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ring pare : and in is one man, (that fometime is reputed an 
incarnate Devi! by a General Council too ) that is the unerring 
Pillar of the Church, and wifer then all they. Do you not fee 
that they make ameer nothing or mockery of General Coun­
cils, any farther then they pleafe the Pope ? And can you expect 
that anv thing fhould pleafe them that isagaintt his Greatnefs, 
or, as -Julius the fecond ca!Is i t , [ his holding the place of the 
great God, the CMaker of all things, and a/l Laws? ] What a 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 Rome 
and contradict them infallibly, and Good man, is fain to lave 
theCatholick Church from the Errors that General Councils 
(the Reprefentative Catholick Church ) would elfe lead them 
into : and therefore could he not with lefsado infallibly make us 
Laws, Canons, and Scriptures without them ? For fure that 
which the Pope can do againfi a General Council, he can do 
without them. I f he can Infallibly contradict a General Council, 
and Infallibly Rule us contrary to their Judgement, he may no 
doubt Infallibly Rule us without them. And therefore of late 
times they have learnt fo much wit, that you may lock long 
enough before you fee a General Council. And I W j c 

Council of Conflance were no better Prognofticators then 
liam Lilly, nor no more effeduall Lawgivers then a r Tyler, 
when they Prognofticated or Ordained Decennial Councils • 
And I will be judged by all the world. 

And here alfo you may fee what account the Papilrs mane 
even of the firft General Councils. Its ail one with t h e m t° 
judge others Hereticks for contradiding efpecially the four nrit 
General Councils ( compared to the four Evangelifls) as tne 
Scripture i tfelf-and yet ( who would have thought it) t&ey 
profefsthemfelvesto reject the Canons or Decrees of both tnele, 
the firft of Confiantimfle, and that of Calcedon in parr. -

And now 1 think on it , by this priviledge I cannot fee out 
the Pope is priviledged from all poffibility of being an Heretic* 
perfonally. But thefe things are on the by, I return to the po.^ 
in hand,which is to prove to you ,thac not only the R o m - H i . 
verfal Monarchy and Vice-godhead, but even its P*"1*' 
Primacy was no Apoftolical Tradition,but an Humanei-im 
tion, founded on this Confederation, that Rome was tne i m p ^ 
Seat and City. 
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5. And Humane ic muft needs be. 1. For we find that Coun-
cils did not declare ir as any part of the Law of God, but Or­
dain it as an adt of their own. 2. We find them adding the Pa­
triarchate of Confiantingh , which was a new feat, neither 
Patriarch nor Bilhop refiding 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 with old Rome, which they 
would never have prefurned to do, i f they had thought that 
the Patriarebfhip of Alexandria, Antioch, or Rome had been of 
Divine Institution : for what horrible arrogancy would that 
have been, when the Holy Ghoft by the Apoftles had made 
Alexwdrta fecond, and tsfntioch third, and Rome firft, for a 
tte firft ? ° C o n f t * n t i y i e P l e before two of them, and equal with 

h ^ r

A ^ . t h e r e f o r e w e h a v e r e a f o n to think that i f Patriarchs 
oe ddirable creatures, there may more and more new ones now 
t>e made, as lawfully as Conftantinople was. 

m J ; »nZCd? n o t t h i n k t h a c a G e n e r a l C o n n c i I 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 
theftrlt Nation : but that each Prince with the Church under 
their Power, hath more to do in it then either Pope or Council. 
And if Portugal and France fet up Patriarchs at home, they do 
as lawfully as the Patriarch of C'»ft*ntiK*vlt™& fet up. 
P o n , n r n f v ^ r ° r / W e . m u f t n e e d s ^ that to difobey the 
e I b T L Z f r v ° m

L

h i s f u b ^ d i 0 n ( «* h e **d never forfeit, 
ed his Pacrttrch(h.p by theclaim of an Uiiverfal Headfoip) were 
Zh lf 7i 3 ^ t b e n t 0 d , f o b e y o r w i r h < * r a w from the Patri-
^ n ^ i h ^ t ^ 1 ^ ^ 0 r C^fiamnople, either the Go-
*"d^toZn?mCb* 3 n d » b W > ? i is of Gods ordaining 
hold W h e n W ° r r 0 C : ^ ° C Tasmof to f the Proteftancf 
then to fej S " ° fiV° r e j e d a n V o f c h<™' I f " be of God, 
^ f o b r f i / n l " y ° f t . t h e m ( t h o u S h i n fi^ple error ) is a fin o f 
co b r e " C e t . h r o u S^gnorance , but is far from proving a man 
tobenomemberof theCatholick Church : for fare Patriarchs 
are far from bcing-EflTentiat parts of the Catholick Church. 
C a r h ° I r ? V V : e C u n c I u d e ' a s i n the Papifts own Judgement the 
C hoiick Church may be without the Patriarch of Conflaml 
"oVeof ' ° r it therefore without the 
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DsteEl. i i . " - p ' H E great endeavour of the Papiflsisto ad-
JL vance Tradition: The Council of Trent Sef4-

hath equalled it with the Scriptures, as to the pious affettioh and 
reverence wherewith they receive it . On pretence of this Tra­
dition the 7 have added abundance of new Articles to the ki rn , 
and accufe us as Hereticks for not receiving their Traditions.-
And this is a principal! deference betwixt us, that we take the 
Scriptures to be fufficicne, to acquaint us with the will of C od, 
as the Rule of faith and holy living: and they pU it to be 
but part of the word of God,and that the other part is in unwrit­
ten Tradition.which they equal with this ( as afore. ) For the 
maintaining of Tradition it is that they write fo much to the dis­
honour of the holy Scrip:ure , as you may rind m Rujbvorths 
Dialogues, and Tho. Whites Defence of them,and many others ; 

fo like to the Arguments and Language of the Seekers and Infi­
dels, that we can fcarccly know whom we bear when they /peak 

to us. . . . . A 
For the difcovery of their defperate fraud in this point, ana 

the right confuting of them; i.You rauft diftinguiftr them out or 
their confufion : 2. You muft grant them all that is trueand 
]uft,which we ftull as ftiffl y defend as they : 3 • You muft reject 
their errors and confute them : And 4. You may turn their own 
principall weapon againft them, to the certain detf rudiori of 
their caufe. 

O f all thefe briefly in courre. 
1, For the firft two I have fpoke at large in the Preface to the 

fecond part of the Saints Refi^nd in the determination in the firft 
part of my Book againft Infidelity. But breifly to touch fome or 
the moftneceflary things here,i .We muft diftinguifli the Traditi­
on of the Scriptures^ the Scripture dedrine,from theTrad»Jion 
of other doctrines, pretended to be the reft of the word of 000. 
2.We muft diftinguifti between a certain proved Tradition, a 
that which is unproved and uncertain/if not grofly feigned. 3. w 
muft diftinguifh between the Tradition of the whole Ca tnoi 
Church,or the greater part, and the Tradition of the:Ieiier-m 
corrupted feliilh pare ( even the Roman parr.) 4- ™ f r w g m f a 
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ftinguifh between a. Tradition of neceffary doclrinc or pra&ice, 
and the Tradition of mutable Orders. 5. And we muftdiftin-
gmfti between Tradition by way of Teftimony, or Hiftory, or 
by way o f ! caching Miniftry,and Tradition by way of Dccifive 
Judgement a s to the Universal Church: fuffer them not to jum­
ble all thefe together , i f you would not be cheated in the 
dark. 

2. And then concerning Tradition, we grantall thefc follow­
ing Propofitions, ( fo that it is not all Tradition that we deny J 

1. We grant that the Holy Scriptures come down to us by 
the certain Tradition of our fathers and Teachers; and that what 1 
Lith rh,m ? K h " r i ; § o f t h c Apoflles was to them that lived 
us bvr 'Tr t h a 5 T r a d ; ^ n ^ d belief of certain Tradition is to 
rhn,l„yh 8 c ° f 0 U r d l f t a n c e from the time and place; So that 
™ougrt tnc Scripture bear its own evidence of a Divine author, 
nunc: Image and fuperfcription of God upon it,y et we are behol • 

S K f i 9 n h ^ B ° 0 k s t h e n ^ v « , «nd for much of 
^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ of the Apoftlea 

faith ^ n ^ " U l | y K a C . w ° W l e ^ e t h 3 t ' ° f *fc 
raitn (and more J hath been delivered even from the Apofties 
m other wayes pr forms, befides the Scriptures: as 1. In the 
V f f w of the Churches faith. 2. In the baptifmal Covenant 
Z o J ^ l ^ M e i ^ f l ^ i o n . 3. In the Sacrament ,f tkm 
trats anT^ 7 * ? ?*»ehif"»» Catecbi^. 5. l i t h e 
C w r l r t ' < ^ C ^ - 6 ' ^ heartslfdltrm 
ttian faith and Law : So that we will not do as the Papifts per. 

I X " G ° d , d c l i V e , r e t * U S £ h £ C h r ' < } , a n R e ! ' 8 ' ° - 2 5 

on P r ince of d 7 T ^ l t h e ° n C h a n d C Scrip are; 
with r ^ v d e f t n d m S ^e other : fo will not we qusrrell 

rTItLnl Z i t c u l ^ O b u t t h a n k f u l l y c o n f e f s * 
is deliver^ ^ ? « C h n { } , a n , t y b y unwritten means, which 
in f ^ ^ r ^ , , V n ™* this Tradition is 
eo o T n j 5 P e d to Scripture, and in fome refpeft 

s S r • i s p i n t s , c f t h a n d a s u w c r e ' t o h ° , d " o u c 
3. We confefs that the ApoCUes delivered the G o f p e % voice 

at 
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as well as by writ ing, and that before they wrote it to the 
Churches. 

4. By this preaching we confefs there were Chriftians made, 
that had the dodrine of Chrift in their hearts, and Churches ga­
thered that had his ordinances among them, before the Gofpel 
was written. 

5 • And we confefs that the Converted were bound to 
teach what they had received to their children, fervanes and 
others. 

6. And that there was a fetled Miniftry in many Churches 
ordained to preach the Gofpel as they had received it from the 
Apoftles before it was written. 
• 7. And that the faid ordinances of Baptifm, Catechizirig,Pro-

feffions, Eucharift, Prayer, P ra i f e , ^ . were inftituted,and in ufe 
before the Gofpell was written for the Churches. 

8. And that when the Gofpel was written,as Tradition bringeth 
it to us, fo Minifters are commiffioned to deliver both the Books, 
andthedodrineofthis Book, as the Teachers of the Church, 
and to preach it to thofe without, for their converfion. 

9- And that Parents and Matters are bound to teach this do-
arine to their children and fervants: yea i f a Miniftcr orotner 
perfon were caft into the Indies or America without a Bible , 
he muft teach the dodr ine , though he reraembred not the 
words. 

1 o. We grant that to the great benefit of theChurch, the wri­
ters of all ages have in fubferviency to Scripture delivered 
down the Sacred Verities, and Hiftorians the matters or fact. 

11. And that the unanimous Confent of all the Churches,ma* 
nifefted in their conftant profeffions,and pra&ices,is a great con­
firmation to us. 

12. And fo is the furTering of the Martyrs for the «ame 

truth. . ,ra 

13. And the Declarations of fuch confent by Councils is ai«* 
a confirming Tradition. > > 

14. And the Confeffions of Hereticks, Jews andothermn 
dels, areProvidentiall and Hiftorical Traditions, for confirm* 

15. And we profefs that i f we had any Certain proof of a t ra ­
dition from the Apoftles of any thing more then is w r , c c

S c r i p . 
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Scripture, we would receive i c A l l this we grant them for Tra­
dition. 

3. But in thefe points following we oppofe them. r. We take 
the holy Scriptures as the Compleat imiverfal Rule or Law of 
faith and Holy living i and we know of no Tradition that con­
tained another word of God • Nay we know there is none fuch 
becaufe the Scripture is true,which afferreth its own fufrkiency. 
Scrtpture, and unwritten Tradition are but two wayes of ac-
9uainting the world with t h e / ^ f Chriftian doflrine; and not 
with divers parts of that Doclrine „ fo as that Tradition (hould 
add to Scrip-ure : yea contrarily it is but the fubftanceof great-
eft verities that are conveyed b\ unwritten Tradition : but that 
and much more is contained in the Scripture,where the Chriftian 
doctrine is compleat. 

2. The manner of delivery in a form of words, which no man 
may alter, and info much fuilnefs and perfpicuity, is much to 
be preferred before the meer verbal delivery of the fame doclrine. 

u1 crLi k I e m o r v o f m a n not fo ftrong as to retain as much 
as the Kible doth contain , and preferve k fafe from alterations 
or Corruptions • Or ifone man were of fo ftrong a memory.no 
man can imagine that all or moftftiould be fo : Or ifone Gene­
ration had fuch wonderfull memories,we cannot imagine that all 
their pofterity fhould have the like. I f there were noftatute 
Books, Records, or Law-books in England^ Laws would be 
but fornly kept, and obeyed and executed. 

2. I f all the world had fuch miraculous memories, yet men are 
apt to be negligent either in learning or keeeping of holy do­
ctrine; Al l have not that zeal that fhould excite them to fuch 
wonderfull diligence without which fuch a treafure could not be 
prefer ved. 

3 • When matter and fo much matter, is commited to bare me­
mory without a form of unalterable words, new words may 
make an alteration before men are aware •* The change of one 
word fometimes doth make a whole difcourfe feero to have ano­
ther fenfe. 

4- There are fo many carnal men in the world that love not 
tneftriftnefsof that doflrine which they do profefs, and fo 
many herecicks that would pervert the Holy Do&rinc, that if 
would purpoiely be altered by them if it could be done ; and i t 

N " ~ ' mighc 
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might much moreeafily be done, i f it lay all upon mens memo-
riesI ^or one party would fet their memory againft the others,, 
and jf as it was about Eafter a publick matter oi £ ft ) tradition 
woujd be fet againft tradition : efpecially when the rar greater 
part of the Church turn Hereticks, as in the Arrians dayes, the n. 
Tradition would be moft at their keeping and interpretation ; 
and i f we had not then had the unalterable Scriptures, what 
.might they not have done ? 

5. A whole Body of Doftrine kept only in Memory, will be 
foon difjoynted and diflocatc ; and i f the matter were kept 
fafe, yet the method And manner would be loft. 

6. And there could not be fuch fatisfa&ory Evidence given to 
another of the Integrity or Certainty of i t , as when it is pre­
served in writing. We fhould all be diffident that the Laws of 
England were corrupted, or that Lawyers might combine to do 
i t at their pleafure, i f there were no Law Books or Records, but 
all lay in their memories. I f they were never fo faithful!, yet 
they eould not give us fuch evidence of i t . 

I do not think any man of common reafon can heartily believe, 
that all the holy Truths of God, Hiftoncal, Dodrinal, Practi­
cal, Prophetical, ehr. could (without a courfe of miracles, OS 
extraordinary means; have been kept through all ages, as well 
without writing, as with it. 

7. And i f writing be not neceffary, why have we fo.many 
Fathers Hiftories,and Canons? And why do they fetch their 
Tradition from thefe, and ridiculoofly call them unwritten ve­
rities ? Are they unwritten, when they turn us to fo many: -
lumes for them ? And i f mans writing be necefliry tor u. , 
prefervation , roe thinks men (hould thankfully acknowledge 
lhat God hath taken the beft way in giving it us in his own 
alterable phrafe^ . a 

* I f they do prove thatfome matters of fact are made know 
to OS by Tradition that are not in the Scripure, orthat a / 
Church Orders or Circumftances of worfhip then u feare 
made known to us, ( which yet we wa t ^ h e p r o ^ ^ 
will not follow that any of thefe are therefore ^v ine Inui 
ons, or univerfalLawesfor the unchangable obligation, o 
whole Church. I f there be fome ^ ^ ^ ' ^ ^ 
the Scripture, that wereobligatorybut for a feafon, ami ^ 
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ed occafionally, and ceafed when the occafion ceafed fas the 
Lovc-feafts, the Kifs of Love, the waftiing of feet, the abftaining 
from things ftrangled and blood, the anointing the fick, the Pro-
phefyingsoneby one, mentioned i Cer.14.31- miraculous gifts 
and their cxercife, &c? ) then it will not follow, i f they could 
prove that the Apoftles fafted in the Lent, or ufed the fign of the 
Crols in Baptifrae or holy Ordinances, or confirmed with a Crofs 
inChryfme, &c. that therefore they intended thefcas univerfal 
Laws to the Church, though I fuppofe they will never prove that 
they ufed the things themlelves. 

4. We will never take the Popes Decifion or bare word fora 
Proof of Tradition: nor will we receive it from pretended Au­
thority, but from rational Evidence. I t is not their faying, we 
are the authorized keepers of Tradition, that (hall go with us for 
proof. 

5. And therefore it is not the Teftimony of the Paptfts alone, 
( who are not only a lelTcr part of the Church, but a part that 
hath efpoufed a corrupt intereft: againft the ref t ) that we ftiall 
take for certain proof of a Tradition .* but we will prefer the 
Teftinonieof the whole Catholick Church before the Roraifh 
Church alone. 

6. They that can produce tht beft Records of Antiquity, or 
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 matter of Tradition then millions of the 
vulgar, or unlearned men; fo that with ns, univerfal Tradition 
is preferred before the Tradition of the Romififett, and Rational 
frtof of Antiquity is preferred before ignorant far mifes. But 
where both thefe concur, both nniverfalconfent, and records or 
other credible evidence of Antiquity, i t is moft valid. 

And as for the Romifli Traditions which they take for the 
other part of Gods word ; 1. In all Reafon they muft produce 
their fufficient proof that they came from the Apoftlcs,before 
we can xeceive them as Apoftolick Traditions. And when they 
have done that, they muft prove that i t was delivered by the 
Apoflles as a perpetual univerfal doclrine or Law for the whole 
Church: and when they have well proved both tbefc, we (hall 
hearken further to them. 

2. Either thefe Traditions have Evidence to prove them Apo-
N 2 &olical, 
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ftolical, or no Evidence. I f none, how can the Pope know them 
I f they have Evidence, why may not we know it as well as the 
Pope ? at lcaft, by the helps that his charity doth vouchfafe the 
world. 

3.1ftherebeany Proof of tbefe Traditions, it is either fome 
Antient Records or Monuments; and then our Learned Anti­
quaries may better know them then a multitude of the unlearn­
ed : Or it is the Practice of the Church.' And then i . How 
(hall we know how long that practice hath continued, without 
rccourfeto the writings of the ancients? The reports of the 
people is in many cafes very uncertain. 2. But if it may he 
known without the fearch ofAntient Records,then we may know 
it as well as they. 

4. I f the Pope and Clergy have been the keepers of i t , have 
they in all ages kept it to themfelves or declared it to the Church? 
( I mean to all in common ) I f they have concealed it, 1. Then 
it feems it belonged not to others. 2. Or elfe they were unfaith-
fuil and unfit for the office. 3. And then how do fuccecding 
Popes and Clergy know it ? I f they divulged ir,then others know* 
it as well as they. We have had abundance of Preachers from 
among the Papifts, that were once Papifts thcmfelves, as Luther y 

MeUnahon,ZHindifis<C*lvin, Bez,a,Peter Marty, Buctr, &C. 
and yet thefe knew not of your truly Apoftohcal Traditions. 

5. And it mars your credit with us, becaufe we are able to 
prove the beginning o f fome of your traditions,or a time when 
they had no being, fince the death of theApoftles. . 

6. And alfo that we are able to prove the death and bur.ai 
of many things that have gone long under the name of 1 ra-
ditions. rJ 

7. And when we find fo lame an account from your iei v.e 
of the true Apoftolical Traditions: You are fo confounded be­
tween your Ecclefiaftkall Decrees aud Traditions, and you 
Apoftolical Traditions, that we defpair of learning from P> 
to know one from the other; and of feeing under the hana 
his Holinefs and a General Council a Catalogue of the 
Apoftolical Traditions. And fure it feems to us icarc ^ 
dealing that in one thoufand and five hundered y f r s ^ T ' e v e r 
indeed there have been Popes fo l o n g ; ^ C h u r c h couî  
have an enumeration and defcription of tbefe Traoicio » j b c 
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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 inefficiency and obfcurity, do deliver us their parr, 
you had difcharged your pretended truft. 

8, And it is in 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 thcic 
Patrons have fuch an enmity to the Holy Scriptures, that they 
cannot be rightly defended without cafting foroe reproach upon 
the Scriptures. But this we do not much wonder at: for it is 
no new thing with the applauders of Tradition. We find the 
eighth General Council at Conftantinople, Can. 3.decreeing,that 
| the Image ofChrifi be adored with equal Honour with the Holy 
Scripture, ] But whether that be an Apoftoiical Tradition, we 
doubt. 

9. And i f 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 Binnius, page 
299. whether it paft not as fouud doctrine at the Council 
of Bafil ( in Ragttfttifrat.) Sup. 6. [ that faith andall things 
neceffaryto falvation, '^oth matters of belief and matters ofpra-
Bice , are founded in the literal fenfe ( o f Scripture,) and only 
from that may argumentation be taken for the proving of thofe things 
that are matters of faithi or necejfary to falvation j and not from 
thofe parages that are (pkenby allegory, or other fpiritualfence~\ 
Sup. 7. QT£f Holy Scripture in the literal fenfe foundly and well 
underftoody is the infallible and mo ft fufficient Rule of faith ] 
Is not here enough againft all other Traditional Articles of faith } 
A plain man would think fo. Yea, but Binvius notcththit he 
raeaneth that explicitely or implicitely it is fo. Well / I confefs 
the beft of you are flippery enough: but let us grant this; 
f for indeed he foexplaineth himfelf afterward; yetthats no­
thing for Tradition. He there maintained that Scripture is the 
Rule of faith ( not partof the Rule) £ For f faith he ) when 
the intellect hapneth to err, as in hereticks, its necejfary that there 
be fame Rule, by the deviation or conformity to which theintelLcl 
may perceive that it doth or doth not err. Elfe it would be ftill m 
doubt and ftuftuate "• ' " it appeareth that no humane fci-

N 3 ence 
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ence is the Rale of faith. It remaineth therefore that the Holy Serif' 
tureis this Rule of faith. Thuu the Rule, John 20. where he 
faith, thefe things are written that you might beliive, that fefus 
is the fon of God j and believing mght have life in his name. 
And 2 Pec. a. Tost have a more fure word of prophecy to which 
ye do well that ye attend as to a light, &c. And Rom. i5« 
H'hatfoevtr things were written, were written for our learn' 
ing, &C. And its plain that the forefaid authorities are of 
hoi] Scripture ; and fpeakjtf the holy Scripture, &c. The fecond 
part alfo is plain, becaufe if the holy Scripture were not a fujfi' 
eient Rule of faith, it Vcculd follow that the Holy Ghofi had in-
fopciently delivered it, who is the author of it: which is by no 
means to be thought of God whoje works are all perfitl. More­
over if the Holy Scripture were w ming in any things that are 
necejfurytofalvation, then thofe things that are wanting might 
lanjul/y and defervedly be fupcradded from fome thing elfe ( ali­
unde ) or if anything Were fuperfluous, be diminijhed. Rut this 
u forbidden. Rev. 22. From whence its plain that in Scripture 
there it nothing defective, and nothing fuper fluotts, which it agree­
able to its Author , the Holy Ghofi, to whofe Omnipotency it agree-
eth that nothing deminutely ; to his fVifdom that nothing fuper-
fimufly \ardto his Goodnefs that in a congruous order,he provide for 
theNecefpty of our falvation, Prov. 30. 5, 6. The word of God 
u a §ery buckler to them that hope in him: Add theu not to his words 
le(l he reprove thee, axdthoube found alyar. ] How like you all 
this in a Popifh General Council ? and in an Oration againft the 
Sacrament in both kinds. 

Well / but perhaps the diftin&ion unfaith all again ? No 
fuch matter, you (hallhcarit truly recited. He proceeds thus 
£ Rut for the further declaration of this Rule as to that part, » 
muft be known, that the fufficiency of any doElrine is necejfarilj 
to be under flood two wayes ; one way Explicitly, another Way Im­
plicit ely* And this is true in every Dottrine or fcience , became 
m dotlrinewas sverfo fu§ciently delivered, that all the Conclt*P' 
ons contained in its principles, were delivered and expreffedex)' 
citely and in the proper terms'* andfoit is in 9*r purpofe: ^a.j^ 
there is nothing that any way or in any manner ( N . B . ) fertat 
eth to faith and falvation, whichisnet moft fuffciently contai"*h 

in the hily Scripture explicitly or implicitely. ^ e n c e ^ u ^ a 
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Auftin j ~ every truth is contained in the Scriptures, latent or pa­
tent, afin other fciences Speculative, or Moral and Civil, the 
(fonclufions and determinations are contained in their principles,Sec. 
and the dedutlion is by way of inference or determination J 
This is the plain Proteftant Do&rine. There is nothing any way 
neceffiry to faith or falvation, bat what is contained in the 
Scriptures, either exprefly, or as the Conciufion in the premifes. 
Good ftill L we defireno more. Let holy Reafon then difcern the 
Conciufion in the premifes, and let us not be fent for it to the 
Authority of Rome; nay fent for fome thing elfe, that is no Con­
ciufion deducible from any Scripture principles: we grant Tra­
dition or Church practices are very ufeful for our becter under-
(ianding of fomeScriptures. 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-hearthis Orator further clearing his mind [Adding 
to a Doclrine may be under flood four wayes, I . By way of explicar 
lion or declaration. 2. By way of fupply. 3. By way of amplia* 
tun. 4. -By way of deftruUion, or contrary. The firfl way is necef-
fary in every fcience anldotlrine, and fpeciallj in Holy Scripture ; 
not for it ft I f , which is moflfufficient, and mefl clear e in it f e l f , 
but for us : ( This we all yield ) The fecond way is necepry to 
fciences diminutely and insufficiently, delivered by their authors, for 
theirfupplement : /o Ariftotle isfuppUmented by Albertus Magnus, 
&c. The thirdly, facially if it be not txceffive, is tolerable to 
thewellbetng, though it be not neceffary. The fourth way — 4' 

fertwely u to he reeledas Poyjon Thus are the authorities to 
be under flood ythat forbid-to add to,or diminifh from the Scripture^ 
I>eut.;i2,3 2, 

Weill by this time you may fee, that when fuch do&rine as 
this for Scripture Efficiency and perfections the Rule of faith 
and life, admitting no addition as neceffary but explication, nor 
anyotheras tolerabk, but moderate ampliation (which indeed 
is the fame J I fay, when this do&rtne paft fo lately in a Popifh 
General Council, you may fee that the very Do&rine of Tradi­
tions equaled with Scripture, or being another word of Gcd, 
ncccflary to faith and falvation, containing what is wanting in 
Scripture, is but lately fprung up in the world. And furethe 
Traditions themfelves be not old then, when thecorait. of, them 
wmebat lately into the worJd., 

4>WeiLs; 
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4. Well x I have done the three firft parts of this task; but the 
chief is yet behind, which is ro (hew 1 How little the Papifts 
get by their Argument from Tradition. 2. And how much 
they lofe by i t : even all their caufc. 

1. Two things they very much plead Tradition for .-the one 
is their private dodrines and practices, in which they <Jifagree 
from other Ghriftians : and here they lofe their labour with the 
jud cious. 1. Becaufe tbty give us no fufficient proof that 
their Tradition is Apoftolical. 2. Becaufe the difTent of other 
Churches fhewech that it is not univerfal: with other Reafons 
before mentioned. 

2 The other Caufe which they plead Tradition for, is the 
Uoctnne of Chnftianity it felf. And this they do in defign to 
lead men to the Church of fume-, as if we muft be no ChriOans, 
unlefs weareChnftians upon the credit of the Pope and his 
Subjects. And here I offer to their Confideration thefe two 
thing?,to fhf w them the vanity of their arguing. 

I . We do not ftrive againft you in producing any Tradition 
or Teftimony of Antiquity for the Scripture, or Tor Scripture 
Dodr.ne: we make as much advantage of fuch juft Tradition as 
you. What do fuch men as white, Vane. Crejfy, &c. think of, 
when they argue fo eagerly for the advantage of Tradition to 
prove the Scripture and Chriliian faith ? Is this any thing againft 
us ? Nothing ac all. We accept our Religion from both the 
hands ©f Province that bring it us • Scripture and Tradition 
we abhor the contempt which thefe partial Difputcrs caft upon 
Scripture- but we are not therefore fo partial our fefves as to 
refufe any collateral or fubordinate help for our faith. The more 
Teftimonies, the better. The beft of us have need of all the ad­
vantages for our faith that we can get. When they have extol* 
led the Certainty of Tradition to the higheft, we gladly joyn 
with them, and accept of any certain Tradition of the mind of 
God. And I advife all that would prove thernfelves wife defend­
ers of the faith , to take heed of rejecting Arguments f r o r n 

Providences, or any neceffary Teftimony of man, efpec|aHy 
concerning matter of facl, or of rejecting true Church Hift°" 
ry, becaufe the Papifts overvalue it under the name of Tradition, 
left fuch prove guilty of the like partiility and injurioufnefs to 
the truth as the Papifts are. And whereas the Papifts imagine, 

r that 
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that this muft lead us to their Church for Tradition, J anfwer 
that m my next obfervation, which is, 
h 2 ' hWA S ° b e y o n d t h e P a P i f t s 5 n a r g u ' n S r ° r i u f t Tradition of 

the Chriftian faith, and we make far greater advantage of it then 
they can do. For i . They argue but from Authoritative Deci-
fion by the Pope, under the name of Church-Tradition f except­
ing the French party ; whereas we argue from true Hiftory and 
certain Antiquity, and prove what we fay. 

Where note j . That their Tradition is indeed no Tradition: 
for i f it muft be taken upon the credit of a man as fuppofed In­
fallible by fup;rnatural ( i f not miraculous) endowmenr, this 
is not Tradition but Prophefie. At:d if they prove the man to 
be fuch a man, its all one to the Church whether he fay thac 
L This WAS the Affiles doclrinc, or, This 1 deliver my ft If to jon 
from God.} For if he were fo qualified, he had the power and 
credit of a prophet or Apoftle himfelf. And therefore they muft 
prove the Pope to be a Prophet, before their kind of Tradition 
can get credit : and when they have done that, there is no need 
P L r L j'r r ° n e ^ Holdcn was ware of, upon which he 
huh fo hindfomely canvafTed them. F 

2. Note alfo that fuch as Dr . HMen^refaVdnc, white and 
other of the French way that plead for Traditioa, mean a quite 
other th.ng then the Jefuited Italian Papift meanes. and while 
they plead for umverfal Tradition, they come nearer to the Pro-
S v « i S f r h 0 1 ^ B ; e c h r f n ' i f they did not contradift them. 

^ d ° n C ' b y m a k i n S ™* ^ Tradition 

3 • Note alfo, that when Papifts f p c a k of Tradition confufed-
ly, they give us ,uft reafon to call them to Define their Tradi­
tion, and tell us what they mean by it, before we difpute whh 
them upon an amb.guous word/feeing they « e f H i v i d e d 

t h u C ° n e P * * «^erftands y one bingby t, 
lers to jumble together and confound. 

2. Another advantage in which we go beyond the Papifts for 
l raoition is, that as we argue not from the raeer pretended fu-
pernatural Infalhbility or Authority of any, as they do but 
from rational Evidence o f true Antiquity . f 0 we arcuenoc 
from a feci or partj as they do, but from the VmvtrfM Church : 

° As 
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As far as the whole Church of Chrift is of larger extent and 
greater credit then the Popifti party, fo far is our Tradition more 
Credible then theirs. And that is efpecially in three things. 

1. The Papifts are fewer by far then the reft of the Ghriftians-
in the world.. And the teftimony of many, yea of all, is more 
then of a parr. 2. The Papifts above other parties have efpoufed 
an intereft that leads them to pretend and corrupt Tradition, and 
bend all things to that intereft of their own, that they may Lord ; 
it over all the world : But the whole Church can have no fuch 
Intereft and Partiality. 3. And the Papifts are but one fide j 
and he that 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 Pcrfecurors, that bear witnefs to the matters 
of f ad , and what was the do&rine and pradice of the Chrini-
ans in their times, and what Books they made the ground of 
their faith : fothat as truellniverfal impartial naturally-or-rati-
onally-infallible Hiflory or Teftimony, differeth from a private, 
pretended-prophetical affertion, or from the Teftimony of one 
party only; fo doth our Tradition exoell both the forts of Po­
pifti Tradition, both that of-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 purpose, f r f j f j White, and 
fuch men do bring their difcourfes of Tradition. 

2. But yet we have not fo done with them, till Tradition 
have given them their mortal ftroak. You appeal to Tradition, 
to Tradition you (hall go. But what Tradition mean you ? The 
Tradition of tbe Catholick Church ? And where is this to be 
found and known? but in the profeffion and pracTice of the 
Church, and in the Records of the Church. Well then / ot 
both thefe let us enquire. 

The firft and great Oueftion between you and us, is, W^mr 
ihPopehthe HeadandSoveraign Ruler of the whole CkW^ 
Church: and then whether the Catholic^ Church and the K****. 
Are of equal extent ? What faith Tradition to this ? > 

l. Let us enquire of theprefem Church; and there we nave 
tlKprofeflion and pradice of ail the Greek Church j the 
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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, Aba/fines, with all 
other Churches in Europe, &c. that difciaim the Headftiip of 
the Roman Pope • &1I thefe do with one mouth proclaim that the 
Church of Rome is not, and ought not to be the Miftrifsof the 
world, or of all other Churches, but that the Pope for laying 
fuch a claim is an ufurper, if not the AntiChrift. This is the 
Tradition o- the Greeks- this is the Tradition of the Abafsines : 
the far greateft pare of the Church on earth agree in this. Mark 
then what is become of the Roman Soveraignty, by the verdidt 
of Tradition ; even from the vote of the greateft part of the 
Church. Rome hath no right to its pretended Soveraignty. Baby-
hn is fain by the judgement of Tradition. 

I f you have the faces ag^in to fay that all thefe are Hercticks 
or Schifraaticks, and therefore have no vote, we anfwer. I f a 
minor party, and that fo partial and corrupt, feeking Dominion 
over the ref t , may ftep into the Tribunal, atid pafs fentence 
againfttheCatholickChnrch, or the greateft pare of i t , blame 
not others, if on far better grounds they do fo by that pare. And 
for (hame do not any more hereafter ufe any fuch felf-condemn-
ing words, as to ask any Seft, [_ How dare jou condemn the 
tholick, Qhurch ? Go you thinks all the Church is forfaken butjw, 
&c?] And let us ask you, as you teach your followers to ask us* 
\_Ifwe muft turn frem the Vniverfal Church to any Sell why 
rather to yours then another ? why not as well to the Anabaptifts 
or other party, as to the Papifts } ] . * 

But your common faying is, that the Greeks, Vroteftants, and 
all the reft were once of your Church ,and departing from it,they can 
have no Tradition but yours, for their fpring is with you. To 
which we anfwer. i . The vanity of this your fidion (hall by • 
and by be anfwered by it felf. 2. You fay fo.and they fay other- j 
wife : why fhould we believe you that are a fmaller, partial and 
corrupted part? 3. Well then let us go to former ages, fee­
ing it is not the prefent Church whofe roice you will regard 
(only by the way, I pray forget nor, 1. Thac you do ill then to 
call us ftill to the Judgement of the prefent Church, and dare 
notftand to it. 2. And that you do ill to perfwade men that 
the greater part of the Church cannot err, i f you fentence th* 

O 2, greater 
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greater part as Schifmaticks or Revolters. ) But how (ball we 
knowthc way and mind of the agespafi ? I f by the prefent age, 
then the greater part giveth us in their fence againft you.If by the 
Records of thofe times, we are concent to hear the Teftimony of 
thefe. And firf t when we look into the Antients themfelves, u e 
find them generally againft you ^ and we find in that which is 
antiquity indeed,no footfteps of yourufurped Soveraignty, but 
a contrary frame of Government, and a confent of antiquity 
againft ir. 2. When we look into later Htftory we find, how 
by the advantage of Rome/ temporal grestnefs and the Emperors 
refidence there your greatnefs begun, and preparation was made 
to your ufurpation, and how the tranflacion of the Imperial 
Seat to Confiantinople made them your Competitors, yea to be­
gin in the claim of an univcrfal Headfhip ; and we find how it 
being once made a queftion f you got it by a murdering Emperor 
refolved on your fide for his own advantage. We find that it 
was long, even till Bildebrands dayes, before you could get any 
great poffefiion, for all this fentence. I t would but be tedious 
here to recite our Hiftorical Evidence: we refer you to what is 
done already by Go/daft us and Rljhop Ufher de ftattt & fuccefs. 
Ecclefiar. and in his Anfmr to the fefuits Challexg, and in his 
Difcourfeof the Antient Religion of Ireland, &c. fpecially by 
Blonde/ in his French Treatife of Primacy, and Dr. Field, and 
many others that have already given you the teftimony of Anti­
quity. More then you can give a reafonable anfwer to, I have 
produced in my Book called the fafe Religion. In p'ain Engiifti, 
inftead of Apoftolical Tradition for jour Soveraigntj \ wei find 
that eight hundred years after the dayes of Chnft, you had cot 
neerfo much of the Catholick Church in your fubje<Sion, as 
you have now „• that at four hundred, or five hundred, if not till 
f ix hundred years after Chrift you had no known part of the 
world that acknowledged your univerfal Soveraignty; but only 
the Latinc Weftern Church fubmitted to the Pope as their 
arch, and the Patriarch prima fedis, the firft in order among 
the Patriarchs: and that before the dayes of Conflanttne a " a

 ft 

Nicene Council, he was but a Eifhop of the ™heUan<i m 
numerous Church of Chriftians; and we fee no proof t n«01 
hundred years after Chrift he was any more then the cDiei 
by tcr of a particular Church. I f 
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Ir* all this will not ferve, we have National Evidences beyond 
all exception, that the Ethiopian Churches of Habaffia, the In­
dians, Perfians, &c. were never your fubjeds to this day. That 
England, Scotland, and IrelandhttQ in your Weftern Circuits, 
were not only long from under you, but refilled you, maintain­
ing the Council of Calcedon againft you, and joyning with the 
Eaftern Churches againft you, about Eafter day, &c. And that 
the Eaftcrn Churches and many great Nations, (as 7'endue, Nu­
bia, &c. ) that now are revolted, were never your fubjeds, and 
fomeof them had little to do with you. 

And yet i f all this will not ferve, wehaveyour own Confefli-
ons. I hive elfewhere mentioned foms: Canus Loc. Thecl. lib.6. 
cap.7. fcl.ioi. faith [ Not enly the Greeks, but almofi all the reft 
of the Bifhops of the whole world, have vehemently fought to deftroj 
the Priviledge of the Church of Rome : and indeed they had on 
their (ide9 both the Arms of Emperors, and the greater number of 
Churches : and jet they could never prevail to abrogate the Powtr 
of the one Pope of Rome] Mark here whether the CathoJicfc 
Church was then your fubjeds, when the greater number of 
Churches, and molt of theBifhopsof the whole world, as well 
as the Greeks were againft you, and vehemently fought againft 
your pretended priviledges. 

Rainerius ( fuppofed ) contra Waldenfes Catal. in Bib Hot he c a 
Patrum,Tom.4. pag.77i. faith [ The Churches of the Armenians, 
and Ethiopians, and Indians,andthe reft which the Apoflles con-
verted,are not under the Church of'Rome.1 Read and blufh, and 
c&U Baromusz parafite. What would you have truer or plainer ? 
And what Controverfie can there be, where fo many Nation* 
themfeives are wttnefTes againft you? And you may comedure 
atthenumbersof thofe Churches by what aU'g J o f th Pope" 
that lived among them, faith of one Corner oT them, Jacob, d 
Vitnaco Hiftor Orient. cap.77. that the Cheches in the Lfierly 
parts oj Aha alone exceeded in multtude the Chriftit&r both of the 
Greekjtnd Latme Churches] Alas, how little a thing then was 
the Roman CatholickChurch ! 

I f all this were not enough,the Tradition of your own O -
thohek Church is ready to deftroy the Papacy utterly. For that 
' General Council is above the Pope, and may judge him and depofe 
bim% aud that is de nde , and that its Herefie to deny it, and that 

9 3 all 
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all this is fo jure that ne unquam aliquis pcricorura dubitavit, 
no wife man ever doubted of it, sll this is the judgement of the 
General Council or Bafil, with whom that of C^nftance doth 
agree; And whether thefc Councils were confirmed or not, 
they confefs them lawfully called and owned, and extraordina­
ry f u l l : and fo they were their Catholick Church Reprelenta-
tive and fo the Popes Soveraignty over the Council is gone 
by Tradition: but thats not the worft. For, i f a free General 
Council fhould be called , all the Churches in the world muft 
be equally there reprefented And i f they were fo, then down 
went the ufurped Head-fhip of the Pope : For we are fure 
already that moft of the Churches in the world are againft i t : 
and therefore in Council they would have the Major vote. And 
thus by the concefiion of the Roman Reprefentative Catholick 
Church the Pope is gone by Tradition. So that by that time they 
have well conftderedof the matter,me thinks they flhould belefs 
zealous for Tradit on. 

C H A P . X X I . 

Deleft. 12. A Nother of the Roman frauds is this: They 
jLlperfwade men that the Greeks, theTrcteftants, 

and all other Churches,were once under their Papalfoveraignty,and 
have feparated themfelves without any juft caufe: and therefore 
we are all fchifmaticks ; and thereforeforc have no vote in general 
Councils, & c — f • • 

A few words may ferve to fhew the vanity of this *cc™&tl°n' 
i . Abundance of the Churches were fo ftrange to you that tney 
bad not any notsble communion with you. 2. The ure 
Churches withdrew from your Communion , but not rr 
-our fubjedion. I f any of the Patriarcks or Emperoprs 
cMnuwpie oid for carnal ends at laft fubmtt to you , it * 
not till lately, nor was it the ad of the Churches, nor-owne , 
nor of long continuance. So that it was your Communion 
not your fubjedion that they withdrew from. ^ 

2. And as for us of the Weftern parts, we anfwer you ^ 
that are now living, our Fathers , or our grandfathers 
not of your Church: and therefore we never did m w a

r b e r e 
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2. There were Churches in England before the Roman Pow­
er was here owned : And therefore if it was a tin to change, 
the firft change was the iin , when they fubjeded themfeives co 
you ; and not the later, in which they returned to their ancient 
ftare; 

3 . And for the Germanes or Eoglifhor whoever did reiin-
quiOi you, they have as good rcafon for i t , as for the relirsquifh-
ing of any other fin. I f they did by the unhappinefs of ill 
education or delufion, fubmit to the. ufdrpcd Soveraignty of 
the Pope they had no reafon to continue in fuch an error. Re­
pentance is not a Vice, when the thing Repented of is a vice. 
JufHfle therefore your ufurpation, orelfeitis in vain to be an­
gry with us for not adhering to the ufurper, and the many 
corruptions that he brought into the Church. 

C H A P. X X I I . 

Detett:i$. A Nother deceit thac they manage with great 
I X confidence, is this; fay they, If the Chinch 

of'Rome be the true Church', then jours is not the true Church, 
and then you are Shifmatickj in feparatingfrom it: But the Church 
of Rome is the true Church i For you mil confefs it was once a 
true Church : when Paul wrote the Epifile to the Romans- and 
if it ceafed to be a true Church , tell us when it ceafed, if you 
can : / / it ceafed to.be a true Church , it Was either byke~ 
refie , or Schifm or Apeflacy : but by none of thefe : there­
fore, &c. 

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. But to hy open the 
ihameofitm brief I anfwer 1. The deceit tieth in the ambiguity 
of t h e w o r d [ C W & . ] A s t o our prefent purpofe, obfervetruc 
it hath thefe (everal ftgnifications. 1. It is taken oft in Scri­
pture for one particular Church , affociatedfor perfonal 
on in Gods fVorfhip. And thus there were many Churches in a 
Countrey,as Judea,Galatia, &c 2.I t is taken by Eeciefufti-
cal writers often for an AJfociationof mwy of thefe Churches for 

Communion by their Paftors ± fuch as were Diocefac, Provincial,, 
Nationaii 
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