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Binniss page 43.79. 96. And Pope Eugesius owned this Coun=
cil ibid.page 4.2. And for the Council ot Conflance, M artin the
fifch waschofen by it, and prefent init, and perfonally confirm-
ed it insthefe words | Quod omnia & fingula deserminatay concln-
fa, & decreta, in materiis fidei per prefens concilinm, concilia
viter tenere €6 invislabiliter obfervare volebat, ¢ nungquam con=

traire quoguo mode. Ipfag; fic conciliariter falla approbas &

ratificar, e non aliter, nec aliomedo]] (thatis, what they did as
a Council,and not what private membersdid:) you fee then even
General Councils reprefenting the Catholick Church do not on-
ly fay that a Couancilis above the Pope, but make ican Article
of faich, and damn thofe that deny it. ( What then is become of
Bellarmixe and the reft of their champions ? ) :

But perhaps you’l fay, theyare bue few on the other fide. I
anlwer : yes: Notonly moft Popes, and the ItalianClergy,
and the predominant party of Papilts, but another Cen:ral
Council, even thatac the Lateran,under Fulius 2. and Leo 10.
expreily determine on the contrary,that the Pope is.above 4 Gene-
ral Cenncil. Sothat here is notonly an undenyable proof that
General Councils are fallible by their contradi&ing each other,
and that thereisa Neceffity of rejeing fome ofthem,and con-
fequently that the Foundation of Popery is rotten ; but alfo here
is one Reprefentative Catholick Church again{tanother Repre-
fentative Catholick Church, and one Council for one Spesies of
Soveraignty,and another for another Species of Soveraignty. So
that undoubtedly it is not the fame Church, that had two heads
of feveral forts.

2. And the Nations that are on both fidesto thisday are a
proof beyond denyall of their divifion. The Frenchon one fide,
and the Jralians on the other,and other nations divided berween
both. So thatthe thing which they call by one same, is two in-
deed. Butfois not che true Catholick Church.

Obje. phat though fsme in England saok the King to be the
Soveraign, and fome the Parliument, and foom thought it was
in both ( empuntt; did this prowe 1har yor were more than ong Com-
mon-wealth ? ¢ 1z Lo

Anfw Where the Soveraignty is mixt and not in cither alone,if
any one fhall fet up the one as the onlySoveraign,and fubje& the
ather to them, they change the form of the Commonwealth, b::
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do not fet up two Commonwealths; bucif half take one for the
Soveraign, and the other half take the other for the Saverargh,
they plainly divide the Commonwealth into two : if they do it
only in mind ,and the fecret thoughts of their hearts, this can-
not be known to others and fo canmot be the ground of a Socic-
ty - but if they do it by'a publike confent and pra&ice, they evi-
dently make two Commonwealths. Whatelfe brought us into

a war which ended nottill one party was fubdued ? It is not

pofiible that one Political body fhould have two Soveraigas fpe-
cifically diftin&. Indeedit may have five hundred natural per-
fons in theSoveraignty (asin aSenate; ) but they are but one
Political perfon, or one fumma poteftas.

2. ButI provethe Minor by another Argument. zhere there
are two three or four Heads or Severaigns at once numerically
diftinét, there are twa or three or four Churches. But the Roman
Charch presending to be Catholike, hathhad two or three or four
Heads at once numerically diflint; thereforeit was two or three or

four (hnrches. ¥

The Major is a known truth to all that are verft inany degree
in the do@rine of Politicks. Itis not only two fpecies of Sove-

raignty, buttwo individwalSoveraigns that are inconfiftent with-

the numerical U nity of a Political body. Two, or ten,or two
hurdred may joynin one Soveraignty, as one Political perfon
(asIfaid ) butif therebe two Soveraigns, there are certainly
two Sorcieties: for if both be Supream, neither is Subordinate-
The Minor is not to be denyed : for the Papifts lay their very
foundation on a fuppofed diviion : forfooth Peter and Panl were
both at once their Bifhops. And there is not many of them that
adventure to telf us, that Peter only was the Supream, and that
Panlwasunder him : but they make them as equals, or coordi-
nate ; and fome of them fay, that Paa/ was the Bifhop of the
uncircumcifion, and Peser of the Circumcifion (and then Perer?
-Church is confined to the Jews ) And they do-not: tell us, that
-one Headfhsp was divided between them: For then thac €X
ample would direct them fRill to have two Popes, or two0 Bithops

toa Charch : fo thar Peter being a Head, and Paw/a Head tbey

bad fure diftin& bodies. :
But whetlier they ftand to this or not, they cannot deny Ihf‘;’lf
many followingdivifions. 'The twenty third fchifme {"as 7o
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neras a zealous Papitt sn fafticwlo tempor. reckons chem) was
between Felix the fifthand Eugenins »of which the {2id perne-
vus (peaking (aith, [ That hence arofe great contention among the
writers of this matter, pro & contra, and they cannot agree 1o
tbis day: for one pars [aith, that a Conncilvs above the Pope , the.
other part on the contrary faith, No,but the Pope is above the
Conncil. God grant his ((hwrch peace &c. ] -

Of the tweary fecond fchifme the fame szerneras (aith thus,
( ad amnnm 1373.) [ thetwenty fecond [chifme was the wor[t and
moft (ubtile [chifme of all that were beforeit. For st was [o perplex-
ed, that the moft Learned and Confcientions menwere not able to
difeufs (or find ont ) to whome they fhould adbere. And it was
continned for fourty years, so the great [candal of the whole Clergy,
andthe grear lofs of fonls, becanfeof Hercfies andother evils thas

then [prumg up, becanfe there was then no difcipline sn the Charch : (\
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againft them. And therefore from this Ucbane the fixtht tothe
#ime of Martin the fifth, 1 knoW not who Was Pope ]

Afcer Nicolas the fourth there was no Pope for iwo yearsand an
half and CeleRine the fifth that [wcceeded him refigning it,Boniface e |
the eighth estered, that ffiled him[elf Lord of the whole world
in Spiricuals and Tewporals, of whom it was (aid, He entered asa
Fox;lived as aLyon,and dyed likea Dog, fuiththe fame Wernerus.

The twentieth fchifme ( faith the fame Author ) was greas |
berween Alexanderthe third, and fonr Schifmaticks, and it lafed ’
feventeen years. :

The nineseenth [chifme was between Innocent the fecond, and
Peter Leonis : and Innocent g6t the better, becanfe be bad more on
his fide ( [aithbe. ) .

 Thethirseenth [chifme ( faith Wernerts ) was betWeen another
and Benedi& rhe eighth. . '

The fourteenth /chifme ( [aith the fame Anthor ) was [casda
lons and full of cosfufion between Benedi® the nimly and_five
othérs, which Benedi@& (/faith he) waswholly vitions, andshere-
Jore being damned, appeared in & monfbrons and horrid (bage ; his
kead and tail were like an Affes, and the reft of bis body like a Bear,

Jaying, Ithus appear, becanfe I lived like abeaft. ] Inthis [chifme
(fasth Wernerus ) there were no lefs then fix Popes at once. 1. Be- -
nedik was expulfed. 2. Silveler the third getsin, batis cafp ent
- #gain, and Senedi® reflored, 3. Butbeing again caft our, Gregos -
E3. Ty
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vy the fixt % putinto his place who becan(e he was ignorant of
lesters (and yetinfallible no doubt) canfed amother Pope to be
Confecrated with bhim to perform Church Offices , which was the
fowrth s which difpleafed many, and therefore a third s chofen,
(which was the fifth)) inffead of the twothas were fighting with ope’
another but Heary ( the Emperor ) coming in, depsfed them all,
and chofe Clement the fecond, (who was the fixch of all chem that

-werealive at once )

But above all fchifms that between Armofiss and Sergins, and
their followers, was the fowleft, fuch faying and unfaying, doing
and undoing there was, befides the difmembring of the dead
Pope, and cafting him into the water. And of eight Succeflors,
faith Werneras, [ 1 can [ay nothing obfervable of them , becanfe
1 findnotking of them but [candalons, becanfeof the unheard of
contentionin the holy Apoffolike [ea one againft another, and sogether
mutnally againft each other, ) :

Reader, wouldft thou be troubled with any more of ‘thefc Re-
lations ? Itell chee nothing but from their own Hiftorians, and
that which multitudes of them agree in : I go not to a Prote-
fant for a word. Buc one Pope in thofe contentious times, I
find lived in fome peace, and that was Silveffer the fecond, of
whom faith Wernerns (as others cqmmoﬂl)?) ET{’” Silvefter
was made Pope by the help of the Devilto whom hc_ did homage ;
that all might g as be wonld have st : — bat be quickly met with
the ufwal End, as one that bad placed his Hopein decestful De-

wvils,

W?ll 1 I fhallnow appeal to reafonit felf, whether this were
one Church, that for fourty ( or fay others fifty ) years toge-
ther had feveral Heads, fome of the people following one, and
fome another, and the moft Learned and moft Confcientious 0Ot
able to know the right Pope, nor know him not to this day, !
Englandwere fourty yearsthus divided between two Kings, ¥
were certainly two Kingdoms. Butthe true Catholike Church

of Chrift is but one.

CrAPF
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Cuavr VIIL

Argum. 6. T H E true Catholike Church hath never cegfejd o
difcontinned, fince the founding of it tothis day.

The Church of Rome bath ceafed or difcontinned : therefore the

Charch of Rome 7 not the trse Catholike Charch. :

I prove the Minor ( for the Major they will grant.) If the
Head which is an F[ential part, bath difcontinned, then the Church
of Rome hath difcontinsed. But the Head hath difcontinued:
therefore, &c.

The Minor only needs proof : and that T prove 1. There bave
been many yearsinterregnum or vacancy, whenthere was no Pope
arall. And where then was the Church when it had no Head ? -

2. There have been long fucceffions of fuchas you confefs
your felves, were not Apoftolical, but Apofiatical. 3. Your
own Popesand Councils command us to take fuch for no Popes.
For example, Pope Nicolas in his Decretals ( fee Caranza -
‘Pag.393.) faith [ Hethar by money or the favour of men, or
P"?"Iar or military tumnlts 15 intrudcd intothe Apoffolical feat
without the Concordant and Cansnical eleGion of the (ardinall
andthe following religions Clergy, let bim not be taken fora Pope,
mor Apofbolical, bat for Apoftatical.| And even of Priefts, be -
commandeth, | Let #) man bear Mafs of a Pricft whom be cer=-
raixly knoweth to have a Concubine or woman imroduced | Ca=-
ranza, pag.395.and ibid, he faith, [ Priefts thar commit forni~-
cation, cannot have the honour of Priefthood. |

4. Butour greater Argument is from the authority of God,
and the very natare of the office. A Infidel, or novorionfly sma-
Lodly man,ts nor capable of being 4 Pafpor of the Church (1 fen--
fu compofito, while ke is fuch) But the Popes of Romebave
been Infidels, and notorionly. nngodly men : therefore they were wn-
capable of being Paftors of the Chureh (and con[equtndy.that :
Church was Headlefs, and fo no Church, ) The Major 1 prove. -
1. Where thereis not the neceffary matter and difpofition of the -
matter.there can be no reception of the form:But Infidels and no- -
torioullyungodly men, are not matcer fufficiently difpofed to re~
.ceive the form of Paftoral Power:therefore they cannot receiveit. -

_TheMinor s proved.. 1. Asevery true. Church isa Chriftian

el : Charch
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.corded by their own Hiftorians.

Church (it being only aCongregation of Chriftians that we {o call,
in our prefent cafe) fo every Paflor is a Chriftian Paftor :butan
Infidel or notorioufly ungodly man is not a Chriftian Paftor :
therefore not a true Paftor. 2. Otherwife a Mahometan, Jew,
or Heathen may be a true Pope ; which1 think they willdeny
themfelves. 3. If any Difpofition or Qualification at all be ne-
ceflary to the being of the Paftoral Office ( befides manhood )
then is it neceffary, thathe own God the Father, and the Re-
deemer (that is, .be not notorioufly an Infidel, or ungodly. )
Bat fome.qualification is mecefary : therefore, ¢c. None can
be named more neceflary then this.

And that Popes have been fuch ss I here mention,is proved be-
fore. Not to mention Marcellinus that factificed to an Idol,
or Liberins that fubfcribed to the Arrian profeffion 5 ( for I be-
lieve there is an bundred times more hope of their Salvatiom
by Repentance , then of an hundred of their Succeffors )
Jobs the twenty fecond held that the foul dies with the body ,
of which the Parifians and others condemned him. Fobn
the twenty third, asI fhewed before, denyed the life to come,
and fo was an Infidel. The Witchcraft, Poyfonings, Simony,
Sodomy, Adulteries, Inceft, ¢-c. of others, are fufficiently re-

Cuarpr IX

Argum. 7.7 O the foregoing Arguments, I add the reci-

tal of one formerly mentioned , for the ufe
of all that have the ufe of their wits and fenfes. y

If @ man may be [ure, that be knows byead tobe bread, a7

svime te be wine, when be feeth, feeleth, and tafteth them, then bt
maybe [wrethit Poperyis a deceit. (This Confequence they Cﬂf;'
not queftion ) But & manmay be [urethat bt knoweth bread ts V¢
bread, andwine to bs wine, whenhe [eeth, freleth, aud tafteth them

herefore, 8LC.

" Note that T fpeak of fuch a knowledge as belongs 1O men ‘I)f:

found wits and ferifes, and a convenient object and medsH:

is the fenfes of the whole world that Tappeal to, and no:h ofdoz:
of tWO ; it is bread and wine that are near us, if the a;:oucb‘
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mouth that prcik of,jand not ata milesdiftance: inthe day~ -

light, and not in the dark. So that take the bread and wine into
your hand, and judge of it, and let this decide our Contro-
verfie. If you can tell whether that be bread or no bread, you
may tell whether the Papifts or we are in theright. Thofe there-

fore that be not learried and fubtile enough to juc}g: by Difpu-
tationsand writings of Learned men, may yet judge by their.

fight and feeling. Either you know bread and wine when you
feeit, cafte it, feelit, or youdo not, 1f you do then the Con-
troverfie is at an end : for the fenfes of all found men in che
world, will be againft the Papifts that fay the bread after Con-~
fecration is no bread, and the wine is no wine. But if you can-
‘not know bread when you fee, feel, and eat it, then fee what
follows. 1. Then we are fure that the Pope and all his Council
are not atall te be trufted : for if fence be not to betrafted, then
the Pope and his Council know not when they read the Scripture,
and Canons, and Fathers, and hear Traditions; butthat they are
deceived. 2. Then we are uncertain of any Judgement that
Pope or Council can give : for when they fpokeor wrote it, we
are uncertain whether our eyesand ears, or reafon judging by
them, are not deceived in the hearing or reading of their words,
3. How ridicoloufly thendo they call for a Judge of Contro-
ver(ies ? and what a foolifh quarrel is it that they make, who
fhall be the Interpreter of Scriptures,ot Judge of Controverfies?
For what can a Judge do but {peak or write his mind ? and when
he hath done, youknow not what it is that you hear or read,
becaufe your fenfes may deceive you. = Its a far harder matter to
underftand a fentence or book of the Pope or Council when you
read or hear it, then to know bread when you fee, and feel, and
earit. Many thoufands know bread,that know not the Popes fen-
tence, nor a wordof abook. 4. And by this rule, it is uncer-
tain whether Scripture be true, or Chriftianity the true Religion,
For we cannot know it but by our fences : and if they are fo
uncertain, all our Religion muft needs beuncertain, §. Yea we
cannot tell whar Revelation to defire that fhould end our Com
troverfies and make uscertsin. Forif God fhould fend an Ane
gel or other Meffenger from heaven to decide the Controverfies
between us and the Papifts, what could he do more but fpeak it
to us as from God ? and we fhould fill be uncertain of what we

fee
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feeor hear : fo that we are lefe uncurably in our ignorance and
Controverfies,if Popery betrue. . :
_And here you may fee upon what terms we difpate with Pe- f
pifts, and what hope there is of fatisfying them. We difpute witlt :
men that will not believe their own fenfes, or the fenfes of the [
world. The damned man, Luk.16. thought if one might have '
-been fent to his brethren from the dead, they would have belic-
ved. Andif Abyabam fay to them,- If they will not hear Afo-
fesand the Prophets, neither will they be perfwaded though one
tife from the dead ; we may fay of Papifts, fure, if they will |
not believe their own eyes, and ears, and tafte, and know rot [
bread when they fee, and feel, and car it, how fhouid they be |
perfwaded, though one were fent to them from heaven to refolve :
them ? Can we think by alf onr eArguments 1o make any matrer :
Plainer to a man then that Bresd is Bread, when he fecthand A
catethit 2 If this be uncertain to them, what can you prove to
them, ‘or what way can you devife to deal with them? Forin- :
deed, if fznfe be uncertain, we have no certainty of any thing 1% :
theworld. ,’
Butto this 1. 7", (they fay H. Twurbervile) in his Manual
of Controverfies faith thus.[ Anfw.Subffance is not the proper dnf’«
smmediate objctt of fenfe, but colonr, guantity, &c. Nor_' can [enfs
judge a all of fubflance though it be wnder [enfible accidents, #n-
efs 5t be the fubject of thofe accidents, and have a [enfible and
corporal manner of being which the Bodysf (hrift neither is,ner:
bathinthat Sacrament. It hath a [pivitwal manner of being, and
28 9ot the (nbjell of theaccidents of bresd ; they are without a fyb'.
Jeét by Miracle ; therefore no wonder, if fenfe be decesved in this: '
matier. Here Senfe and Reafon muft vail bonnet to faith,and [#b= 4
mit to the Amborigjwf God revealing, and the Charch prapaund-~ {
Ing ; they are ns comperent Tudges what God can do by his Omwipos )
tence. | Thus H. T, - i
Repl. And is this all that thefe Rabbies have to fatisfie the:
world thatit is not Bread and Wine which is feen, and felr, and:
rafted ! Let us firft take notice of the by-paffagesof his anfwer,
and then reply to the fubftance. 1, Is noc this like the reft of:
thcircontradx&ory imaginations? That Chrift hath not 2 Cor- ;
poral manner of Being in the Sacrament: and yet it is DOL.
Rrewd, Do hBdincharis shoreryos g aop e S
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[ We maintain not his Corporal, but real and fpiritual prefence
in the Sacrament. So that either they affirm thac his Body is pre-
‘fent, and yet deny bis Bodily prefence; or elfe they affirm bis
Bodily prefence, but not his Corporal prefence. Moft learnedly !
We thallat lalt be taught to diftinguith between Bodily and Cor-
poral! Butis not the Juggleinthe word [ Aianuer ? ] Perhaps
the Corporal prefenceis not denyed, butthe Corporal manner.
Anfw. 1. Yes, interms its faid [ We maintain not his Corporal
prefince ] 2.Andcana Body beprefent, and not in a Bodily
manner ? And why is [ Spiritsally ] puc as contradiftin& ?
Sure when Paswl faid our Bodies fhall be raifed /pirisual bodies, be
thought that they were neverthelefs bodies for being fpiritnal ;
and cherefore it is neverthelefs a Bodily manner of prefence,
forb:inga [piritnal manxer. Butit by the Corporal prefence
or manner ( denyed ) bemeant nothing but the qualities and
quantity by whichit is fic to be the Obje& of our fenfes, why
had we noc this plainly without jugling ? To fay Chriff is
prefent in Body but wor fenfibly, is plainer Englifh , thento fay-
that beis prefent in Body but not Bodily prefent.

2. Note alfo that he calls them [ Zhe accidents of bread] and
vet {aith [ rhey are withons 4 [ubject ] And fo doth the Expla-
nation of the Roman Catholike Belief | and their ordinary writers
fay that the Body of Chrift is under the forms of Bread and wine,
and yet fay that Bread and Wine ave none of the [whjeét of thofe
forms. : : . :
3+ Note alfo that he profeffeth Tranfubffantiation is a Mira-
cle, and fo every ignorant, drunken, adulcerous Prieft of theirs
hach the gife of Miracles, which he worketh as oft as he con«
fecrateth :'No wonder if Miracles be.the glory of their Church,
and the proofof their Infallibility ; Butlet us come to the fub-
{tance of his Aafwer. :

1. He tells youthat fibftance is not the proper and immediate
abjeét of [enfe, but colonr, quantity, ¢c. but §. Is not the Medi=
ate Object [ Proper ] as well as the Immediate? 2. But what ga-
ther you hence? beita Proper or smproper Obje ; I hope we
may yet have leave tobelicve that Reafon by the help of fenfe
doth judge as infallibly of Subfances as Accidents. 1f you
think otherwife, then all the forementioned conlequences are

undenyable. Youknow not whether the world faw Chrift on
: F 2 : carth ;
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carth: or whether he were crucified, dead, buried, rofe, or
afcended : It might be but colonr and quantiry which men favr;
and when Chrift told them a fpirit bath not fi:fh and blood as
ye fee me have, they might have anfwered, we fee noflefb 474
lood but colonr and quantity = And Thoms had then fmall rea-
fon to be convinced by [ering and feeling ,  when he faw but

colowr and quantity, and felt bur guantity and qnalit). By this.

tt;eafoning the world is not fure that ever there wasa Pope of Rome,
ut the (o/on of a Pope, or other accidents. And you know not
that there is any earth under your feet, or that you are a2 man,
2;‘ have abody, becaufe your fenfes perceive but the accidents
1t. ¢
2. But what manner of men did H. 7. imagine he had to deal

with , when he puts off his Readers with fuch an anfwer as
this » Mark Reader the unfaithfull dealing of thefe men,and how

grofly they abufe poor people that follow them with meer de-
ceits. The Queltion or Obje&ion which he undertook to anfwer
was, Whether fenfe telling ws that itis Bread after the Confecra-
tion be decesved 7 To this be takes on him to givean anfwer,and
cunningly fpeaks to another queftion,and paffech this by. Its on¢
queftion, 3 hether [enf¢ can infallibly difcern Chrift in tht Sa-
crament | if be were there , or difcern that be is not there? ANG
another queftion Whether [infe can infallibly difcern Bread and
wine, andkpow whether they be there ? Thelaft was the queftion
in hand : but he flily anfwers to the firft inftead of it ; and tells:
us, that [enfe cannor juage of [ubfbance, though under [enfible 4c*
cidenss | unlefs it bethe [nbjett o thofe accidents and have 4 [fen-
fiblé and corporal manner of being, which the body of Chrift neither
35 nior bath in ‘the Sacrament.] And fo goes on. And what of all
this ? [ sherefore Chrift may be in the Sacrament and. yow #ot difs
cernhim by [enfe ] Well: and whats that to the queftion ? o sir,
is it not the holy trueh of God that you are about 2 and fhou:

you thus abufe it,and the fouls of men? you knew the queftion s,
Wehether fenfe ( and theintelle® thereby ) e infallible in jHdgi78
Breadito be Breadwhen we fee, feel andear it ? Had you b€V »
word to fay to this? to perfwade men that they have eyes an®
fee not, and hands and feelnot, or that the world kaoweth not
certainly what they feem to know by feeing and feeling 3 pray
you hereafter-deal byus as faicly as Bellarmine did (and );:

B
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we will thank you for nothing ) who quite gave away the Ro-
man caufe by granting and pleading [ that fenfe is infallible in
Pofitives : and therefore we may thenee [ay, Thisis a Body becanfe
¥ fee ity (and o thisis Bread or wine becanfe I fee, feel and
tafleit ) but not in Negatives : and therefore wecannot [ay, this
# 10t & Body becanfe 1fee it not ] 1 pray you give over talking of
the Pope, or Church,or Religion,or Men, if you are uncertain of
fubftances whichare ( fuppofebut per accidentia) the Obje&s
of your fenfe. And take nothing ifl chat I write of you, till you
aremore certain that you feeit, and know what you fee.

3.But you'l fay[ Senfe and Reafon mnft here vail bonnet to faith.
Anfw. In the Negarive cafe let it be granted, and any cafe
where faith can be faith. But if fenfe (and the Intelle® there-
with)be fallible in Pofitives,fo that we cannot know Bread when
we fee and eat ir, faith cannot be faiththen. What talk you of
faith,"if' you credic not the foundeft fenfes of all the men in the
world, when fesfe and reafon are prefuppofed to faith. How
know you that faith here contradi®cth fenie? You’l fay, be-
caufe the Church or Scriprure faith : This is my Body: and that
there is no Bread ? But how know you thac there is any fuch
thing in Scripture ? or that the Church fo holdeth ? you think
you have read or beardit: But how know you that your fenfe
deceived you not ? Hethat cannotknow Bresd when he feech
and eatech it,is ualikely to know Zerrers and their meaning when
ke fecth them, : v

See more of my anfwer to fach Obje®ions in 2 Book entitled:
The Safe Religion,p. 341. to 248. ;

The fimplelt Reader that hath honefty and charity, is fecured
againft Popery by the firft Argument, which he may make good
to hisown foulagainft all the Jefuites on earth. Aand he chae
isunable to proceed on that account,may by the evidence of this
faft Argument confute any Papift living , ifhe be 2 man of fenfe
and reafon. And having broughe ali our controverfie fo low,
that fenfe it {elf may be the judge, 1 fhall go no further in Argu-

ment,as thinking it vain to ufe any reafon with that man thae will:

not believe his own cye-fight nor the fighe, and feeling, and tafte
of all the world befides. :

W i neci)
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CHA DX,

I Come now to the next and principal part of my task, which
IS to open to you their Deceits,and give you Dire&ions for

the difcovery and confutation of them, that by the help of
thefe you may fee the Truch.

Deteél. 1. Remember this ground which they have givenyou,
thac If yout prove thems guilty but of any one Errer in points of be-
Licf determined by their Church , Jou thereby difprove the whole
body of Pepery, as fuch. For you pull up the foundation which
they buildon, and the Authority into which they refolve their
faith. They will grant you, that if they arc deceived by the
Churchin one thiog , they bave no Certainty of any thing up-
on the Churches credit. So thac if you read Pasls difcourfe
agsinft Praying inan unknown tongue, or the many precepts
for our reading and meditating in the Law of God, or the like,
and can but perceive that the Popifh Latine fervice, or their for-
bidding men to read the Scripture, ¢fc. are contrary hereto,
orifyou find out but any one of their Errors, you cannot
bea Papift,if you underftand cheir Profeffion. <y

But it is not fo with us:for though we know that the Scripture
ard ‘all thatisinitisof infallible Truth, and t!lat every true
Chriftian ( while fuch ) isinfallible in the Effentials of Chrifti-
anity ; ( for elfche were no Chriftian ) yet we profefs that we
koow butin part, and that our own Writingsand Confeflions
may poffibly in fome thingsbe befides the fenfe of Scripture;;
and there being much more propounded in Scripture toour

faith, then what is of abfolute neceflicy to falvation, we may
poffibly after our ftudying and praying miftake in fome things .

that are not of the Effence but the Integrity of Chriftianity,an
are neceffary to the Melius effe, the frength or comfort,though
not to the being of a Chriftian.So that every Errorin their fmg

deltroyes their grounds, and fo their new Religion but fo dot

not every Error of ours. e ’
Or to fpeak more diftindtly ; let us diftinguifh between the
Fides gae & qua; their Objeétive faith, and our Subjective faith.
1.Their Objective Fasth hach Errors init,but ours hath none by

their own confeffion: For theirsis all the Decrees of their Pof;;

T ——— s s
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and Councils : and oursis only the Holy Scripture, whichthey
confefs to beinfailible. Ourown writings do but thew how we
underfland the Scriptures, and fo whether our fubjeive faith
be rightornot. 2. We confefs that it is not only poffible but
probable, that we are miftakenin fome lower poiats, abpu:the
meaning of the Scriptures, and yet our foundation is ftill fure.
But they have in a fort confounded their Swbieflive and 06-
o j:ctive faith : and one believes it on that accourt becaufe others
do believe it ; and fo one age or partdo but feck for the O57et of
their faith in the AcFual faish of the other, Yea 3. They con-
clade thar evecy point which is of faith, that is, thats determined
- by the Churchto be fo , isof [uch neceffity to falvation that no
man can be faved that denyeth it,or that doth not believe it ( if
fufficiently propofed. ) But we are affurcd,that though all_that
is in Scripture be moft true,yet through mifunderftanding, fome
points there propofed to our faitl), may poffibly be denyed and
difputed againft by a true believer ; and yet his falvation not be
overthrownbyit. The Papifts cry outagaintt us for diftinguith-

ing between the Fundamenrals ( or effentials ) of Religion and.

theIntegrals: bu: we know it to be neceffary.

Caap: XI.

Detelt.2. HEN you have brought the matrer thus far,and-

‘ fee that if they haveone errour in faith, cheir

‘whole caufe is loft, then confider, wherher i be Poffible for-

. that Doctrine which is focontrary to Scripture | and to it felf, ro
be free from all Error. 1. How contrary itis o Scripture, 1.To
forbid the reading of Scriptureina known. tongue : 2.And their
Publick Praying in an uaknown language: 3. And cheir admi-
niftring the Lord8Supper to the People by the halves, denying
them the Wine,and giving them the bread only: 4 And cheir af-
firming mento be perfe& wichout fin in this Jife : 5: And their.
calling fome fins vewial which deferve apardom, aud yet aretruly
no fins : 6. Andtheir abfolure forbidding their Priefts to marry,
7.And faying that there is no Bread an¢ Wine Icft after the Con-
fecration,with abundance the like ;. the very reading of the texts

may fatisfie you.As for the firkt,fee De#r.6.7,8,9, Dent. 11,18,

19,20/
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19,20. 1f2.34.16. Pfal. Y.2. Nebh.8. 70/.8.34,35. Mat.12.

3,5.819.4.8 21.16. & 22.31. Mark12. 10, 26. A8 8.
28.&13.27.& 15. 21. 1 Thef. §5.27. Col. 4.16. Dent 31.11.
Eph.3.4. Mat. 24.15. Rev.1.3. 2 Tim. 3.16. Jobn5. 39
A& 17.2,11. & 18.28. Rom. 15. 4. 2Tim. 3.15. 1. 8.
16,20.842. 4. Rom.7.1. fames1.25. Hof.8.12. )

Forthe fecond,read 1 (or. 14. For the third, fee Mat. 26,
27,28.1 (or.11.25.26,27,28. 1 Cer. 10. 16. For the fourth,
fee Ecclef. 7.20. fames3.2. 1 Jobw1.8. Phil.3.12. Luke
11. 4. For the fifth, fee Deus. 12, 32. Gal: 3. 10. 1 fobn 3. 4.
Forthefixch, fee 1 Tim. 3. 2,4, 5, 11,12 T4t.1.6. 1Tim.4 3.
1 Cor. 9. 5. For the feveath, fee 1 Cor.10. 16, 1 Cora 11.23,
26,27,28. A 2. 42. A 20.7.11.

2. And that they are contrary to themf{elves, appeareth: 1.1n
that (‘as I {aid before ) not only feveral perfons, but feveral
Countries go feveral wayes ; the Frenchare of one way,and the
Italians of another, even in the Fundamentals of their Faith,
whicb all the reftis refolved into. * 2. Their Popes have ordina-
rily been contrary to one another in their Decrees ; which made
Platizafay [ Following Popes do fisll either infringe or wlgoll,uﬁ'
rogate the Decrees of the former Popes ] And Erafmns faith that
{ Pope Jobn 22. and Pope Nicolas are contrary one to anether
in their whole Dicrees, and that in things that [eem to be-
Long to matter of fairh | Had we no inftances butof Sergius and
Formofns and their following partakers, it were enough. An_d
Celefisnes cafe puts Bellarmine to filly fhifts. 3. That their
Councils contradi® each other, I have formerly manifefted.
They confefs that the Arrians have had many CouncilsasGeneral
as moft ever the Orthodox had - and if it be only the want of the
Popes approbation that nullifieth their authority, then let them
tell us no more of Councils and of [ all the ghnrcb] but fay
plainly that is but one man that they mean. =

" Buteven their #pproved (omncils have been comrary i AS
the fixeh Council at Confantinople approved by Pope Aériar,

isnow confefled to have many errors, The Council of Neo-
cafares confirmed by Pope Leo 4. and by the Nicen 2
(s faith the Council of Florence Sef.7.) condemned i
matriages | contrary to Scripture and the prefent C hurgil»
The Council at the Lagerss under Leo the tenth degermines t;h:

i
F
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the Pope isabovea General Council ; and the Councils of Cox-

flance and Bafil determine that the General Council is above

the Pope, and that thisis 4z fide, and its herefie todenyir.

Caxp X1

Dtte&'.g.IF yoss enser Ao Difpute with any Papift, engnire firft
what be will take for [ufficient Prosf, and what com-
mon Principles yon are agreed on by which the rift muft be decided.
For men that ‘agree in #orhing at all , are not capable of a
difpute. For the Principles in which they are agreed, are thofe
that the reft muft be reduced to. And whea you have made

this enquiry, you fhall find that the Popifh way of Difpuating

is to forbid you to Difpute, unlefs you will firft yicld the
caufe to them asbeyond difpute: and that they are not agreed
with the reft of theworld in any common principles to which
the differences may bereduced for tryal, and fothat thereisno
fort of Proof that they will admit of as fufficient : Forif there
be any ground of Proof atall, itmultbe 1. From the fenfes.
5.Or from Reafon. 3. Or from Scrip:ure. 4. Or from the
Church; but they will ftand to none of all thefe.

1. Begin at the bottom of all, and kaow of them whether
they will take that for a Valid Proof, which isfe:cht from fenfe,
even from the foundelt fenfes of all menin the world, fuppo-
fing a convenient obje& and Medium ? 1f they will not take this
for Proof, how can you difpute with them? Or what Proofcan
be admitted, if this be not admicted ? We have this advantage
in dealing even with thofe Heathen that bave blotted ont much
oftthe Law of nature it {elf that yet they will yield to an Argue
ment from fenfe. :

Butif they would yield to the Validity of this proof, thea
they give away their caufe, fecing /en/z tellech us thac it is bread
- which we fee,and feel,and eat after the Confecration. They

know this ; and therefore they muft difown and deny this fort
of proof. ;

2. But will they then admit of Proofs from Reafon? No,that
cannot be, if proof from fenfe be not admitted. For Rea/fin re-

nceds

ceiveth itsobje& by meansor ocgﬁon of the fenfes, and mut

R i i
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needs be deceived if it be deceived : And Reafon bath nota prin
ciple that it holds falter,then that [enfeis tobe credited; that this
is white or black which my own eyes and the eyes of all other
men do fee to be fo: and fo that this is bread which we all fee,and
feel and tafte tobefo. And therefore the Papifts tell usthat
Redafon muft floop to faith, that is, they will not ftand to Reafon
when it contradi@cth the dorine of their fe&. It feems they .
are in fome parts of their Religion nnreafonable.. Buc Iwould
know, whether they have any Reafon 10be anreafonable. 1fthey
bave, then why might not osr Reafon be valid as well as zheir
Reafon which they bring againft Reafon? by which they contra-
di@ themfelves. For if Keafon be vain, why Reafon they to
proveits Vanity or invalidity 7Bu if they have no Reafon agais
Reafsn et them confefs it, and offer us none, and then their di-
fputes will do no harm. Weeafily yield, that we have Rea/on to
belicve Gods Revelations;about thofe things which we had »e Rea-
- fonro beliewe if they were not Rewea'ed: And that many of
“thofe Rewelations are above Reafon,fo far asthat Reafon cannot
difcern the trath of the thing without them ;5 yea it woul
rather judge the things improbable : But yet Rewelations are 76
ceived by Reafon,and inform Reafon,and not deftroy iz 3 BOT © A
they (o contradict Senfec or Reafon , as tomake that eredible
which Senfe and Reafen have [ufficient gronnd to judge falfe.
So that here we muft break with a Papift, even where we
might join in difpute with a heathen. And how will Papifts deal
with Heathens if they will deny the proofs from [enfe and reafor ;
3, But will they (tand to theValidicy of Proofs from-Scrle;]e :
No ; For/I.Theytakc it to be but part of Gods word, fot “f
we may nor argue I\Q’gmiwly , L Tt isnatin the holy Sﬂ"’l””l’;: :
thereforeitis mot an Article of faithor a Law of God | F"”h a);
will “prefently appeal to Tradition.. 2. And even fo m?‘éon‘ :
is in Scripcure, though they confefs it to betrue , yet they fany
fefs it not to be by us ineelligible, and will not adrx'nt;O({hac
proof from it but with this limitation that you take it ‘f%ﬂ",
“fenfe as the Church takes it. For they are {worn by tgeffh&}d,
OQathi 2o take it in thas [ence 45 the Holy Mother Church 42222, .
andbash beldis in, andnever to take orinterpree . l,;;ﬁ,kﬂb\"

A hey
so theunanimons [enfe of the Fathers. ] Sothat thEY -
what fenfe all the Fachers are unanimous in before th¢ Y S i
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mit a proof from Scripture. And be‘ore that can be done, above
a Cart-load of books muft be read over or fearched : and when .
thats done,they will find that moft cexts were never medled with A
by moftof thofe Fathers in their writings; and in thofe that
they did meddle with, they difagreed in multitudes, and where
they difagree they are not mnanimons ;, and there the Papifts
are {worn to believe no fenfe at all. And if they would have
comedownto a Major vote, itisno fhort oreafie matter to ga-
ther the votes. Andif they know the Fathers upanimous con-
fent,yet muft they have the fenfe of the prefent Church too: And
isit not allone to make your adverfary the Fudge of your canfe,
_ asthe 7udge of your Evidences and all yonr procfs ? =

4. Well, buc at lealt may we not bope thar they will ftand
to the Judgement of the Carholick Church? Andif fo, we will
not take it for our adverfary ? No: they will not do fo neither,
For 1. When they deny proof from /enfe and reafos, they muft
needs deny all thats brought from the Church : Forthe Church
cannot judgeit felfbut on fuppofition of the infallibility of fenfe.
2. And when you argue from the judgement and pra&ice of the :
greater partof theChurch they prefently difclaim them ail as g
Hereticks or Schifmaticks, and will have no man be a Valid wit- :
nefs but themfelves. The Greeks, the Zcthiopians, the Arme-
nians, the Proteftants, all are Hereticks or Schifmaticks fave
they ¢ and cherefore may not be witneffesin the cafe.- So that ,
you feeupon what terms we ftand with the Papifls, that will ad- o
mit of no proofs upen the Infallibility of Senfe or Reafon, or the

[nfficiency of Scriptare or the teftimony of the Catholick. Church, e .
bat ocly from themfelves. Be st

\ ; o, 4

: Cuar XIII i
- . Filine”
Dereét. 4 u Nderfland What the Papifts mean whenthey are [Hil]
cailing to you for a fndge of Comroverfies.
. Ifyou would difpute “with them, they are prefently ask-
ing you, [ #ho fbail be the judge 2] - and perlwading you
that it is in vain to difpute WitbOL% a' living Judge 1 for
every man will be the Judge himfelf; and every mans canfe

willbe rightin his own eyes, and all the world will beflilise  ~
; ; o : G2 — LM TR ‘ 1
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odds till we are agreed who fhall be the Judge.

T'o belp youto feethe fenfe ofthis deceit, andthento cor- -
futeit; I.You may eafily obferve thac thisis the plain drift of
all, to perfwade you to make them your judges,and yield the
caufe inftead of difputing it. Foritis no other judge buc them-
fglvgs that they will admit, Yield firft that the Pope or his Coun-

<l is the judge of all controverfies, and then its folly to difpure
againlt them - fo thatif you will yield them the caufe firft, they
will then difpute with you after. ' |8

2. But what is to be faid to the pretence of the Neceffity of {
aJudge? Lanfwer, 1. Its againft all reafonand experience (0 7
think that all enquiries or difputes are vain, unlefs there be a
Judge to decidethe cafe. A Judgeisa Ruling decider ; notto
fatisfie mens minds, fo muoch as to preferve Order,and Peace,
and Jufticeinthe Society. But there ar¢ thoufands of cafesto
be privately difcufled, that we never necd to bringto a Judge.

Every Husbandman, and Tradefman, and Navigator, and other
Actificer doth meet with doubts and difficulties in his way which
be laboureth to Difcern, and fatisfieth himfelf with a Judge-

ment of Difcretion withcut a Ruling Judge. We -¢at,and drink,
and clothe our felves, and follow our daily labours without 2

Judge,, though we meet with controverfies in almoft all | what
meator drink is beft for quality or quantity, and a hundred
like doubts. Mendo marry, and build, and buy, and fell, and
takePhyfick,and difpatch their greateft worldly bufinefs without
a Judge. Judgesare only for fuch controverted cafes as €4
not well be decided without them, to the assaining of the E 8ds 0
Goversment. ; '
2.Isitnot sgainft the daily pra&ice of the Papifts to think |
or fay that all difputes snd controverfies muft have a Jadge?Who :
is the Judge berween the Nominals, Reals and Formalifts 5 ‘
. ¢he Dominicans, Francifcans and Jefuites, in all thofe contro” !

verfies which have Cartloads of Books written on them ? Their
Popeor Councils dare not Judge between them. - Do they 00t
daily difpute in their Schools among themielves w!:hout a
lugge? and &ill write books againft one another without 2
udge?

; Sg- Underftand well the ufe and differences of ]udgemennt:
The fewsence is buts means to the extention; and Judges ‘;o'




4 Key for Catholicks.

not determine the mind and will sf man but preferve omsward
Order , if men will xos fecthe truth themfelves. Me chinks the
" Jefvits that are fo eager for free will, fhould eafily grant that
the Pope by his definition cannot determine the Wil of man.
And they fee that Hereticks remain Hereticks , when the Pope
hath faid ali that he can: And if he can cure themall by bis de-
terminations, he is muchtoo blame that hedothnot. Andifa
mags mind be to be [cttled, an Infallsble Teacheris fitterthen a
Judge. 7udgementthen being for Excomion, when you ask,
Wha [hsll be the fudge? 1 anfwer that fudgement is cither toral,
abfolnte and final : or itisonly toa cerrain particalar end, limi-
ted, and fubordinate , from which there is an Appeal. . In the
former cafe, thereis no Judge but Chrift, and the Father by
him. No abfolute decifion can be made till the great Judgement
come ; and then all will be fully and finally decided. And for
the Limited prefent Tudgements of men, they areof feveral forts,
according to their /zveral Ends. When the queftion is, Who hall
be corporally pamifbed as an Heretick? the Magiftrate is fudge
¥or coercive paniftment being his work , the Fudgement muft
be ki alfo. But when the queltionis, #7ko fball be excommunie
cated as an Heretick as Gods Law hath told us who in fpecie,and
fo is the Rale of decifion about individuals : fo to try individugi
perfons, and cafes according to this Law, belongs to the Gover-
nowrs of the Charch : but not to the Goversonrs of other Churches
a thoufand milesoff, that never received fuch an authority, and
are not capable of the work : but to the Goyersomrs of the Church
s which the party hath Communion , and inte which he fhall at
any time intrude and (eek communion.And 4// mes have a fudges
ment of difcerming that are concerned in the Execution.

So thatifa difputing Papift will fay thac his bufinefs is not to
Difpute with you, butto Excommunicate, ot hang, ot burn you
for an Heretick , then I confefs its all the reafon in the world that
you fhould firfk agree of the fudge. Buc why the Pope fhould
be the Judge,T know not, uniefs it be in his own charge.

G 3 iCheEs
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C‘H Are . X1 V.

Deteit.5. %, 7 % 7 Hen you have proceeded on thefe srounds,
E \/ V the Papifts will tell you , that 4» tg[ﬂtir way
thereisan End of Comtreverfies, but inyoursthere is none For
if yomwill nat flandto oncs Judgement asinfallible, yon may dif
prie as (ang as yon live before yon come toan End. .

To dire& you in difcuffing this part of the Deceit alfo - 1. We
confefs that on earth there will be no End of all controverfies
— among thebelt : nor of the great controverfies which falvation
Iyeth on, between the believers and the unbelievers : . that is,
there will be fiill Infidelity and Herefie in the world , and
errour in the godly themfelves. = 1. Hath it not been fo in every
agetillnow? And why fhould we exped that it ﬂwuZd now be
otherwife? 2. Doth not Pax/ tell usthat berewe knew but in part,
and prophefic in part ? and when is it that that which'is imperfeé?
will be done away, but when thas which is perfett is come ? While

we know but in part,we fhall differ in part. :

B 2.Hath your way put an End to controverfies any more then
ours? Are you not yet at controverfie with. Infidels, Whetht/
€ brift be the Redeemer-and with Hereticks whether be be truc eter”
wall God? Areyou not yet as full of controverfies among your
felves, asany Chrifiians on the face of the eartht I do not believe
but in che many Volumes of your Scboolmen,Cafuiﬂs,and Com-
mentators,I can fhew more controverfies yetdepending,then you -
can find amongft any fort of Chriftians in the world;yea then you

can find among all other Chriftians in the world fet together.

3. And.is there any thing in yosr way that betzer tendeth t0

the deciding of controverfies then inours? Notbingat all ;.

contrarily , you have made more Controverfiesthen you have

ended. For, 1. Wehave a Cerrain infallible Rule to decide O8F

controverfies by, even fuch asyou confefs your felvesto _C“,‘f

fallible ; Even the Holy Seriptures : but you have an uacertai?

Rule,even the Decrees of your Popes and Councils, and the 04°

ny Volumes of the Fathers,which are atoddsamong cleemfelves i

your very Rule is {elf-contradicting ,and your Judges-are ‘03”

ther by theears (ashath been fhewed. ) £ T

2, 0nr Faith confifteth in thofe points gqlﬁcb are 8"3““%:2{.
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