A Key for Catbal:’ck:.

141

pifts that fhall read thefe words, that, AS SOON AS I
SHALL SEE ANY CERTAIN PROOF, BY
CATALOGUE OR ANY OTHER WAY, THAT
THE CATHOLICK CHURCH, HATH suc-
CESSIVELY FROM AGE TO AGE BEEN
PAPISTS,IWILL TURN PAPIST WITHOUT
DELAY: ANDI CHALLENGE THEM TO
GIVEUS SUCH PROOF IF THEY CAN.

Nay if they will prove that inthe firft age alone, or the
fecond, or third alone,the Cacholick Church were Papilts,  am
am refolved to turn Papift : Nay [ am moft confidentthey can-
not prove that in‘any one age to this day, the Catholick Church
were Papifts: - : g

And as to H. Ts. Catalogue; I rerurn him further anfwer,
that no ome named by him in the firft age had any one of
their errors: Andnoone named by him to the year four hun-
dred, (Imay add, tothe year fix hundred,if his falfe catalogue

be truly corre@ed) was a Papift ; fo well hath he proved the Po-
pith Succeffion. : B

But for the plainer opening of this, T fhall add the difcuflionof

another of their deceits..

‘ Catape XX V.
Deteit. 16. A_ Nothier notable fraud of the Papifts, is, to

N confound all their own ervors and corrmptions:
sogether "”d"hf? 20 inftance in fome of thofe errors that are
common 10 them with [eme others, andto omit the Eﬂ;’miaﬂpart:-

of Popery : And fo they would make che world believe, that if’

they prove the Antiquity of any points in d fference berween
them and us, they do thereby prove the antiquity -of Popery’
(and foof theflucceffion ) And {o they would make our Reli-
giop alfo Efentially to confift inevery in‘eriour difference be--
tweenus. :

'Suﬁ'er them not therefore thus to juggle inthe dark, bur di-
ftinguifh between the Effentials of Popery , or the main d; -
rence between' themand us, and the other errors, which are:
not proper to-them alone, :
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Thus Bellarmine opens his jugling lib. 4. de Ecclef. cap. .
where he pleadeth Antiquity of Do&rine as a Notc of the
‘wue Charch @ And ( faichbe ) Fam dusbus modis, &c. Two
wages Ve may by this Mark prove ogr Church. 1. By [hewing
the f[entences of the Ancients, by which we confirm all omr temets,
and rofute onr aduverfaries. But this way ( faith be ) is moft
prolizx, and obnoxious to many calumnies and objellions. ( Mark
Papifts,and rake beed of appealing to Antiquity.) The other way
(faithhe ) is orrer and [urer, by fhewing firft from the confef-
Jienof the adverfaries, that our tenenss arc the doitrine of all the
antients, &c. | Aod indeed if the weaknefs or rafhnels of any
Proteftants be the Papifls firength, its time for ustobemore
prudent : butif it be the Papifts unhappinefs that cannot under-
ftand the antients in the antients, but only fram'the Pope or the
Proteflants, the Fathers are faln into tiie bands of Babies as
well as the Scriptures ; and the Proteftants bave too little wit if
they will join wich the Pope inan abufive interpreting che Fa
thers for the Papills. And thus Bellarmine proceeds to cite
Calvin, and the Centurifls, as giving them the Fathers. But
wherein? Forfoo:h inthe point of Frec-ws/l Limbus, Concupi-
fcence, Leut, Lay baptifm in secefsity, &c. And therefore by
our Confefsions Antiquity is for the Papifts. And this is their
thorteft and fureft way. ( The more fools we then. ) Is not
bere great diffidence in the Fathers, when they have more con-
fidence in our fayings then their writings
But this jugling will not ferve thetarn. Take upthe Ef-
fentials of Popery, and prove a Catholick fuccefsion of them,
and you fhall win the day.In Explication of my former profefsi-
“ons, I'here again folemnly promife and proteft,that [W H ED
EVER I SEEA VALID PROOF OF A CA-
THOLICK SUCCESSION OF THESE FOL-
LOWING POINTS, I WILL PRESENTLY
TURNPAPIST:OR OF ANY ONE OF THEM,
I WILLTAKE UP THAT ONE.] And I provoke
the Papifts that boalt of Tradition, Succefsion and Antiquity,to
do thisif they are able. ; - i
I, Letthem prove a Catholick Succefsion, or continuat -
of this point, that 7 e Pope of Rome is appointed by Chrif 10 be

the ansver(all Monarch, Soveraign,Governeur, Head of tf;t?{:k
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55 sicks Church, and the Vicar of (hrift on carth, and holding
the place of God him[elf, whom all muft obey. ‘ ol

2. Andthar the true and only Catholick Charch is a Sociery
thus beaded and Governed oy the Pope, and that no man is 4 tre
member of the Catholick, Church, that is not the [fubject of the.
Pope as univerfal Monarch : Nor can any other be Javed,as being
withont the Church. 8

3. And that the (hurch-of Romeisby Gods appointment- the.
Mifivis of all cther Churches. :

4. And that the Pope of Rome is Infallible. o3

§. Zbat wa cannot believe the Scriptucesto be the wordof God,
o the Chriftian dottrine to be trae, but wpon the Amnthoritative
Tradition of the Roman Church, and #pon the knowledye or belief:
of their Infallibility: thatis | we muft believe in the | ope as In-
fallible, before we can believe in Chriff ( Who sspretendedto give,
bim that infallibilisy. ) :
« GThatwo Seripture is by any mas to be interpreted but accord:
sng- to the fence of the Pope or Roman C burch,andthe unanimons.
confent of the Fathers. :

7. That & General Council approved by. the Pupe cannoterr ;.
but a General Conncil nos. approved by the Pope may, err..

8. That nothing is to s an Article of faith till it be declaredby.
the Popé.or a General (omncii ; ( theughit was long before declared.
by Chrift or bis Apsft/es as Plain asthey can [peak. ) :

9 That aGeneral Conncil hath 1o mare wvalidity. then the Pope.
givethip, :

10. That wo Paftor bath a valid Ordination, snle(s it be derived !
Sfrom the Pops.. : .

. X1 That there are Articlesof faitl of Neceffitytoonr Silvas
350n, which are not contained in the Holy Scriptures mor can be pro--
ved by them.

12, That. fuch Traditions ave to be received. with eqnal pions.
affeition. and reverence.as the holy Scriptures.
< 13. That Images bave eqnal homonr with the Holy. Gos
pel. LK o

14. Tbﬂ"b"-lergy of the Carholick Church onght ro fwear.-
obedience tothe Popeas Chrifts Vicar.. '
15. That the Pepe foonld be 4 temporal Prince.
1G. That the Pope and his. Clergy onghs 1o be exempred ;fr’oz;,
s A © the:
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the Government of Princes and Princes osght mot to judge and pa. :
wifh the Clergy, till the Poge deliver them 1o their powcr, baving 4
degraded them. '
17+ That the Pope may difpo[[efs Princes of their Dominions,and
“givethem taotbersyif thofe Princes be fuch as he jadgeth bereticks,
or will nf;fbrxt_e»if?in;ﬂzte ;Ierebtic!{:. : NEARTNE
18. Thas in fuch cafes the Pope may difcharse allth whjetts
framtheir allegiance and fidelity. pirg ; f g S i
19. That the Pope in bis own Tersitories and Princes in theirs,
maft burn or otherwife put to death, all that deny Tran[nbftants-
ation,the Popes Soveraignty or fuch d.&rines as are afore expreffed
when the Pope kath fentenced them: '
20.That the pesple fbould ordinarily be forbidden toreadthe Scri-
prurein a known torgue 5 cxcept fome few that bave a licenfe from
3 the ordinary. » st e -
21. That publick Prayers, Prayfes and other publick worfip of
rf God, [honld be performed confantlyin a langnagenot wnderffood by
the Peaple ; or onlyin Latine,Greck or Hebrew. : ¢

22, T hat the Bread and wine in the Eucharift, is Tranfnb-
tantiate into the very body and blood of Chrift , fo that i# is nomore
true Bread or Wine | thongh onr eyes | taft, and feeling tell usthat
it is. : o :

2.3. That the confecrated hoft is tobe worfbipped with Divine
wor/bip, andcalled onr Lord God.

2.4. That the Pope may oblige the people to receive the Encha-
rift only in one kind, and forbidthem the Cup. :

25. That the fins called venial by the Papsfts,are properly no
fins, anddeferveno more bat temporal panifbment. ! 2

26. That we may be perfeitin this life by this double perfettion.
1. Tohaveno fin, bnt to keep all Gods Law perfeétly. 2. To [#-
pererogate, by doing more then is our Dary.

27. That sur works properly merit [alvation of God, by WAy
of Commutative Juftice, or by rhe Condignity of the works 4s
proportioned to the Beward. 1S

28. That Pricfts frould generally be fordidden Marriage.

29. That there 15 @ fire called Purgatory, where fonls are tor=
mented, and where fin is pardoned, in anotber world. 2

: ?}) O. That in Baptifm there is an implicite wow of obedience to
tne Pope of Rome, 21 This
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31. That Godiserdinarilyto be worﬂippgd by the Oblation of 4
srme proper propitiatory [acrifice for the living axd the dead, where
2he Pricft only hall ear and drink the body and blood of Chrift ,
wi le the Congregation look on and partake not. : i

32. That the Canon of Scripture is the [ame that is declared by
the Conncil of Trent, 5

[ will pafs by abundance more to avoid tedioufnefs; And I
will not ftay to enquire which of thefe are proper to the Papifts.
Bucl am refolved fo to receive maoy of them as they can prove
a Catholick fucceflion of ; that is, that they were in all ages the
Do&rine of the Univerfal Church : AndIcrave the charity of
fuch a proof from fome Papiftor other , ifthey bave any cha-
rity in them ; and that they will nolonger keep univerfal Tradi-
tion in cheir purfes. .

And I would defire H.T. to revife his Catalogue, and in-
ftead of twerity or thirty dead and filent names , that fignifie
no morethen Blanks or Cyphers, he would prove that both
thofe perfons and the Catholick Churchdid inevery age hold
thefe chirty two forementioned do&rines. And when hath done,
then let him boaft of his Catalogue. Till they will perform this
task, let them never more for fhame callto us for Catalogues
or proofof fucceflion. Butiftheyare fo unkind that they will
not giveus any proof of fuch a Catholick fucceffionof Popery,
we fhall be ready to fupererogate, and give them full proof
of the Negative,[ T hat there bath been ns [uch [ucce[fion of thefe
thirty two points, |as foon as we can perceive that theywill ingeni-
oufly entertain it:though indeed it hath been often donealready.

But certainly it belongeth to them that fuperinduce
more Articles of Faith,to prove the continuation of their own
Articles thronghall ages; of which anon.

_Well! but one of thefe Articles at leafi (the Popes Soveraignty)
H.T. will prove fucceffively, if you will be credulous enough.
In the firlt age he provesit from Peters words, A% 15.7,8,9,
10. God chofe Peter zo convert Cornelius and bis company : theres
fore the Popeisthe Umiverfall Monarch. Areyounot all con=
vinced by this admitable argument 7 But he forgotthat Bellar-
mine, Ragufius ( inConcil. Bafil. ) and others of them fay,

proper literall fence. To fay fomewhat more, he unfeafonably
& u talks

that ue eArticle can be proved from Scripture , but from the .
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galks of the Council of Sardis and (alccdon,an. 400. & 451.
left the firft age have but a blank page.

In the fecond age he hath nothing but the names of a few that
pever dreamt of Popery, and a Canon ( which you muft believe
was the Apoftles) shat Priefts muft communicate. Of which we
are well content, ‘

Inthethird Agehe nameth fifteen Bifhops of Rome, of whom
the laft was depofed for offering incenfeto Satwrs, Jupiter, &c-
But not a fyllable to prove that one of thefe Bifhops was the
univerfal Monarch: Much lefs that the Catholick Church was for
fuch Monarchy. But to excufe the matter, he tells you, that
the fecond and third Age produced no Conncils ( the greater de-
ceiversthen are the Papifts that have found us Councils then )
and fo you have no Catholick fucceffion proved. Zea, but be
faith, rhey bave fucce/fions of Popes, Martyrs and Confeffors, whick
is [ufficient for their purpofes. See the firength of Popery | Any
thing is fufficient for your purpofes, it feems. Rowse bad Bifhops,
therefore they were the Univerfal Rulers of the Church: A
ftrong confequence ! ‘Rome had Martyrs and Confeffors : there-
fore it was the Miftris of all Churches. Who can refift thefe
arguments? But why did you not prove that your Confeffors
and Martyrs fuffered for attefting the Popes Soveraignty |
if they fuffered bat for Chriftiamty , that will prove them
but Chriftians, and not Papifts.  Thus you feeto the confufion
of the Papifts, that they have nothing to thew for the fucceflion
or antiquity of Popery for the three firft Ages. Yea worfe
then nothing : For here he comes in with fome of the Decre-
tals forfooth of fome of their Bifhops. Decretals unknown, el
a while ago in the world , brought out by 1fidore Mercator
but with (o little canning s left them naked to the fhame of the
world ; thefalfhood of them being out of themfelves fully pro-
ved by Blondell, Resgnolds,and many more,and confeffed by fome
of themfelves. Here you fee the firft foundation of Papal fuccef-
fion ; evena bundle of fiions, lately fetcht from whence they
pleafe to cheat the ignorant part of the world. d

But in the fourth and fifthages H. 7. doth make us amer .
for his want of proof from the threefirft. But fappofe be ;’r;
whats that to a fucceffion,while the three firft ages are fira s>

2o Popery 2 Well ! bur lets hear what he hath at laft Hl; rfg‘i




4 Key for Catholicks,

147,

proof (after a few (ilent names ) is from,_the Conuncil ef Nice;
And what faith thattwhy 1. It defined that theSon of Godis confub-
fantiallte his Father, andtrue God And whatsthat to Popery ¢
2.But st defined the Popes S overaignty: But how prove you .tbat £
Why itisin the thirty ninth Arab. Canon. O what Coniciences
have thofe men that dare thus abufe and cheat theignorant !
Asif the Canons of the firft General Council bad never been
known to the world, till the other day, that Alphonfiss Pifanns
a Jefuite publifheth them out of Pope Falius and I know not
what Arabick book. Thefe men that canmake both Councils
and Canons at their pleafure above a thoufand years after th.e
fuppofed time of their exiltence, do never need to want authori.
ty. Andindeed thisisacheaper way of Canon-making in-a
cormer, then to trouble all the Bifhops in the world with a great
deal of coft and travail to make them.  Butif this be the foundas
tion, the building is anfwerable. Their Bifhop Zofimus bad
not been acquainted with-thefe new Articles of an: old Council ,
when he put his trick upon the fixih Council of Carthage, where
for the advancement of his power (though not to an univerfall
Monarchy, yet to a preparative degree ) he layeth his claim
from the Council of Nice,as faying [ Placuitut fi Epifcopus ace
cufatus fuerit, &c. ] which wasthat If an ejected Bifbop appeal
to Rome, the Bifhop of Rome appoint fome of thenext provisce to
judge s orif yet be defive bis canfe to be heard,the Bifbop of Rome
Jeall appoint & Presbyter bis Legate, &c. ] In this Council were
217.Bithops, Aurelins being prefident,and Augn(tine being one.
They told the Pope that they would yield to him till the true co-
pies of the Council of Nice were fearched.; for thofe that they
bad feen had none of them thofe words in, that Zofimus alledged,
Hereupon they fend abroad to the Churches of the Eaft, to Con-
Jtantinople, Alexandria, Antioch, &c. for the ancient Canons.
From hence they received feveral copics, which all agreed s but
none of them had either Zofmus forgery in; nor c%l; forged
claufe Whlth. Bellarmine rhuft have in; much lefs the cighty
Canons of Pifanus the Jefuite, or this one which H.Z. doth
found his fucceflion on | by only the twenty Canonsthere men-

tioned, which bave not a word for the Popes Soveraigaty.
And here note 1. That Zofimus knew ot then of Pifunus Cas
Rons, or elfc he would have aliedged them; nor yet of Bellar-
; s 7 mintd



file:///_PUcuitut

A Key for Cathalicks.

o

mines new part of a Canon for the Primaey of the Bifhop of
Rome. 2. That Zofimus bimfelf had not the faith, the wit or the
memory,to plead either Scripture, Apoftolical Inflitution, or
Tradition, for his priviledge;but only a falfe Canon of the Coun-
cil of Nice = as looking no bigherit feems for his authority.
3. How early the Roman Bithops begun both to afpire ,
and make ufe of forgeries to accomplifh it. 4, That there
wasno fuch Apoftolick or Church Tradition for tb_xf Roman
Power, as our Mafters-of Tradition now plead for ; which all the
%atboh‘ck Church muft know. For the wholeCouncil,with allczbe
€hurches of Conftantinople, Alexandria, Antioch, &e. Th'i! 15,
ina manner allfave Rome were ignorant of that which Zofimus
would have had them believe, and Bel/armine and H. T. would
baveus to believe. 5. Notealfo how licele the Cliurch then be-

lieved the Popes infallibility. 6. Yea Note, how upon the recep~

tion of the feveral Copies of the Nicene Canons, they modefi]y
convi&ed Zofimus of falthood : And how the Council refolved
againk hisufurpation. Seeinthe African Councils, the Epifile
of Cyril and Alexandria, and” Atticys of Corflantinople: and
the Epiftles of the Council to Boniface and Celeffive.  1n
their Epifile to Bomiface before they had reecived their an-
fwers from other Churches abour the Nicene Canons, they
tell him that they believed they  fhonld not [uffer that Arro-
gancy [ non [umns iftum t3phum paffnri ] But to Celefline they
conclude more plainly,though modeltly [ Presbyrcrorum gsog;
& fequentinm, &C.i-e. [ Let your bolinefs | as befeemeth you, re-
pell the wicked refuges of Presbycers and the Clergy that follow
them s becanfe this is not derogate, or taben from the Africas
Church by any Definitionof the Fathers; andtbe Nicene Decrees
moft plainly committed both the inferiony lergy, and Bifhops
them(elves to the Metropolitans.  Fop they did moft prudently,and
moft juftly provide, thar alf bufineffles (N.B. ali ) fronld be
endedin'the veryplaces where they bigun., and the Grace of 1o
koly Ghoft Will not (or fhonld ot ) be Wanting toeack province -
which-cquity fhonld by the Priefts of € brift be pmdeﬁtl]"oéff roed,
moft conflantly maintained: Efrecially, becaufe it is grans

¥0 every ome to appeal to the Conncils of their own P ’””'”.m;e ;.
o710 & Univerfall Conncil if be be offended with the jnage

ment of the Cognitors. Unlefs there fhonld be any omt ‘l"“: bc::
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think that onr God caninfpire 4 juftice of tryall intoanyone man
( N.B.) anddeny it to snnumerable Priefts that are congregated
sn Conncill. . Or how can that judgemert thats paff beyend [ia
be valid, to which the nece([ary perfons of the witnefs conld ot be
brought, either becanfe of the infirmiries of [ex,cr of age,many other
smpediments intervening. For that any (i.e. Legates ) fhuld be
Jent as from the fide of ‘yourr holine(s, we fisd not con~ituted by any
Symod of the Fathers, Becanfe that which you [ent ns by onr fel:
low Bifbop ¥auiltinus as done by the Nicene Comncil in_the truer
Conncils, received asthe Nicene, ( Jent from boly Cyril onr fel-
low Bifbep of the Church of Alexandria , and from vinerable
Atticus the Bifhop of Conltancinop'e, omt of the Authentick (Re
cords, ) which alfo heretofore were fent by us to Boniface your
P’."d“"’ﬁ",gifb@ of venerable memory, by Innocent 2 Presbyrer,
and Marcellus Subdeacon, by whom they were from them tons di-
reéted, ) in which we conld find mo [uch matter.oAnd ds not ye [end
Jour Clergy exccurors'ts potent men; do not ye yield to it /et we
Sfeem to;érin_g tb:fmaal{_y eArrogancyof the world (or fecular ar-
rogancy ) into-the Church of Chrift, which preferreth the fight of
Jimplicity ard day of kamility for thems that defire ro fee God. For
of onr brother Faultinus, we are fecnre, that the [afe brotherly cha-
vity in Jour holine(Jes honefty ani moderation ,can [uffer him 1o fay
#o longer in Africa. ]

Well faid durelins | Well faid Augufbine I Well faid all yow
African Fachers | Had others fluckas clofe to i s you,the Pa.
pacy had been kept from the Uaiverfali Monarchy.

Note here 1. That this Council looke no higher for the pow-
er of the Pope and other Metropolitans, then to the Council of
Nice , and thoughe it a good argument, that ch. Pope had no:
fuch power becaufe no Council bad fo fubjected the African:
Church: And therefore they never dreamt that Ch-ift or the
Apoftles had given it him, 2. Note that they eviuce the Nullity:
of his pretended power out.of the Nicene Council. 3.Note that
they took him not to be above a Council, hiving power to difs
Peﬂrc W![b its Canong, 4.1N0[e.[ha{ bv the Nigene Couﬂ(‘itnot‘
fome, but all bufinefs mu} be ended where they begin, and this:
Council fo interpreted them ; and therefore there’s o appeals:
to the Pope. §5.And that he that faith otherwife unjuftly chargethy
the Holy Ghotk to be wapting to the Church. 6. Thar (hs or-
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deristobe held fat. . Thattheytook it for a fufficient rea-
foragainftappeals to Romse becaufe all might appeal to a provin-
cial or general Council. 8. Note that they thought ita thing
not to be imagined by a man, that God fhould give his Spirit to
any one man, even to the Pope,to enable himto try and judge,
and deny it to a Council, General or Provincial. This feemed
to thema thing that none fhould imagine, fo that they little
dreamt of the Roman infallibility or power of Judging all the
world. 9. Note alfo that they thought the Popeto be uncapa-
ble of thisuniverfal judgemene, wereit but by diftance, -and the
natural impediments of age, fex, and many the like that muft
needs hinder the necefliry witneffes from fuch a voyage or
journey. So that they givean Argument from Natural necef-
fity againft the Popes pretended Soveraignty and judgement.
10. Note alfo that they plainly make fuch judgements to be in-
valid for want of neceflary witnefs and means of profecution,
11. And whereas the Pope might obje& that he could' prevent
all this by bis Legates, they flatly rejed that too,and fay they
find no fuch thing Cogftituted by any Synod : fo that they
bothreje@ed the Popes trying and judging by Legatesin other
Metropolitans jurisdi®ion ; and they took it for a fufficient
ground todo fo, thar there wasno Copncnl had fo con_ﬁltuted :
lictle dreaming of a Scripture conftitution, or Apoftolical Tra-
dition. Andif thePope may neither judge them by himfelf
nor his Legates, hemayficftill.  12. Nextchey convincethe
Roman Bifhop of fending them a falfe Canon of the Nicene
Council. 13.Andthey fhew us here what way the Pope then
took to get and keep his Power : even by {ending to the 'fccnlat
‘commanders of the Provinces, (in whom they had fpecial inter
by their refidence at Rome, ) to execute their wills by force.
14. And note how the Council plainly accufeth them for this,
of introducing fecular Arrogancy into Chrifts Church, that bet-
ter loveth fimplicity and humilicy and light. 15. And pote
how plainly they require the Bifhop of Rome todo fo no more.
16. And how plainly they tell him that Fasflinus bis ﬂa%‘rﬂ:’_
longer in Africs will not ftand with that honefty and m{O € L
tion of the Bifhop of Rome which. is neceffary to the fafety
brotherly charity. : e
I give you but the plain paffages of the Council as they lie fg: .
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fore you, and fcrue no forced confequences from them. And
now let Binniusand his brethren gomake women and children
believe that sz was 5oz Appeals ro Rome,but a troublefome manver
of sryalthat the Council was againft, Andlet H. 7. tell men
that take him for infallible,of a Nicene Canon for the Popes Su-
Premacy and Monarchy. And lec him perfwade ideotsand do-
tards that che Catholick Church in the fourth and fifth ages was
for the univerfal Government ofthe Pope. And fol proceed
to his next proof, :
Saith H.p T. [The firft Conltantinop.Council dicreed the Bifbop
. of Conftantinople ¢ 4 chief mext the Bifhop of Rome. ] _
“Anf.1. You fee then that Primacy was but the Inititution of
Councils, for order fake. - 2. You fee thenthat it was g:fm.mde&
on a fecular reafon; for fo faith the Canon [ becanfeit is neve
Rome. ] 3.You fee then that the Popes Primacy was but' hono-
rary, and gavehim no univerfal Government. For thep i
mMacy here granted to' Conffantinaple, gave them no Govern-
ment over Mlexaniria, Antioch, &c. 4,Yea exprefly the fe-
cond Canon limics all Bithops without exception to their own
Diocefs, And fo doch the third Canon, exprefly affirming
[ thar according to the Nicene (Council in every province, the pro-
vincial Council onght to adminiffer avd Zovern all things. | See
now what a proof here is of Catholick jucceffion of the Roman
Monarchy ¢ Nay how clearly fill it s difproved to thar time.
The next proof of H.T. is from rhe shird AG of the frf}
Council of E phefus, thatPeter Jet lives and exercifes Judgem:nt im
bss Succeffors ] Anfw.He turns us to look a needle in a bottle of
hay. That Council isalarge volume, containing fix Tomes in
Binnius, and not divided into A&s. Bur I fuppole at laft
have found the pace, Tom. 2. ¢ 15. where the words
_ that Peter was the Hoad of the A pofies] though nothing to
their purpofe, are neicher {p ‘ken nor approved by the Council ,
but only by Philip a Presbyter, Celeftines Legate, And the
Council, though fpecially moved by his concurrence. to exrol{
Celeffine to the higheft,yet 1.Never {pake a word of his Govern.
10g power or Soveraignty , but ‘only his concent: And when
they mention the Roman Church, itis only their concent which
they predicate. 2. And they excoll Cyril equaily with Celeffine
£ NowoPanis Celeflino ( they forgot Peser ) Novo Panto Cy-
: : : vidlas.
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rillo: ~ Unsn: Celeflinus | Unus Cyrillus, ] &c.
. Tgf next witnefs brought1s the Council ojf Ca!c,eo:ilen, as cal-
;‘:gr 20 Univer[al Archbifhop and Patriarch of old Rome , and
Sn nce is prosounced againft Diofcorus inthe namses of Leo a7
Itf?mt Peter. | Anfw. 1. Thisis but one of your common frauds.
buvt.vas n(;t) the Council that called him univerfall Archb fhop,
dorut.:v: : CIQCZF" in the fuperfcription of their Libels,viz. 7 hedo-
e n fc riog. And were they the Catholick Church ?
By [ Usiverfal /]nhbiﬂ]ap'_] its plain that they meant no

more then the chief in dignity and order of all Arcbbifbops ; and -

not the Governonr of all. ~ 3.1 have thewed you before that
this very Council in its Canons not only give the Bifhop of Con-
fantinople equal priviledges with the Bithop of Rome, but €x-
prefly fay that Rome received this primacy of order A patribus,
from a Council,becanfe it was Sedes Imperii,the [eat of the Empe:
rosr. 1thought Thad given you enough of this Council before.
Sure I am when Bellarmine comes to this Canon,be hath nothing
to fay for his caufe, but plainly to charge this famous fourth
General Council with lying or falfhood, and to fay, that the
Popeapproved not this Canon. But approved or not approved,
if this was the Catholick Church reprefentative, furel am that
their tetimony is valid to prove that there was thenno Catho-
lick reception of the Roman Monarchy as of God,but contrarily
a meer primacy of Digoity and Honour givenit newly by mea.

In che fixch age he had not one Council to pretend it feems for
the Roman Soveraigney, for he cites none, but about other mat-
ters ( of whichanon. )

In the feventh age (which he calls the fixth ) though then
the Soveraignty was claimed by Boniface,he citeth no Council for
it niether.

Intheeighthage ( from the year feven hundred ) he cites the
fecond Council of Nice,s approving an Epiftle of Pope Adriar,
wherein he faith that the Roman Church is the Head of all Ch#r-
ches. ) Anfw.1.But whether Adrianhimfelf by the Head meant
the chief i Dignity, OF the Governonr of all, is a great doubt.
-. But whatever he meant, the Synods approving his Epiftle for
Images, is no proof that they approved every word in ir, 3. Yea
Tharafius feems to imply the contrary, calling him on!y,f’ftem

Rome primas & seftatorum principum fucceffor 5 89 e g:;

i
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had the Priviledge only of being the Primate of Rome, and not
the Ruler of the world. 4. Butif this Council did ( asicdid
not) openly own the Papal Soveraignty, it had beenno great
honour to him: Forasin their decrees for Images they con-
tradi@ed two Councils at Confbantinople ; and that at Frank-
ford contradi@ecth them ; fo might they as well contradi& the
Church in this : Even as they defined Angels to be corpereal,
which the Councilof Laterane afterward contradicted. But the
plain truth is, it was the fcope of Adrians Epiftle as for Images,
which they exprefled themfelves to approve. And that t.beig:
,‘Imagev-wor{hip it felf hath no Caghohck fucceffion, me thinks
they fhould eafily grant, confidering not only, 1. That thereis
nothing in the firft ages for them. 2. .‘_\nd_thg_: Epipbanins
and many before him fpeak exprefly againft it. * 3. But fpeci-
ally that there have been more General Councils of thofe ages
againft them then for them, and that before this of Nicede-
creed for them , the reprefentative Catholick Church ( ex-
cept fill the Pope be the Catholick Church ) did condemn

them.
I fuppofe by this time you will think it needles for me to

follow H.T. any furcher in his Catalogue. I am content that
any imparcial fober perfon judge, whether herebea fatisfaco-
ry proof of a Catholick fucceffion of the Papal Soveraignry ,
when through fo many ages, they bring nota word for any fuc-
ceflion at all ; much lefs that it was owned by the Catho-
lick Church: and leaft of all chat all the reft of Popery was
B B 1 Tt fai i '

Obje&. But at leaft fome other points of Popery are proved b
H.T.t0 bave [uch a [ncceffion. Anfw.Peruffhispprgofs fnd freel;
judge. Two of the thirtytwo Articles which T mentioned be-
fore he fpeaksto : Theone isthat Bifhops, Priefts and Deacons
fronld abftain from their Wives,or be degraded.] Bur1. The
Council which he cites for this,is but a Provincial Council in
Spain iD the fifth Age = and whats this to Catholick fuccef-
fion ? 2. The Evidences for the Antiquity of Prielts marriages
are {o clear and numerous, that I will notthank any of them
" to confefs their do&rine aNovelty. 1 Cor. 9. 5. Havewe not

power to lead about a Sifter,a Wife as well asovher Apoftles and as
the brethres of the Lord and Ccpba)} ? Thopethey willnot deny-
that

il s
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thac Pererbeda Wife? 1 Zim. 3. 2, 4. A Bifhop maft be blame-
Iefs, the busbard of one Wife —— One that ruleth well bis own
bosfe , having. his children in [ubjection With all gravity.
ver 12. Let the Deacons be the busbands of one wife , ruling
their children, and their own houfes well, Tit. 1.7. If any be
blamele[s, the husband of one Wife, having faithfull children,
The Antienc Canors called the Apofties, fay, Can.6. Let

wot 2 Bifbop er Pre:é}ter put away his own Wife on pretemce of
Religion.  Axdif be reject her, let him beexcommunicated : bus
if be perfevere, let him be depofed. ] Let Bellarmine perfwade
thofe that will believe him, that this Canon fpeaks but of deny-
ing them maintenance : Canons as well as Scriptore areunin=
telligible to thefe men. The Canons at Zr#/l. of the fifth
and fixth Coancil , do exprefly expound this Apoftolick Ca-
nonasIdo here : and they profefs it was the Apoftles con-
cefsion then to the Bifhops to marry: and they themfelves
forbid any to feparate Priefls from their Wives, and profefledly
oppofe the Roman Church in it, Can. 12, 13. For this Bellar-
mint, lib.2. cap. 27. de Pontif. Rom. reproacheth them, and
thats hisanfwer. Forfooth, she Pspe approved not thefe (Canons:
| 1. Let Adrians words beread, and then judge. 2., What if he
1 didnot 2 Our enquiry is of Cacholick Tradition and fucceffion,
4 and not of the Popes opinion. Butitseafic to bring much more
for this. ' 3%
Another point that H. 7", proves,is, 7 be Jame Canon of Scrip-
ture which they own : And for this he brings one Provincial
Council, Carth. 3. as inthe {ixth Age.  An excellent proof of
Catholick fuccefsionthrough all Ages. Bug have we not bet-
ter proofof the contrary ? Let him that would be fatisfied per-
vfe theferecords and judge. Eufeb. Ecclef. Hiff.l. 3 .cap. 9-
E vel. 10. and there Fofeph. li, 1. cone. Apion. Conftitut. dpoftol.
( whofoever was the author ) lib. 2. cap. 57. Canon. Apoft.

#lt. Diowy[- Ecel. Hier.cap. 3. Meles. in Eufeh. Eccl. Hiffor.

i lib. 5. cap. 24. Origen in Niteph. bif?. Ecclef. lib. 5. cap- 16,
. Orig. Philocal. cap. 3. Enfeb. Hiff. 1.6, cap.25. Tertnl. cont.
: Marcion. Carm. lib. 4.cap,7. Athanaf. Tom. 2., Epift. 39 E¢

irf Synopf. Sacr. ferip. Hilar. Pittav. Explanat. in Pf.dlmof- Cy-
ril. (vel. foban. ) Hierofol. Catech. 4. Concil. Laodic. (an 59.

Epivhan. berel. 5. : : derib. Greg.
Epipaan. baref. §. & 76, & de Mesfur, & por Nazianz,
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Naziarz. Carmin. de veris & genuinis Iiéri..r S S « Ampliloch. in

- Balfam. pig. 1082. Hicronym. in Prolog. in lib. Reg. & Prol,
inlib. Solom.Et Epift.ad Latam.cs paffim Ruffinus in Symbolum.
But what need I cite any more,when Dr. ('sfin hathdone it ina
volume purpofely » where this allegationalio of the third Cone.
Carthag. is an{wered,

N D now having fhewed you that Papifts cannot prove
A any Cacholick Succefiion, or Continnation,er Tradition
of their Religion, let us confider of their filly fhift,by inftancing
" in fome by-points common to them with others, Of which
I fhall fay the lefs becanfe 1 have fpoke toit already in my Safe
Religion. ,

And before I mentionany particolars, remember that I have
- proved before that ignorance or differenceabout many points

not effential to Chriftianity, may confift with our being of one
Religion and Catholick Church, and therefore fuch differences
are nothing to the point of fucceffion of the Catholick Church
or Religion, This is plain toany reafonable man. And that
the Papifts may fee that for their parts they have nothingto fay
againft it, I fhalladd to what is faid, thacthey tolerate or plead
for the toleration of greater differences among themfelves ,
which yet they affirm to confift with the unity of faith. Iwill
now give you but an inftance or two.

The Jefuits maintain, that if a man do but believe in their

Popeand Church as infaliible, he may ( not only as fome fay,
beignorant of fome Article of the Creed it felf,and yet be a
trae Catholick,yea and be faved, butalfo ) believe afalfe Arti-
cle as from God and the Church : The former is commonly
taught not only by fuch asSwarex that fay the Article of Chrifts
Defcentinto Hell'is not to all of Neceffity to Salvation, but
by many othersinthe Dodrine of Implicite faith. The later
clanfe you may
Jefuite, Corollar, Pag. 250. where his objeors put this cafe
C Suppofe twenty Bifuops preach 1o a conntrey man a falfe Ariicle,
as if itwere [poken by God and the Charch = that Propofal of
the twenty Bifbopsisfo fufficient,shat the Conntrey man pradens-

by formeth ancvident pragtical jndgement, and morally cerrain,
X2

fee among others in Franc. eAdlbertinus the

19’
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to believe with a fpeculative affent the Ayricle propofed by the
.zwmr] Bifhops, for the Autharit] of God as the formal reafon.
Zeree abfurdisics feem hexce to follow. 1. That the Countrey man
Joonld be obliged mnder mortall fin, to beliewe the twenty Bifbops,
and fa the precept of faith fhonld bind to belicye 4 falfhood. 2.T ke
Countrey man [bonld be in Geds Grace withow faith.  In Grase,
becanfe he commits no mortal fn, yea he obeys the command of
believing : Tet without faith, becanfe be belicves a falfhood op-
Pofite to faith, and [o loferh faith. 3.God fbonld concur to de-

ceive

Lo the firft Albertinus anfwereth that its no Abfurdity
that the command of faith dp ablige to believe 4 falfhood it being nor
per {e,bnt per accidens. To the fecond he faich,that the Comntrey
man doth not lofe his grace or faith, becaufe the falfbood believed
35 ot formally oppofite to the true faith ( bat materially )
Here you fee thata man may hold an Article oppofite

to the faith marerially, and yet not only be a true Chriftianin
grace and faith, but alfo in fo doing obey by accident the
command of believing, fo be it he believe in their Charch. And
if that be fo, with what face can thefe men fay,that our Church
ar Religion is new,or not the fame with the Greeks, ¢#c. when
we have the fame formal Objec of faith, and differ in no-
Effcntial Material point? See here their lubricity and parti-
ah%ne Inftance more : The fecond Council of Aice that
decreed for Image-Worfhip, doth yet exprefly decree tha
Latria , Divine wor/bip is to be given only to God , T homas
Aqsinas [Am. 3. 9.25. art. 3. ¢ 4. purpofely maintaineth
that Latria, Divine worfbip is to be Ziven tothe Image of Chrift,
E andtothe Crofs that he dyed on ; and to the fign of that Crofs.
Here is an Article of their faich exprefly concradi®ed: And
yer Aquinasis a member of their Church; And if anyfay, be
1s no member, its proved paft dounbe » for the Pope hath Cano-
nized him for a Saint: So that now icis apart of their Religi-
on to take him fora truebeliever : .And Albertinus bath (as
he thinks ) proved, that thoughin many other ma[ters‘of: fa&
the Pope be fallible, yet in the Canonizing of Saints he is infal -

- lible, becaunfe of fome promife of Gods fpeciall afsiftance (ifone
knew where to find it. ) Abundance of fuch Inftances m:ght be
brought that prove, that the Papiffs own men as true belu'v:;::
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that deny or contraditt Articles of their faith.But what need we.
more,then that Frasce and thoutands el{where are yet members
“of their Church,that deny the Lazerane and Florentine definition
for the Popes Supremacy above a General Council 2 and when
moft Papilts hold that Angels are incorporeal, contrary to the
definition of the faid fecond Council of Nice. And therefore
by their own law, nay much more, we may well fay that thofe
were of our Religionthat differed from us in nothing that is in
deed or our efteem Effential to the faich, Nowtoa few parti-

culars. :
-1, The Papifts tell us that [ Fulk confeffeth that Hierom,

Auftin, Ambrofe, c5c. beld the invocation of Saints ] HT.p-49.

Anfw. 1. If any hold that they fhould defire the departed Saints
10 pray for them, as they do the living, we have reafon enough
to takeit for their error, but its no proof that they are no:.of
the fame Church and Religion with us : Aslongas they give
no parc of that adoration or honour to Saints which is proper
to God the Father, Son, or Holy Ghoft, it is not inconfiftent
with true Faith and Chriftianity.

2, But yet we muft tellyoun thatthe Primitive Church was.
unacquainted with the Romith prayerto Saints. Till the end
ofthe fourth Century they are not ableto prove that ever three-
men ( if any one ) were for any prayer to.the Dead at all |
except fuch a conditional fpeechinan Oration as Greg. Nazi-
anzen hath [ If boly fonls have any care or fetling of fuch things
as thefe, receive this Oration] Qrat. 11. 1intreat the Reader
that needeth information of the way of Anriquity in this point,

to read Bifhop U bers Anfwer to the Jefuite on this point, page-

418, @c. Where he faith that L for nine parts of the firf} fonur
hnndred years, he dare be boldto fay thas the Je[uite is not able to

produce fomuch as one trne teftimony omt of any Father whereby:

st may appear that any account At all war made of it ] Where
he citeth the full exprefs words of the Fathers of. thofe firft
ages againft praying to Saints as Origen in Jus. Hom.16. And
In Rom. lib. 2. cap. 2. And Contr. Celfum lib. 8.page 432,433,
4006, 411,412. ¢ lib. 5. pag. 239. Tertnllian Apol. cap. 30,
Tertnllian and Cyprian of Prayer : Athanafius Orat. 4. Cont.

Arrium pagi 259,260, Ecclef. Smyrn. apud Eufeh. Hift. [ib 4.
&c. I am loth to recite whar is there already. given you..
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3. {\nd when Prayer to the dead did come in, how exceedingly
it differed from the Romifh Prayers to the dead, I pray you
read there inthe fame Author. 4. And alfo of thofe Adorati-
E ons and Devotions offered by the Papifts to the Virgin a7y,

Ideﬁreyou to read in the fame Author, and Place, enovgh

to make a Chriftiantremble, and which for my part I am not

able to excuie from horrid Blafphemy or Idolatry , though I

: am willing to put the beft interpretation on their words chac
reafon will allow.

5- The Reafon why in the old Teftament men were not wone
' ¥0 pray to Saints, Bellarmine faith was,becanfe then they did not
/ gnter iuto bm"um nor fee God, Bellar.de [anit.Bea. li. 2.cap.19.
{ rg Snarex in the third part, Tom. 2. difp. 42. Sett. 1. But
abundance ofthe chief Do&orsof the Church for divers Ages
; were of opinion that the Saints are not admitted into Heaven
- t(} the clear fight of God before the day of Judgement ( as moft

of the Eaftern Churches do to this day ) therefore they could |
not be for the Popith Prayer to Saints. =

And here again obferve, that men may beof the fame faith
aod Church with us,that differ and errin asgeeat a matter as
this. The Council of Floremce hath nowdefined ir, that depart-
ed fouls are admitred inso Heaven to the clear fight of God: ~And :
yet Stapletonand Francif. Pegna. 4 Caftro, AMedina, Sot#s,af- |
firm that Zremens | Faftin Martyr Tertullian, Clemens Ro- '
manns,0rigen , Ambrofe,Chryfoffome, Auftin, Latantins, Victo-
rinus, Prodemins, Theodoret, Aretas,Oecumenins,T heophilatty
Euthymins, yeaand Bernard, have delivered the contrary fen-
tence. See Staplet. Defenf, Ecclef. anthor. cont. whitak1ib.1.
¢ape 2. with Fran. Pegna in part. 2. Direllor. Inquifitor.
com. 21,

Now asall thefe muft needs be againft the Popifh Invocation
of Saints, {o they were againft that which is now determined
to bede fide; Whencel gather (ontheby ) 1. ThattheRo-
%» mifh faith increafeth,and is not the fame as heretofore. 2. That
: they had not this Articleby Traditionfrom any of thefe Fa-
: thers, or from the Apoftles by them(unlefs from the Scriprur es.)
{ 3. That men that err in fuch points as are now defined b A
Councils to be de fide, are yet accounted by Papifts t0 beo
theic Churchand faith: And therefore they may be oL,

é ' not- 3
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notwithftanding firch errours aschisinhand. 4. And note allo
by chis taft,whether the Papifis benot a perjured generation,
that fwear not to expound Scriptare but according te the ananimons

confent of the Fathers. 2
6. The Council of Laodicea condemned them as Idolaters

 that prayed to Angels, Can. 35. ( which Caranza, Crab,and
~ other Papilts bave turned into. Angslos ; whofe falfification
you may fee fully detected by the faid Bithop T/er, ibid. pag.
470,471,472, Readthere alfo the full Teftimonies of Greg.
Niffen , Athanafins, E piphanixs,rc. againft praying to Saints
and Angels, and thedete&ion of Bellarmines fraud, that pre-
rendeth the Fathers to fpeak of the (ientiles Idolatry when
they mention the Virgin 4ary and the Saings, and fay exprefly
they were notto beadored.
But for all this, H. T. Mannal.page 291, &c. hath Fathers
for this Adoration of Angels and Sants.  And who are they ?
The firk is Dionyfins : to which I anfwer, 1. There is never a
fuch a word in the place cited in Dionyfiss , inthe Book that I
have at hand, printed. Lugdun. 1572. 2. We sre for praying
the Saints to pray for us too, thatis,chofe on earth: And the
words cited by him,mention not the Saints in heaven. 3.Thae
Dionyfins is not Dionyfins but a {purious Apochryphal Book :
Notonce known and mentioned in the world tll Gregory the
greats dagcs, ( 'ﬁx bundred years after Chrift ) as Bellarmine
l};z}f’elf ;alth Lib. de Scriptor. Ecclef. de Disnyf. And lib. 2. de
ach, cap. §.

The fecond is (lem. Apoffol. Conflit. 5. Anfw. 1. The
words fpeak only of honouring the jlfltartsyrs', wfhich is our
unqueftioned duty ; buc not of Praying to them. 2. Its
an Apochryphal forgery, and neither the Apoftles nor Cle-
W'".onrk which Be citeth ( but any thing will ferve chefe
men: ) Let him believe Bellarmine de [criptor. Eeclef. pag-
38,39. where he proveth it, and faith that [ in the Latine
Church , thefe Confitutions-are of almoft no accomnt and the
G"_fkf themfelves Canon. 2. Trul. reject them as depraved by He-
reticks, and that the receiving of them is it thar mifleadeth the
«/Ethiopians.} Seemore againft them in Cooks Cenfurd, pag.
17,18, 19. and Rivers Crir. Sac. & Dalans in P[eudepigrap.

The third Teflimony of A.7.is from Fuflins (econd jﬂpol.
Anfw.
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ednfw.Itisnot Prayingto Angelsthat 7uffin feemeth to intend,
but giving them due honour, which we aliow of. His inrentis
to ftop the mouths of Heathens that called che Chriftians impi-
ous for renouncing their Gods : To whom he replyech,that we
et hononr the true God, and bis Angels,&c.
His Teftimony for the third ageis only Origen (and yet nene
of Origen ) FirftinhisLament. 4ufw. 1. Origen there menti-
oneth the Saints, but not the dead Saints. It may be all the
Saintsin the Church onearth whofe prayers he defireth. 2. If
t!ns fatisfie you not, at leaft be fatisfied with this, thar you
cite a forgery thatisnone of Origens Works. Not .only Em/_t— -
mus faith that [ This Lamensarion was weither written by Ori- : N
‘8en, wor tranflated by Hierom, but is the fition of [ome nnlearn-
edman, that by this trick_devifed to defame Origen : ) But Ba-
vonins Aunal. Tit.2. ad an, 253. p. 477. witneflechthat Pope ¢
Gelafins numbers it with the Apocryphals. ; o
But H.7. hath afecond teftimony from Origen. in Cantic.
Hom. 3. Anfw. 1. That {peaks of the Saints prayer for us, but ; §
not of our prayers to them one word, which is the thingin
queftion. 2. But Era/mas and others have fhewed that nei- ..
ther is this any of Origens works. Sixsus Semenfis faith, that &
fome old Books put Hieroms name to it: And Lombard and ,
Aquinas cite paflages out of it as Ambrofes.
3 You fee now what Teftimonies H. 7. hath produced for
the firft three Ages, even till above four hundred years after
"Chrift. And yet no doubt but this is currant proof withthe
poor deluded Papills that read his Book. ;
2. The next exception to be confidered is, Praying for
the Dead: which they fay the ancient Charch was for. :
Anfw. 1. Weare for the Commemoration of the holy !Weﬁ
and fufferings of the Saints: and the firlt fort of the ancients
prayers for them began here, as the occafion. 2. Weare for
' thankfull acknowledgement of Gods Mercies to the departed
E Saints, and to the Church bythem. And the firft prayers for
!- them were fuch asthefe. 3.Bifhop Ter bath copioufly pro-

ved that they were Saints, fuppofed to be in Heaven or Para-
dife, and not in Pargatory, that were then. prayed for emd
therefore that it was not the Popifh praying for tormente

et heir prayers
fouls that was then pradifed : Aund therefore cheir P inn




