-
Iar Euents) for that purpofeallzdgeth a fentence of 4-
rifotle, that of future Eucnts there is no certaine
knowledge,or things that arcfoto happen,can neither
bee faid true nnrn?alfc. Thus Ariffesle expreflcth a
thing contingent like a naturall man ; the Knight fore
troublcd with this fentence, at laft giveth that Anfwer
which bruifeth Aftrologic in pieces: His Anfwer is

# Pag. 282, To affirme,shas there is no trith of futnre
, Enentscontingent becanfe it appeareth not 1o w3, 1s er-
,, Toneous sfor all shimgs areprefens io Gedand all .lxmm::;
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or affirmations of futsre Accidents appeare to him, as
shey are either true or falfé. Neither s it alone knowne ,,
¢0 him; but farther to fuch.go whom hee fhall vouchfafe o ,,
reucale it,or otherwife to them that are able to difcerne ,,
Enents in their determinate Canfes. Thus farre the ,,
Knight.

VWere it not beteer veeerly to renounce the de-
fence of Aftrelogy , then thus ro difend ic? The
queftion js whether future particular Euents can bee
foretold by naturall meancs ? Ariflot/efaiththey can-
not bee knowne being of Contingents, and no man
can fay that fuch an Euentis truc or falfe before it be
accomplithed; therefore it cannot be forerold. This
Knighe anfwereth,that they are knowne to God. The
queftion isnot whether they be knowneto God orto
his Prophets,when hee reuealeth them 5 but whether
they may bee kaowne by naturall meanes. Now
how isthe foreknowledge of God brought in here,
and his Revelation o his Prophets # Vnlefle that it
be to proue; that Aftrologers are Prophets, to have
this Knowledge by Reuelation, as fome of them con-
fefles that without the helpe ofa Spirit, thefe things
cannot bee knowne : Either hee muft confeffe, thae
Aftrologers haue this knowledge by Renelation, not
by naturall meanes, or clfe hee anfwereth nothing to
Ariftotle, Fortharwhich headdeth,that thefethings
are knowne alfo tofuch 25 are abletodifcerne Euents
in their naturall Caofes,is but a begging of the quefii
on which 4riffetle will not admit, who faw Euents in
their Caufes, as farre asthe Knight. Ariffer/e doth
deny that thefe things can bee knowne in their natu-
rall Caufes, and wee withhim.  Remoue from your
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Anlwerethat fecble begeing of the queftion,and then
what clfe doeyour wnfgs containe, but that Aftrolo-
gers foretell fucure Euents by R euelation, as the holy
Prophets of God haue foretold fich things by Re-
uclation. Was not hee fore driuen, trow you, that
leapethat one iumpe out of the Courfe of Nature ¢
But Ariffotie will not fo bee (atisfied : For hee keep-
ing ftill within the bounds of Nature, made that
Obiection. The Philofopher thrufteth you on the
one fide from the Courfe of naturall knowledge: The
Prophets, thruft you out of theircompany, onthe
other fide: And the Church will never admit, that
you dothefe things by divine Reuclation ; thenlooke
you better to your ftanding,

Whatgreater euidence againft Aftrologie can wee
lookefor ; vnlefle wee ftaytill wee heate themfelues
confefle againft themfclues;thac thefe Predi®ions can-
not bec forctoldby Art ; or from any naturall Prin-
ciples, but onely by the illufions of the Diuell. If
nothing can ferue, but their own confiffions (though
this fecme hard to fuch as are brought to firi@ exa-
minations, as witches are, berweene whom and A-
ftrologers the difference is nor great, both bein
broughtvp in the fame Schoole, faving that the Aftro-
logers(vnder a pretence of more learning) feck to hide
themlclues) yetisic not impoflible to. wring it out. of
their owne Conlfeflinps.

The Knighttellethvs,24¢.203. That the Papacie
wasccertainly prefaged to Paul3.by Paris Cerefarms,ps
Cardanceltificch. And by Richardis Ceruinss vnro his
Sonne Pope Marcellns 2. 25, Pansinus and Garims-
bertws report,and againe by one Erafmues 2 Germancd,

: an
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and Marcilius Ficinms to Pope Leo 10, whereof T take
to witnefle Panlus Zousus, faith hee. Andthus (for-
footh) hethinketh he hathanfwered an Obie&ion of
M. Chambers,of certaine falfe Preditions giuen by
fome Aftrologers. For if M. Chambers (hew him
falle Predictions, hee thinketh i cnough, that thefe
whom heeciteth were not falie: And how doth hee
proucthem ¢ Forfooth, becaufe Cardam and Panlus
Tourus witnefle fo much. Thisis very ftrange dealing,
Hece taketh ¢xception, Pag. 202. at'the teftimony of
Cicero,witnefling a thing of his owne knowledge that
the Aftrologers of his time were conuinced daily:For
Cicero knew them, that they affired Pompey and Craf-
J#s,and Cafar, that none of them fhould dye rill hee
was old,and of good reputation,and famoufly. ‘This
which Cicero {peaketh of his owne knowledge, the
Knight willnotreceive.  He faith,that Tu/ly his refti-
mony isworthily fufpe&ted 5 bur none that lived in
bis time, did euer charge him of fuch a crime: yet
mult Czeero beereicGed. Butif Cardan ot Panlus Io.
asus oncefay the word, heetaketh that vp as an vn-
doubted truth.  'Was not Cardam commonly noted
throughout all 7aly,by the name of Cardan the Fasle?
And who knoweth not, that fomius is (ofthe lcarned)
noted,that where he would haue (pokenthetruth,that
isinthe Turkilhand Perfian affaires ; there hee could
not. But wiere hee could hane [yoken the truth, that is,
in the atfaires of Europe, and efpecially of I taly;there
hee swould wet. They who fpe.ke moft moderately of
him fiy thus. - Bar'M. dskbam is his Dilccrery of
Germany, Writeth much more (harply i him, char-
ging: him with flattery, lies, foracty, ‘and tuar hee
F 3 wrote
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wrote his Hiftory to no other end, but to defacethe
truth of the Story with lies, Yet the Knighe will re-
i@ Cicere,whofe credit in reportinga matcer Hiftori-
call, was neuer in queftion; but Cardan and Zeuius arc
Authors for his tooth. But let vs follow him a while
in this humour, and fee what hee will make of this
matter.

Admit all this true chathec faith, that thefe were
true Predi@tions. VWhat followeth ¢ Then faith hee,
thefe true Predi@ions proue the validity of the Art,
and maketh him confident init. Butwee (ay, ifthey
{peaketrue (which thing wee deny, till wee heareit
berter proued) yet it was not from the knowledge of
naturall Caufes; but from the Diuell.  If wee could
make one of thefe Aftrologers (on whom the Knighe
fo much glurinh)cﬁfeﬂ&ﬁe truth,whether thefe Pre-
di&ions wercdone by Learning and naturall Kaow-
ledge, or by the helpe of a Spirit: conldany proofe
bee more pregnant then thatz But how [hall wee
wringthis Confeflion out ofthem? Parss Cerefaruss,
and Réchardus Ceyusnns and Erafmus the German,are
men not famous for any writings. But Marcilius Fi-
¢inws isa man of mame for his Learning, & he willtell
vsthe truth. Weewill intreat him to cleare vs this
doubt; fecing the Knight taketh it vpon the report of
Paulns Iouius that hee prefaged the Papacy to Zee 10.
WWhether may this thing bee done by-icarning, ar
1o ¢ Let Ficinus anlwere, Marcilins Ficinns anfwe-
reththus. kib. 3, e£neid. 2. Platin. Such Prediclions
Stand not by Learning,but by fomeinftincé. And after
fome Difcourfe, wherein hee fheweth, that fuch Pre-
dictions arc not by Learning, but by an iniﬁnﬁ,ﬁl;g
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{aith chus s Henc efficienr vt plerigque wel inerres, wel
minws in Artibus eruditi prefagio doitiores excellunts
And after, {peaking of the fame knasery as he termeth
it, hee faiththus. Quam fallaciam doitiffimi quigne
Aflronomi deprebendentes indicia neglexerunt. I
which place hee fheweth, that divers Aftronomers
well knownto him,men of great Learning,did {corne
this folly. And addeth, that Paulus Florentins, being
a man of fingular skillin Aftronomy, did vtterly fcorn
thefe Predi&tions; who liuing tillhee was 85. yeares
old,& (withall exa@&neflc) confidering the Figure of
his owne Natiuity, could finde therein no figne of
longlife. Bricfly,Ficinusgiveththis verdict of them.
Aftrologi fingnnt ,non docent. This teftimony is {uch,
2gainft which the Knight can take no exception : For
hee hath commended Ficinus wnro vs for a great
Altrologer. Whichthing, for his pleafure, wee wilk
granthim;albeit Fieimusis athamed of the Profilion,
But wee muft belecue the Knighe, that hee wasan
Aftrologer ; yetthat heedid prefage by Aftrologie,
thercin wee cannot beleeue him 5 volefle hee will ex-
clude Aftrologie from all Learning, and call it an
Inftiné. For Ficinusis vefolute,that their Predictions
cannot be knowne by Learning, but only by Inftinét.
Now what he meaneth by inftin&, let the Learned
iudge; whether an Inftiné of the Spiric of God, orof
another Spirit. Againe whereas Fis7us,a man offuch
Learning and skill in Afkrologie by your-owne con-
feffion,tellech vs, that men wichoat Artand Learning -
proceed further in Predictions, then mea of greatelt
wit and Liearning ; let it bee remembred, thac which
you fo much glory ‘in, that i, Ghuambers and ﬁfh
IKE, ,
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like, were grauclled with thefe difficulties, before
they could get halfe way through 5 but your felfe
{with fome others) paffe through pleafantly. Ficimus
telleth vs plainly,that which otherwife wee haue ob-
ferved ; That they who paffe {o farre, as to prefage
things to come, doz it not by wit and Learning 3 but
they arecither inertes, or minss in Artibys exercitats.
Then iflearned mencome oot to the knowledge of
Predictions, it is notbecaufe they wantaay parts of
wit and Learning; but becaufe they are wife and
learned : * For ifthey had leffe parts of witand Lear.
ning, then by the iudgement of Ficinus, they could
allo know that, which youfay you know. This witnes
hath fpoken well foryou. Another witacfle{peaking
tothe (ame purpofe,is he that wrote the Centiloguie.,
VWhowriteth thus., dbsze, dr afientiay fieri enim
mequek VE qui tantum[Ciens eff, particulares rerum fore
mAs pronuncies: [ols antem numine afflati pradicamt

particularia.  Hefaith, ifthou wilt learne thisknow.

ledge, thou muft learnc it parely by thy fclfe,partly by

Scienceand skill;by Science, in things vniuerfall; by

thy fclfe,inthings particular. Which things by Lear-

ning thou canft not foretell bue by the helpe of a Di-
ucll.  Againft this witneflc hee taketh no exception,

ncither can hee, for it is the confzffisn of an Aftrolo-

ger: Onely,hee expoundeth his words thus, Perzi-
cularesrerum formas, that is.{aith he, either the effens
tiall forme of a thing, orthe Plitonicall 7des : Then
this muft beethe fence : Hee thit hath knowledge
onely,and not the helpeofa Demon, cannot foretell
the eflentiall forme.or Platonicalll Zdes Butwhat is
this for Prediétions ¢ He is there giuing Precepts for
; . Pre-
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Predictions of particular Eucnts,& faith,that the thing
cannat bee done without the helpe ofa Dzmon. And
himfelfe declareth what hce meancth by particulares
formas;in (peaking of Predi®ions concerni ng paiticu-
lar Events, Solinuwmine afflass predicant particularia,
But fuirh the Knight, hec (heweth in divers Apho-
rifmes of the Treatife, that the Aftrologer dealeth
with many particular Euents ; therefore his meaning
cannot b-e of particular Euents, but of cffentiall
formes. Let M, Chambers reconcile thefe things to-
gether, aith hee. M. Chambers is not bound to re.’
concilethe abfurdities of your Aftrologers; for that
worke were infinite: Yet this may wellbe reconciled.
For,where hee faith particulars cannot bee foretold,

| butby the helpe of a Dmon 3 and yet himfelfe in

many Aphari{mes declareth,how the Altrologer may
cometo the knowledge of particulars;Here is no con-
tradiction at all: For cither hee fpeaketh of fu-h
particulars, as the Altrologer (hall know by the helpe
ofhis Demon: or of fuch as himfelfe (knowing by
that meanes) did publith in writing. VWherein wee
haue an open confeflion of their impicty ; but no
repugnancic in the words. So wee may proceed to
the examining of another witnefle,  Plotinas, as Por-
phyry writing hislife dothtettifie; as well ftudied in
Alftrology, and after grear paines taken therein, did
finde,that no credit was to bee given to [udiciary
Altrology, and did refute thefame, both in his pri-
vate fpeeches,and in his Books: Thus much Porphyry
recordeth. Marcilius Ficinus veporting this, lig. 3.
Ennead. 2. Plotin. addeth farther : That Plotinus rcfi-
fech indiciary Aftrology, Zib. de fuse atque libyss de
G
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prowidentia ¢ lib. de Celo. Thisteftimony isdouble
for it witneflech what Perphyry & Pletzz both did find
in this Study, whichthey both fome while profefled.
Otcher eeftimonies to the fame purpofe, wec referre
to the Sixth Chapter.

a— -

CHAP. V.
That Confe(fton of the Knight examined, that Affrologi-
call Preasitions reach not to the reoenerate, Anin-
wincible Syllogifme of the Knights examined.

X Itherto wee haue proued, that Aftrologicall
ﬂ Prediions haue no place or ground among
naturall meanes : that the Starres are not

paturall Caufes of fuch Events: thatthe naturall man
recciveth notfuchknowledge : that the knowledge of
thele things commeth by an inftinét or familiarity
with a Spirit, by the confcflion of thofe, whom the
Knight much efteemeth for their knowledge in
Aftrologie, What preofes canwee feeke more eni-
dent?  Therefore wee conclude, that the broken
{taffe faileth him, vpon which all his Booke refteth :
That the Starres are naturall Caufes of fuch E&ts,as
Altrologers foretell, it is broken in picces, and the
fhiuers therof ftrike the Caufe through the iidcs, See-
ing Philofophers haucreiected the Art for this caufe,
the Knight comming to the fame point, thould haue
enformed vs with fome conuincing reaflons, and not
intreat vs toconceiue that which hee fhould proue.
And yet wee muft both pardonand picty him. Iwill
admit,that hee is able tofay much for the Caufe sthat
his Learning is muchbetter then his Booke maketh
¥ proofe
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proofeof; thatitis pitty fogood pares{hould bee fo
cuillimployed. How the Knight takethit, I know
not: Butvnto meeit feemeth ftrange, that fo good
parts and guifts (hould be fpent vpon fo fotilha Sub-
ie& ; and failing inthe maine point, that hee (hould
not haue feeling thereof. W hat canwee thinke, but
that with Afrulogy there is alwayces ioyned fome
Mugicke? And that your vnderftanding, otherwife
{> quicke and liuely, is in this particular bewitched
with an Aftrologicall illafion, as it were with lome
Magical Incancation?[ wifh his good,from my heart.
Neither can I feare fuch abafe feare,that hee will take
it in euill fort,which is meant for his good. And if he
bee the manwhich I take him for, hee will one day
thanke him,that is not affraid to deale roundly with
him, to pull himoutof the fire ; I meaneto draw him,
ifby any meancs, {0 it bee the will of God, fromthis
fortith Superftition: But I muft proceed,

One common euafion hee vleth,which I haue men-
tioned before that Aftrological Predictions reachnot
to'the Church , norto the regenerare inthe Church :
and fometimes hee faich,neither to the regenerate,nor
tothewile. Now,becaufe properly cuery Artought
to bee defined by the Subic& 3 by this, Aftrologie
(houldbre defined an Art, that confidereth the for-
tines of fooles and wicked. For that cuery habite of
the minde oughr to bec defined by the Subiect; it is
well proued by Ariffotle. ‘And is not this, thinke you,
the reafon why the Regencrate and wile forfake the
Study of Indiciary Aftrologie? For,by your confelh-
on, it profitreth them nothing, it reacheth not (o farre

as vato them, For whatother reafon can you giue vs,
G 3 why
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why dugn/tine,Picws & fuch like,bei ng both thorowly
enabled by naturall abilities, & hauing a delire to that
knowledge,vrterly forfaked the Profeffion therof sbut
becaufc they were either regenerare or wifeethen what
are they who profeffeit I moue nothing but from
yourowne Principles. And doe you not handfomly
perlwade men,to thinke honourably of your Profeff;-
on, when you fay, it concerneth neither wife nor re-
gencrare 2 Or what account doe you make of all
fuch, as come to fecke your helpe in this Arc? Doe
you not fay,that shey can haue no helpe of you,vnlefle
they bee fooles, and wicked men ? Perhapstrue. But
here I intreate that it may bee well confidered,whara
manner of Artthis is,that by the Prof flors thereof is
confefled, wholly and oncly to concerne them, who
arc é Regmo Diaboli. - All lawfull Arts doe concerne
alikethe Regenerate and voregeneratc; and the worke
of regencration,maketh no diftinction, no manner of
alteration inthevfe of a lawfull Art.  Andisnor this
enough,to proue the whole Profeffion not to belong
toNature 2 For can any man fhew ary of the Libe-
tall Sciences, any Art or Profeffion in the world, that
dependeth vpen naturall Knowledge, and gocth no
further,which cuncerneth not all men alike, of whae
quality or difpofition (ocucr they bee =  And what
warrant can any man haveto profeffe or pra@ife f:ch
Art, asis wholly conuerfant about the members of
Sathan, and goeth no further 2 Bur as foone as euer
they haue bidden the Diuell farewell,the At biddech
them farewell.
Againc,they who grant that Aftrologicall Predi@i-
ons touch not Religion, northe regencrate, nox the

Church,
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Chureh, haue no reafon to vie Predi@tions within the
Church. Letthem bee fhut out of the Church, and
illude the Reprobate, for whofe vie they hold their
Artby their own confeflion. N ow within the Church

cucty onc receiucth the Sacrament of R egeneration -

And therefore the Children that are baptized in the
Church, are taken for Regenerate, albeit the cffe&t
thereof,ismore or leffe dpparant, or not apparant in
proceficof time. What then hath the Aftrologer to
doe within the Church, where all receine the Sacra-
ment of Regeneration = Further, wee fay, that the
At which concerneth only thofe men which are in
the Kingdome of the Diuell, and none elfe, is Diabo-
licall, and nothing elle: This is manifelt from the
contrary. For, as thit Profeflion which concerneth
the gadly and obedienr,and none els,is only of God 3

fo that Profeflion which concerneth the wicked, and
none clle;muft needs bee onely from the Diuell : For
ouerthe wicked the Diueil,rulech Ephef. 2. 2. and not

in the godly ; forthey are freed from the Kinedome

of darkenefie, from Sinne, and the power of Sathan.

Now when they are once frecd from the power of
Sithan 5 then faith the Knight, they are freed from.
Altrologic, Could any man more plainly proue, that

proueth by many Examples & Coofeffions of Witch-
¢s, that Witchcraft hach no power vpon the Regene-
fate, orvpon Magiftrates, who cxecute the Lawes a-
gainftthem 5 which is fully copfirmed by his Ma-
iclty, Demonal, 1ib, 2.cap. 6. Now if-Aftrologicall
Prediftions have no poweroucr the Regenerate and
wife,whatdoe they d fier from Wicherafe 7 Sauing

G 3 that
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that heere in agreater fhew of Learaing, they haue
gotten, asthey thinke, a deeper hole to hide chem-
felucsin Bucthisis but the deepenefle of Sathan.
In the meane time,wee cannot butoblerue one efpe-
ciall marke of an volawfull Art : the godly are exclu-
ded, itmedleth not wichthem. Lawfulllearning and
Knowledge cxcludeth none, but worketh vpon all
forts of menalike. Onely Sorcery, Witchcraft, and
Aftrologie,declared hercin to be the inuentions of ' ¢
Diuell, areconfefied by the Maifters of thefe Axts
herecin to bee valikeall other lawfull Arts,

TheKaight faich, it is not his partto proue, but to
anlwere, but no man will y<eld it to bee an Art or
Profeffion,without proofe: Andtherefore, P4g. 507.
hee vndereakethto proue, and warneth vs of an in-
wincible Syllogifme, which, faith he,isof that force,
that ncither Hemminga, nor all the Aduerfaries of
Aftrologic,(hall euer bee able to auoid it.  This Syl-
logifine is worth the learning, it will giue full fatista-
&ion,and make vs all recant what wee haue written,
or can write againft Aftrologie. Let vs therefore

., heare this wonderfull Syllogiline. Thisitis. The Sun
> and Moone yorke vpon thefe snferiour maitérs, but the
., O8her Starres haue the fame nature and [ubflance: ther-
» fore the athey worke and gouerne in the fame manner,
But how are weedif:ppointed ¢ For wee looked for
a Syllogifme concluding Aftrologicall Predictions,
andthar {o forcibly,as could not be auoyded. Here is
nothing concluded touching Aftrologicall Predicti- |
ons. This Syllogi(me,M. Chambers hath anfwered,& - |
{o battered it in pieces, that I doc maruell, how the
Kaight could thinkeit fit for any Seruice : buthe lih.—:t
, hath
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hath mo better, muft make much of the beft he
hath.

TofatisfietheKnight, T muft {fetdowne how hee
refuteth M. Chumbers : by this the Knight can take
leife exceprion,and the Reader may better vaderftand
the manner of his wriring. M. Chambers admitting
this Argument, fiith, the operations of the Sunne &
Mooncarceuident; and norhing belonging to Pre.
diltions.  How repugnamt, faiththe Knight, 5 bee to 5,
bimfelfe ? For iftheir eperations be knowne before hand,

they muft ferue to Predictions : andtodeny itis all one, ,,
 wsifconfelfing aman able to know when the Sunne [hall ,,
arife, bee (bonld yet demy it poffible for bim, te foretel s
whenit fballbee day.  And againe, if 1he operasionsof ,,
their Lights bee alfo fir[t knowne unto s 1n enery part ,,
of the Zodiacke ; why [hould not their operations by like 5,
reafon, belomging to Prediitions 7 For the Affrologer ,,
doth no leffe know their effects, as their motions doe di- ,,
uer(ly apply their Influence to the matter of things, then ,,
the Phy fitian doth the operation of thofé Simples, which ,,
bee doth miniffer. But fully to flop his mouth in this
point, what hath heebrought but a begging of the queffs- ,,
on,which neuertheleffe is confirmed by Mofes, whoex-
prefslywitne(feth them to bee ereated for Signes? And ,,
to appofe bis owne Confeffion againftbim, M. C hambers .,
himfelfe in bis 15. Chapter, acknowledgeth them 20 bee
Signestoforetell the chapges of the ayre, plenty, dearth, o,
plague<drongbt, ¢ fuch lske: with what face themean be ,,
beredeny ghat which he hath expresfly affirmed before 2 ,,
I hau: ferdowne the Knights words at lirge, becaufe
the Reader may iudge of the proofe of this inuincible
Syllogi{oe) M. €hambers faithy the' Argument ','mr:rl-1

uet
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ucth not Aftrologicall Predictions : theKnighe faith,
itis,as if granting that one knoweth the time of the
rifing of the Sunae, (hould not know when it would
beeday. Eitherthisinftance is nothing worth,or elfe
hee holdcth, that asthe day followeth the Suane-
riling, by fucha naturall courfe, which cannot bee
broken without Miracle; o the particular Euents in
mens actions foretold by the Aftrologer, follow the
Pofitions of the Starres in fuch a naturall courfe, as
cannot be broken, without Miracle.

The operation of the Suane and Moone that are
naturall, areconfcfled. The Husbandman can tell
when it will bee day,as well asthe Aftrologer. The
Husbandmen and Fifhers, by marking the courfe of
the Moone, can foretell the full Sea and E be, more
€xactly thenany Aftrologer : whatthen ¢ Arethefe
Aftrologicall Predicicns » Noverily, no more then
the foretelling of an Ecclipfe. For, of thefe things
that naturally follow, and without a Miracle arenot
broken,our queftion isnot, This M. Chambers gran-
teth: But whataffinity haththis with your Aftrolo.
gicall PrediGtions 2 Or,how will you conclude from
this grant, a particular contingent Eucnt in a mans
life orftate : as that Henry 2. fhall bee at fuch atime
woundedinthehead: orthar Zoh: Medices (hall bee
Pope,or any fuch like. For M. Chambers by Aftro-
logicall Predictions, meant onely particular contin-
gent Effcs as your felfe fay they are fuch, Pag.210.
Now, whea as your (elfe confeffe, thar Aftrologicall
Predictions are inthings contingent & not neceflary;
you grant directly with M, Chambers, that the day
followingthe rifing of the Sunne naturally,  that is,

nce
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neceflarily not contingently, the ebbing and flowing
following the Pofitions of the Moone,necefTarily not
contingently, the Eclipfe following the interpofition
neceflarily,not contingently. You muft needs grant
that thefe naturalland neceffary Confequents, haue
no affinity with Predi®ions, which are not naturall
and nccefliry Confcquences, butcontingent, as your
felfe doeacknowledge. And yet you aske,with what
face canM. Chambers (ay this £ With an honeft face,
and a learned head. Wee will not vrge with'what
face youmay looke vpon your ouer-fights. Learne
whatitis wee grant,and what wee deny. VWee grane
thatthe operations of the Sunneand Moone are eui-
dent, that their Effe@s are naturall, and therefore
boundto naturall neceflity, no way fubieét to Con-
tingence.

Wee deny, that the particular Euents foretold by
Aftrolagers,are naturall Effe@s or neceffary but only
contingent. You confeffe thus much. How thencan
you refute thefe things ¢ If I grant the operations of
the Sunne and Moone, inthings neceffary by the or-
dinary Courfe of Nature; muft I needs grant the
power of Starres in things contingent 2 'Yet this you
thought to beefucha Syllogifme, which allthe Ad-
uetfaries of Aftrology fhould neuerbee able toan-
{were. Youdeceine your felfe, and would deceiue
others. Butwhois not able to diftinguilh betweene
naturall Effe&ts,and contingent Euents, wh.ich poore
diftinétion cutteth off all your hopes of th's inuinci-
ble Syllogifine ; and (heweththe Caufe to bee weake,
that cannot bee better fipported. And whereas you
take pleafiire to compare the influence'of Startes to-

: H wards
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wardsacontingent Euent, to the operation of Sim-
ples, it is not worth the refurting, your fclfe granting
the one contingent and the other naturall. Now
call yon this a begging of the queftion; the queftion
being of Prediétions in particular Euents® What
d oewee begege in diftinguifhing betweence naturall
Effecs and contingent Euents¢ Doth not hee,thinke
you,famoufly begge the queflion, who anfwereth in
cucry paffage of his Booke,  thatthe Aftrologer con-
taineth him within the bounds of naturall Philofophy,
that the Starres are naturall Caufes of particular con-
tingent Effects : which neither you proue, nor your
felte orany ran liningis ableto prouc. Where you
tellys,that M. Chambersisconuinced by the teftimo-
ay of Mefes,who expresfly witnefleth , that the Stars
bee created for Signes, which words are often repea-
ted in your Booke, whereby you inferre,that Mojes
doth warrant your Predi@ions : 'Wee: anfwere, that
you muft not giue interpretationsof Scriprare toghe
Church; buttake them from the Chureh. The
Churchhath interpreted thefe Signes;to bee fuch as
prrtaine togaturall and politicalt Ordexs and Seafons.
Youdraw the words to hidden fcreis beyond the
Gourfeof Nature, without warrant. Further,wec di-
ftinguihbetweene gencrall Ef:&s innatare,and par-
ticulercontingent Euents: Now it M. Chambers ad-
mit withiClem; Alexandyinsus and others, that by the
rifing and fetting of certaine Starres, men may fore-
gcll the change of the Ayre, plenty, dearth, plagues, |
drought, and that inthis refpect, M4 riners, and Hul= |
bandmen haue vfe of thatknowledge: Muft heethat |
granteth this;aceds yeeld to yous Prediciions of [:dar. |
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ticular contingent Euents ? WNo Sirg’ wee admit the
one,and deny the other, withour any repugnance. Bov
whereas wee vrge your particular Euents, you would
gladly fhift off the matter with diftinction. of parti=
culars. The conceit, good Reader, if itbee worththe
hearing,is this-

Particulars, faith the Knigh,are of two forts; either
indiuiduall particulars,or {pecificall = For fpecies fpe-
cialiffymay and [pecies fubalternaare particulars faith
hee.

Ficft,ieis newes(if wee [peake properly) that fpecies
and genera fhould bee particularis 5 particulare, in the
proper acceptionthereof, being alwayes oppoled to
vniuer fale.

Sccondly, if 2 manthould admit this goodly di-
ftin&ion; yet will it doe the Knight no feruice : For
ifany were foabfurd to fay, that Aftrologicall Pre-
diGionsarc in particulars,that is ingenerals : yet this
fpeech differring altogether from the fenlc of the
Learned, cannot helpe them, who fecgheir Prediéti-
ons in {uch particulars 5 asthat Hesry 3, {hould bee
wounded in his head, infucha yeareof hisage ; that
fich aman {hould bee Pope ; that Dos Fredericke
fhould bee King of Aaples, and fuchlike 5 which are
all of thofe, which hee callethindiniduall particulars.
And thus you fee,to what faire end you haue brought
your:Syllogifme, which you told vs none could
ﬂ“ﬂ?dt
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CHAPI VIF

The Examination of the Knights Definition of Aftyols.

gie: whereby, asby a Rule, bee woald rule the gue-
Sfliom. :

¥%2 He Knight &arinﬁ, belike, fomething, be-
2 forchee cametothe Anfweresofthe Scri p-
Stesen, tures alleadged by M. Chambers; ferreth
downe,as hee calleth it,a Rule, whereby the R cader
may levell and dire& his [udgement, as he faith. This
Rule is to compare all authorities that are brought
againf him, with the definition of Aftrologie by him-
felfe fer downe. This proceeding feemecth to vs
firange." Firft, heewill makea Definition as it plea-
fethhim beft. * Then,hee will have not onely Philo-
fophicalltruths, (which were abfurd enough) tobee
leuclledzccording to his Definition, and not his De.
fiaitionto thofe truthes: but he wouldalfo perfwade
vs,to leuelland dire& the auchoritics of holy Scrip.
tureto this Definition, and to vnd=rftand the Scrip-
tures: by this Definition, and not his Definition b
them. For thefe are his words, Pag.23: I haue rémgz.:
good to foresvarne the Reader ot 10 bee difcosyaged with
the [bew of teftimonses, which he (Ad.Chambers)msufe.

, Compare bis aushorities and Arguments with she Defi-

»

> wition, by mee at fir i et downe, 10 the end i2 may [erue

«s a Ralewhereby the Reader may dire? b i+ dgement.

7 Indeed Sir, if you conld finde fuch Readers as you

Wilh, that weuld take fuch Rules without examining,
then mightyou thinke your Caufe werc in good cafe,
- But
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But what if the Readers will not rake yourRules ?
What ifthey wil not be perfwaded to lenel the Scri p-
tures by your rules, but examine your rules? Would
any fpeake thus to his R eader, butan Aftrologer 2
What Readersdoc youhope tor that will examine
{criprure and all suthorities by your rule? But what
isthisrule 2 This is your definition of Aftrologie,
Pag. 2. Aftrology is that Art, which teacheth by themo.- ,,
tions, configurations, and influence of the fignes, frarres ,,
andealestiall Planets, to prognofticate the naturall Ef-
Jelks and Mutations tocome_in the Elements and thefe .
inferionr Elementary bodyes, \When you haue fet,,
downe this your definition or rule : then orderly you
divide itinto two parts : the firft fpeenlative , in the
heauenly motionsand appearances: the fecond, pra-
€ical,which they cal the Iudiciary part of Aftrology.
Whatlearncd man will ever yeeld this definition
and divifion 2 [t were an eafie matter to prooucany
thing, if this might ferue the turne, o fer downe a de fi-
nition,and thereinto begge the queftion. If this defia
nition muft be a Rule to rule all difputations againft
you, you neede*not difpute or make proofe of any
thing, ic is all donein your definition. - But this man-
ner of writing, isbothidle and prefumptuous, ruling
thedifputation by your fancy without proofe, with-
outrealon. Confider the abfurdities of your defini-
tion. Firlt, whereas youlay itto Mafter Chambers
‘hischarge, that hee did not define Aftrology ; you
haae fmall reafon for thet, if yon confider ail. For
- this devifeofentc ring into 2 controuerfie with 2 defi-
tion, isvawarranted. ‘Where did any of the Ancients
fo 2 Now to examine the writings of learned men by
new deuiles, were not reafon. The moftlearned and
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iudicious Writers come not rafhly to 2 definition.
Obferue driffotle, asyouthall finde thar heefetteth
not downea definition, before he hath fully prooued
enery patt thereof: Then commeth the definition
asinaplaceof a conclnfion. The iudgement of this
man,and others, may watrant men to writeafter this
{ort. Neither is it reafon, that latedeuifes fhould pre-
_feribe againt che auncient mannerof the beft. Wri-
" ters. Neitherdoe you vnderftand your Mafker Ra-
mué herein; for it isnothis meaning, that alldifputas
tions (hould begin witha definition. Butasitis the
firteft and moft orderly courfe in teaching children
the rudiments of Arts(and fo farre we allow it) fo in
handling of Controuetfies whatlearned man did euer
vle that courfe ? There is a place,and time forall
~ things : bue in the beginning of a Controuerfic no
place for adefinition. The realonis, the parts hould
firfk be prooued. Yet this man (without any proofes)
is prefently at a definition. And hauing prooued no-
thing,he will haue his definition to be a Rule,the reby
 to examine all things that are againft him,

Now let vs confider the manifold perfections of
thisdefinitie. Firft,hefaich,Aftrology is an Art:We
haue learned out of Ariffetle,wharan Artis: It hand-
leth things variable, qus aliter fieri poffumt : Andfois
dittinguifhed fi6 fcience; which handleth true things
not variable. 4riffotle (peaketh fo generally, that hee

Lib. Ethic. 65 wold be vaderftood of al Atts.iss Madoa viymm w34
Cap. 4, yeasy ;70 Tesvaluy 1 Buopeiy Srwr dv phmran 7irer indexoduwy
G%e S Sva. . Now this Knight will haue ans to be
genwsto Aftrologyand Aftronomy : And Aftrono-
my which is /eientienotars to bee a/peciesthereof.
i85 b et casd befoee Hnes e S wrp
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be knowre amongft men, that any thing whichis tru-
ly called Scientia, could haue hisgenmstobe ars2Then
hefaith,that chis Art teacheth by the motions, confi-
figurations,and influence of Signes,Stars and Celefti-
all Planers. - Aftrology medieth not with motions,
that isthe worke of Altronomy : withcconfigurations
it dealeth ; burwhere heeaddethinfluence; irhad bin
good : fir{t to hane declared whatinfluence hee mea-
neth. For as wedeny not naturall influences , o A~
ftrologicall influcnce we reiect, as bauing o placein
Nature,6but onely inthebraines of Aftrologers. And
whereas a definition (hould be thort, no fuperfluous
words admitted init: to whatend doth he fay Ce/effs-
all Planets asif there were fome other Planets 2 And
where he fith it is to prognofticate naturall effedls,
and mutations to come ;! wee admire his wiledome,
that to {aue difputation and proofes, hath put the que-
{tionina definition. Andtherefore his definition is
averyidleconceit, valefle he, or any, forhim can firft
prooue,tiar the fubicét of Altrology,isthe confid: ra-
tion natural of Canfes,with their « ff:&s.Now whofo-
euer will proue an Artor Science, or any habitof the
mind, whatfocver, muft firft beefure of the{ubicct
thereof, For it is moft true,which rifforle both fhorp-
Iy fiw, and foundly delivered. Ethic. 6. That all
Arcs, Sciences, and habites of the minde, arediftin-
guifhed one from another, by their {euerall fubiedts.
Butthis man hauing made no proofe of the fubiect of
Alrology, thinketh that isenough forhim to define,
and not proove, but onely put the {ubie inhis defi-
nition;and thento ginewarping to all men;, .t0 take
this his'definition for a Rule;toruleial chings brought
againft him. Andthereforewe veterly reiect your de-
finition
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finition as valearned, bzcaufe you haue not prooued
the fubiet. You fay,the {ubie& is the confideration
of natural Caufes,and their natural Eff-&s. This we ve-
terly deny , for the reafons which we hane deliered.
Other clcapes we let paffe, for thortnes, Vpon thiswe
ftand,not only becaufe the genws is miftaken, bu efpe-
cially becauft the subiectis miftaken. You {hould by
proofeand difputation declare and manifeft the true
{ubiect of Afltrology. Butyou may fee what com-
meth of it, whena man willrunne {o hattily to ade-
finition.

CHAP. VIL

AsHiftoricall relasion of vhe princivall Asthonrs,

that hase written of Aftrolagy.

TH: Knight hathaddedto this booke a Chrono-

logicall Index of Aftronomers ( meaning thereby
Aftrologers) from Adam to histime. In this order he
fetteth all the Parriarches , il Abrabam, Ifaac , and
Zacb ,them,and all before them, he reckoncth Aftro-
logers. Andin the midft of thefegodly Patriarches be.
tweene Hemoch and Methufalabh, (whereby wee muft
vnderitand, that cither Zoroafles muft betaken foran
Holy Patriach, orthatthe Patriarches muft bee ac-
counted for men of the fameprofeffion with him.)
And thus along heioyneth cleane and vacleane toge-
ther, but without proofe, without reference. In thi
Index, he hath (et Zofeph, Homerss, Hefiodorss , and
many other to fill the number, which would m

i
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hard taske for theKnight to make proofe that they
were Altrologers. And therefore I haue thought it
accdfull for the vie of the vawary Reader,to mark the
indgements of the beft writers tha haue fpoken here-
of, thata plaine diftinction may appeare berweene
good learning, and A trologicall Sorcaries.

Thefirft inuention of Aftrology, is by many lear.
ncd menantributed tothe divels. This is the judge-
ment of Tertullian lib. de habitumulicbri. And againe,
Lib. de [dolatria. And of Clemens Alexandrinusin Ec-
log. And of Origen. Hom. 1 3.in Num. Celius (thedis.

Lib,2.cap. 12, hath obferued, that Zaétantins writeth;

Aftrologia, Aufpicia, Auguria et oracnla effe Demornie-
rum izuentum. Andthat Apuleins (a man ofthat pro-
fclion) confirmeth the ame, The Knightto remoue
this odicufnefle of their originalltelleth vs,that Plaze
in Phedro,attributeth the Originall of Arithmeticke &
Geomeury to adiuell that was called, Thesth. And o-
thers {ay, that Pkilofophy and other Arts were foin-
uented . TheKnighe by this anfwere would deceiue
himfelfe and others. It is true,that the Gracians did
arcributethe inuention of Arts, and of otherthings
that ferue for the benefit of man, to fuch as they held
Gods ; as the inuention of YWineand Corne & other
things : though weknow by the truth of Gods word,

~ thatthefe things wereinuented before thole Gods of
theirswere borne. Itis alfo true , that thofe Gods

oftheirs were mea which had lived here before. Itis
alfo true, that the worfhip whichthey offered to fuch
Gods,was Idolatry ; and by exhibiting divine wor-
fhiptofuch, they madethem deuils. Herenponthe
Knight inferreth ; therefore they did attribure the in-
ucntion of good Atts to deuils : 'Il'his we deny. E;]nr
the
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they did nothold their godsto be ditiels, orvncleane
fpitits: as the knowledge of thetruthteacheth vs to
hold. And the Heathen did account them Gods,
which once were men, asthe Knight himfelfe confcl-
1exn of this 74enth, whichdiners thinke to haue beene
Mer curins Trifmegifi. Now when the learned Fa-
thers of the Church fpeake of Deuils, they haye
anothcefenfe, then the Heathen fpeaking of thofe
whichthey cald ndusar, Of Sudpie.  Which words of
Heathen, aretaken ingeod pare, butnot of Chrifti-
ans. And therefore his anfweris nothing to the pur-
pofe;vnlefle he could fhew,that the Heathen did ate
tribute fuch inuentions, tofuch as themfelues accoun-
ted cuill and: vncleane fpirits : For from thefe cuill
{pirits came Aftrology, and from thele came no part
of goodlearning. Andtherefore,0rizen carefull long
beforetoanfwer to this particular, 51'!‘ puting of thac
which jscalled the wifl donie of the Princes of this’
world, (aich: ‘Sapientiam principum buins mundiintel-
ligimus, vt eff, Agyptioram f[ccreta, quam #ff#ﬂf et oc-
culta Philofophia e Chaldeosrwm Aftrologia, et Inui'so:
vum de [cientia excelfi pollicentinm, [ed et Grecorum
wiltiplex varsaque de dinsnitate fententia, Where hee
doth diftinguilh Aftrology from Philofophy, and
theattes which hee nameth prefently before, thus
Poetica, Grammatica, Rhetorica, Geomelria, Mafica,
Medscina, All which,he makethan other part of wife-
dome or learning much differing from Aftraloay.
For thefe Arts he calleth the wilcdomce of the world "

and of men. But Aftrology, faith hee,is nora part of
the will dome nf:b:rir*af.'d}: butof the Princes of the
World, for {5 he calleth Deils, And tothis purpo’c
do many lrarned, both Philofophers and Diuines,
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diftinguith betweene Aftrolc, gy,andgood learning,

accounting the one to be profirable for mans vle, the

other to haue no vle in nature, no placcin good lear-

ning. The firft fpreder of this Art, as moft men agree,

Was Zoroaffes, who being aman giuen to the familiz.

ity of wicked (pirits , did firft opento theworld in

writing,the fecrets of thefe illufions , which curious

menin a defire to know cthings to come, beeing alfo

inticed and drawen thereto by wicked [pirits,, gathe-

redintoa kinde of Art and Profeffion, The learning

whereby thefe men fought to know particular aéi-

ons’to come,was in one word called Magicke ; wher.

vnto Aftrology did (vrue s 2n inftrument or pretene,

And therefore Zoroafles is famous or infamous for

teaching of Magicke.” This man was 2 Per fian, and

not(as many thinke)a Barian,and from him the Pet-

fians had chis learning. Yea their Kings Sonnes were

broughe vp thercin.  Plite tearmeth this uayslar 75 teibid,y.

gwfnnis-;u ridpopaliov (is] M i Sy aria The Mﬂglcke

of Zoroaftes, the Son of Oromafius: thisis the wor (hi

ofthe Gods. True it is,that plats peaketh honourably

ofit: butnootherwife thenof the worthip of thejr

gods. Pliny witnefTeth that Plag, trauclledto learneit, psu. zis, 30,

& before him Pythagoras, Empedocles, Demacyitusshur Copr-

they trauelled to learae all Mugicke,not only Aftrolo.

8y,asthe Knight (cemeth to fay, commending Aftro-

logy by their trauell. For they were cither Magitians,

or fought the knowledge therof,infome meafure.And

therefore by their ranell hee may as well commend

hf{agirkc,asﬂﬂmlagy. As alfowherc hee faith, that

Kings and great Perfonages hauc ftudyed this Are ;

Where he plealeth himfelfe: with 2 Plealant conceir of
I 2

this
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this ftudy , which reacheth to the higheft heaucns;
and therefore fhould(as iz were) through their fecrer
influence aboue all other,be embraced and aduanced
by the Higheft on earth. But if you ftrip his fpeech
out of his R hetoricke into plaine Logicke, then it will
appeare, that thefe Kings, of whom hee gloriethfo
much,were Students in Magicke, as P/zny witnefleth,
fpeaking of Magicke. In tantum faftigy adoleuit, v
odicque ctiam in msagna partegentium praualeat € in
orienteregamregibms imperes. The Knight muft cy-
thertake all the commendation of this Art,or leaue
it. Learned men haue trauelled for it , it hathbéene
the ftudy of Kings. This hetaketh asin the commen-
dations of Altrology : By which he yecldeth,that A-
ftrology isa pare of Magicke. Forcertaine itis, that
the ftudy for which thefe men arereportedto haue
trauelled, and which thofe Kings haue ftudyed, was
Magicke. And ifvnder this name of Magicke , hce
commend Aftrology, thenindcede we grant, that he
may to this purpolc finde fomewhat amonpt the An-
cients : but otherwife, he will find nothing for Aftro-
logy. And hee willnever finde,that the Ancients re-
ferred it to any other part oflearning then to Magick.
TheKnight feemethto helpeit well, by taking thatto
Aftrology,whichthe Ancientsfpake of Magicke.
Ariftorle feemeth to fcornethislearning,as not ad-
mittingitintoany placeof maturall knowledge. For
he dgoing thorough all the:partsofgood ]earning,
medleth not with Atrology, fhewingthereby,that
he tooke it for no part of good learning. After thefe,
Esdosxus,aScholler of Plate,was muchrenowned for
his learning, who beingamanofgrearskill in Aftro- |
: | nomy, |
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‘nomy,vtterly reie¢ted all this learning that ftandeth in
Predi@ions.  Cicero faith of t im thus. 4d Chaldeoram
mon(tra veniamus: de quibus Eudexus Platonis andstor,
in Aftrologia, iudicio doitiffimorum hominum facile
Princeps, [ic opinatur, :d qued [criptum reliquit Chal-
daisin Pr#zﬁfﬁﬁﬂf, o' 1% notatione cuinfquevite €x na-
tali die minime effe credemdwm, Eundoxusintheknowa
ledge of the Mathematickes, went beyond all the
Chaldeans,and all other inthe iudgement of the beft
learned, as Cicerofaith. Pliny and others that fpeake
of him,giuve him the commendation of a man of grea-
teft Learning in the Marthematickes.

Ifthen a man of fuch knowledge reieéted thefe Pre-
diétions; was it not becaufe hee accounted thefe no
p.rt of Marhemarickes or Philofophy? Now becaufe
the Knight hath faid fomewhar of this,andthinketh he
hath well anfwered allsthis muft be confidered before
wee proceed.

To chat which 7%y faith of Esdoxus, the Knights
anlwer is, that hee can conuince bim by as Authen-
tique witnefle,as his owne.For Zaertius ({aith he)was
the Sonne of an Aftrologer, and wrote of Aftrologie.
Sextus faith, that hee and H#parchws praliifed Pre-
di¢tionsof weather, And Pliny,{hewing thar Ma-
gicke doth confift of Phyfickeand Aftrologic, affir-
meth,that-Esdoxus reputed itas the mofk excellent &
profitableftudy, of all other Difciplincs that pertaine
to wifedom.And therefore, faith the Knightcanlide-
ring that Tully is {otaken tripping in'one, what credit
are we to gine to him in the reft? VWhether Creera or
S. Chriftapher be rakentripping, let it bee exsmincd.
The Knight would iproue b)Ir other teftimonies that

3 Eu-
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Endoxus wasan Aftrologer :  And if hee might ence
prouc this, then hee thinketh Crcers is taken tripping.
Alaspooretrip : wharncedeth hee fecke any proofe
forthis? For Cicero hath [2id more for this, then all
his proofes. Hath not Cicers fiid, that Esdaxus was,
in Aftrologia indicio doltsffimerum hominum Sfacile
Princeps 2 Al the teftimonies which the Knight brin-
geth, come [hore ofthis : to whatend, arc teftimonics
broughtto proucathing granted 2 VWhar thea fol-
lowech? The Knighe fuith, therefore wee muft ot
giucany credit to Czcers inthe reft. Let the Reader
tudge;whether this be pliinedealing. Cicero dealeth
planly,and therefore deferucth credit: He faith Eo-
dexus wasa moftlearned manin Aftrologie, and yet
hee did veterly reieét the Chaldzan Predi@ions.
Againft this,there is nothing brought;for,that he was
an Aftrologer, isconfeffed on all fides : the truth is,
this word Aftrologie was otherwife vied, and in ano-
ther meaning amongft the Ancients, then now it is
amongft vs : and from the ambiguous vle of this
. word, the Knight fecketh in diuers places,to deceiue
thevawary Reader. The word was by ancient Wri-
ters,taken for Aftronomy: And whenthey commend
Alftrologie, they meane Altronomic ; and reproue
Aftrologicall Preditions, althoughthey fpeake well
of Aftrologie. Cicerofaith,that Evdoxus reieGeth Pre-
dictions, & yet was the greateft Aftrologerthat liued
then. This (heweth thae Aftrologie,as then this word
was vndcritood,might be fudicd & knowne withour
Predicions. That whichthe Knight bringeth out of
so. Plimy, isworfe : For Pliny,fpeaking of Magicke, faith
(asthe Knight citeth him.) Endpxuc,qui inter [apientic

feding
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Jeitusglariffimamwbiliff-mamque eam intelligi voluss,
Zoraftem tunc [ox millibus annoram ante Platonis mora
tem fusfle prodidsn. If hec will make any thing of this
teftimony hee fpecketh for M igicke : fo that hee muft
proue Altrologie, a pareof M gicke, bcfore that this
‘can ferue his turne. M. Chambers deonyeth, that Es-
doxus wis an Aftrologer,asthe Knight vaderftandeth
Altrologic, the Knig'it out of Pliny proucth that hee
wasan Aftrologer, becaufe Pérny faith hee was a Ma«
girian. -

Panetins,whom Cicero accounteth the moft indici-
ous of the Stoick-¢,d d not on¢ly himfelfe reiet thefe
Predictions, but witnefleth, that Archelaus aod Caffan.
der, being as Cicers faith, men of greatcft fight in
Altrologie, didrefufe this pare, which ftandeth in
Predi&tions. Hee wirnefleth the like of Seyplax of Ha-
licarnaffus, The Knight, bcing vpon the excepting
humour, wouldalfo take cxception againft Pamessus:
andwhy 2 beeaufe Tuly. faith, that Panetius wrote
more exquilitely of morall Philefi.phy then any o-
there Doth northis cxception fhew the Knightsﬁm«;
mour ¢ Forthis is no exception, vnleflchee will fay,
that hee who hath skill'in. Aftrologie, cannot bee
Iearned in other kindcs of Learning : and hee wonld
alfo except again’t him,becaule7wly faith of him, Nos
eff aufus negare dininandi artem, fed dubitare ¢ dixits
Ahis whichiscalled 475 druinandi, the Koight taketh
for Aftrology : bur fo Ciceracalleth that which ftood
i\,ni A:gg:rj«;ﬁ Aufpicgs,Extifpicys: and in generall all

i 2IC c_+_,: 2 U A Lo o LAR E o b

Lot vs conlider' whir Cicera himfete Shopehe of

this Profc fhon s Hee taketh “Aurafpices, fulgnratores,
4/
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imterpreses oftensornm, dugsres, Affrologi, Sortilegi. for
Profeflorsof certain vaine and foolith Arts, whereof
no reafon canbeegiuen ¢ and putteth them together
vlually inhis Booke,de Diuinatione, as Profeflors of
the like vanities :thotigh one differing from another in
the manner,yetall agrecingin theend ; which is by
foolith and vonaturall meanes to know before hand

the actions of men,in things to come. Wherefore, in

his iudgement there can no reafon bee brought for
Aftrologie, which may notlikewife bee brought for
Augury, Aurulpicine,and all the{e damned Arts, C:-
cero proucth,thac this diuination hath no part in good
Ledrning. Nec corum que in Goometria defcribuntur
(can any Prediiontell) que vera que falfa fint, fant
enim Mathematicorum non barioloram : De illis vero
vebus que in Philsfophia wer[antur, numquid eff quod
quifguam dininorum aut refpowderi folear aut confuli 2
Where wee note, that Disinus or Hariolss as it com-
prehendeth the Aftrologer,is cleane thruft out from
the Mathematickes and Philofophie : Aad there-
forethe Aftrologersprofeffion, isno part of Mathe-
matickes or Philofophy. * Cicero doeth likewile op-
pole, waturam ¢ fenfum, againlt fortunam ¢ cafwm,
and (heweth that thele Preditions come not from
nature and fenfe, but from chance,and fortune. For
who is ableto giue a naturall reafon, Cur a dexirs Cor-
wis,a finiffraCornix vatum faciat ? Cur [fella Touis ant
Veneris consunckacum Luna,adortws puerorwm [alstaris
St Saturni Martifne contraria. And againe, it is
confeffed that thefe things are fuch : guorwm rerum
enenta, non 6aufa gwerenda. And thereforcin another
place; fpeaking of thefe future Euents, hee faich f d
' Wit
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Jusurameftin nullarerum pature, Andbecaufeinnas
ture hee findeth no reafon for fuch Predi&ions,there-
fore hee calleth them  chaldeorum aonfira.” And
agawne, O delivationem incredibilem, mon enim ommis
error flultisia eff dicenda - Andallthis Art hee calleth
JuperfEstzonem Sagarum v irum Philofophis Dignins Sa-

]

f garum [uperflitione ita interpretariy an explicatione
| FAIRY £,
[

r

: M. Varyoliving in that age with Cizero, and ac- Coel.Rbod, L,
| counted the moftlcarned of thar age, faich likewife, @7
Ex Aflrolegia [inm pro fluxifle [uperFitionums ommnism
wanitates, Pliny puttcth thefe Predictions not in any
part of the Mthematickes,or naturall Philofophysbue
among(t vanaturall curiofities and Sorceries. And
reckoncth that Divination which is ex S7elis,amongft
the paits of Magicke;and reafoning of the ignorance
of men, by bringing in of many Gods : that Fortune
ismade a God,addeth thus, Pars alia ¢ bane (Fortu. Ziz,ce.y.
nam) pellst, Aftrogue[uo euentus affionat, & nafcend;
legibas, femel 1 ommes futuros vnquam Deo decretum,
_ in reliquumvero aliwm dasum. And againe. Ecce ful-
y ‘ EHr i w1005t 548, 0y acuilor wms p'.eﬁ#d - Auru/"oimm Pre=
, diddacre. Somtimes,as his mannet is,in the fearching

1 of Aatiquities; hee noteththe Profcflions with the

. =

— _—

- -
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1

v Authors. dmguriaex ausbus, Car monfirauit,a quo Ca- Lib.7,Cap.56.
. W viadppellata, Adiccit ex cateris Animalibus Orphaus

s« | Arvfpicism Delphus, ignifpicia ,{mpb.r:amw: Aufpicia

" anium Tircfias Thebanws : interpretationen oftentorum

y ¢r [imniorum Amphiction : Affrologism Atlas Lybie
3 Jiliiss, vt alff e Egiptyy. vt aly Affirg. And thus ioyning
| Aftrologicall Predi&ions with Predictions of Awgs-

vy Auruipicine, asBirds of a feather,atlaft hee fetrech

K downe
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downe all thefe, as kindsof Magicke or Sorcery. o
Lib. so:e,2. Pt marvanit Oschames [pecies eins fumt (Ipeaking W
of Magicke) nam ¢ ex aqus, & e Spheris, ¢ ex A
Aere dy Stellis, dy Lucernis, ac pelusbws, [ecuribus ¢ I
monltis aliis modis diuima promistit : praterea wmbra- B4
rum inferernmque colloquia. I omit ihe Cenfuresof P
the Romane State againft Aftrologers, as is obferued b
by Tacstus, and others. I
Thus wee finde, that by the learned and iudicious n
amongft the Heathen,thefe things were held as impi f
ous vanities. Sothat the holy Scriptures and Fathers i
need notbe vrged againft this impiety. VWe havethe ik
voyce of Natureinthe Confciences of the beft affe- i
&¢d naturall men, thrufting thefe Predi¢tions out of L
all the bounds of naturall Philofophy, and good lcar- i
ning. Let the Knight neuer plead tha himfelfe,or any i
Aftrologer, hath proceeded farther in naturall know- In
ledge, and good Auts, then thefe men have donc, f
thatthus haue onerthrowne their Predi@ions: for f
herein who will belecuc him 2 i
Touching the Fathers ofthe Church, we need not i
troublethe Reader with long citations : forthey are »
all ours fure: And ‘all found Writers in the latter § /4
time 3 vntill that Antichriftian corruption came in, i 4/
which with many other do&rines of Diuels,brought i i
this alfb into the Church (pra&ifed amongft fome ¥
Chyrch men) in the {moake of the bottomleife pit.  §
Before wee procecde,wee muft meer with the Knight "
in fome pafiages, touching thematter fpoken of. M. th
Chambersfaith, that Pythagoras, Desocrituws and Pla- | s
10 hening trauclled to conferre with the Magitians of i 4
Perfisyand Priclts of Egypt, cicher neuer learncd of §f

them |
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them this kind of Art (meaning Iudiciary Aftrology
orifthey did,they feemed veterly to have contemned
it, as ncuer vouchfufing to mention it in any wrixiogs
Thus farre M. Chambers. The Knight anfwerethythis
is ab anthoritate negatine, But Lrell you Sir, if hee dil:
rouc it Negatiue, from thefe auchorities, hee [peaketh
E ymeto you ¢ for thefe are the Philofophers, that
you muft make much of 5 for you are like to haue
none otherto helpe you. If we proue,thatthefe haus
not maintained Alftrologic, nor written forit; then
fure all Philofophers are cleanc gone from you: All
the hope of your Caufe, isin thefe or in nonc. And
therefore,as loth to lofe thefe, hee telleth vs out of
Laertius , that Pithezoras honoured paslids wazey
and out of Tuly thac hee did yeeld magnam aushorita-
tem dinimasions: Youmayadde alio outof the fame,
I meane Cieero,if you pleale,that hee was Awgur : For
fo Ciceratalleth him, Lsb. 1. de dininas, the like you
fay you could confirine of the others 3 and after ma- |
ny words, you conclude thus. Becaufe 2¢. Chambers »
hath theuzht this an drgument to fasenr his purpofe, 1
will adde the teftimony of Pliny, who expres[ly witne[- »
fesh againft 24, Chambers,Lib. 30. Cap. 1. that s they
all tooke vpon them an exiled and banifhed life, rather >
them atrauellto learneis, andall fecres Ares: (o sfter
they had astain-d ity and were veturned, they did noleffe >
extolliss but eficemed the (ame as a [ecret, not to bee ye-
gealed. Thisvaliant Knight dare venture vpon any
thing : for the truth is,thefe words of Plimy, which
hee citeth, are direétly and expresfly fpoken of Ma-
gickes M, Chambers (aith, That thefe Philofophers are
fillentin Aftrologies the Knight reproouing this as
K2 an
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an vntruth, propieth out of Plisy, that thefe Philo-
fophers trauclled forthe ftudy of Magicke: Which
thing M. chambers witnefled- The truthis, and we
confefle it, that thefe Philofophers were ftudious of
Magicke, and therefore fo farre-forth, their Philo-
fophy hath not beene accompted pure. Thenare
thefe the only men, of whome the Knight had fome
hepe, Yer it cannot be proued, thatthefe men fa-
vored Aftrology : butthe Knight rather (then he will
loofe them) will confefle that Altrology is Magicke;
for otherwife he can haue nohelpeot thefe : Ifnot
of thefe, then of no Philofophers. WWhere then are
the learned men that have mayntained this Att,
whome the Knight muftereth in Armes ¢ Whenall
fearch is made of Antiquity, there wilbe found only
Zoroafles, Mercurius Trefmegiflus, whome though
wee could be content to give him, yet a doubt may
be made of this man, becaufe inhis Bodkes extant
vader his name, though thercbe manifelt profesof
Magicke, wherein he excelled; yet there is little or
nothing to be found of Aftrology. Apollomiss Thya-
wons, Parphyiisus, Inlianns, Apuleine, and fuch: Adde
tothefe; whome the Knight himfelfe challengeth,
Spurain, Theagenes, Thrafyllus, Ptolomy, Seiencus,
and Afcletarion: Thefe wee yeeld you. If youcan
proue that thefeor any of them (for example take
Apollonins, becaufe hee is morefamous then the refts
the other being obfcure or leffe remembred) 1f you
.can proue that this man (whome you recken a-
mongft your Aftrologers) or any other did performe
thefe prediGions by Philofophy, or naturall know-
ledge; then will wee confeffe chat yop{peaketo geod
put-
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purpofe : till then you haue faid nothing. If any
man willvndertake this caufe, he muft be called
within the bounds of certaine limitations : For o-
therwife, ifhee{hall writeas much as would loadea
horfe, either in commendation of Aftrology, or in
cuill fpeech againft fuchas ftand againft his opinion:
[ baue nothing to fay but that
Tubeo miferumeffe libenteryoratenns id facit,

Then hethat will deale herein, may do well to
fpeake to thefe points. 1 . Weefay, that it hath not-
hitherto bene proued byany Aftrologer, that the
Art that is pretended to bein Aftrologicall prediéti-
ons, is any part of naturall Philolophy.

2. Wee fay, that ichath not been proucd, thar it
hath beneapart of Mathematicks.

3. Wee {ay thatas it ftandeth againft the Iudge-
ment of the molt learned; fo neither canit be! pro-
ucd by anygood reafon,that it 1S, or cuer amonglt
the ancient learned Philofophers, was accompred
a part ofeither,

4 . Wee fay, that all profeflors of Aftrology of
Ancient times, werealfo profeflors of Magicke,

s . That it was accompted moré honcrable to
profefie the skill in Augury, Aufpicia,and Exrilpicia;
then to profeflfe Aftrologicall predi@ions, andmen
(of morehonorable place and greater accompte for
their wiledume) haue profefled the former; then
this latter {orcery of Altrology. |

Ifthey will fpaak 16 thefe points and acquit'Aftro-
logy, then they (zy fomewhar. But muft warne the
Knight,or any other, that hee willbe pleafcd notto
take ‘for. granted the contradi@ory. of theleipofii-

K 3 ons
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ons, and fo runne along ia a flourithing difcourfe, but
thefe bethe things that you muft proue. Now Sir
to prous thefe things,will much trouble yousFirft you
will rake vp the Arabian dunghill; bucthat will not
ferue your turne - ForI grant the Arabians did ho-
nor this profeflion; but wee fpeake here of the anci.
cne times, wherein good learning {tood amongft
the Heathen. Neither will itferue you to reckon
Vp Adam, Seth,Mabaleel, Iared, Hemoch, Zoroaftes,
Methufaleth, Lamech, Noah, Sem, Arphaxad, Abra-
bam, Ifsac, Tagob, Albiom, loféph, Homer, Hefiod,&c.
And rorcllvs, thar thefe were Aftrologers; Take
Zoroaftes from that company, andthen wee yeeld
him to you, heis the Father of your Art. You
challenge him, you fhall haue him. Butthen ler the
worldknow, what agoodly Father this profeflion

hath.

CHAP. VIIL

That the operations of the Celeftiall bodies do not
kelpe the Afbrologers in their prediiiions.

F iy, oncerning the operation of the Celeftiall
; Q‘gp bodies vpon thefe inferior,by influence;
Zeuesy thereds an influence granteds but not this
which the Aftrologers haue by their imagination
(withoue profe) deuifed.Firft this pofition is taken
amongft the lcarned for certaine, that the celeftiall
bedics do fignifie nothing-whichthey do mot alld
sffedt: that whichthey cffc®is produced by them

as
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as by naturall caufes : And therfore the things which
God doth by himftlfe, canniot be forefecne in the
Stars, but fuchthings procced from fupernaturall
caufes - And things fupernaturall cannot be demon-
ftrated by anaturallagent. Neithet can thofe things
be forctold by the Starres,which are of fortvitall e-
uents, for fuch things haueno naturall canfe - fuchare
all things which are directed by mans will; thatis ina
word, all mens aions,to foretell thefe things as
from naturall caufes, is vayneto fecke,and impoffible
to find : Forofthings that reft in mans will,anaturall
caufe isnot to be fought, the things being voluntary;
which things cannot be forctold but by renclation. It
remaines then ,that predictions naturall, are of fuch
thingsas haue natrall caufes. The things therefore
thatmay be certainely foretold by the Starres, asha-
uing cheir naturall caufes; are all {uch things as belong
to the Theory of Aftronomyj as thatthe Sunne mo-
ueth fwifter then Saturne, or when is anoppofition
or coniun®ion,when an Eclipfe will be. Thefe things
may be certainely foretold, forafmuchasthey depend
vpon naturall principles,: there be other things ot that
kinde which are vfually/though erroncoufly)toretold
by Aftrologers, hauing indeed naturall cavies, but
not fo euidently knowneto Altrologers : the caufels,
for albeir thefe things belong tonature, yet they baue
not determinate caufes, andfo regulated to one E-
uent, asthofe that are inthe Theory :  And therefore
their error is in thefe things viually feene ¢ fuch things
are the predictions of raine, of faire  weather, of wet
times & dry: For that there are times of wet and ficci-
- tie,itis tres% truealfo,thattheféthings dependvpon
- the
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the ordinary courfe, of nature; and of fich things as
are vader thegouernmentofthe fuperior bodics; yet
arcthey not{o determinate, nor foineuitable, nor (o
cuident tothe Aftrologer, as arethofe of the Theory:
Forinthconcthe Aftrologer erreth not, in the othes
hee erreth commonly. OF thiskind areall Metcors,
‘which proceed of naturall caules,but not determinate
and incuitable : fothat the Aftrologer cannot iudge
of thefe by fuch certitude, as of the things belonging
to the Theory. Afterthis manner, the corruption of
the Aire isalfo of natarall (uperior caufis commonly;
whence come ficknes, dearth and fuch like: as alfo the
contrary followeth plenty, and healthfulnes. Thefe
are of certaine caules,but notfo certainely knowne,
thatthey may allwayes certainely be foretould. True
itis,that thefe things fometimes come not by naturall
caunfes, and inanaturall courfe altogether, but God
doth {end them at his pleafure; cither for the punith-
ment of fome people, or for their delierance, as it
feemeth beft to him . When God doth 6 {end them 5
thenarethey fartheroutofthe knowledge of the A
ftrologer  fothatin thefe thingsthe kaowlcdge of the
Aftrologer, is partly nothing atall,partly little worth
being taken at the beft.For in matters of this kind that
Altrologers haue either finall or no knowledge, may
be colle@ed from their common errors in this kinde,
as alfo from fome places of the holy Scripture, where
Altrologersare found ignorant in thefe things.

A queftion may be moued, whether thofe feauen

. Eearrs of plenty,and feauen yeares of fcarfitie, foretold
y o/eph inthe interpretation of Pharaoh his dream,
were of maturall caufes, orfent by God without re-

fpect
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fpet of naturall caufes. Thisiscertaine that the fores
telling of them, -was not by narurall knowledge, but
by reuclation:for allthe Aftrologers of Agyptcould
not fore-tellthem, but Zofph did by reuclation from
God. And yetthe Aftrologers were acquainted with
the encreafing of Nilus, whofe meafurable rifing was
the ordinary caufe of plenty and fertility in thae coun-
try :the inordinate rifing thereof, eitherintoo great
abundance,or intoo greate defect, was botha figne &
alfoacaulc of fcarfity. The meafurs of the rifing of Ni-
lus was precifely kept by the Priefts of Ecypt;and vp-
onthe fight of the rifing of the Riuer,they could know
the fertility or fterility of the yeare folowing . But this
was 00 part of Aftrology,it belonged rather to Geo-
metry:and fome reporr, that the vie of Geometry was
hirlt found out by that means . Then vpon the meafire
oftherifing of that riuer, they that obferuced it, could
fore-tell the plenty ordearth " which thould be inthat
countty : but I neuer read that any Aftrologer did
fore-tellthe iuft meafure of the rifing of that riuer be.
fore hand. The Knight thatis betterread in them,may
helpevs in this. Forthat the rifing of Nilus did lome
way depéd vpon the heauens it wil not(I fuppofe )be
denyed:becaufe whatfoeuer was the immccﬁatc caufe
oftherifing thereof, that did depend vponthe {upe.
rior bodies, if any thing depend vpon them. So then,
the Aftrologers knowledge cometh very fhort,when
as heknoweth not, norisable to fore tellthe euent of
thofe thinges, that are confeffed to depend vponthe
fuperior heauenly bodies. Now if this knowledge be
fo fhort and vncerraine, in things which depend vpon
the fuperior bodies; it muft needs be far fhoreer or
L no-
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nothing at all, in fuch things that depend not of
them.

Another kinde of things foretold by Aftrologers,is
of fuch things as haue partly acaufe of nature, partly of
mans willand operation. To vndertake to foretellin
fuch things, cannot be without fuperftition: For al-
beit they challenge a cunning, to foretcll in things
which hold a naturall coutfe, and fubieét to the pow-
ers of the Heauens : yet in things that are frce, as
mansactions are, nature hath no cafualty butmanswill.

They can challenge no skill in fuch things ; be-
caufe thefe things are not gouerned by a naturall de-
pendance from the Heauens, but from other Caufes
of another nature.As if an Aftrologer fhould foretell,
that fuch a man fhall bee ficke ar fuch a time; this

indgementis vaine and {uperftitious. [t istrue,thata
Phyfitian may indge of a mans health or ficknef{e,but
not by Aftrology, but by the difpofition of hisbody. = §

This thingdepcnds vpon fomenatural Caufe,wher-

ofnotwithitandingthe Aftrologer can have noknow-
ledge by the Starres. Forinthe order ofafions, if di-
uers Caufes bee ordered to one Effict, the Effect fol-
loweththe Caufe deficient ; as may appeare in the
a&ions of rcalon: For it adiale@icalt Syllogifme
bee made of one true Propofition, and another
falfe,, the Conclufion is falle, vnlefle by accident s - |
And ifit bee of one Propofition-neceffary and ano«
ther contingent, the Conclufion is contingent. So
s it in naturall operations, ifone Caufe be naturall,
and another frec, the Effett is rather to bec faid fice,
then naturall 3 And if one Caufe bee contingent,
the other meceffary, the Effet is contingeat. Of §
' fuch §
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fuch things there can bee no iudgement, but as' of
things free and contingent,

Anotherkinde of things inquired by Aftrologers,is
in thofe things which depcnd meerly of contingence;
in whichthings the connexion of the Caufe, and the
Euent,is athing not knowne; in which refpect thefe -
thingsare {aid notto haue a naturall Caule, becaule
the connexion of fuch a Caule to fuch an Euent,is not
knowne in nature. In fuch things to make Predi&i-
ons, is vttetly vaine,and (uperftitious : For as things
haue their being, {o haus they their fignification; if
then there be contingence in their being,it muft needs
beeintheir fignification. So,that it is impofsible to
finde certaine fignes or fignifications of things, which
are themfelues contingent. And yet in fuch things
the Kaight doth make efpeciall choyceto place Aftro-
logie. Soit isinthings thatare mecrely free : For
oueramansfreedome, thePofitions of heauen haue
no power. And itis a moft foolifh thing, for 2 manto
feck= that without him, whofe caufe is altogether
within him[elfe. '

The Aftrologers from fuch vncertaine grounds,
haue deuifed foure wayes to fecke the Euents of
things. 1. By Reuolutions. 2. By Natiuities. 3. By
Queftions. 4. By Elections. Inthefe things, theyare
fovacertaine ; that fomeprofefiing Altrologie, are
notwithftanding weary of the abfurdities which they
feeinfome of thefe, and therefore difclaime them,
asthe Knight doth fome of thefe, Yet fuchis the folly
of others,that they haue added a fiftway co thefe for-
mer, whichthey (2y is by Intentions. Ifa man once

giue way to vanaturall grounds, his minde can nc ufbl'e
L2
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be frec from fuperflitious and abfurd conceits, which
are impediments to faith and good manners, and in
the end make (hip-wracke thereof,

CHAP. IX.
Thas Aflrologie is an Inflrument to Magicke.

Or the better fatisfaction of the R eader, and

clearing thetruth: Let vs here examine,whe.

ther Altrologie hath any other vfe, then to

ccan Inftrument to Magicke, Wee fay,there is no
other viethereof; becaufe wee finde, that fuch Phi-
lofophers as did reft only vpon naturall R eafon,could
finde no reafon in Aftrology :  And further ; becanfe
if any haue maintained Aftrologie; they haue beene
fuch as were Magitians. This queftion I rather moue,
becaufe Iam not ignorant, how fome learned men
haue ftumbled at this ftone.  For, albeit wee finde
none that haue proued Aftrologie to beea partof
Philofophy;yer fome haue thoughr, that Magickeisa
parcof Philofophy : And thoughthat canhelpe them
little; yet wee would not leage the Aftrologers that
boleto hidethemfeluesin. Zobamnes Baprsfta Porsa hath
writtena Booke rntituled, Magia patwralis, implying
in the Title, that fome Magicke may beea part of na-
turall Philofophy. But in deliuering naturall Magicke,
ashee calleth it, hee delivereth diuers things, which
Philofophy reacheth not to, butare donc by the mi-
niftery of vncleane Spirits,  As of Ele@ions to bee
written in certaine flones, whereby thofe ffones are
fippofedto bee animated, and to recciue an efpeciall
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grace from Heauen. Et boe (Gaith hee) fundamentum
¢y radicem flatuunt omninm. Lib, 4.Cap. 25, Calins
Rhedig: a man of better name for Learning, diuideth
Magiam, in infamem ¢ nataralem, Lib, 3.Cap. 42.
From him,we adde another teftimony for the honour
of Aftrologic : Jum dr Muagie clanis commemoratar
Aftrologia. Vnto this opinion of Czlius, lanfenius {ce-
meth to yeeld, Com, in Concord, Cap. 9. Perhaps not
marking that Ce/sus hath thar commendation of Ma-
gicke, and eucnthofe very words out of Cormelius A-
grigpa. To fortifie their opinions, becaufe they are
alhamed of Agrippa, whofc words they bring ; they
fend vs to Plazo 1, Alcibiad. who therefaith, That the
Kings Sonncs of Perfis were infiru@ed therein. If
th:fg things were true, they make nothing for Aftro-
logic. But wetake it (by their fanoury that thefe men,.
thoughs otherwife Iearned and judicious ; yet herein
were oucrfecne,  For. whereasthey bring nothing
fortheconfirmation oftheir opinion, but the autho-
rity of Plato; if any fuch thing bee found in Plate,
then wee yeeld,that they might have fome reafon for
their opinion. Butin Plate wee finde the contrary;for
hee, fpeaking of the Inftitation of the Kings Sonnes
of Perfia in Magicke, defcribeththat Magicke which
they learned thus: utyde w, wpodspy 28 Dfoudde,
il Mo e edy Sspdrea. In which words Plate tel-
leth vs, thar the Magicke which the Sonnes of the
Perfizn Kings learned, wasthat which Zereaffes the
Sonne of Horemafius taught,and it is (Gith Plate) the
worfhipoftheGods. Now, if there bee no other
maturall Magicke, but that which can bee proucd out
ofthis place of Plato s then afforedly,naturall M agiclcri‘
L3 will-




An Examination of

will neuer be proued.For this Magicke, Plato willnot
haue to confift in nacurall knowledge, but in the wor-
[hip oftheir Gods ; which worlhip,becaufe it wasI-
dolatry, therefore from hence may be proued, that
Idolatry isa part of Magicke, butnithing elle from
hence. Then by this it appeareth, it is not N aturall,buc
Diabolicall. Now thefe mzn, refting vpon Plaze his
teftimony, caninthis point ftand vp no longer, that
ftaffe failing them whercon they leaned. And how-
{ocuer it may beefuffered in an Heathen, to giue an
honourable tetimony to Magicke, as beinz a feruice
thae pleafed their Gods;yet is it not likewife tollerable
in Chriftians, to approue Magicke from the fame rea-
gons, |4
This hath decciued divers,who looking more vato
a fhew of Learning, theninto the ftudy of the truth,
haue beene too cafily carricd away, and deceiued by
themthat told them ofa naturall Magicke. Thefc be
but the opinions of men of latter times, who were
heerein deceiued by Azripps. And Agrippa for a
Coufener dealeth formwhat plainly:For hefaith in his
Epiftle to Tritemins : Tres libros de Magia compofus, ¢
deocculta Philofophiaminus infeflotitnlesnferipfi. Then
they who will call Magicke Philofophy, becaule a
Magitian (to colour his wickednefle) focalleth it,may
vnderftand how weake their groundis, and fee them-
felues diretly deceiued, by him that profeflzthtode-
cciue, The Ancients doe exa&tly diftinguith Magiti-

ans from Philofophers, 2s may bee fecnc afivell from

the teftimony of Platelaft cited,which witneffeth,that
the Magicke wherof he {peaketh,ftandeth onlyin the
wprlhip of the Gods, therefore inno know-

ledge
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ledge,& by confequence no part of Philofophy.As al-
foby ateftimony tothefame purpofeout of Herodoiss,
for Herodotus, {peaking of the manner of facrificing v-
fcd amongft the Perfrans, declareth sthat cheir 2402
were their Priefls, AZagus aflans theogoniam aceipit, fi Hered. Cieio
quidems hanc illi dicunt effe incantationem effscactffs-
mam 5 citraque Magum nullam tllis fit legitimum facvi-
fleiwm. Andafterward declarcth,how the 47ags differ
from the Egyptian Priefts : thar is, how the Perfian
Priefts diffcr from the Egyptian Pricfts. By which
itappearcth that Mags were Pricfts,not Philofophers,
lamblicus diftinguifhing thefe, T meane Piiefts and
Philofophers, faiththus, Now emim imteligentiacon. rib.de myfe
sungit facrificatores Deo alioqui Philofophi vnienems Dei~ ™'~
ficam reportarcat, He calleth that, vnionem Deificam,
whereby the Priefls of Egypt and Magi of the Petfi-
ans, were {0 linked to their familiar Dinill that there-
by they had meanes to foretell and worke certaing
great workes, that isillufions. Thefe things be of Mas
gicke craft,but not of Philofophy: and they who doe
fuch things, arc called Aags, Chaldai, or [ometimes
Priefs,but neuer Philofiph:, of the Ancicnts, Tothe
fame purpofe, Diedoras Sicu/us witnefleth, that the
Chpldeans were not as the Philofophers of Greece,
ftudying naturall knowledge; bur as the Priefts of
Egypt, toretelling particular Euents. Chaldas Babilo.
niornm antiquiffimi eum locum in [us yepab, gucm
in Egypto Sacerdotes obtinuere,ad cultum enim Deorvime
deputats — Diuinatione quada futura predicant. This
is their Philofophy, not to fecke the naturall Caufes
ofthings, but by Heir manncr of worfhipping theit
Gods, ther is Diuells;, to lcirne the kaowledg” of
Pre-.
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Predictions of particular Euents, which cannotbee
knowa in nature,bucareknowne by the helpe of fich
Diuels as the Chaldeans worlhipped. Heerein Dio-
dorusconfenteth with Plate,andothers, and teachech
vsto know theflec Chaldeans. True itis,thatStraba cal-
Icth them Philofophers , but not (imply, but v
imymeiac pnosipwe, P hilofophers of that Counrrey. Where-
by hee diftinguifheth them from fuch “as othes-
whereare knowne by the name of Philofophers, and
doth more exa&ly diftinguilh them by their Profef.
fion. For {peaking of Wizards by occalion of M-
JSes: luchfaith he, was Amphiarans, Trophonius, Ora
 Phews, Mufeus, and amongft the Gere ,Zamolyis, a-
mong(tthe Indians, Gimmofophifle; amongfithe Poc-
llans, Magi, who were called faith hee , wonsima
& M & s, amongft the Affyrians Chaldei

amongft the Romans, Hetrufci , Arufpices, Thus
farre Strabo,who [peaketh of thefc th};}gs with vnder-

ftanding, comparing the Chaldeans,
pices rogether.

And this may fhew how farre they are miftaken,
that without warrant,without teftimony of the An-
cicnts, call either the Chaldeior the Magi Philofo-
phers : they may as well call the Arufpices by that
name. Now thefecalled by divers names in diuers
Countrics, Magi, Gywmnofaphifts,Brachmane, Chalde.
ans, dffrelogers, Arufpices,Druides, all were Magitians
offeuerall Nations. Whereas all the reft are, I cannoe
fay viterly abolifhed ; but ifthey bee pra&ifed, it isin
fecret only the Chaldean Superftition refumeth life
and courage in many places,by anabufiuc pretence of
heauenly influcnces: Whereas intruth this Superfti-

ton

#zé,and Araf-
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tion hath no more reafon then the reft, that arenoe
now o boldly maintained.

Thefc men would hide all their fleights vnder the
heauenly inflacnces = we grant,thar the Heauens haue
their force in thefe inferiours, fo farrezs the naturall
Philofophercan vnderftand. Ifit be demanded,whe-
ther they haue not greater force,then the nacurall man
can vnderftand : tothat, who can anfwere precifely ?
For whoknoweth all fccrets of God, but God? But
wee know,that ifthere beeany, no manis abletocx-
preficic. Now the Altrologer may learne naturali
influences from Philofophy :  but if there bee aboue
that which Philofophersknow, the Aftrologer muft
giucareafon how hee commeth to the knowledge
of fuch things, which the naturall man knoweth
not.

Giue me leaue(good Reader) for the manif:(tation
of thetruth, which oncly-God knoweth, I feceke: to
difclofe -thofe {ecrets, which Aftrologers labour to
hide,holdingvs with faire rales of naturall influen-
ces. It greeueth me, that 2ny (hould be (how much
more aman of fuch place and parts) fobewitched,as
onceroopen his mouthin defence of thefe workes
of darkenc{le, inthis great light of knowledge , and
ofthe cruch. [fit were not againft a caufe that {o much

‘ouerthroweth Gaodlines, 1f(hould neuertroble him ¢

but who can holdein this cafe, wherein Gods glory
and thetruth istouched; which wee donbe not, will
once holde his owne place, like the Sunncin his

‘ftrength, difpelling thefe miftes not onely of Errors

buc of great impictics, which now ouercaft the light
thereof.
N M + Thae
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That wee may know what thelc men meane by
their Influences, who can better teach vs then Corz.
Agrippa, that hath difclofed the fecrees of this Are 3
whofc teftimony is without exception, becaufe hee
was better {een 1n Aftrology then the Knight, orany
that taketh part with him. Agrippa fpeaking of
thele Aftrologicall _inﬂufnc:s,ﬁrﬁ tellethvs atale of

Lib.1.de ecent. the Platonicks : Omnia inferioraeffe sdiata 4 fuperiori-
Philsfs bus idais 5 ct totidem funt in anima mundi vationes,
yerum [eminales, quot ides funt inmente deuina, qns.
bus ipfa rationibus adificanit fibi incelis vitra ftellas,
etiam figuras, impre(fitque his omnibus proprictates :
Ab bifee ergo fellis figuris, ac proprietatibms, omnes
ecieyum inferioyum virtutes ac propricbases dopene
dent. Thenthe Aftrologicallinfluence dependcth vp.
onthat do&rine which Platelearned of Mercury Tref-
wegiff,concening Animamundi, Thisinfluence fay
they, may,be hindered by the inability of the matter,
and is infufed acordingto the merits of the matter,
Asthey would draw out of #irgs/, who heereinex-

prefleth the Platonicall conceipt,
Igneus eft ollis, vigor, ¢y Cawleftisorigo
Seminibus, quantum non #oxiacorpors 1ardant,

Further, hee explicateth this macter thus. Prosenit
Wirkus primia ab ldeis, deindeab intelligentys regenti-
bus, poftea acelorum afpectibus, difponemtshus, porroab
elementorum difpofitis complexiontbus corre[pondents-
bus calormm inflaxibus, This isthe doétrine of his
Influences. Iwill oncly bringit to the light. One.
thing I note throughout all his difcourfe of influen-

ces, hee meuer citcth @ Philefopher, but alwaics
Trifmeg:[F, Iarchas, Brackmans & Hebr aorum :E::m.'
/1 cnbules.
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bules. He proouethalfo out of Trifmezif, that by the

right marking of Influence ; ifan Image bee made of
fuch things as properly agreeto cach Damon : that
theimage fhall prefently bee animated by 2 Dzmon :

all this mult wee take as from Aftrologicall Influ-

ences, ,

Let vs proceed in thefe hid my fteries of Influcnces:
Hee faithfurcher. Nibil mateyiates numer: &> fizures Li2.E4p.an,
polfunt in myferis rerum abditarmm nifireprefentatine
per numeros & fizuras formales, guatemus reguminy o
informantur ab intelligentss, que meciuns extyemama-
teria atgue [piritus at volumtatem anime elewate per
magnnm affectum operamtis, caleflivirtute poteflatens
acespiens a Deo per amimiams vninier[i ¢y caleflium come
Seellstionum o feruationes. Thou muft not require of
mee (good Reader)the vnderftanding of thefe things,
For wee are now about the hidden fecrets and myfie-
ries of Influences,which neither the Knight, nor ] va-
derftand ; buttheir great Maifter of the Art.dzripps,
calleththem hidden myfterics: Andhidden letthem
bee euer from me. Andheetelleth concerningthefe
Aftrologicall Inflnences, that which T would haue the
Aftrologersto marke; butthey know it batter then I
cantell them. And therefore I with the Reader to
marke thefe Deceiuers,who in defence of Aftrologie,
dilcreetly fecke to maintaine all the myfteriesof Ma-
gicke. For Agrippa, one of the greateft Maifkers in
both the Profeflions,or in one;which includeth both,
further teacheth;that no Divination can bee perfited
without Aftrology, and therefore hee calleth’ Aftro-
pic,Clanems ad ommiums arcameram soticiam perneceffa- Lib.2.Cap.53.
riaw, Where hee {aith further, Omwia diuinationum

Ma gewe-
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geneva ficin ipfa Aftrologia faas radices & fundamenta
habent, vt abfque banc parum awt wibil videantur ad-
ferre. And againe, Aftrolsgrea diuinatio quatenus cele-
i [unt canfe & fizna omninm corum qua fiuns in infé.
rioribus, ex [olo fitw dy motw corporum celeftium, que-
canque occnlsa aut futnra funt illorum certiffimas largi-
tur demonfirationes, Hereweefee, from whence the
Kaight haththat learning, which hee {o often repea-
teth,but neuer proueth : that the Starres are Caufes
and Signes of thofc Euents which arc fcen in the a&i-
onsof men. For,in{uch ftandeth Aftrologicall Pre-
dictions.

Thou {eeft much (good Reader) but yet thou feelt -
notall. Thereisyet another fecret, that belongethta =
thefe Aftrologicall Predictions : For,itis notenough
to belecue without reafon, that the Starres are Caufes  §
of fuch Euents, which the Aftrologer would forercll, F
whatfoeuer they bee + but hec muft beleeucwitha
ftrong credulity,and carneft affe&ion, nay, with the |
excefleof a defire, otherwife they camnot cometo |
their purpofe. So that,it is not in the nature of the
thing,butin the vehement defire of him that fecketh ©
to know thefe things.. This is plaine witcheraft and =
Idolatry,in abufing men to place their highelt defires,
their faith,and aff-Gions vp nthefe things Andtheres
fore hee teacheth farther thus. Omnes reshabent natus’
valcm ohediewtians ad ansriam bumanam, &y de weceffi-
2ate babent motum et efftcaciam ad id quod de fiderat ane
ma fort: defiderie. And again Quands ferturin exceffum

giha.copgy. defidersy, And (peaking of the lime thing, he faith : E¢ f

bac cadem ratio efl esiamradix emnivm Aflrologicarwm - |

queflianwm, queniam ansma elewat a in alicusiws defidersf
1/ fgﬂﬂ‘ﬂ
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exceffum arvepis ex f¢ horam & opportumitaters
magis conwenientem ¢ cff icacem, fuper qua fabria
cata celi figura, poreff tunc Afirologico in es indicare
¢ plane cognofcere de eo quod quarens ipfe feire cnpit,
atqsdefiderar, Allthis goeth currantamongft Aftrolo-
gers, tor good nacurall Philofophy. Butlet vsturnea
[tetlero the Knighe,to whomfrom the heart ; we with
found heartpray,that God wil deliver him ontofthefe
fnares : hehath giuenvs canle to hope, that he may be
drawne to [ee all chefe vanities; forafmuch as himfelfe
doth ingenioufly conteffe;thar, that parr of Aftrologie
" which is abour queftions & Eleions, hathinitappa-
rant fortilegy . 3.He gineththere fome reafons of that
opidion : but I am perfwaded,that the greatcit reafon
that moued him,was, becauie hee {aw it fo impioufly
taughtin Agrsppa, thag withour apparant fortilegy, it
coiild notbeeadmitted. Hee'that 'doth confefle that
which is true, that'as it is taught by thefe Maiftcrs,
there is apparant fortilegy in.this parey may be drawn
to fee and confefle, thatin the whole, there is the like

tobe found. For this ‘Aftrologicall Influence (with-

outthe whichgroundthe Aftrologer can do nothing)
isfofided vpon the Platonicalconceit of anima munai:

And this’cometh not by a naturall Courfe of the light

& motionsofthe Stars ; but from the conceiued /des
to the intelligence;from the intelligence to the Sphere
it commeth o to the Afpeéts of Heauen, and to the
Elementary Complexions, reducing the Heathenifh
fup=rftitions. And yerall this will notferue, vnlefle
the Aftrologer come todefire this fecret knowledge
of things to come, with ftrong credulity, and excefle
of defire, placing his faich dnd affetions vpon thofe

' M3 inuen.-
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inuentions of Sathan, which wee owe only to God,
hisholy Scriptures & truth, Thisisthatwhich being
againft all natural reafon,hath driué away the moft ho.
nclt among naurall Philofophcrs, fi6this profeffion,
And hath driucn away all the holy Fathers of the
Church,and isable to driveall true Chriftiant from
it. For,when we finde by their owne confeffion,that
that thefe Predictionsare not founded in the nature
of thingsfought ; nor in the nature of the Starres,but
in an excefle of defire &credulity in him that feeketh,
who will notbeterrified from this fearch? And where
hee faith, all things haue anaturall obedicnce to the
foule of man; his meaning is not,that all things which
they thus fecke haue adefire to bee knowne, which is

Witchcraft: bue thar all vacleane Spirits are defi- |
rousto illudethe foule of man,and make fhew of obe-
dience,to catch the foule pf man in thefe fnares; requi-
ring a ftrong Credulity, and excefliue defire of the
Soule :  andfo drawing the feruice of the Soule to
themfclues, from God and from godlineffe. Thefe
bethe trappesand fnaresthat vncleane Spirites haue
{pred for Altrologers: Ourdefireisto giue them war-
ning hereof, thatthey may auoyde them. Letvsre.
i turnc to Agrippa, and marke his proceedings, Nox b
i alsacanfs g{::m aCalefliterenni al:éi: wir:::gﬂ prowen;-
#nke Hime Mages per ilias operasurss wititur sncanta-
bione afluta fuperiornm, verbis Myfleriofis i locntione
guadam ingensofa trakensunwm ad alind, i tamen wa.
t8rali, per quandam conuenientiam imter illes mutusm,
Sir,do you heare him ¢ When he hath lzide downe a
greatfecrer of the Dinels craft; yet he faith,all is done
¥1 Nagwrals, Thelebecthe thingsthat wee haue re-
: aounced

B D e o s o o e g S PR g, gy g

= =.

B s ey n e e wm T

E e mr g2 B




Sir Chriftopher Heydons Booke.

nounced in our Baptifine ; we renounce not Nature,
but the workes of the Diuell. And farther, hefayth :
Sicuts im eorpore bumane membyum vrnm mouetwr per-
cipiendo motum alterins, etincythera mota una chords
monetur et altera: fic quando aliquis mouet aliquam
partem mundi mouentur et alia,percipicndo motum illa-
rum. And to teach vs the caule of the malignitie of

87

the Iafluences, he faith: Qaicquid iniftis inferioribus L. 3.

difcors diffonwmg, reperitur, non ex influentia malitia,
[fedex mala difpofitione percipientis prowenit. And ther-
fore hedifcourfeth how the Superiour Influences are
firlt receyued in the Moone, and'by the Moone refle-
&ted vpon theearth. Now inthe Moon they receiue
fomeinfecion ; then theindifpofition of thefe Infe-
riour Bodies receyuing this Influence, maketh that
whichisgood initfelfe, tobeeuill. Thus fayeh hee,
Saturous inﬂu:’r anxictatem, deliramentum, triflitiam,
blafphemiam, defperatione, mendaciom, cre, Iupiter a-
uaritiam, tyramnidem. Mars arvegantiam. temeritateny,
Vensus lafiinos amores, Mercurins fraudes. Luna infla-
bilem progrefsum. 1f this Dorine bee true, there is
no euill from the Influences, but from the Inferiours
indifpofition.  Thetruethis, the Aftrologers know
not themf{elues, what to make of their Influence, and
therefore we muft be content not to know it. Yetone
thing I muft obferuve. Whenthey teach, that the Su-
periorsby-Influence gouerne the Inferiors ; and teach
allo, thar the Influcnce ofthe Staires are not evil, but
as they arereceived into indifpoftd Infetiors, Formy
part, Lvnderftand not how shefe things agree. For, it
{hould rather feeme by this; that the Inferiour Ele.
mientary Bodies,do ouer-rule che Influence of che Su-
| petiours.
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periors: OncthingImult remember more,  that 4-
gripps verradting infome fhewthefe diucllith bperfti-
tions, doth not retra& that which he wroteof Aftro,
logic of the mutuall vfe, coniunétion and affinity be.
tweene Altrologicand Magicke.  Bue that wee may
vnder(tand that thisknot betweene them is indiffolu-
ble, hee faith in that retrattation thus. adagiacum
Aftrologia fic coniunita atque cognataefl, vt qui Magi-
am fine Aftrologiaprofitetur is mibil agit fed tota aberres
vis. Then heeleaueth vsthis vnretraéable Pofition,
that Magicke and Aftrology cannot bee feparated.
Adde wnto this, that which before wee haue re-
hearfed, out of the Booke intituled the Centiloguie :
That no Aftrologer is able by meere Art,withoucthe
helpe of a familiar Spirit, to foretell any particular
Euent. And which wee obferuzd out of Frcsmus, That
thofe Predictions ftand not by Learning,but by fome
inftinct. And thenit is apparant to all fuch as will not
blindfold themfelues, thatall Aftrologicall Predicti-
ons of particular Euents, concerning the a&ions of
men, arenot naturall; buc meere illufions of vncleane
Spirits : and that Aftrologie, {o farre as concerneth
thefe Predictions, hath no other end or vfe, but onely
o {erue as aninftrument to Magicke, This isth= Do-
&rine of thele men, who haue moft of all excelled in
Aftrologie, whom in this cafe wee are bound to be-
lecue,before others.. Now, what will the Knight fay
tothelethingss or, which way will he turne himfelfe?
He will perhaps; deuifaa diftin@ionbetweene Aftro-

ersinold time, and in thefe times: bur that will not
he ‘rc him. For.4grippa hathopened plainly,thatold
and new Altrologie (s the fame; and' proceed &nﬁ
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he fame Principles by the (ame meanes, to the fame
cnd, and all isto ferue Magicke. Hee will perhaps fay,
as ofcet in his Booke hee doth, that Aftrologie is con.
demnced onely as i is ioyned with Magicke, but nei-
ther will this helpe him. For Agrippa telleth vs, that
thercis fuch affinity and cognation beteene themsthar
as Magicke cannot bee performed withour Aftro-
logie ; {o' Aftrclogie ‘cannot haue 2 his and per-
feétion without Magicke. So the diffcrence is not
much, whether wee call thefe Predi@ions Magica
or Aftrologicall Predictions. Nay, will the Knight
fay,the Magitiun though viing Aftrologic, yer may
proceed {o farre astothe conference with an vncleane
Ipiric: but the Aftrologer may ftay himfelfe in hisfi-
gure,and proceed no further. T anfwere, that diffe-
rence is not grear,in what degree hee proceedeth, fo
he proceed at all with the Diuell in his illufions, But
ifhee come tothe knowledge of a particular Euent,
whetherthat bee by conference, or by fome other
meanes; weeare heerein certified, that this thing can-
not bee done by Artand learning,but by the helpe of
a Spirit ; take that helpe which way you will,it is Di-
abolicall. For thatiudiciary Aftrologie, cither hach
beene,or may bealtogether feparated from Magickes
this the Knight can neuer proue : Neither can hee
bringthe teftimony of one learned man of ancient
times, to téftifie for him : but wee haue enough a-
giinfthim. For, befidesthefe which wee haue cited,
Tamblicns is fo round herein,that his teflimony admit.
teth no anfwere; thus hee (3ich ' £¢ impoffibile indicare
CEros cHenIns, cms omninm canfarum concuy(wm com-
prehendere nequeamus, mfi per infpirasionem d;hfnnr.:
§ N :‘
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id a/fequamur. To the fame purpofe faith Pfelwsa Pla-
tonicke. Iwftruita eft Magia muﬁam Aftronomica facul-
tare, pinrimagq s per ipfum peragit. And Philofirasws wri-
ting the Life of Apolonims (the moft famous both
Magitian and Aftrologerin his time) faith, that 4pe-
lomius conuerfing with Zarchas, the chicteft of the In-
dian Wizards, called Brachmane, did (eeketo find out
the end of [udiciary Aftrologie, that is, to bee ableto
foretell thingsto come, by certaine fecret facrifices.
His words are thele. Perum arcanas libationes per quas
Aftrologicam faeultasems, dy dininands peritiam inqui-
rebant, [acrorum praterea rasionem ¢ incantationem,
quas dys gratiffimas effe noucramt, larcham cum folo
Apolonio communicaffe refert Damris. It will much
trouble the Knight,to anfwerethefe teftimonics, and
elpecially this Jaft : For Apelonins was as well fcene
in the. Mathematickes,as any other. If the meere
knowledge of Mathematickes could helpe a man to
the knowledge of Aftrologicall Predi&ions, then
might Apelonius haue beene able to know fuch Pre-
di¢tions by his skill in Mathematicks: but his skill was
notableto helpe him ;and therefore he fought Aftro-
logical Dinination by certaine fecret Sacrifices. And,
b ingallthe skill innaturallknowledge that ye will ;
yet your great Mafters haue told you,thata Prediction:
of certaincuents,cannat be made without infpiration.
Thefebe thefecrets of Aftrologie, which the Knight
cunningly hideth from vs, but others plainly reueale
them:fecrets they are, & muft be. done in great fecrecy.
& that dgrzppa witnefleth,Experimentii omme magicuns
Jugé publicum guarit scculiari, filentio roboratur propa-
Yaisone deflrsitny, Oppories ergeo Magicum operasorem.
i e etetamh
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[eeretum effenullis aut spus [wum aut locum aut tempus,

ant defiderium propalar:, nifi preceptori ant coadintors,
1pfafoce logmacit as, increaulsiafq o in omni operatione
effectum impedst. “Thefe chings agreetogether : For
Agrippa ‘peaketh of the fecrets in Magicke, ag Philo.
Jtratus doth of the like fecreciesin Aftrologicall Diui-
mation, ' This'knowledge that thus flyeth the lighe,
theweth evidencly whence it commeth, Zamblicus
dilputing againlt Porphyry, telleth vs, that 2 phyry
following Aftrologicall divination, went not oundly

to the way of foretelling, but the Egyptian way was

as hee thought the furer. Both did fccke to know the
Lord ofthe Figure,whichin truth was 2 Diuell : but

they were not well agreed to what Diuell to giue

the place: bur the Egyptians ((zith hee) went more di.
vetly toic. Quidnam prohibes figure demimum, a1q; Lis. do My,
damonem per A[lrologiam quidems difficile inueniri. fa. Fom
cillime vero per dininum vaticinium atq, ﬁ:;}faﬁ.
Where hee plainly confifleth, that Demimus e,
whom the Aftrologers feeke fo much, is in truth De.
mon,a Diuell. Sir, yonvaderftand by this, how your
Altrologieis cenfured. There is no certainty in ic

till you come to Magicke, that is the fure way: o

that Zamblicus telleth you, that Altrologers doe but
fpend thetime in vaine, till they come to the Egypti~

an facrificing, that is, to plaine Magicke. Plossngs , ;..
quiinferibitur; fi faciant aftra : Gaich (as Macrobins ci- Zibe.s.
teth'him) Pranusciat Plotinus pibilvi vel potefbate. eo-

v hominibus tuenive ; fed ea que decreti meceffitas i
Singulis [anxit, itaper boyum eptems tranfitam fatione,
rece(fzne monfrar: : vt anes fi pratervolando, fen [fan-

& futurapmmis vtlvace fignificans nefientes. th;;é.
ok N 2 - Y
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by itappeareth,thatin his iudgement,there isno more
naturall caufe ofa particular Euentin the Starres,then
in the flying of Birds. And therefore thefe things
being (hut our from naturall Caufes, are found onely
amongft diabolicall Superftitions, |

My purpofe is hecreinto refute Aftrologicall Pre-
dittions, as {tanding againft naturc; by the voyce of
the naturall man: by Philofophers,and the confeflions
of them that haue beene repured moft learned 1a thac
fufion: And [haue deal licele with Divines: [ will
adde a few. Origen vpon the Booke of Numbers, ex-
pounding thofe words :  There s no Sorcery in lacob,
ner Disivation in Ifraell, sn due vime it (ball beeresealed
20 Jacob and I fracll, what the Lord will doe : {peakethof
the curiofity, which men by vnlawfull meanes vie in

. feeking thc'knpﬁl‘cdg: ufihings ta come, Hee (hew-

Hemr. 16 in
N,

eth that there are but two waicsto know thofe thingss
either from God,as the Propherts (pake, or from the

Diuell, as all other doe. that {ccke the knowledge of

particular Euents, Effealis quedam (laith he) in Minz-
Jlerio prefeiciie operatio Damonum, qug artibus quibuf
dim ab g5 qui [¢ Damonibus maciparsut collcoitur, And
expouading the latter part of that Vier(c : 1n zempore
drcstur 2 Tacobo o Zf7acli quid perfiecet Dess. Quid eft
daithhe)zn semporé dicetnr? cum oportet ¢ expedst,boc

eff imtempore.Si :rfé expedsiz pramofeere nas futyza, dices
tur e Deo per Prophetam Dei,per _@iﬁmpi (aitum. S: vie-
Y0 mon dicuntar neque denuntianiuy Cito quia nobis non
expedit futnrapranofcere. Quod [iideirco non dicunsur
%abis quia nabis ea|cirenon expedit.gui diner fis artibus,
& Bemonums inwocationibus geftsunt futura premofcere,
quid aliwd faciunt, wifi o4 capiuok difecre, qua fibi fcire

| i #ow
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Sir Christopher Heydons ooke.

non expedit. Andalirdle afrer after, A4 [olo Deo debe-
mus de futurss diftere, dy neque dininum neque. angu-
yenl, neque alind quedcirgue horum recipere., . The
Kboight would muke O71zen to ftand for. Altrologie 5
and producctha reftimonv of Origen (s he dreameth)
out of the narration ot /efeph,in which Zacob is faid to
tell his Sonnes, that Heaucn was a Booke, wherein
they might reade whatfocuer fhould befali them.
This,howfocucrthe Knight thought worthy hisRe-
lation; yetIdoenot account it worthy my Refuta.
tion. Iris grofle ignorance, or wilfull collufion, to
thinke that Orézemgaue credic to any fuch Booke, or
wrote any fuch thing: it is true,that many (uch tricks
are put vpon Origem, by deceivers, and thruft in 2.
mongfthis works ; of which O7igen complained in
hislife l:imc‘,cunffﬂing that hisworkes were interpo-
lated by coufeners : but for this particular. 1., It is
againftthe viball Doctrine of Origen, in, other places.
2. It is reiected by the Church as fabulous.. 3. It is
refuted by S. Auguffine, and others. Augnffine teach-
eth no otherwife, {peaking of Altrologie, and of Die
vination ingenerall : He fuith; Ommes Artes huinfmo-
divel nugato-sa, velnoxie [uper[iitionis ex quadim pe-
fifera focierare hominsm & Demopwm. Hee calleth it
peflifera curiofitas, craucians follicitude, mortifera[erii-
¢us. And reckoning all the kindes of Magicke, Zaru/=
picum, {r Augnrumlibros, lizaturgs, remedsa in pre-
Cabionibus ¢r Charalttyibes, ‘and other things of that
fott, at lathee Giith, Nec ab hoc._genere pernitiofe fu-
perfiitionis fegrezarids [ant,qus geneibliaci propter nats-
liam ditrim confiderationes ynunt autem. wnlgo Mathes
miibici wocantur. Foranciently theéfe ‘were not called
nEq Y N 3 Ml‘“

93



zxXamindton of

Mathemattci, and cherefore hee feemeth lozh to giue
them that name; as 2 name vadue to their oceu-

- 3 74¢% pation. For himfclfe obferueth fo much, Nex eos ap-

pelblarant Mashemaricosveseres, gui nunc appellantur,
Jedillos qui temporum numeras, moty cali a; Syderum
{tr#{ﬂ::gdr#ﬂf. This amongft the Ancienrs was the

nowne Subiect of the Mathematickes, the fupputai.
on oftimes by the motion of the Starres : And anci-
ently,Predictions were neuer accounted any part of
the Mathematickes, The Knight veterly fcornech chis
ancient vle, as idle and viine wichout Predictions,
Foranan{wereto S. duguffine, the Knighetelleth vs,
that S. Auguftine reproucth onely fuch, as either fol-
low the Idolatry of the Heathen, or fuppofz a fatall
neceflity in'thofe thingsthat depend vpon our will ;
in all things elfe confeffing the goucrament of the

Heanenly Bodies, and both the Starresto haue their

propertics, and the Aftrologer toknow the fame, This
wasfoon {aid and boldly;but when will it be proued?
Theeruthis, that S. AugafFine and thereft of the Fa-
thers, reprone Aftrologic, for the vaine curioficy of
foretelling chings to come;which cannot bee foretold
but by God and his Prophets, orto the Diucll and his
Prophets. ‘This is that which moued the Fathers a-
Fainﬁ Prediction, becaufe a Predi@ion cannot bee
oretold,but by the Spirit of God. This fith Origen
this faith S. Augnftime. Thatthe PrediQions of tho :
thatare called gemethisacs, is nothing but ermitiofa fu.
Perftisio. Cyrill, writing againft Iuliam the Apoftate,
anfwereth an Obicction that Julian hath made, that
A, abam vras an Aftrologer, that hee did vie Digina-
tonor Prediction by the Stastes. . Cyrid MW&&
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that there is no fuch Diuination or Predi&ion ; the
Starres haue mo fuch vle,they were not made for any
fuch thing : but as hee faith; Facium ab ipfo (Deo) di-
cimus Aftroram ckorum, non qued fanét oram Propbeta-
ram digmitatem habeat,velalind quicquam preserqwam
vt luceant hominibus, ¢y fint in fiena temporum. \W hen
the Fathers reproue Aftrologic, this is their pur.
pofe, to reiect it for Predictions of future things. This
Prediction cannot be done without the Spirit of God,
The holy Prophets did make Preditions by that {pi-
rit: If any fhall attempt fuch things by the Starres;
then they anfwere, the Starrés were not made to haue
the honour of the holy Prophets, whichthey fhould
haue, if by them wee fhould come to the knowledge
ofthingsto come. TheFathers fay, the Starres haue
no other vie or end but to giuelight,and by their mo-
tion to meaflre the times, The Knight {zith ; they
fhould haue an idle and vaine creation, if this were all
their vie: fo hee faith, Pag. 2. Behold how farre
thefemen proceed, to cenfure not onely all learned
men, that {tand againft their fancy, butthe very Cre.
ation of God muft bee cenfured, if it ftand againft
their madne{le, God give them a mceke {pirir,- To
fatisfic the Knight in this, that the Fathers in r"}f’m"
uing or reie@ing Aftrology, doe it in;refpect.of the
Prediftions, that their Diuination and Preditions
arevnlawfull : That this was the thisg,whichfotrou.
bled the Fathers, hee may vnderftand by that which
wee haue faid; and if thar will not {atisfie, wee could
bring enough. S. Augufline faithy Planetarios zms 0 -
Mathematicos vocant, plane confulere non defiftcham * £

quod quafi wullwm eis effet facrificinm, & pallapreces ad
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aliquem [piritum ob Dininationem divigentur, Duod

. tamen Chriftiana ¢ vera peetas eonfequenter repellit e
gf'ﬂ';ﬂﬁﬂf?- damnat, And againe, Jam ¢ Mathematicorum fallaces
T dinipationes, ¢ impia deliramenta reieceram, And a-
Lib.Confefi. >, GAINE, Inde certiffime colleg?, ea qua vera confideratis
Cap.6. conflellationibus dicerentur, nonw Arte dici [ed forte : guce
ausem fallamon artis imperitia,fed fortis mewdatio, And

LibdeCinit. aZAIN. His omnzbus confideratis,mon immeritocredituy,
Dai5 3. cum Aftrologi mirabiliter multa vers refpondent, occul-
s0 inftinitu fiers [pirituum non bonorsm, quorum cars

ef has falfas ¢ woxias opiniones deaftratibus fatis be.

maris mentibus inferere, arg, firmare: now horofeopi

notati y ;;{;'prﬁi aliqua arte, que nullaeff. And to this

Theod, in Zac. PUTPOIC Treodpret {aith, Vniuer(um Diabols genus in
medio propofust, diuinatores ex [yderibus progmoftica
prefitentes, [ormniorum interpres, eorum mendacia repre.

hendit, ¢ panas conflitait. Tt would bee a worke to
fillaBooke, if I fhould Wwrite all which the Fathers

haue obferued to this purpofe : Let the Knight fatif-
fichimfelfe inthis, that Ec elpeciall canfe why the
Fathersreproue Aftrologie, is,for that they take vpon

them to foreecll particular Euents fortuiall. Which
thingcannot bee done but by a Spirit, though many

times that Spirit may lye: But without a Spirit this

cannot bee rmed, by the common confent and

torrent oftheFathers, ~° '

. CHAP. X,
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CHAP. X
The Cenfure of the Knights Disinity.

¢ maruelled atin thefe cuill & licentioustimes,
Seh¢ who in colouring of corrupt Caufes, dare
preiuwmc to vit the pretence of holy Scriprures, tur-
ning and forcing Gods truth fometimes to inftific the
forgerics of Sathan : which impicty, as it proceeded
from the Diucll,the firft corrupter of the truch ; foy
wherelocuer it appeareth inother, it doth bewray it
felfe,and theweth euiden:ly, whom they imitate that
vieit. ForGodsholytruch cannot be o fpoken of,as
a matterof common Learning may be: For {mooth
tearmes, and a trimmed fpeech, without a religious
heart, openingthe truthes of Gods word,. will pre-
fently bee defcried. VWhether this religious heart bee
inthe Knight,or that hee hath prefumed with vaclean
hands to handle holy things;let the Children of the
Churchindge. Iwillnot charge him with prophane
words ; as where hee, fpeaking of the immortalicy of
the Sotile, of the divine Prouidence, of the Miracles
and Myfteries of Religion ;calleth thefe things meer-
ly Theologicall,or Metaphyficall,Pag. 94. & 95. Re-
ligion is Metaphyficall,as it dependeth vpon the im-
mediate will of God, and not vpon the order of na-
tire ; This wee paffe ouer, and come to try his fpirit,
and found his ivdgement in Diuinity.

Whereas M. Chambers cit-th the Prophet Efay 47.
12-13. where the Prophet forefhewing the deftructi-
on of Babylon,derideth the Aftrologers(fo much ﬂcg
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- and honoured there) who tooke vpon them to fore. |
tell calamities, becaufetheir Predicions herein could
not help Babilon.Afterz fruirlefle Dilcourfe, wherein
heetelleth vs that thofe Aftrologers were Magitians,

at laft hee affirmeth, That the ruime of this Monarchy
(meaning Babylon) was extraordinar y beyond the |
» Compafle of naturall things, and didno effe tranfcend

, bamane knowledge by maturall meanes (to {peake his |
., owne words) then the flanding of the Sumnein the Ha.
5 4ens, in the dayes of Yothua, er the going backe there-
,, of in the time of Hezekiah. which things,being mivacs.

s, W05 and not naturall, the Afirologer cannot foretell,
5, AP [uch hee affirmerh the defiruciionof Babylon to be.

’ Becaufe Godin bis fecret purpofe, had decreed to flirre up
:: the Medes againft thas people : this determination de-
% E:adilg (ashee faith) vpon the smmediate will of God:
y» ecanfe Cyrus is mamed two hundred yeare before the
, accomplifbmentof that Prophefic : becanfe the Medes
L were [ubiecd tothe Babilonians, and of [mall power : be.
s CAR[e the furprife of Babylon was fo fuddem, as Hersdotus
s TEPorteth, that the encmies fonnd them eating o drink.-
29 142> and danncing, _

And thus hee runneth on, and telleth the Reader,
that thefeare reafons to proue, that the deftru&ion of
Babylon was not naturall, but nﬁraculuus,dcpcndinﬁ
vpon the immediate willof God: what hee meanet
by the immediate will of God, I know not:- But
this we know, that the Miracles.that are wrought on.
ly by the Word, or immediate will of God, are fuuch,
as being done without meanes, caufeththe naturall
man to wender,whofe knowledge can reach no high-
er, thenasitis led by meanes. Therefore thﬁ-ﬁ:i:;: '-

-}
2

i '.I . & - e = e l... ¥
P i ¥ = -
S TEpr-——a e — A o T © =




MricE,
retel,
b, |
'rrrr:'p
il
f Gut:
1 ht
Mudes
2
Wit

st

:ﬂii's"rr
00!
ding

et h
+ Bul
T O

.:tfﬂdr |

it
oigr |
o

g

Sir Christopher Fliydons Booke.

ding of the Sur.nein the time of I¢fbwa, and che goin
backe theref in Hezekiah his light,& fuch like works,
were Miracles,becaufethey were done without natue

rall meanes, and againft the ordinary Coutfe of Na-
. ture, and beyond the knowledge of the natural] man.

But what Diuines hold the deftru®ion of Babylonto
beea Miracle? Here were all the meanes viid, that
are viuallinother deftru@ions : the meanes are well
vnderftood by the Heathen Hiltoriographers, that
neuer foundany Miracle herein. The force of Men,
great Armics, avaliantand politicke King Cyrm, a-,
gain{t a feeble and diffolute King Be/fhaz.zer, a man
without vertue and forefight. VWhat Miracle doe you
feehecre e Herodotus recordet b, as the Knight alfo
noteth,Pag.36.when the Medes on a Feftinall day had
encred on the one fide of the City, the other part was
ignorant thereof, being wholly giuen ouer to dancing
and mertiment, This the Knight notcth, to proue,that
this deftru&ion was miraculous, not by naturall
meancs. Did euer man reafon thus before# Isita
Miracle, thata vigilan, wife, valiant Army, fhould
ouerthrow acarelcflc and drunken Peoplc? And muft
this be brought asa re.fonto make ita Miracle? Your
Caule wanted reafon to maintaineit ; for fhame giue
oucr fucha Caufe,as muft be maintained by fuch rea-

fons; or elfe fet beteer heads toir. Bue he thinketh that

he harth faid much toit for proofc,becaufe the Prophet
Efay nameth Cyrus 200. yeares before the accom.
plithment of the Prophefic. I this be enoughtoproune

' aMuracle,becaufe God forefuwthe thing long bc fore,

and reuealed it to his Prophet 5 then, what thing in

theworld canthe Knight name, which by this worthy
Oa

rcafon

9%




An Examination of

reafon will not proue a Miracle? Doth not Godfore-
fec cuery thing as he did that ¢ If there were fuch Pro-
phetsamongft vs,as had fuch reuelations ofthings to
come, as Efay had; then fhould other Eventsbe like=
wife foretold. But fecing wee haue not fuchreucla-
tions,God hath giuento the Children of the Church,
that precious guift of Faith; by which wee beleeue ©
and know affuredly, thatall thingsin the world are
ruled by Gods Prouidence; and wee are taught to |
know,tharthe knowledge of things to come, not re- =
ucaled to vs,is not needfull for vs: Whenititis need- |
full,we fhall hauc it, but from God and his Prophets,
not from Aftrologers. Thus wee reftim Gods Proui- -
dence, and we exhort the Knightto reft there. [

But the Knight like a graue morall Diunine,to winne |
fome honourboth of Czcers,and of M. Chambers,bra-
uethit outthus, Pag.95. Tully profancly in his 2. de
Diginat. and in his Booke e Fato, denyeth and deri-
deth the prouidence of God ; and yet (faith he) may
M. Chambers goe to Schoole with him, and learne |
manners. Batbefore wee haue done Sir, it will ap-;-:-,-'
peare,who they are that haue need to goe learne man- j
acrsy and the Doctrine of Gods providence; which |
they may learne cuen of Cicero. For, good Reader, |
confider whether his wits bee not inchanted, that |
writeth thus. Cicerathroughall the 2. de Dinsnar, de= |
nyeth & derideth nothing elfe but-Predi&ions, which |
arc made by Aurufpicine, Augury, Aftrologie, Sorti~
ledge, and fuch like. This the Knights Booke cals
leth Gods prouidence: Isnot thisgood Divinity 2 |
Creeroinhis Booke de Fato, dilputeth fo, as to takea- |
way fatum Aftvelogicom, andleave fm;w-?bjﬁm?: i

that |
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that is, adependance betweene naturall Canfes and
their effe@s:and this is all which is called fasums. Chry-
fippms,faith hee, mece(fitatem effugere volnit, dy resine-
ye fatwm. This conceit pleafed Cicero, and therefore
hee faith. Quid afferripoteris, cur non omnia fato fiers
fatendum fit? modo intelligatnrque it canfarum diftin-
¢Fio,ac diffimilitude, Taly then taketh away fatums
Stoicwm and granteth fatum Phyficurs, And herein he
goeth asfarre as the natorall man could goe, holding
naturall Principles,which hee is cuer carefull to hold.
But whetherthe Knight goeth fo farre as a Chriftian
fhould, infpeaking of Gods prouidence, or as on¢
profefling morall vertues, fathering that vpon Cicero
which hee ouerthroweth; let others iudge.

Hee proceedeth flill the fame man, handling the
vndefiled word of God without reuerence, without
feare of checkes M. Chambers acknowledging the
power ofthe Starres,inthings fubietto their power,
but denying itto touch particular Euents, or mens
adtions, whercinthe Altrologers wholly fet it, faith,
that the Starres haue no force at all inthis fenfe : the
Knight [peaking hereof faith, that place of 745,38.33-
~ wnanfwerably refelleth that barbarousopinion which
M. chambers holdeth,that the Starres haue no force
at all fvnderftand over mensactions) for if they had
no foree, God would not vainly tell vs of their Do-
minion ouer the Earth, Pag.48. Then blefled is M.
Chambers, andthe Caufe which hce handleth, that
cannor bee charged of Barbari{me ; but with him the
lining God muft alio bec charged of vanity. ligrecs
neth mee to write thefe and fuch like blafphemies.
Shall awrctched man,corrupt duft & afhes lay vanity

O 3 to
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to the lining God,if the Dominion of the Sezrecs £c ach
not o farre, as hee in his foolifh heart imagineth ¢
Thefethings need no refolution,but a tharp ecproofe.
Repentandweepe for this blafphemy, and pray to
God, that thefe thoughtsof thy hearc may bez forgi-
uen. This alfois your pride and prefumption, that
you thinke that you can fee fartherintoa Texr of /ob,
thenall Divines can. Inthat place of 10b,there is men-
tion of the fiweetn. fle oramenity of the Pleiades, the
bands of Oriox, and the Dominion of the Heauens ;
which the belt Interpeters expound thus, The
fweetnefle or pleafures of the Plejades s Delitie ; doth
expreflc the fweetnefle and amenity of the Spring,
whichthofe Starres bring in., Thebands of Orionthe
conftriction ofall things procured by Winter, which

that Starre bringeth in. The Dominions of the Hea--

uens on the Earth, is 2 Parant inall things vegetable
vponthe Earth: And is nog this a great Dominion
which the Heauens haue ouer the Earth, when all
things fpring and flourifh at cereaine pofitions of the
Heauens. And againe, all things are bound vp and
frozen,and as it were deaded 2¢ {fomcother Pofitions
ofthe Heauens : VWhae worldly power is like this
power ? Moreoucr, wee yeeldthe influence of the
Heauens ouer thingsvegetable : And when we yeeld
this dominion of Heauen, wee yeeld nothing but that
which is fcencin Nawre, If you will haue more, you
muft imueit. Thea&ions of men wee deny to bee
ruled by this power. Andyou,ifyou cannot getthe
at'on; of Men, and particular Enenrs to bee vader

this power;you open your mouth againft the Crea-

tor,and charge him wich vanity,

But
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Sir Christopher Heydons Booke.

But how doththe Knight proue his imagined do-
minion of the Heauens 2 Forfooth hee maketh fome
thew , to prouc that the Starres haue fome force,
which thing isnot denyed.But the queftion betweene
vsand him s not,whether the Starreshane fome force
orno ; butwherein their force ftandeth. After fome
wandring difcourfe, at laft hee will proue forfooth
that the influenceof the Starres reach to the fuccefle”
of mens adtions. Now Sir, youare wtlcome home,
prouechis, and there (hall bee an end. But how proue
youthis ¢ thus forfooth, Pag. 49. The influence of
the Starresextendeth to the fuccefle of men , which
isyet more fully confirmed, ( as if before hee had
proucd it) whereas he hath faid nothing to this point.
But how i this more fully confirmed 2 Judic. 4. 20.
Where itis expresfly eftified,that the Srarres fought
trom Heauen in their Courtfes and order, againft
Sifera.

By all which, faith the Knights Booke, it appeareth
what Dominion they hauc ouer all men, as ouer all o-
ther creatures,either vegetable, or fenfible. But if M.
Chambers obiect, tha this power isnot vaderftood by
men, why doth M?F: teltifie, that they were created

. tobe fignes?whole fignifications if they be notvnder-

ftood, 1 affirme to be Barbarous, or no fignesto vsat
all. M. Chambers muft be content to be charged with
barbarous opinions; A40/s and God himfelfe, and
whofoceger ftand in his way; are thuscharged. Sir,bee
contented and quiet your{elfe, and you fhall fooner
fee the truth. The Conclufion which you would
proue, is,asyoutell vs,a thing naturall: wee looked
fora nawrallreafonof a naturall Conclufion.  You

goc
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goe to proueit by Scriptures, confefling thereby,that
you finde noreafonin nature for it: VWee nced no
Scriprures to prouethings naturall; they are for high-
er mattersthen nature can reach, But you fay, the
Starres haue Dominion ouer the fuccefle of mens
attions, becaufeit is faid,that the Starres fought from
Heauenn theirorder againft 576ra. Did eucr any,
‘Diuincexpound this as youdoe ¢ And,whatwarrant
hauc you to make the word of God ferue iour fancy:
Firft, youcharge not oncly the words, butthe [cafe
of the place: which thing either,you fhould not haue
done; ot elfe,notfo ra[h%y and without confidering of
your owne words, charge M. Chamsbers of falle [ug.
geftion, or falfetranflating, as you doe, Pag. 47. Fot
whereas M. Chambers citeth the words of o6 thus :
Doft thou know the order of Heauen, and wilt thou
reduce the courfe ofit to the Earth  Youfay he doth
falfly eranflate the words; becaufe the Originall hath,
Knoweft thouthe Lawes or Ordinances of Heauen;
and canftthou difpofe the Dominion thercof vpon
the Earth ¢ Leta man,not tranfported with affection,
tell me the difference betweene yourwords and his,
and giue a fenfiblediftin@ion betweene, Doft thou
know, and knoweft thou: betweene the order of
Heauen, and the Ordinances of Heauen: betweene
reducing the Coutfe of Heauento the Earth, and dif:
pofing the Dominion thercof vpon the Earth? Is not
one {cnfekeptinboth 72 But now, how the fenfe and
words of the oth*r place, is chopt & changed by you,
letvs confider. The place which you cite,in, the origi-
nalland inall Tranflations, certainly in all thac I haue
{cenc. The Hebrew Text hathitythe old Larineﬂ'rar?n-
(100
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flation, the Septuagint, Tremelius, Leo, 1uda, the En-
glith : all, I fay, wichout exception reade the place
thus. They foughe from heauen . euen the Starres in
their Courfes fought againft s//ers, The Interpre-
ters of this place, old and new, vnderftand it fo, that
this fighting from Heauen, was by Hayle, Raineand
tempeft. And true i is, that the Starres by their Coft
micallriling or fetting, are obferued to furcher raine
and tempe(t.  And thus wee haue the words of the
Scripture,faithfully tranflated inall Tranflitions, ex-
pounded by ancientand later Expofitors, (howing
how the Heauens foughe againft s76r4. This is con-
firmed by thecircum(tances in the Text. For in the
next words, it followeth., The Rioer Kifon fwvept
themaway. Thenundationof the Riverisdeclared,
caufed by the Hayle and Raine, which fell from Hea.
uen, whereby the Canaanites were ouerthrowne by
the tempeft from Heauen, and drowned in the Riuer.
Thus much is cuident by the Texr,and confirmed by
the teftimonies ofall that hauetouched this place. A-
gainft this the Knights Book(for Alas,the Knight him.

{clte may be guilclefle of miny things contained inthe

Booke) againft this,| fay, thiswritertakethvpon him
to tranflare iranew, and to expound it as him litteth.

“That the Starres foughtfrom Heauen in their Courfes
againlt S7féra : and expoundethit, thar the Starres by

their Lafluences gaue fuccefle to the A&ion;againftall
Expofitors. But if the Influence of the Starres gaue
fuccefleinthis A@ion; wee would know,whether the
Aftrologerconld haue giuen Prediction hereof, by

looking vpon the Starres. In the deftru&tion of Ba-

bilon, you fay, hee could not; and why could ‘hee
o P more
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more inthis# Forinthisa Miracle was thewed eui-
dently. Againe, if the Starresdid fignifie fuccefle;
whether was itgood [uccefleoreuill ? For,wee know
the ancient cofenage of Aftrologersand Oracles. If
the Aftrologer thould haue told the King of Canaan,
that the Starres fignified good fuccefle, hee fhould
haue but deceiued him, as manydoe. Further,if this
bea good reafon, becaufe the Starres did fight again(t
Sifera,therefore the Influence of Starres reacheth to
fucceflc in mensa&tions : Why fhould not thisbee as -
good? The RiuerKifon helped the people of God
againlt S4/era; therefore the Influence of the Riuers
doe the like : Forthere is nomore giuen to the Starres
then tothe Riuer. Ttistrue, thatallthe Creatures of
God,are athis command, and are vfed as Inftruments
to doe his will in the protection of his Church,
?nd' againft his encmics. What is this to Aftro- |
ogic ¢
But youfay,why did Mafes teftifie, that they were
createdto bee fignes; whole fignification you affirme
to be barbarous,orno fignesatall to vs.ifthey bee not
vnderftood  Your meaniog s, that Mafes witnefling . |
Gen.1. 14. That whereas God increating the Lights |
of Heaucn, faid, Let them bz for fignes & for feafons,  §
and fordayes,and yeares. Thefc words muft bee fo §
uc r ynderftood, letthe Starres bee created to fignfie par- §
. ticular Euentsof warres, of troubles of the Eftate of |
1. Citics 5 .and Common-wealthes, of the death of
- Kings,of parricular Euents of mens a&ions: that the
sudftrologers by looking vpon them may foretellthofe |
~w 1 things. Forifthey bee made for fignes, they muft fig-
.. mifigthefc things ¢+ Andifthey doc not fignific thele
. things
2
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things, then are they vainly created. Andis not thisa
great meruaile,that the Diuell did noe fet fome Aftro-
logers a worke to interpret Scriptures? For if you
had che teftimony but of fome one Expofitor of
Scriptures, yoa might haue fome pretenceto excufe
the impiety ; but having none, what Aftrologicall
Sorcery hath bewitched you, to dare (without reue-
rence) offer force & compulfionto Gods holy word,
to make it ferue your turne 2 All Expofitorsthat euer
I couldfce, withone confent expound this place fo,
that your Aftrologicallfignifications, are quite fhut
out. Auguft. Lib. Imperf. inGem. ad literam. Chr pfeft.
inCap. 1. Gen. Homil, 6. BedginCap. 1. Gen. Origen
inGew. 1. Theodoret in Gen /1. Abenlens in Gen. X,
Lyrain Gen.x.Gloffa erdinaria.Caluin in Gen. 1. Fran-
cifcus Vatabalws, not a Tranflator of the Bible, asyou
call him,bur adiligent Expounder. All doe agree in
this, that this fignification is of things in'the knowne
Coutfe of Nature, for tithes,yeares and feafons: And
fome doc expresily reiec Aftrologicall fuppofed fig-
nifications. The Knight will hauc it only for Aftrolo-
gicall fignifications. Sir, doc youthioke in your-in-
ward iudgement, that God hath written aBooke in
the Heauens,onely for the vaderftanding of Aftro-
logers? If this fignification beefuchas you would
haue it, itis onely for Aftrologers; for none other
canopen the fignifications that you meane, and yet
you know many Doctors doubt, whether the Aftro-
Jogers can openthem : Thisis your Divinity. But we
thinke that it may much better become a Chriftian
‘Knight, totdke Diuinity as the' Church'receiucth it,
thento makeitnew. Some expound thefe fignes-of

A the
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the moments of times, fome of fcafons & weather: of
which fignesall Husbandmentakevle : noneas you
doc. Zunsus wanflateth ehe place thus : 77 fime in figna
cxim tempeftatibus, tum dichws dr annis. Whichtran-
flationif you receiuc, (o agreeing to the vie of words
in the Origiaall, then are your fignifications gone. Be
contented farcher to conlider the mannerof your Ar-
gument; forthusyou reafon. If the Starres beenot
creatyd for vaine and barbarous fignes; then they
fignifie the fuccefle of mens adtions; bur they arenot -
created forvaineand barbarous fignes ; Remember
your {elte, where you had this Argument; for by the
like kinde of rcafoning, Q. Cicero. Lib. x. de disinas.
would maintaincthe Predi&ion that you maintaine,
Si fint dif, meque ante declarant hominibus que futura
funt, ant mon diligunt homines, ant quod euenturum fit

zgnorant,¢re. And alittle after, Sunt autem dﬁ,ﬁégmji‘.

canterge. Et fi fignificans, nullas vias dant mobis ad
figmificationis [Gientam, frufira fignificarent,dre. By
which manner of reafoning hee would conclude, that
future Eucnts of mens actions, may bee foretold by
Augury.& Aftrologic : He would charge the Gods of
vanity volefle thefe Predictions be admiteed. Y ou are
not affraid to apply the fame manner of reafoningto
the living God.But what rcafon haue you to leaue out
the whole Argument,and conclude but for.one part?
twic- _Fonthe Conclufion followethas well for Preditions
- loby-Augury, asforthele by Altrologie. 4
peTner l_*?}*llt{-‘wrre too long totrouble the Reader, with all the
setim Kaightserrors : yet I mulk toucha fewe, M. Cham- |
VO bersxeferveely to aplace of s c&r;i(?ﬂam:j n Matha,The
FL’:‘.;-'f...:KgI&hb%hi Wm{}m or Aﬁrq : 1 ml:&.. ¢ N
. gainft
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gainft it. Forthis isall chat Chryfoffome faith; 87 Glyi-
Jous fecandum legem fit natus Aftrorum quomedo Aftro-
bogiam diffolust, fatumaqne defiruxic 2 1f Chrift were
vnder the law of the ftarres, howthen (asthe Knighe
tranflarethic) did his comming diffoluc Aftrologie,
and deltroy dcftiny ¢ To which I anfwere, faith the
Knights booke (marke now his deepe Diuinity) That
hee hathfo diffolued deftiny and Aftrologic,;meaning
the power of the Starres ouer vs,as hee hath diffolued
death by his paflionand refurre@ion; not that wee are
in this world freed from naturall death by the death of
Chrift, but from the eternall damnation of death:thus
farre the Knight. Hee faith that Cheift hath diffolucd
the Dominion ofthe Starres, as hee diffolued the Do-
minion of death. But how did Chrift diffoluc the Do-
minion of death # Verily that his Church wmight bee
freed from ir, onely true Belecuers, themembers of
hisbody, all other lye ftillvnder the dominion of
death; fornoneare freed, butthofe whom hee foone
maketh free. Then,where the Knight faith, Chrift
hathdiffolued Aftrologie, asthe power of deathouer
vs;whom dothheemeaneby ws ¢ If you meane vs,
thatis,all men, then it is falfe: For (Chrift harh not
diffolued the dominion of death for all men, but one-
ly for his Elc@. If you meane by vs, vs that beleeue;
then how can you make your Similitude good, ma-
king fenfe, and keeping Diuinity ¢ As Chritthath' dif-
folued the dominion of death to vs Beleeuers onely,
but notitoall + whavwillyou make the dflarédion,<?
willyouinferre, fo hathhee diffolued Aftrologicto
belocuers; and all other are ynderthe Deminiofiof
rtheStarres;astheyarevndershe dowminion of death.
mia i P3 if
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If this beea true inference, itproueth plainly, that
Aftrologie isa part of thepower of darknefle, euill
and wicked : for crue Belecuers are deliuered from
all fuch things; and the things from which Chrift

bath deliuered them are fuch. But then you {ay, that

except they which produce this place, and otherwife

interpretit, can proue, that Chrilt by his comming

hath taken away the naturall vertueand efficacie of

theStarres, there is nothing (aid by chryfoffome. It

were good for him that wrote this,to perufe thattefti-

mony which in the next Page hee citeth out of Salo-

mon» Thefoole multiplyeth words. No man faith
that Chrift hath takenaway the vertue ofthe Starres?
but that mens actions depend vpon the naturall ver.

«<ue of the Starres :  But the queltion betweene you
and vs,is, what isthat naturall vertue of the Starres.
You fay againe if Chrift came to diffolueit, hee could

not diffolue thar which was not: Ergo,of confequence

it was,and till itbee diffolued,is effe@uall. And after
this manner;for want of better ftuffe,you trouble your

fclfe and your R eader,with fuchascommeth in your
head. Weeanfwere, Chrift diffolued Aftrologie, as
heediffolued Idolatry,yet S. Paw/faich an Idoll is no-

thing, Now will you Sir,chop Logicke with S. Paul,

and [ay, if Chrift came to diffoluc Idols,hee camenot
to deftroy thatwhich was not ; Erge,by confequence

itwas. Butthe Apoftle willtell youthat Chrift came
todiffolue thofe things that are not intruth, but onely

imagined by the fuperftitious conceipts of men, illu-

ded by Sarhan: For Chrift doth not deftroy the

natareof the Starres, but fuperftition, whichfancieth
another power in the Scarres then God :hathgii::m
1 them
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them: which{upetltitionis the worke of the Diuell,
and therefore Chrift diffoluethit, as Saint 2/ faith.
For this purpofe appzared the Sonne-of God, that
hee might diffoluc the werks of the Diuell,

Ifthe Starres haue fuch power ouer the aétions of
men, then was your baoke written vader an vanfortu-
nate Starre: Foras itis commonly fuid, hee cafteth
cnill, thar cafting all day calteth not one good chances
So may it well bee faid, hee writeth badly, that wri-
ting folong a Booke,writeth not one found fentence:
Suchis your Booke, alwayeslike itlclfe, And Ifup-
pofeit were hard tocull outonefentence throughthe
whole Booke, that a man can inftifie, who is refolucd
to maintaine nothing but truth,

After your manner you preach thus: Pd¢.393. 1
would know of him where hee learned this Diinity,
that God hauinrg expres{ly forbidden any thing, asis
were agaioft his reuealed will (as hee affitmeth Aftro-
logie)neuerthelefle concurres to the effecting of that,
which fhall aduance thecredit of an vnlawfull pra-
&ifes, to the derogating of his owne glory : this is
flatrepugnant toall Diuinity. Anda littleafeer, That
God doth not workeby fuch meansas himfelfe pro-
hibiteth: If nced were, [ could amplific by {undry rea-
{ons and authorities. |

Becaufe I amloth to enter into fich a large Theolos
gicall Difcoutfe,as this queftion which here you moue
requircth: I will briefly anfiwere, Sir, did you euer
careto ynderftand what were thofe famous Contro-
uerfies, which that bleffed Father S. dugufiine held
againlt the Pelagians It feemeth not. And what doe
the knowledge of thefethings belongto a Knigi;‘fxf

. No
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No more dothitbelong to a Knight to moue fuch
deepe queltions, and peremptorily toconclude in D'
uinity 5 thefe waters bee too deepe £r himto wade
in, Bricfly know thusmuch: That Goddoth worke
inmany things afainﬁ his revcaled will. His reyealed
will wasto dbrabam, that Hfaac thould bze offred in
a Sacrifice; yet God wrought againft it, Nay the cafe
may bee fo, that the willof God and the will of man
may bee contrary one to the other; and yer both
good. The Father lyeth vpon his death bed; the
Sonneswill and defire is thac the Father fhould line,
and this defire of the Sonneis agreeable to Gods re-
ucaled will; for that reuealed will containeth what
weeoughtto doe: But Gods fecrer will is contrary
to thisdefire of the Sonne, and the Fatherd yeth, will
this Gentlemanaccufe God, becaufe hee concurreth
to fome effets againtt hisreuealed willz\When Adul.
terieis committed and Baltards begotten, ivis againft
thereucaled willof God: But hee that (hall affirme
that God hathi no will,nor power, nor part in gene-

ation, {hall take away partof his power,and giueitto
omc other thing,and (o make moe Gods, The pco-
pleand principall of Ifraell confpired o put Chriltto
death ; this wasan valawfull a&ion: Now hee that
{hallfay, that the hand and Counfell of God did not
concurte in thisattion, thall denye the plaine Scrip-
ture. AcF.4 27. Hevod and Pontius Pilate, with the
Gentiles and people of Ifiacll gathered themfelues to.
getherco doe whatfoeuer thy hand and counfell had
detetmined before to bee done. Neither doth it fol-
lowhereby, tha: Ged doth aduance the credit of an
valawiullpraciile, to the derogation of his glory for

Adul-
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God ordereth 2l things in nature, himfelfe being
pure from finne; and punitheth all finaers, puni-
thing both Advlterers and Aftrologers : But when
(Lfay) thar God ordcrethall things in nature, this
doth not teach Arologicall Predi®ions, which are
out of the comp. fle of nature.

No better 1s that Theologie which hee vetereth
Pag.480. Thereisnoplace in Scriprure in which blaf-
phemyis named, but doth deferibeitto be a verball
wniury vitered in deteftation of God. VWhence hee
feckcth 1o proue, thatexcept it bee cuill {peaking of
God himfelfe, itis no blalphemy. His knowledge
and fenfe in thefe things, whereof hee is bold to
Apeake, israther to bee pitried,thenrefured. I el you
Sir;that you doc nthing throughout your Booke bue
blalpheme, when you f; peake euill of M. Chamsbers
though then your intent is not to offer a verball intury
toGed. Yerwhen you fpeake euill of fuch, as for
confCicace, maintaine Gods truth,” and therefore
fpeake euill of them,becaufe they maintzine the truth -
thenyeu blafpheme. This is true ; and if you re-
pent not of thisfinne, you will finde it to bee true
another day : ‘But thercfore wee labour to doe this
feruice, bothto the Truth and you; that when the
knowlsdge of yout finne is brought to your fight,
you mn]}; the fooner finde the way to repentance.
Now, that blalphemy isnotas you fay,onely a ver-
ball iniury vttered in deteftation of God, and fo -
kenincuery Scripture where ir is named ; but that
itis 2lfo againft the truth of God, and againft che
Saints that maintaine the truth may appeare out
of thefe places and many moe, 4%, 14. 45. If"ﬁt;

the
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An Examination of
the Jewes iw the peaple, they were full of enny, and [pake
againft r&affé réiui: fbﬂ mr{fpok:{of l{ml avliéye;lss,
) Brazenusslss, that is,contradicting and blafpheming.
AG.18.6.Whenthey refifted ¢ blafphemed hre fhooke his
raymeent. S.Panl fpeaking of himfelfe,and other his fel-
low Apoftles,faith, Kom,3.8.we are blafphemed, And
1.Cor 4.13. Being blafphemed, wepray. And 1. Cer.x0.
30.For if £ through Geds benefit bec partaker,why am 1
blafphemed for that, wherefore I gine thanks, Toomit
many places: they arealio faid to blafpheme,who dif-
{emblein hypacrifie,making fhew of an holy Profef-
fion,themfclues being voholy. Apec. 2. 9. Zknow the
blafphemy of themwhich (ay they are Iewesch are not,but
aré the Synagogue of Sathan, W hich places I note the
rather, becaufe the Knight out of his wonted confi-
dence, dothboldly giue it our, that there is not one
placc of Scripture, where blafphemy is named;but it
dozh defcribe it to bea verbal iniury vetered in detefta
tion of God.If the places of Scripture were numbsed,
there will be more found againft this, then for it, But
his aduantage is, he is no profefled Dinine, & therfore
may erre in thefe poiats,and we muft pardon the im-
perfections of a Knight in Diuinity. Which kinde of
pleading;as I would neuerdeny toa man thatdid de-
fcry afound minde, or were compelled towrite 3 foif
our Kl‘li%‘lt looke for the (ame fauour ; we may iuftly
anfwere him,as Catean{wered A, Pofhumins Albinus,
who being Cof. wrote fome Romane Storics in

Grecke, defiring all mento beare with hisimperfeétis |
ons: Becaufe,quoth he, lam a Romane,andtherefore . §

of methe exaét knowledge of the Greck tongue is not
eo bee required. But Ca#o told bim that this was but
~ trifling,
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trifling, to intreat pardon, when he might haue beene
without fault. For who compelled him to doe that

for whichhce thought fit to crave pardon;fo may we
fay to the Knighr, by filence hee might haue beene
blamzlefle s By writing {o vnskilfully of vaknowne
tihngs, vpon hope of pardon ; becaufe his place
requireth not fuch exaét skill in Diuvinity, and of
by vpholding a corrupt caufe, hee hath fhut himfelfe
from the benchire of that favour, which otherwife he
might looke for. And if ignorance beeto bee excufed
ina Chriftian Knighr, I fhould rather excufe igao-
rance in Aftrologie,then in Dininity.

But muft wee pardon this alfo which followeth ¢
Where M. chambers had found fault with one, for
alcribing fo much to numbers,that therby hethought
to artaine che myftery of his faluation, and te haue his
name regiftred in the Booke of God. The Knight de-
fending that irreligious fpeech, writeth thus; Pag.
419. Itis euident to him that is not blind by malice,
that hee intendeth nothing in that Hyperbolicall and
excefliue [peech 5 but fuch a fequeftration of our
thoughts from all materiall things, as thereby wee
may the more frecly contemplate the myftery of the
Trinity in Vnicy;vatill through our whole conuerfion
to the fame, wee cometo bee regiftred in the nums
ber of thofethat are fealed to faluatior. Thus farre
- theKnight. If any man contradié this Gentleman, he
is prefently charged to be blinded with malice : And
yet,M. Chambers did not intend to contradi€ him,
but openedanirreligious fpeech of another. But the
Knight willtakethe defence ofall vpon him. It were
to bee wifhed,that hee would deale more aduifedly,

Q.2 and
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and not take vpon. him the defence of cucry foolith
Aftrologer. Wee hope vpon betrer aduice, hee will
thinkelealt maliccin fuch asdeale moft plainly with
him. And truely, if wee fhould {uffer fuch prophane
fpeeches to paffe without reprehenfion, fr were
enough to fpill him. VWee rcproue that prophane
fpeech: your Defence makes the fpecch no better, but
your iclle worfe,then weetooke you. Foryou tellvs,
that by that Hyperbolicall and exceffive fpecch, hee
intendeth nothing, but fuch a fuquettration of our
thoughts from all matcriallthings ,as thereby we may
morefreely-contemplate the myftery of the Trinity
in Vnity ; vatill through our whole conuerfionto the
fame, weecometo bee regiftred and fealed to faluatis
on. Some of your Aftrologers hauetold vs, of great
powcer of fome nam:s of God abufed, and of fome
words [poken without vnderftanding. They tell vs
allojefthe Language that the Angelsvieamongthem
felues; thele bee things which wee vaderftand nor,
. thercinthey may goc further then wee poore foules

can reachthem. But whenthey tell vs,how by num.
bers wee may bee fealed to faluarion 5 this thing is
{uch,wherein wee may iudge of their vndcrﬂanding.
Forin thefe things we haue the rule of the Scripture ¢
Andif an Aftrologer from the Starres, oran Angell
from Heaven,preach vnto vsany other thing concer-
ning our {ealing tofaluation, then that is deliuered in
the Gofpell, wee are waroed to hold him Awatheme,
- You fay, wee may know our names regiftred in Hea-
. uen,and (caled to faluation by numbers, or by feque.

{tration of our thoughts from all marerials. Confider
the cuill fauour of this extsauagant fpeech, 1. This

which 0}
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which you fay,is no Doctrine of faith 5 not contained
inthe Scriptures, and therc fore it containeth not our
fealing to Saluation; becaufe all things neceffary to
our Saluation, are as S. Awgufiznetruly fith: Aperte
in Scripturis pofita.a \Nefay this fequeftration of our
thoughts from Materialls,is acither Divinity,nortrue
Philofophy; for what doe you meaneby it If you
meane Machematicall abftra&ions which confider
magnitude and number, withour matter, then is it
impious in Diuinity, to {ay, that fuch 2 fequeftration
can bringro vsany Myltery of Saluation : And ab.
furd amongft Philofophers,who put not mans felicity
inthat- If ygu meane any other thing,then you depart
from your friends purpofe, who fpeaketh of Mathe-
maticall numbers, 3, VWhereyoufay, we may there-
by contemplatethe Myftery &c. You erre infetting
theknowledge of a beleenerin Contemplation ; For
ourknowledge s in the heart,working inlous,and not
in the braine an idle contemplation. 4. Where you
fay,by this we inay contemplate the Trinity in Vnity:
this isklafphemy to fay or to thinke, that the know-
Jedge ofthis holy Myftery, can bee apprehended by
aumbers,or by fuch meanesas you defcribe. 5. Iris
again{t Diuinity, admitting it were fpoken in good
words; for a man is not taught to know his faluation
by looking vponthe Myftery ofthe Trinity ; but by
looking into the Myftery of Chrift his Incarpation,
and Paffion,  wherein hee findeth redemption ;. for
heerein hee may finde himfclfe ; in the Myftery of
the Trinity no man can fec or find himfelfe. 6.Where
you by our conuerfion to the Myftery,&c. thefe bee
idle words,nor vaderftood by him that vitered them.
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For, true itis,by our Conuerfion to God,welcometo
know our feluzsto be Gods children; but this conuer~
{ionto the Myftery is vaknowne in Diuinicy. 7. Our
conucrfion to God, is noteither by contemplation of
numbers, or by abftra&ion of our thoughts from
Materialls, but by faith and repentanes. 8. Where
youfay, by ourconuerfion to thefam=, wee cometo
bee regiftred inthe Booke of Life; vnderftanding it
the beft way, it containeth falfe Do@rine : For our
conuerfion is nota caufe of regiftring our names in
Gods Booke;but the contrary is true : Wee are not
regiftred by our Conuerfion ; but weeare conucrred
becaufe wee wereregiftred. It dependeth notvpon
our Conuerfion;butour Conucrfion dependeth vpon
it. 9. Whereyou fay, wee cometo bee regiftred ; as
iffomethingthat wee doe may caufe or procure this
regiftring, ic is fallc Diuinity; for that dependeth not
vpon any thing which wee doe. 10. Where you
fay,regiltred in the number of thofe that are fealed :
thisisa confounding of regiftringand4{ealing, which
are things diftin&t, For,wee are regiltred or Predetti-
nated not by faith, but vato faich ; wecare fealed by
faich after our effe@uall calling : as the Apoftle teach-
cthy Ephef.1.13. In whom afier that yen beleewed you
were fealed with that boly Spirit of promife. 11. The
manner of your fpeech doth breath out Pelagianifme:
For youfay,we may by fequeftration of our thoughts

cometo bee regiftred, &c. Doe you not attribute

this power to Man, that by the vie of his naturall fa-

culties,hec may purchale chis regiltring asyoucall it ¢ |

For by naturall meancs,wee maycontemplate num-
bers, by naturall meancs; wee may fequefter our

thoughts
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thoughts from all things matcriail. Ifby this meancs
wee may cometo be regiftred, as youlay,inthe nums-
ber of thofe thatare [ealed to Saluation : may we not
then by naturall meanes obtaine thar grace 7 And do
you kriow Sir, how to diftinguifh this Dotrine from
the Doétrine of Pelagins 2 - ¥3. Laft ofall, youruune
intothat damned ervor, which Pigehius with fome
other few of late, raked vp out of Hell: That men
may predeftinace themfelues when they pleafe. For
when you fiy, Men may by fequeftration of their
thoughrs from Marerialles come to bec Regiftred in
Gods Booke : If you meanethar whichthe Scripture
calleth the Booke of Life, thatis nothing elie buc
Gods cternall purpofe of Predeftination, then you eel
vs, Thatmen may by your deuice Predeftinate thems-
felues.

Howfoeuer it is, you haue played the partof abad
Interpreter, whileft you defirous to expound ano-
ther mans wordes, fallinto{fo many Errours, Igno-
rances, Abfurdities, Impicties, Blafphemies, in the
compaflt of fo few Words.

This may teach you (ifyou bee Wile) not to plsy
the wanton with holy. Scriptures : not to fpeake of
God, and his holy Myfteries with a prophane heatt:
~ For Imuft bee plaine with you; ifyour heart were
Sanctified, you would not fpeakein thisfort. Giue
your hearr to God, and all thiswill bemended. Be-
forethattime, meddle with thefc Myfteries. © For
our God is a confuming Fire, and will bec Sanétified
inthemthatcome neere him.

I will ceafe to trouble the Knight any further, ex-
horting himto zbandonthac blinde Studic, wllulicl;]

a
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haue no place in Nature, nor in Religion, thitgsa
pernitions conceite, it is with diligence to bee rooted
out of mens hearts ; that wherefoere this fuperftiei-
onis once receyued, men are driven, and asit were,
haunted with Furics that they can have no quict reft,
This man (hallrife a Witnefle againftall fuch Aftro-
logers, as now in the lightof the Weord, follow that
Studic, (o famoufly conuinced by the Light of Na-
ture,

To conclude therefore, we haue heard the Princis
ples of Aftrologersexamined : We haue found, that
they abhorre from the knowledge of the Naturall
man, and fromall good Learning,  This hath beene
confirmed by the teftimonies of Philofophers, of Dj-
uines, and by the confeflion of Aﬂmﬁ:gcrﬁ them.
felues. VWhartthen remaineth, butthe fentence of
fome Noble Iudge, that may giue iudgement, the
caufebeingopened. Butas heere we feeke not an o
dinary indge, fo wee hauefound on¢,a moft Noble,
Learned, and Iudicious Prince, our gracious Soue-
raigne, his moft excellent Maiefty : with whofe iuft
Iudgement, letthis plea be (huevp withoue Appella-
tion, or any furcher contradi@ion. His iudgementis
this. Astherearetwofortsiof Folkes that may bee
inticed to this Art, to wit, Learned or vn.learned : fo
is theretwo meanes,which are the firft ftirrers vpsand £ 1.
Fecders of their Curiofity, thereby to make them to
giue themf{clues ouer tothe fame. Which two meanes
1 callthe Diuels Schoole,and his Rudiments. The
Learned haue their Curiofity wakened vp, and fedde
by that which I call his Sciﬁuolc. This is the Aftro-

logie
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of, isnothingincreafed, except in knowing euill, and
the horrours of Hell for the punifhment thereof, as
Adam was,for eating of the forbidden Tree,
This iudgement is according to
right, and wee reft
in it
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