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%ing part : and iz is one man, (that fometime is repured an
incarnate Devil by a General Counciltoo ) thatis the unerring
Pillar of the Church, and wifer then all they. Do younot fee

- that they make a meer notbing or mockery of General Coun-

c;ls, any fu{ther then they pleafe the Pope ? Apd can you eXpe
that any thing thould pleafe them that isagainft his Greatnels,
or, as falins the fecond calls it, [ bis bolding the place of the
great Go_d, the M aker of allthings and all Laws?] Whata vile
abufe is it then of the Pope to trouble the world by the meetings
and Confultations of General Councils, when he can fit at Kome
and contradi& them infallibly, and, Good man, is fain to fave
the Catholick Church from the Errors that General Councils
(the Reprefentative Catholick Church ) would elfe lead them
into : and therefore could he not with lefs ado infallibly make U
Laws, Canons, and Scriptures without them ? For fure that
w.hnch the Pope can do againft a General Council, he cando
withost them. If he can Infallibly contradit a General Council,
and Infallibly Rule us contrary to their Judgement, he may no
d'oubtlnfallibly Rule us wichour them. And therefore of late
times they have learnt fo much wit, that you maylock long
enough before you fee a General Council. And T think the
Council of Conffance were no beteer Prognofticators then Wil-
liam Lilly, nor no more effe@uall Lawgivers then ar Tyler,
when they Prognofticated or Ordained Decennial Coungils ¢
And I will be judged by all the world. _
And here alfo you may fee what account the Papifts make
even of the firft General Councils. Its all ope with them t0
judge others Hereticks for contradi&ing efpecially the four firft
General Councils ( compared to the four Evangelifis) s the
Scripture it felf : and yet ( who would have thought it ) they
rofefs chemfelvesto reje the Canons or Decrees of ‘both thefe,
the firk of Conffantinople,and that of Calcedon in part. #03
And, now [ thinkon it, by this priviledge I cannot fee but
the Pope is priviledged from all pofiibilicy of beingan Heretick
perfonally. But thefe thisgsareon the by, 1 return to the potot
in hand, which is to prove to you,that not enly the Romifh i+
verfal Monarchy and Vice-godhead, but even its Patr;awha‘
Primacy was no Apoftolical Tradition,but an Humane Infticu-
tion, founded on this Confideration, that Rome was thf:Impcﬂ%:i
seatand City. « . Lip AR
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§. And Humane it muft needs be. 1. For we find that Coun-
cils did not declare it as any part of the Law of God, but Or-
dainitasan a& of their own. 2. We find them addingthe Pa-
triarchate of Confluntineple | which was a new feat, neither
Patriarch nor Bifhop re(iding there in the Apoftles dayes, or long
after. 3. Yea we find them giving this new Patriarch the fecond
place, and once making him equal wich old Rome, which they
would never have prefumed to do, if they had thought that
the Patriarchthip of eAlexandria, Antioch, or Rome had been of
Divine Inftitution : for what horrible arrogancy would chat
bave been, when the Holy Ghoft by the Apoftles had made
Alexandria fecond, and e Anrioch third, and Rome firft, fo.ra
(tjlouéxcél to fet Conffantinaple before two of them, and equal with
the firft ¢ ; ;

6. Ard therefore we have reafon to think that if Patriarchs

be defirable creatures, there may more and more new ones now -

be made, as lawfully as Conftantinople was.

7- Aad we do not think thara General Council or Pope can
make a man of one Nation to be Patriarch of the Church in
~ another Nation, that perhaps may be in wars with the Prince of
the firft Nation : but that each Prince with the Church under
their Power, hath more to do in it then either Pope or Council.
Aodif Portugaland France fet up Patriarchs at home, they do

as lawfully as the Patriarch of Conflantinsple was fetup.
8. And therefore we muft needs judge, that to difobey the
Pope,or withdraw from his fubj:&ion (if he had never forfeit-
ed his Patriarch(hi p by theclaim of an Usiverfal Headfhip) were

0o greater a fin, then to difobey or withdraw from the Patriv -
arch of Alexandria, Antioch, or Confrantinople : either the Go-

verament by Patriarchs and Arch-bithops is of Gods ordaining
and approving, or not : if not (as moft of the Proteftants
hold ) ‘thenitis no fin to reje@ any ofthem. If it be of God,
then to reject any of them (though in fimple error ) isa fin of
difobedience thronghignorance , but is far from proving a man
to be no member of the Catholick Church : for fure Patriarchs
are far from being*Effential parts of the Catholick Church,
For, o. Weconclude, as in the Papifts own Judgement, the

Catholick Churc may be without the Patriarch of (onftanti-

%ople, Alekeandria, or Antioch ; fomay it therefore without the

Pope of Ropse. , M3 S CHa e
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Cuar. XX.

Detelt. 11. T HE greac endeavour of the Papifisisto 44-

R vance Tradition: The Covnil of Trent Sef-4-
hath equalled it with the Scripturcs, 45 to the piosis affection and
reverence Wherewith they receiveit. On pretence of this Tra-
dition they have added abundance of new Atticles fo the faizhi,
and accufe us as Hereticks for not réceiving their Tradiriéns 3
Andthisisa principal! difference berwixt us, thacwe take the
Scriptures to be fufficient, toacquaint us with the will of Cod,
as the Rule of faith and boly lwirg: and they take it to be
but part of the word of God,and that the other pat¢ is in unwrit-
ten Tradition, which they equal with this ( as afore. ) For the
maintaining of Tradition it ischat they write fo much to the dil-
honour of the holy Scrip:ure , as you may _ﬁf_‘d in Rufbworths
Dialognes, and The. Whites Defence of them,and maoy others ;
{o like to the Arguments and Language of the Stekers and Infi-
dels, that we can fcarcely know whora we hear when they fpeak

to'us,
For thedifcovery of thei

the right confuting of them: { ek
ou mulft grantthem all chat is trueand

r defperate fraud in this point, ard |
1.You muft diftinguifly them out of |

their confufion : 2. Y
jult,which'we fhall as fifily defend as they : 3. You muft rejed !
their errorsand confutethem : And 4. You may turn their own! ll
principall weapon againft them, to the certain deffruction of 5
their caufe. _ : f
Of all thefe briefly in courle. ' 8
1. For the firft two I have fpoke at large in the Preface to the o
fecond part of the SaintsReff,and in the determination in the fir ;,:'.
part of my Book againit Infidelity. But breifly to touch fome of th,
the moftneceffary things here.1.We muft diftinguith the Tradii- %5,
on of the Scripzures,or the Scripture de@rine, from theTraditod | .
ofother do@rines, pretended to be the reft of the word of G ! 7-,'511
2.We muft ditinguifh betwecn a certain proved Tradition, 27 iy
that which is unproved and uncertain,ifnot grofly feigned.3- ¥ : iq-ge!
mult diftingnifh between the Tradition of the whole Catholic t 0
Church,or the greater part, and the Tradition of the leffer more the g
. We muit at- ot
corrupted felfith part ( eventhe Roman part.) 4 fingoifh iy
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flinguifh between 3 Tradition of neceffary do&rine or pratice,
* and the Tradition of mutable Orders, 5+ And we muftdiftin-
guifh between Tradition by way of Teftimony, or Hiftory, or
by way of Teaching Miniftry,and Tradition by way of Decifive
Judgement,as to the Uaiverfal Charch: fufferthem notto jums=
ble all thefe together , if you would not be cheated in the
dark,

"2, And then concerning Tradition, we grantall thefe: follow=-
ing Propofitions, ( fo that it is not all Tradition that we deny.),

1. We grant that the Holy Scriptures come. down to us by
the certain Tradition of our fathers and Teachers ; and that what,
the fecing and hearing of the Apoftles, was tothem-tha lived.
with them, that Tradizion and belief of certain Tradition. is to
us, by reafon of eur diftance from the time and place: So thae:
though the Scripzure bearits own evidence of a Divine. author, .
inthe] mageand fuperfcription of God uponit,yetweare behole
dentoT tqgl@gij@gri for the Books, themfelves, and for much of::
t

our knowledge that thefe are the true writings of  the Apoftles -
and Prophets, and &, and nor

G :

2. We thankfully acknowledge: that, the. Effentials of the
faith, (‘and more.) hath beea delivered even from the Apofties-
in other way‘,ésgr,,forms,,_beﬁ,de.s‘t-hpScriptutes 3 2s <1, Inaheq
Profeffions of the Churches faith. 2. Inthe baptifmal Covenans
and figns,and who!e admsnifiration. 3. In the Sacrament of theu
Lords Supper. . 4. In Catechi msar,Catechizings, 5.\ Inthe
prayers and Prafes of the Chuwrch. . 6. In the bearts of calltrae:
belsevers, where God hath written.all the E fentials of the: Chris
flian faith and Law : Sothat we will, not doas, the Papifts per.
ve{ﬂy dQ? when God delivereth us the Chriftian- Religion wich
w0 hands, Scripture ( compleatly ) and Verbal Tradition, o i
the effentials ) they .quarrell wich theone hand ( Scrip ure )
0n pretence of defending the other : fo will not we quarrell
W‘Fh‘?j"__ﬂd‘:;iq,n’ ( the. other hand : ) butthaokfully confefs a
Tradition of the jame Chriftianity by unwritten;means; which -
18 delivcred more folly in the Scriptares and-this -Tradition ig
in fome refpe® fubordingse, co Scripture, andin fome refped -
€0-ordinate, #s the fpiries feft hand as it were, to hold us oug=
the truch, ,

3. Weconfefs that the ApoQies delivered the,Gofpelby voiveis

ORI ETEAgR S NE—
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as.wellas by writing | and that before they wrote it to the
Churches.

~-4. By this preaching we confefs there were Chriftians made,
that had the do@rine of Chrift in their hearts, and Churches £2-
thered that had his ordinances among them, before the Gofpel
was written.

5. And we confefs that the Converted were bound . to
tcich what they had received to their.children, fervantsand
otbers, -

* 6. And that there was a fetled Miniftry in many Churches
ordained to preach the Gofpel asthey had received it from the
Apotltles before it was written, - ¢

+ 7-And that the faid ordinances of Baprifm, Catechizing,Pro-
feflions, Eucharift, Prayer, Praife, ¢5-c. were inftituted,and in ufe
beforethe Gofpeli was written for the Churches. ;

8.And that when the Gofpel was wrirten,as Tradition brit}gﬂt1

it to us, fo Minifters are commiffioned to deliver both the Books,

and the do@rine of this Book, as the Teachers of the Church,
and to preach it to thofe without, for their converfion. .,

-9. And that Parentsand  Mafters are bound to teach this do-
&rine to their children and fervants : yea if a Minifter 0r 0
perfon were caft into the Iudies or America wnt‘hoqta Bible,
he n:iu& teach the do&rine, though he remembred not the
words. :

.10. We grant that to the great benefit of the Church, the wri-
ters of all ages have in fubferviency to Scriprure delivere
down the Sacred Verities, and Hiftorians the matters of fat-

11. And that the unanimous Confent of all the Churches,ma-
nifefted in their conftant profeffions,and pra&ices,isa great con”
firmation to us. ; :

12. And fo is the fuffering of the Martyrs for the fame
eruth. - i

13. And the Declarations of fuch confent by Councils 154
8 confirming Tradition. : Il' i

14. And the Confeffions of Hereticks, Jews and other In :
dels , are Providentiall and Hiftorical Traditions, for-confirm
gon.* . fofaT Ao

1§.And we profefs that if we had any Certain proo O,mm n
dition from the Apofiles of any thing more then is Wi Serip-

i

other -
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Scripture, we would receive it : ‘Allthis we grant them for Tra-
dition.

3. But in thefe points following we oppofe them. 1, We take
the holy Scriptures as the Compleat univerfal Rule or Law of
faith and Holy living | and weknow of no Tradition that con-
taineth another word of God ; Nay we know there is none fuch
becaufe the Scripture is true,which afferteth its own fufficiency.
Scripture, and uswritten Tradition are but two wayes of ac-
Quainting the world with the fime Chriftian do@rine ;  and not
with divers parts of that Do@rine ,,fo as that Tradition fhould
add toScripure : yea contrarily it is but the fubltance of great-
eft verities thac are conveyed by unwritten Tradition : but that
and much more is contained in che Scri pture,where the Chriftian
do&rine is compleat. :

2. The manner of delivery in a form of words, which noman
may alcer ; and in fo much fullnefs and perfpicuity, is mUCh.W
be preferred before che meer verbal delivery of che fame doctrine.
- For 1. The Memory of manis not fo firong as to retain as much
as the Bible doth contain , and preferve it fafe from alterations
or Corruptions ; Or ifone man were of fo firong a memory,n9
man can imagine that all or moft fhouldbe fo: Orif one Gene-
ration had fuch wonderfull memories,we cannot imagine that all
their pofterity fhould have the like. If there were noftatute
Books, Records, or Law-books in England,our Laws would be
buc forrily kept, and obeyed and executed.

2. Ifall the world had fuch miraculous memories, yet men are
apt to be negligent either in learning or keeeping of holy do-
&rine; All have not that zeal thar fhould excite them to fuch
wonderfull diligence without which foch a treafure could not be
preferved. ‘

3. When matter and fo much matter, is commited o bare me-
mory without a form of unaiterable words, new words may
make an alteration before men are aware: The changeof one

word fometimes doth make a whole difcoutfe feem to bave anoe

ther fenfe. 35 63 1 ;
- 4. Therearefo many carnal men in the world that love not
the firi&nefs of that doQrine which they do profels, and fo
many hereticks that would pervert the Holy Do@rine, that it
would purpofely be altered by them if it could be done ; mdhit
‘ N 7 mighe
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might much more eafily be done , ifit lay all upon mens MeMmo-
ries 1 For one party would fet their memory againft the others,,
and (' as it wasabout Exffer 2 publick matcerot f: ¢t ) rradition
would be fet againt tradition : efpecially when the far grearer
pargof the Charch turn Hereticks, asin the Arrians dayes, then:
Tridition would be moft at their keeping and interpretation ;
zd if we had not then had the unalterable Scriptures, what
ight they not have done ?

5. A whole Body of Do&rine kept only in Memory, will be
foon difjoynted and diflocate ; and if the matter were kept
fafe, yet the merhod and manner would be loft.

6. And there could not be fuch fatisfa@ory Evidence given t0
another of the Integrity or Certainty of it, aswhen it is pre-
ferved in writing. We fhould all be diffident that the Laws of
England were corrupted, or that Lawyers might combine to do
itat their pleafure, if there were no Law Books or Records, but
all lay in their memories. If they were never fo. faithfull; yet
they could not give us fuch evidence of it.

I do not think any man of common reafon can heartily belicve,,
that all the holy Truths of God, Hiftorical, Do&rinal, Practi,
cal, Prophetical, ¢¢. could ( without a courfe of miracles, oz
extraordinary means ) have been kept through all ages, aswell
without writing, as with it.

~. Andif writing be not neceffary, why have we fo many
Fathers, Hiftories,and Canons » And why do they fetch therr
Tradition from thefe, and ridicaloefly cail them unwritten ve-
vities? Arethey unwritten, when they turn usto fo many o=
fumes for them » And if mans writing be neceffary for thets
prefervation, me thinks men fhould thaskfully acknowledge
that God hath taken the beft way in giving itus in his own uf°
alterable phrafe.

3. Ifthey do prove that fome matcers-of fa& are made know?
to us by Tradition that are not in the Scrip-ure, or that 20%
Charch Orders or Circumftances of worfhip then ufed are ‘;‘:

made known to us, ( which yet we wait for the proof of

will not follow that any of thefeare therefore Divine Infiicuct-
ion of tbC.

ons, or univerfal Lawes for the unchangable obligstiod ° =
whole Church:. If there be fome things Hiftorically r¢ atcd ai:! h
the Scripture, that were.obligatory bus for afeafon, and or ot
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ed occafionally, and ceafed when the occafion-ceafed ( as the
Love-feafts, the Kifs of Love, the waflhing of feet, the abftaining
from things {trangled and blood, the anointing the fick, the Pro-
phefyings one by one, mentioned 1 Cor.14.3 1. miraculous gifts
and their exercife, ¢&c. ) then it will not follow, if they could
prove that the Apoftles fafted in the Lent, or ufed the fign of the
Ceols in Baptifme or holy Ordinances, or confirmed with aCrofs
in Chryfme, crc. that therefore they intended thefc as aniverfal
Laws to the Church, though I fuppofe they will never prove that
they ufed the things chemfelves.

4. We will never take the Popes Decifion or bare word fora
Proof of Tradition : nor will we receiveit from pretended Au-
thority, but from rational Evidence. Itis not their faying, we
are tl;e anthorized keepers of Tradition, that fhall go with us for
proof.

5. And therefore it is not the Teftimony of the Papifts alone,
( who are not only a lefler part of the Church, but a part thae
bath efpoufed a corrupt intereft againft the relt ) that we fhall
take for certain proof of a Tradition : bur we will prefer the
Tefti nonie of the whole Catholick Church before the Romifh
Church alone. ;

6. They that can produce the beft Records of Antiquity, er
rational proof of the Antiquity of the thing they plead for,
though they be but a few Learned Antiquaries, may yet be of
more regard in the macter of Tradition then millionsof the
vulgar, orunlearned men : fo that with us, sniverfal 7radstion
is preferred beforethe Tradition of the Romi/s fect, and Rational
proof of Antiquity is preferred before ignorant fwrmifes. But
where both thefe concur, both smiverfal confent, and records or
other credible evidence of Antiquity, it is moft valid. :

And as for the Romifh Traditions which they take for the
otherpart of Godsword : 1. Inall Reafonthey muft produce
their fufficient proof that they came from the Apofties,before
we can receive them as Apoftolick Traditions. And when they
have ‘done that, they muft prove that it was delivered by the
Apoftlesas a perpetual univerfal do&rine or Law for the whole
Church : and when they have well proved both thefe, we fhall
~hearken further to them, '

2. Either thefe Tradicions have Evidence to provethem Apo-

N2 leicll,
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flolical, or no Evidence. If none, how can the Pope know them ®
3f they have Evidence, why may not we know it as well as the
POpels atleaft, by the helps that his charity doth vouchfafe the
world.

3.1fthere be any Proof of thefe Traditions , it iseicher fome
Antient Records or Monuments ; and then our Learned Anti-
quaries may berter know them then a multicude of the unlearn-
ed: Oritis the Pra&ice of the Church: Andthen 1. How
fhall we know how long that pra@ice hath continued, without
rccourfeto the writings of the ancients? The reports of the
people is in many cafes very uncertain, 2. Butif it may be
known without the fearch ofAntient Records,then we may kKnow
it aswell as they.

4. 1f the Pope and Clergy bave beenthe keepers of it , have
they in all ages kepe it to themfelves or declared it to the Church?
( I mean to allin common ) 1f they have concealed it, 1, Then
it feems it belonged not to others, 2. Orelfethey were unfaith-
fultand unfit for the office. 3. And then how do fucceeding

Popes and Clergy know it ? If they divulged it,then others know

- iras wellas they. We bave had abundance of Preachers from

among the Papifts, that were once Papifts themlelves, as Luther,
* Melantthon, Z singlins,Calvin, Beza,Peter Martyr, Bucer, 8¢,
and yet thefe knew not of your truly Apoftolical Traditions.
5. And it mars your credit with us, (
prove the beginning of fome of your traditions,or a time when
they had no being, fince thedeath of the Apoftles. ;

6. And alfo that we are able to prove the death and burial
té:‘many things that have gone long under the name of Tra-

tions. :

7. And when we find' fo lame an account from your feltv’.:f
of the true Apoftolical Traditions : Younare fo_confounded' !
tween your Ecclefiafticall Decrees aud Traditions, and }’Oon
Apoftolical Traditions, that we defpair of learning from ()z 7

to know one from the other : and of feeing under the ban® =
bis Holinefs and 8 General Council a Catalogue of :bepf;m
Apoftolical Traditions. And fure it feems to us i 7
dealing that in one thoufand and five bundered years n:g;’ever
indeed there have been Popes folong) the Church cou b
bave an enumeration and defcription of thefe Traditions, ¥o o

becaufe we are able t0

V. o YU T SRR
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' the proefs of them. Had you told us which are Apoftolick
Traditions but as fully and plainly,as the Scriptures which you
accufe of infufficiency and obfcurity, do deliver us their parr,
you had difcharged your pretended truft. :

8.Andit isin our eyes an abominable impiety , for you to
equal your Traditions with the holy Scripture , till you have
enumerated and proved them. And it makes us the more to
fufpe® your Traditions , when we perceive that they or their
Patrons have fuch an enmity to the Holy Scriptures, that they
cannot berightly defended without cafting fome reproach upon
the Scriptures. ~But this we do not much wonder at: for itis
no new thing with the applauders of Tradition. We find the
eighth General Council at Conffantinople, Can. 3. decreeing,thac
| the Image of Chrift be adored with egnal Hononr with the Holy
gcriptﬂre, 7] But whether that be an Apoftolical Tradition , we

oubt. ;

9. And if General Councils themfelves, and that of your
own, fhould be for the fufficiency of Scripture; what then is
become of all your Traditions ? Search your own Binsnius, page
299. whether it paft not as fouud do&sjipne at tSe Councif
of Bafil (in RagnfirQrar.) Sup. 6. [ that faith andall things
neceffary to falfm:ir::?‘ oth matters of belief and matters of pra-
&lice , are founded im the literal fenfe (of Scripture, ) and only

. from that mayargumentation be taken for the proving of thufe things
that are- matters of faith, or necefJary to [alyavion 3 andnot from
thoft paffages that are [poken by allegory, or other [piritnal fence])
Sup. 7. [ The Holy Scripture inthe literal enfe foundlyand well
wnderfload , is the infallible and moft [nfficient Rule of faich )
Is not here enough againft all other Traditonal Articles of faich ?
A plain man would think fo. Yea, but' Bisuius noteth that he
meaneth that explicitely or implicitely iris fo. Well ! I confefs
the beft of you are flippery enough : but let us grant this;
( for indeed he foexplaineth himfelf afterward : yet thats no-

thing for Tradition. He there maintaineth that Scriptureisthe
Rule of faith (not partofthe Rule) [ For (faith he ) when
the intellect hapneth to err, as in hereticks, its ”“’ﬂ“’] that there
be fome Rule, by the deviation or conformity to which the insel ] &b
may perceive that it doth or duth norerr. Elfeit wonld be fiill mn
donsbst and finiinate st appeareth thar 10 humane [ci-

N 3 ence
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ence ssthe Rule of faith. It remaincth therefore rhat the Holy Scrip-
ture 15 this Rule of faith, Thists the Rule, John 20, where be
fasih, thefe things are written shat you might belicve, that fefus
s the fon of God , and believing m'ght have life in his same.
And 2 Pet. 2. You have a more [ure wordof prophesy 1o which
ye do well thas ye attend as to a [ight, &c. And Rom. 15.
Whatfoever things were writtcs's were written for onr learn-
ing, &c. And its plain that the forefasd anthorities are of
holy Scripture 5 and [peakof the holy Scriptnre, &c. The fecond
part alfo is plain, becanfe if the boly Scripture were wot & [uffi-
eient Ruleof faith, it Would follow that the Holy Ghoft had in-
Jrfficiently delivered it, who is the anthor of it: which i by 7
mieans 10 be thought of God whofe works are all perfect. More-
sver if the Holy Scripture were w.nisng $nax) things that are
weccffary to [alvation, then thofe things that are wanting might
lawiully and defervedly be [upcradded from fome thing elfe ( ali-
unde ) or if amy thing Were [uperfluons, be diminifbed. But this
# forbidden, Rev.22. From whence its plain that in Scripture
there ssmothing defellive, and nothing fuper finons , which i agree-
able tosts anshor | the Holy Ghoft, to whofe Ommnspotency ss Agrée:
eth that nothing deminmely ; o his y¥ifdom thas nothing [uper:
finonfly ; ard t0 his Goodne[s that in a congrsons order be provide for
the Nece(fity of onr [alvatson, Prov.30.5,6. Theword of God
% a fiery buckler vo thems that hope in bim: Add thounot to bis words
left be reprove thee, and thox be found & lyar. ] How like you all
this in a Popifh General Council 2 and in an Oration againft the
Sacrament in both kinds. : ¢

Well ! but perhaps the diftin&ion unfaich all agsin? No
fuch matter ; you fhallhearit truly recited. He proceeds thus
[ But for the further declaration of this Rule as 1o that pars » *
muft be Rnown , that the [ufficiency of any doétrine is necefaril)
to be nnderffood two wayes 5 one way Explicitely, another W4) Im:
plicitely. And thisis truein every Doétrine or [cience , beca?(¢

50 doltrine was sver [o (wfficiently delivered, thas all the Con Infs- -

ons contained inits principles , were delivered and expreffed txP’f};
«citely and in the proper terms s and [oit is in onr purpofe : hmi”‘
there is mathing that any way or inany maner (N.B.) per "f’“
esh to fasth and [alvation , whichisnet moff [ufficiently contar”

in_the haly Scripsure explicisely or swplicitel). HmuA f{{{n

e

s e


file:///ardto

R

4 Key for ?atbolxck.;

95

Auftin [ every sraeh is contasnedsnthe Scripsures, latent or pa-
tent, afsn other [ciences Speculative, or Moral and Civil, the
- oncinfions and determinations are contained in thesr principles &c.
and the dedullion is byway of inference or determination _
This is the plain Proteftant Do&rine. There is nothing any way
neceffary to faith or falvation, but what is contained in the
Scriptures, either exprefly, or as the Conclufion in the premifes.
Good ftill | we defire no more. Let holy Reafon then difcern the
Conclufion in the premifes, and let us not be fent for it to the-
Authority of Rome ; nay fent for fome thing elfe, that isno Con-
clufion deducible from any Scripture principles : we grant Tra-
dition or Chburch pra&ices are very ufeful for our becter under-
{tanding of fome Scriptures.. But what is this to another Tradi-

tional word of God ? Prove your Traditions but by inference -

from Scripture, and we will receive them.. ‘

Yet let us.hear this Orator further clearing his mind [ Adding
t0-a Dollrine may be anderffood four wayes. 1. Bywayof explicas
- #i0% o7 declaration. 2. Byway of [upply. 3. By way of amplia-
tion. 4. Bywayof deftrattion, or contrary, The firft way ss necef-
Jary snevery [cience anddoétrine, and Jpecially in Holy Scripture ;

mat forit [elfs whichis moft Jufficient, and moft-cleare in iv felfy

b{t for us.: ( This weall yield ) The fecond way. is neceffary 1o
feiences diminutely and infufficiently delivered by their authors, for
their Japplement : fo Ariftotle s fupplemented by Albertus Magnus,
&c. Thethirdway, [peciallyif it be nop fxéfj]?w is tolerable to
the well btfng, thougl it be nos necefJary. The ﬁ,,,r}h way —Aaf~
ﬁrtmel] # o be rejelted as Poyfon —— Thus arethe antherities to
be wnderflood, shat forbidto add 0. or diminifl fromthe Scripture,,
Deut.i12,32.. 3

Welll. by chis time you may fee, that when fuch do&rine as
this for Scripture fufficiency and perfe@iomas the Rule of faich-
and life, admxtting no addition as neceffary but explication, nor
any other as tolerable, but moderate ampliation { which indeed
is the fame, ). I fay, when this do&rine paft fo lately in.a Popifh
General Council, you may fee that the very Dodrine of Tradi-
tions equaled wich Scripture, or beinganother word of Gd,
neceflary to faith and falvation, containing what is wanting in
Scripture, is but lately fprung up in the world. And fure the
Traditions themfelves be not-old theo, when the corcci. of them
same but lately into the world.. :

4 Wellz:
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4. Well : T have done the three firft parts of this task : but the :
chief is yec behind, whichis o fthew 1 How litdle the Papifls o
get by their Argument from Tradition. 2. And how much
they fofe by it : even all their caufe. ) 3

I. Two things they verymuch plead Tradition for : the one
1s their private do&rines and prattices, in which they difagrec
from other Chriltisns : and here they lofe their labour with the
jud cious. 1, Becau'e they give us no fufficient proof that
their Tradition is Apoftolical. 2. Becaufe the diffent of other
Churches theweth thatitis not univerfal: with other Reafons
before mentioned.

2. The other Csufe which they plead Tradition for, isthe
Dodrine of Chriftianity it felf. And this they doin defign to
lead men to the Church of Reme ; asif we muft be no Chriltans,
unlefs weare Chriftians upon the credit of the Pope, and his
Subje&s. And here I offer to their Confideration thefe two
things,to fhew them the vanity of rheir arguing.

1. 'We donot firive agaioit you in producing any Tradition
or Teftimony of Antiquity for the Scripture, or for Scriptare
Dog@rine : we make as much advantage of fuch juft Tradition as ?
you. What do fuch men as yphite, Vane, Creffy, &c. thinkof, |
when they argue {o eagerly for the advantageof Traditionto }
prove the Scriprure and Chrittian faith 2 Is this any thing againft
us ? Nothing at all. We accept our Religion from both the
hands of Providence that bring itus ; Scriptureand Tradition
we abhor the contempt which thefe partial Difputers caft upon
‘Scriprure ; but we are not therefore fo partial ourfelvesasto
refufe any collateral or fubordinate belp for our faith. The more
Teftimonies, the better. The beft of us have need of all thead-
vantages for our faith that we can get. When they have e{ztO’*
led the Certainty of Tradition to the higheft, we gladly joy?
with them, and accept of any certain Tradition of the mind ©
God. AndIadvifesall that would prove themfelves wife defend-
ers of the faith , to take heed of reje@ing Arguments from
Providences , or any neceflary Teftimony of man, efpec{aiiy_r
concerning matter of fa®, or of reje&ing true Church H’.ﬂo &
ry, becaufe the Papifts overvalue it under the name of .Tfad"[’o”(;
left fuch prove guilty of thelike partislity and injurioufne ‘,ﬂ‘c
the truth as the Papifts are, And whereas the Papifls lmag;'baé




4 Key for Cathdlicks.

97

that this muft lead us to their Church for Tradition, Ianfwer
thatin my next obfervation, which is,

2. We go beyond the Papifts in arguing for juft Tradition of
the Chriftian faith, and we make far greater advantage of it :hc_n
they cando. For ;. They arguebut from Authoritative Deu-;
fion by the Pope, under the name of Charch-Tradition (‘except-
ing the French party ) whereas we argue from true Hiftory and
certain Antiquity, and prove what we fay. R,

Where note 5. That their Tradition isindeed no Tradition :
for if it mufk be taken upon the credit of a manas fuppofed In-
fallible by fupzroacural ¢ if not miraculous ) endowment, this
is not Tradition but Prophefic. Ad if they prove the man to
be fuch a man, its all one to the Church whether be fay that
L Z'his was the Apsfles doitrine, or, This I deliver my felf to yon
from God. ] For if he were fo qualified, be had the power and
creditof a prophet or Apofile himfelf. And therefore they muft

~prove the Pope to bea Prophet, before their kind of Tradition

can get credit : and when they have done that, thereis no need

- of it : this cheir honet D-. Holden was ware of, upon which he
hath fo hindfomely canvaffed chem.

2. Note alfo that fuch as Dr. Holden, Crefly, Vane, white and
other of che French way that plead for Tradition, mean a quite
other thing then the Jefuited Italian Papift meanes ; and while
they plead for univerfal Tradition, they come nearer ro the Pro-
teltants, then to their Brethren,if they did not contradi& them-
felvesy when they have done, by making meer Romifh Tradition
to be univerfal.

3. Notealfo, thar when Papifs peak of Tradition confufed-
ly, they giveus jult reafon to cal| themto Define their Tradi-
tion, and tell us what they mean by it, before we difpute with
them upon an ambiguous word ; fecing they are fo _divided
among themfelves, that one party unde:{tands one thing by it,
and another another thing ; which we muft not {uffer thefe jug-
lers to jumble together and confound.

2. Another advantage in which we go beyond the Papifts for
Tradition, is, that as we argue not from the meer pretended fo-
pernatural Infalhbili:y or Authority of any, as they do, but
from rational Evidence of true Antiquity ; fo we argae not
from a fect or party as théy do, but goln the Univer(al (hurch =

As
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As far as the whole Church of Chrift isof larger extent and.
greater credit then the Popith party, fo far is our Z7adition more:
Credible then theirs. And thatis efpecially in three things.

L. The Papifts are fewer by far then thereft of the Chriftians.
inthe world.. And the tetimony of many, yea of all, is more:
then of a parr. 2. The Papifts above other parries haveefpoufed. -
anintereft that leads them to pretend and corrupt Tradition, and
bend all things to thatintereft of their own, that they may Lord:
it over all the world : But the whole Church can have no fuch
Interelt and P.rtiality. 3. And the Papifts are butonefide;;
and he thac will judge rightly, muft hear the other fides{peak.
too. But the Tradition that*we make ufe of, is from all fides-
concurring; yea Papifts themfelves in many points..

Yea our Tradition reacheth further then the Univerfal Church :
for we take in all rational Evidence : even of Jews, Heathens,
and Hereticks, and Perfecutors, that bear witnefs to the matters.
of fad, and what wasthe do&rineand pradice of the Chrifti-
ans in their times, and what Books they made thy ground of
their faith : fo that as true Univerfal impartial naturally:or-rati--
onally-infallible Hiflory or Teltimony, differeth from a private,
pretended-prophetical affertion, or from the Teftimony of onc
party only ; fo doth our Tradition excell both the forts of Po-
pith Tradition, both thatof the Papal, and that of the Cour~-
cill party. And now judge who may better boaft of or extol
Tradition,they or we ; and to what purpofe, (v [y, White, and
fuch men do bring their difcourfes of Tradition. e

2. But yet we have not fo done with them, till Tradition
have given them theirmorta! firoak. You appeal co Tradition,
to Tradition you fhall go. But what Tradirion mean you ? The-
Tradition of tbe Catholick Church ? And where is thistobe:
found and known? but in the profeffion and pra&ice of tb«;
Charch, and in the Records of the Church.. Well then ! ©

oth thefe let us enquire.
bo’tll‘llhe firft and gregt Queftion between you and us, is, Wit/ her
be Pape be the Head and Soveraign Ruler of the whole Cﬂ!éo/l(k;‘
Church : and then whether the C'atlyoiick Cbml-lcb ;md the Romar:
areof equal extens? What faith Tradition to this?- ,

I{Lqetusenquire of the prefent Church: and there W;:;Vf;
thie profeffion and praice of all the Greek Church; the 59

rianss,
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rians, the Mofcovites , the Georgians, and all others of the
Greek Religion difperfed throughout the Turks Dominions,
‘with the Jacobites, Armenians, Egyptians, Abaffines, with all
other Churches in Enrope, c. that difclaim the Headihip of
the Roman Pope; allthefe do with one mouth proclaim that che
Church of Rome is not, and ought not to be the Miftrifs of the
world, or of all other Churches, buc that the Pope for laying
fuch a claim tsan uforper, if not the AntiChrift. Thisis the
Tradition of the Greeks ; this is the Tradition of the Abafsines :
the far greateft parc of the Church onearthagreein this. Mark
then whatis become of the Roman Soveraignty, by the verdi&
of Tradition; even from the vote of the greateflt part of the
Church. Rome hath noright to its pretended Soveraignty. Baby-
Zsnis faln by the judgement of Tradition. s 3o

If you have the faces again to fay thac all thefe are Hereticks
or Schifmaticks, and therefore have no vote, weanfwer. If a
minor party, and that {o partial and corrupt, feeking Dominion
over therelt, may ftep into the Tribunal,and pafs fentence
_againft the Catholick Chorch, or the greateft part of it, blame
not others, if on far better grounds they do fo by that part. And
for fhame do notany more hereafter ufe any fuch felf~-condemn.
ing words, astoask any Se&, [ How dare jou condemn the Ca-
tholick (Cburch ? Djyon think_all the Church is for[akes bnt y:5,
&c?] And letusask you, as you teach your followers to ask us,
L Zf we mufp turn from the Univerfal Churchto any Seét, why
rather to yours then asother ? why not as well to the A;médpn:[h,
or other party; astothe Papifts Pi

But your common faying is, that the Grecks, Protefbants, and
all the reft were once of Jour Church and departing from it,they can
haveno Tradition bas yours | for their [pring is with you. To
which we anfwer. 1. The vanity of chis your fiction fhall by
ar?d by be anfwered byitfelf. 2. You fay fo,and they fay other- !
wife : why fhould we believe you thar are a fmaller, partial and
corrupted part 2 3, Wellthen let us go to former ages, fee-’
ing it is not the prefent Church whofe voice you will regard
(only by the way, I pray forget nor, 1. Tharyou doillthento
cail us ftill to the Judgement of the prefent Church, and dare
pot ftand toit. 2, Andthat youdo ill to perfwade men that
the greater part of the Church cannot err, if you fentence the

e e greater
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greater partr— as Schifmaticks or Revolters. ) But how fhall we
knowthe way and mind of the ages paff ? If by the prefenr age,
then the greater part giveth us in their fence againft you.1f by the

Records of thofetimes, we are content to hear the Teltimony of
thefe. And firft when we look into the Antients themfelves, we

find them generally againft you, and we find in that which is
antiquity indeed,no footfteps of your ufurped Soveraigaty, but
a contrary frame of Government, and a confent of antiquity
2gainft ir. 2. When we lcok into later Hitory we find, how
by the advantage of Romes temporal greatnefs and the Emperors
refidence there your greatnefs begun, and preparation was made
to your ufurpation, and how the tranflation of the Imperial
Seat to Conflantineple made them your Competizors, yea to be-
gin in the claim of an univerfal Headthip ; and we find how it
being once made a queftion, you got it by 2 murdering Emperor
refolved on your fide for his own advantage. We findthat it
was long, eventill Hildebrands dayes, before you could getany
great poffeffion, for all this fentence. It would but be tedious
bere to recite onr Hiftorical Evidence : werefer you to what is
donealready by Go/daftns and Bifbop Ulher de ffatn €& fucce[s.
Ecclefiar. andin bis Anfwer to the Jefwits Challerg, and in his
Difcourfe of the Antient Religion of Ireland, &c. fpecially by
Blondel in his French Treatife of Primacy, and Dr. Ficld, and
many others that havealready given you the teftimony of Antt-
quity, More then you can givea realonable anfwer to, I have
produced in my Book called the fafe Religion. In plain Engh{h‘;
inftead of Apeftelical Tradition for yonr Soveraignty s W€ fin
that eight bundred years after the dayes of Chrift, you had ot
oeer fo much of the Catholick Church in your fubjedion, s
ou have now : that at four hundred, or five bundred, if not till
fix hundred years after Chrift you had no known part of the
world thatacknowledged your univerfal Soveraignty ; PUIO“IY
the Latine Weftern Church fubmitted to the Pope as their pacrt-
arch. and the Patriarch prime fedis, the firft in order 3m°”§
the Patriarchs : and that before the dayes of Conffantise a7 [oﬁ
Nicene Council, he was but a Pithop of the richelt aﬂdmm
numerous Church of Chriftians : and we fee no proof ‘h.a;%res.
hundred years after Chrift he was any more then the chie
byter of a particular Church, : 1f
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If all this will not ferve, we have National Evidences beyond
all exception, that the Echiopian Churches of Habaffia, the In-
dians, Perfiaxs, &c. were never your fubjes to this day\.‘ That
England, Scotland, and Ireland here in your Weftern Circuits,
were not only long from under youn, butrefilted you, maintain-

ing the Council of Calcedon againft you, and joyning with the -

Eaftern Churches againft you, about Eafter day, ¢¢. And that
- the Eaftern Churches and many great Nations, (as 7. endie, Nu-
bia,&c. ) that now arerevolted, were never your fubjects, and
fome of them had little to do with you.

And yetif all this will not ferve, we haveyour own Confeffi-
ons. Ihave ellewhere mentioned fome: Canus Loc. Thecl. lib.6.
cap.7. fol.201. faith [ Not enly the Grecks, but almoft all the reft
of the Bifhops of the whole world, have vehemently fonght to deftroy
the Priviledge of the Church of Rome : and indecd they had on
their fidey both the Armsof Emperors, andthe greater number of
Charihes : and yet they conld never prevail to abrogate the Power
of the one Pope of Rome ] Mark here whethcr the Catholick
Church was then your fabje@s, when the greater sumber of
Charches, and moft of the Bifhops of the whole world, as well
as the Greeks were againft you,and vehemently foughe againft
_ your preteaded priviledges. ‘ '

Rainerius (fuppofed ) contra Waldenfes Catal. in Bibliothecs
Patrum,Tom.4. pag.773-1aith [ The Churches of the Armenians,
and Ezliopians,and Indians,andthe reft which the Apoftles con-
werted, are not under the Charch of Rome, 7] Read and blufh, and
call Baroninsa parafite. What would you have truer or plainer »
And what Controver(ie canthere be, where fo many Nations
themelves are witnefles againft you 3 And you may conje®ure
at the numbers of thofe Churches by what a Legate of the Popes
that lived among them, faith of one Corner of them, Facob. 4
Vitriaco Hiftor. Orient. cap.77. that the Chu ches ix the Eajterly
pares of AGa alone exceeded in mnlt tude the Chriftiass both of the
Greek and Latine Charches ] Alas, how litt!c a ching then was
the Roman Catholick Church! :

If all this were not enough , the Tradicion of your own Ca.
tholick Church is ready to deftroy the Papacy utterly, For phas
& General Conncil is above the Pope, and may judge bim axd depofe
bim, and thatis de fide 5 mdtbg its Herefie o deny it, and that

3 : alf
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all thisis [0 jure that ne unquam aliquis pericorum dubicavie
no wife man ever donbredof ir, 21l this is the judgement of the
General Council ot B4fi/, with whom that of Cenflance doth
agree ; And whether thefe Councils were confirmed or not,
they confefs them lawfully called and owned, and extraordina-
ry full: and fo they were their Catholick Church Reprefenta-
tive, andfothe Popes Soveraignty over the Council is gone
by Tradirion: bucthatsnot the worft.  For, if a free General
Council fhould be called , al] che Churches in the world muft
be equally there reprefented: And if they were fo, then down
went the ufurped Head-fhip of the Pope : For we are fpre
already that moft of the Charchesin the world areagainft it
and therefore in Council they would have the Major vote. And
thus by the conceffion of the Roman Reprefentative Catholick
Church the Pope is gone by Tradition. Sothat by that time they
have well confidered of the matter,me thinks they fhould be lefs
zealous for Tradit'on.

Char. XXI.

Detedl. 12. A Nother of the Roman frauds is this : They
oy per[wade men that the Greeks, the Protefiarts,
and all other Churches,were ince under their Papal foveraignty,and
bave [eparated themfelves without ary 4t canfe: and.therrfaﬂ
we are all [thi/maticks ; and thereforefore bave no vore mgc’mrﬂ
Conncils, &¢. ; ok =
A fow words may ferve to fhew the vanity ofthis accufation.
1. Abundance of the Churches were fo firange to you,that thez
bad not any notable cemmunion with you. 2. The Gree
Churches wichdrew from your Communion , ' but not from
vour fubje@ion. If any of the Patriarcks or Emperours 95
Conftansinople. did for carnal ends at laft fubmit to you, It :;1
not till lately , nor was it theact of the Churches, nor QWﬂan ?
nor of long continuance. So that it was your Communion
not your fubjection that they withdrew from. We
. And s for us of the Weftern parts, we anfwer you, 1.

were
that are now living, our Fathers, or our Grand fatbers,
i : er did withdra®
2. There
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. 2. There were Churches in Exglind before the Roman Pow-
er was here owned : And therefore if it was a fin to change,
the firff change wasthe fin, when they fubjected themfelves o
you ; and not the later, in which they returned to their ancient
ftate: ,

~ 3. And for the Germanes or- Eaglith or whoever did relin-

quith you, they have as good reafon for it, as for the rﬁelmqmﬁ.\-

ing of any other fin. If they did by the unhappinefs of ill

education or delufion, fubmit to the ufurped Soveraignty of

the Pope they had no reafon to continue in fuchan error. _Re'-
pentance is not a Vice, whenthething Repented of is a vice..

Juflifie therefore yourufurpation, or elfe icis in vain to be an-

gry with us for not adhering to the vfurper, and the many

corruptions that he brought into the Church.

Cuapr. XXIL

Detelt: 13, | Nother deceit thac they mamge wich great :
confidence , ischis; fay they, Ifthe Chu-ch e 4
of Rome be the true Churclr: then yours is ot the true Church,
and then yon are Shifmaticks in [eparating from it: Bus the Charch .
of Rome ssthe true Chaurch ; For you will confefs it was osce a:
tr#e Church + when Paul wrote the Epiftle tothe Romans: and
if it ceafed to bea true Church , tell us when it ceafed, if youn:
can i If it ceafed 1o be 4 true Church-, it Was esther by hes
refic , or Schifm or Adpoftacy : but by none of thefe = there:
fore, &c. % e
A man would think that children and women {hould fee the -
palpable fallacy of this Argument ; and yet I hear of few that
the learned Papifts make more ufe of. Bur to liy open the.
fhame of it in brief I anfwer 1. The deceit licth in the ambiguity. -4
of the word[ Charch.JAsto cur prefent purpofe, obferve thic. ]
it hach thefe feveral fignifications. 1. It is taken ofc in Scri-.
pture for one particalar Chaurch , affociared for per[onal commuy --
onin Gods Wt)r/bipa And thus there were many Churches in a.
Countrey, as 7udea, Galatia, ¢, 2.1t istaken by Ecclefiufti-
cal writers often for an Affuciatien.of manyof thefe Churches for
Communion by their Paflors ; fuch as were Diocefan, Provincial, .
T PR Nationali
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