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pifts that (hall read thefe words, that, AS S O O N AS I 
S H A L L S E E A N Y C E R T A I N P R O O F , B Y 
C A T A L O G U E O R A N Y O T H E R W A Y , T H A T 
T H E C A T H O L I C K C H U R C H , H A T H SUC­
C E S S I V E L Y FROM A G E T O A G E B E E N 
P A P I S T S , I W I L L T U R N P A P I S T W I T H O U T 
D E L A Y : A N D I C H A L L E N G E T H E M T O 
G I V E U S S U C H P R O O F I F T H E Y C A N . 

Nay if they will prove that in the fir ft age alone, or the 
fecond, or third alone,the Catholick Church were Papifts, I am 
am refolved to turn Papift: Nay I am moft confident they can­
not prove that in any one age to this day, the Catbolick Church 
were Papifts. 

And as to H 77. Catalogue, I return him father anfwer, 
that no one named by him in the firft age had any one of 
their errors.- And no one named by him to the year four hun­
dred, ( I may add, to the year fix hundred,if his falfe catalogue 
be truly correaed) was a Papift ; fo well hath he proved the Po-
pifhSuccefiion. 

But for the plainer opening of this, I (ball add the difcuffion of 
another of their deceits. 

C H A P . X X V. 

DtteB. 16. A Nothcr notable fraud of the Papifts, is, to: 
J. X. confound all their own errors and corruptions 

together , and then u infiance in fome of thofe errors that are 
common to them with feme others, and to omit the Ejfentiall parts 
of Popery : And fo they would make the world believe that i f 
they prove the Antiquity of any points in d f W . c e between 
them and us, they do thereby prove the antiquity-of Popery 
( and foof thefucceffion ) And fo they would make our Reli-
giopalfo Eflentiallyco confift in every inferfcur difference be­
tween us. 

Suffer them not therefore thuito juggle in thedark,but di-
ftinguifh between the Effentiais of Popery , or the main diffe­
rence between them and us, and tbe other errors, which arec 
not proper to them alone, 
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Thus BeUarminc opens his jugliog lib. 4. de Ecclef. cap, 9. 
where he pleadeth Antiq-iity of Doftrine as a Note of the 
true Churih : And ( faith he ) Jam Mm modiste Two 
•waya ^ce may by this Mark prove our Church. 1. By fbewing 
the fentences of the Ancients, by which we confirm all our tenets, 
end refute our adversaries. Bm this TVAJ ( faith he ) is mofi 
prolix, and obnoxious to many calumnies and ebjeilions. ( Mzh 
PapifU,snd rake heed of &ppealiog to Amiquity.) The other way 
( faith he ) isjhortcrandfurer, by fhewing firfi from the confef-
fienof the advzrfaries, that our tenents are the dottrine of all the 
antients^c ] And indeed if the weaknefs or raftinefs of any 
Protectants be the Papifls ilrength, its time for us CO be more 
ffi. | € n I ' ^ U t ^ iZ ^ e t h e P a P ^ s "r'happinefs that cannot under-
iiand the antienrs in the smiencs, but only from the Pope or the 
Piotcflants, the Fathers sre fain into the hands of Babies as 
well as the Scriptures h and the Proteftants have too little wit if 
they will join with the Pope in an abufive interpreting the Fa-
thers for the PapiHi. And thus Bellarmine proceeds to cite 
Calvin^ and the Centurifts, as giving them the Fathers. But 
wherein? Forfoorh in the point of Fret-rvi!l,Limbus, Concupi-
fcence.Lent, Lay baptifm in necefsity, &c. And therefore by 
our Confcfsions Antiquity is for thePapifts. And this is their 
fhorteft and fureft way. ( The more foo!s we then. ) Is not 
here great diffidence in the Fathers, when they have more con­
fidence in our fayings then their writings ? 

But this jugling will not ferve the tarn. Take up the Ef-
fencials of Popery, and prove a Catholick fuccefsion of them, 
and you flhall win the day.In Explication of my former profefsi-
ons, I here again folemnly promife and proteft that [ W H E N 
E V E R I S E E A V A L I D P R O O F OF A C A ­
T H O L I C K S U C C E S S I O N O F T H E S E F O L ­
L O W I N G P O I N T S , I W I L L P R E S E N T L Y 
T U R N PA P I ST: O R O F A N Y O N E O F T H E M , 
I W I L L T A K £ UP T H A T O N E . ] And I provoke 
,the- Papifts that boait of Tradition, Succefsion and Antiquity,to 
do this i f they are able. 

1. Let them prove a Catholick Succefsion, or continuation 
•of this point, that The Pope of'Rome is appointed by Chrifi tobe 
fie aniverfall Monarch, Soveraign^overnmr^ Bead of the C^-

wltck^ 
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thoUck Church, and the Vicar of (fhrifl on earth, and holding 
the place of Godhimfelf, whom all muft obey. 

z.Andthat the trm and only Catholic^, Church is a Society 
thus headed and Governed by the Pope, and that no man is a true 
member of ̂  the Catholick, Church, that is not the fubjecl of the 
pope as miverfal CMonarch : Nor can any other be Javed,as being 
without the Church, 

3. And that the fourch~ of Rome is by gads appointment the 
Miflris of all ether Churches. 

4. And that the Pope of Rome is Infallible. 
5. That we cannot believe the Scriptur es to be the word of God, 

or the Ohriftian dotlrine to be true, but upon the Authoritative 
Tradition of the Roman Church, and upon the knowlcc - e or belief 
of their Infallibility : that is , we mujl believe tn the • ,pe as In­
fallible, before we can believe in Chrift ( veho is pretended to eive: 

him that infallibility. ) * 
6. That m Scripture is by any man to be interpreted but accord? 

tngto the fence of the Pope or Roman Church^ndtheunanimous 
c,on(tnt of the Fathers. 

7. That a Genera^ Council approved by the Pipe cannot err j 
but a General Cmncil not approved by the Pope may err, 

8. That nothing is to us an Article ef faith till it be dtcU edby 
We Pope or a General Council; (theugh it was Ion?- before declared 
by Chnft or his Apoft/es as plain as they canfpet^. ) 
gnthfa ™ l C ' ™ c U h * t b m wre vtMitl then the Pope, 

IO. That no Paft or hath a valid Ordination, unlefs it be derivedl 
jnm the Pope. 

* 1 1 * 7!°*tt]otre A n A^ieles of faith of Necefuy to our Salv.u 
wdby the *" ™* C Q " i a i w d i a t h e Sc^ir^,nor can be pro--

# l3* Thar fuck^Traditions are to be received with equal pioUi 
apilton and reverence as the holy Scriptures. 
j. I Images have equal honour with the Holy go. 

14. That the Clergy of the Catholic^Church ought to f f t cat • 
obedtence to the Pope as Chrifts Vicar, 

1 $. That the Pepefbmldbea temporal Prince. 
16. That the Pope and his Clergy ought to be exempted from-^ 

tfae 
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the government of Princes,and Princes ought not to juke anip*. 
tnfh the Clergy, till the Pope deliver them to their power, having 
degraded them. 
• _ I 7. That the Pope may aifpoffefs Princes of their Dominions .and 
gtve them to others, if thofe Princes be fuch as he mdgeth hereticks, 
or willnot exterminate Heretickj. 

18. That in fuch cafe, the Pope may difcharge allthe fubjeth 
from taeir allegiance and fidelity. 

I 9- That the Pope in his own Territories,and Princes in theirs, 
mstft burn or otherwife put to death , all that deny Tranfubfianti-
ation jhe Popes Soveraigmy ,nr fuch dMrines as are afore exprejfed, 
when the Pope hath fentenced them. 

ZO.That the people Jh-juld ordinarily be forbidden to read the Scri­
pture in a known tongue j except fomefew that have a licenfefrem 
the ordinary. 

21 . That public^ Prayers, Trayfes find other publickworfhip of 
God. fhould be performed confiantly in a language not mderflood by 
the "People • er only in Latine, Greeks or Hebrew. 

2 2. That the Bread and Wine in the Eucharifl, is Tranfub-
Umiate into the very body aud blood of Chrift[0 that it is no more 
true Bread or Wine, though our eyes, taft, and feeling tell us that 
it is. 

23. That the confecrated hofl is to be worjhipped with Divine 
worjhip, andcalled our Lord God. 

24. That the Pope miy oblige the people to receive the Encha-
rifi only in one kind, and forbid them the Cup. 

25. That the fins called venial by the Papifis,are properly no 
fins, and defer ve no more bat temporalpunifhment. 

26. That we may be perfetl in this life by this double psrfeBiofl. 
I . To have no fin, but to keep all Gods La* perfetlly. 2. To f*' 

pererogate, by doing more then is our Duty. 
27. That sur works properly merit falvation of God, byW*7 

of Commntaiive Juftice, or by the Condignity ef the work* a s 

proportioned to the Reward-
28 - That Priffisfhould generally be Jordidden Marriage-
29. That there is a fire called Purgatory, where fonts are tor­

mented, and where fin is par doped, in another -world. 
3 o. That in Baptifm there is an implicite vow of obedience to 

the Pope of Rome. 
$ i,That 
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3 1. That God is ordinarily to be worfhifped by the Oblation of a 
true proper propitiatory facrifice for the living and the dead, where 
the Trieft only fhall eat and dnn^thebodj and blood of'Chrift, 
wb le the Congregation look, on and partake not. ^ ; 

32. That the Canon of Serif ture is the fame that is declared by 
the Council of Trent. . _ 

1 wiii pafs by abundance more to avoid tedioufnefs; And I 
will not (fay to enquire which of thefe are proper to the Papifts. 
Cut I am refolved foto receive many of them as they can prove 
a Catholick fucceffion of that is, that they were in all ages the 
Do&rine of the Univerfal Church ; And I crave the charity of 
fuch a proof from fome Papift or other , if they have any cha­
rity in them ; and that they will no longer keepuniverfalTradi? 
cion in their purfes. 

And I would defire H.T. to revife his Catalogue, and in-
fteadof twenty or thirty dead and filent names, that fignifie 
no more then Blanks or Cyphers, he would prove that both 
thofe perfons and the Catholick Church did in every age hold 
thefe thirty two foremcntioneddo&rines. And when hath done, 
then let him boaft of his Catalogue. Till they will perform this 
task, let them never more for fhame call to us for Catalogues 
or proof of fucceffion. But if they are fo unkind that they will 
not give us any proof of fuch a Catholick fucceffionof Popery, 
we (hall be ready to fupererogate, and give them full proof 
of the Negative,!That there hath been no fuch fuccejfton of thefe 
thirty two points^* foon as we can perceive that they will ingeni-
oufly entertain it:though indeed it hath been often done already. 

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

Well / but one of thefe Articles at \c%ft.(the Topes Soveraignty) 
H. T. will prove fucceffively, i f you will be credulous enough. 
In the firft age he proves it from Peters words, All. 15.7,8,9, 
1 o. God chofe Peter to convert Cornelius and his company: there' 

fore the Pope is the Vniverfall Monarch. Are you not all con­
vinced by this admirable argument f But he forgot that Bellar-
mine, Raguftus ( in ConciU Bafd. ) and others of them fay, 
that m ^Article can be proved from Scripture, but from the 
proper littrall fence. To fay fomewhat more, he unfeafonably 
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talks of the Council of Sardis and C*kedon,An. 400. & 45 r » 
left the firft age have but a blank page. 

In the fecond age he hath nothing but the names of a few that 
never dreamt of Popery, and a Canon ( which you muft believe 
was the Apoftles) that Priefts muji communicate. Of which we 
are welt concent. 

In the third Age he nameth fifteen Bifhops of Home, of whom 
the laft was depofed for offering incenfe to Saturn, 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 Councils ( the greater de­
ceivers then are the Papifts that have found us Councils then) 
and fo you have no Catholick fuccefiion proved. Tea, but be 
faith, they havefucceffions of Popes^Martjrs and Confejfors, which 
is fufficientfor their purpofes. See the ftrength of Popery I Any 
thing is fufficient for your purpofes, it (eems.Rome had Bifhops, 
therefore they were the Uaiverfal Rulers of the Church; A 
ftrongconfequence I Rome had Martyrs and Confcffors: there­
fore it was the Miftris of all Churches. Who can refift thefe 
arguments? But why did yon not prove that your Confeffors 
and Martyrs fuffered for attcfting the Popes Soveraignty L 
I f they furTered but for Cbriftianity , that will prove them 
but Chriftiins, and not Papifts. Thus you fee to the confufion 
of the Papifts, that they have nothing to (hew 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 for footh of fome of their Bifhops. Decretals unkno wn, nil 
a while ago in the wor ld , brought out by Iftdore Mercator-. 
but with fo little cunning as left them naked to tbefhame or tne 
world j thefalfhood of them being out of themfelves fully P °" 
ved,by Blondell^Reigno/ds^nd many more,and confeffcd by fome 
of themfelves. Hcreyoufee the firft foundation of Papal fuccel-
fion • even a bundle of fictions, lately fetcht from whence cney 
pleafe to cheat the ignorant part of the world. . 

But in the fourth and fifth ages H. T. doth make us amends 
for hit want of proof from the three firft. But f u P P ° V a

e

r g e r ; 
whats that to a fucceffion,while the three f i r f t ages are itr« 
to Popery? Well / but lets hear what he hatb at lait- n 
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proof ( after a few filent names) is frorr^ the Council of Nice; 
And what faith that? why 1 .it defined that ihSon o{ God is cenfub-
flantiall to his Father, and true God And whats that to Popery ? 
2.But it defined the Popes Soveraignty: But how prove you that f 
Why it is in the thirty nimh Arab. Canon. O what Conferences 
have thofe men that dare thus abufe and cheat the ignorant! 
As if the Canons of the firlt General Council bad never been 
known to the world, till the other day that Alphonfus Pifanus 
a Jefuite publifheth them out of Pope Julius aed I know not 
what Arabick book. Thefc men that can make both Councils 
and Canons at their pleafure above a thoufand }ears after the 
iuppofed time of their exigence, do never need to want authori­
ty. And indeed this is a cheaper way Of Canon-making uva 
corner, then to trouble all the Bifhops in the world with a great 
deal of coft and travail to make them. But if this be the founda-] 
t ion , the building is anfwerable Their Bifhop Zofmm had 
not been acquainted with thefe new Articles of an old Council, 
when he put his trick upon the fixth Council of Carthage, where 
for the advancement of his power f though not to an univerfall 
Monarchy, yet to a preparative degree ) he layeth his claim 
from the Council of Nice^s faying \_PUcuitut ft Epifcopus ac-
cufatusfuerit,fkc] which was that If an (jetted Bijhop appeal 
to Rome, the Bijhop of 'Rome appoint fome of the next province to 
judge •, or if yet he defire his caufe to be heard,the Bifhop of Rome 
fball appoint a Presbyter his Legate, &c. ] In this Council were 
21i7.Bi(hop$,Aureliusbeing prefident4and Auguftine being one. 
They told the Pope that they would yield to him till the true co­
pies of the Council ofiWttwerefearched -, for tbofe that they 
had feen had none of them thofc words in, thdxZoftmus alledged. 
Hereupon they fend abroad to the Churches of the Eaft, to Con-
Jtanttnople, Alexandria^ ntioch, &c. for the ancient Canons, 
tromnencetqey received feveral copies, which all agreed but 
none of them had either fafimm forgery i n ; nor the forged 
daufe which BelUrmine rauft have i n ; much lefs the eighty 

* " S r f * n t t s t h e J e r u i t e » o r t b i s one which H T. doth 
found his lucceffion o n , but only the twenty Canons there men­
tioned, which have not a word for the Popes Soveraignty. 

And here note i . Jh&t Zofimus knew not then of Pifanus Ca^ 
«ons, or elfe he would have ailedged them i nor yet of Bellas 
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mines new part of a Canon for the Primacy of the Bifhop of 
Rome. 2. That Zofimus himfelf had not the faith, the wit or the 
memory,to plead either Scripture, Apoftolrcai'lnftiturion, or 
Tradition, for his priviledgeibut only a falfe Canon of the Coun­
cil of Nice : as looking no higher it feems for his authority. 
3. How early the Roman Bifliops begun both to afpire , 
and make ufe of forgeries to accomplifh ir. 4, That there 
was no fuch Apofloiick or Church Tradition for this Roman 
power, as our Matters of Tradition now plead for; which ail the 
CathoHck Church mull know.For the wholeCounci!,with all the 
Churches of Constantinople, Alexandria, Antioch) &c. thit is, 
ma manner allfave Rome were ignorant of that which Zofimm 
would have had them believe, and Bellarmineand H. T. would 
mve us to believe. 5. Notealfo how little the Church then be­
lieved the Popes infallibility. 6. Yea Note, how upon the recep­
tion of the feveral Copies of the Nicene Canons, they modcrty 
conviAcd i ^ / W o f f a l f h o o d : And how the Council reeved 
*g*tnft his usurpation. See in the African Council,, the Epifde 
or tjrtl and Alexandria, and Atticustf Conftantinoph*. and 
h • c a ° C o i »nc i l to Boniface and Geltfiiw.. Jn 

their Epistle to Boniface before they had received their an-
fwers from other Churches about the Nicene Canons, they 
tell him that they belkvedthey fhould not fuffer that Arro-
gancy [nonfumus ifium tjpbum pajfuri^ But to Celefiine they 
conclude more p!a,nIy,though modefily [_ Presbytcrorum ami 
trfeauentium &c. u e. f Let your holinefs, as befeemeth yZ, re' 
pell the wicked refuges of Presbyters and the Clergy that follow 
them, becaufe this is not derogate, or taken from the African 
Church by any Definition of the Fathers- and the Nicene Decrees 
moff plainly committed both the inferior Cleny , and Bifhops 
themfelves to the Metropolitans- For they did mofi prudently,and 
mofi juftly provide , that all bufmeffes ( N . B. all) Md be 
enaedtnthi veryplaces where they begunand the Grace of the 
iolyGhofi Kill not ( or fhould not ) be Voantinoto each province • 
whickeauity fhould by the- Triefts efC hrifi be 'prudentlyobferved, 
<*ndmoft conftantly maintained'. Efpecialh, becaufe itisgrantxd 
to every o m t 0 appeaj t Q ^ Councils of their o*>» Province , 
*rto a ZJniverfall Council, if he be offended with the ]^ge-
mm of the Cognitort. Vnltfs there jlouldbeany one that can, 
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thinks that our God caninfpire a\ jtiftice of trjall into any one man 
(N. B. ) and deny it to innumerable Priefts that are congregated 
inCeuncill. Or how can that judgement th.tts pafi beyond fea 
be valid) to which the necejfary perfons of the wit nefs could not be 
brought, either becaufe of the infirmities of [ex ,cr of age,many other 
impediments intervening. For that any ( i . e. Legates ) Jh.-uld be 
fent as from the fide of your holinefs, w, find not corfiituted by any 
Synod of the Fathers. Becaufe that which jou fent us bj eurfrl-
low BijhopFaiiftinus as done by the Nicene Council in the truer 
Councils,received as the Nicene, ( fent from Cyril cur fel­
low Bifhep of the Church of Alexandria , and from venerable 
Atticus the Bijhop of Conltancinop'c, out of the Authentick (Re* 
cords,) which aljo heretofore were fent by us to Boniface ymr 
predeceJfor,BiJbop of venerable memory, by Innocent a Tresbytcrr 

and Marcellus Subdeacon,by whom they were from them to us di­
rt tied, ) in which we could find no fuch matter. <slnd do not ye fend 
your Clergy executors to potent men j do not ye field to it • left we 
feem to bring the fmoaky ^irrogancy of the world ( or fecuUr ar • 
rogancy ) into the Church of Chrift, which preferreth the light ^ 
fimpltcity and day of humility fir them that defire to fee God. For 
of our brother Fauftinus, we arefecure, that thefafe brotherly cha­
rity in your halxmffeshonefiy am moderation,can fuffcrhimto ft ay 
no longer in Africa. J 

Well faid Aurelius \ Well faid AUguftine I Well faid all you 
Afncan Fathers! Had others fluckas clofeto it asyou.the Pa­
pacy had been kept from the Univerfall Monarchy. 

Note here 1. That this Council lookt no higher for the pow­
er or the Pope and other Metropolitans, then to the Council of 
Nice , and. thought it a good argument, that rh„- Pope had no 
Uicn power,becaufe no Council had fo fubjefted the AJmm 
A m V A n d f n < r e f " o r e t h e y n e v 'er dreamt that Chrift or the 
Apoitles had given it him. 2. Note that they evince the Nullity 
°h s p r ^ n d e c J power ouU>f tbe Nicene Council. $M<Xt that 
tney took h i rn not to be above a Council, hiving power to dif-
penle with its Canons. 4.<Note that by the N-cece Council.not 
tome, but all bufinefs muft be ended where they begin, and this" 
Council fointerpre:ed them.: and therefore there's roappeals 
to the Pope. J.And that he that faith otherwife unjuftly chircetb 
the Holy Ghoft to be wanting to the Church. 6. That ih.s or-
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der is to be held faft. 7. That they took it for a fufficient rea-̂  
for. againft appeals to Rome,becaufe all might appeal to a provin­
cial or general Council. 8. Note that tkey thought it a thing 
not to be imagined by a man, that God fhould give his Spirit to 
any one man, even to the Pope,to enable him to try and judge, 
and deny it to a Council, General or Provincial. This feemed 
to them a 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 Pope to be uncapa-
ble of this univerfa! judgement, were it but by diftance, and the 
natural impediments of age, fex, and many the like that muft 
needs hinder the necefTary witneffes from fuch a voyage or 
journey. So that they give an Argument from Natural necef-
fity againft the Popes pretended Sovcraignty and judgement. 
10. Note alfo that they plainly make fuch judgements to be in­
valid for want of neceffiry witnefs and means of profecution, 
11. And whereas the Pope might object that he could prevent 
all this by his Legates, they flatly reject that too, and fay they 
find no fuch thing Cosftituted by any Synod: fo that they 
both rejected the Popes trying and judging by Legates in other 
Metropolitans jurisdiction j and they took ic for a fufficienc 
ground to do f o , that there was no Council had fo conftituted; 
little dreaming of a Scripture conftitution, or Apoftolical Tra­
dition. And i f the Pope may neither judge them by himfelf 
nor his Legates, hemayfitf t i l l . 12 Next they convince the 
Roman Bifhop of fending them a falfe Canon of the Nicene 
Council 13. And they (hew us here what way the Pope then 
took to get and keep his Power .• even by fending to the / e c 0 | * J 
commanders of the Provinces, (in whom they had fpecial intereft 
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 fimph'city and humility *nd light. 15. And note 
how plainly they require the Bifhop of Rome to do fo no more. 
16. And how plainly they tell him that Fanflims his 
longer in Africa will not ftand with that honefty *Pd ??"r*r 
tion of the Bifhop of Rome which is neceflary to the l*f«y «» 
brotherly charity. . 

I give you but the plain paflages of the Council as W ue ̂ e-
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fore you, and fcrueno forced confequences from them. And 
now let Binnius and his brethren go make women and children 
believe that it was not Appeals to Rome>but a trouble fome manrer 
•f trjal that the Council was againft. And let T. tell men 
that take him for infallible^a Nicene Canon for the Popes Su­
premacy and Monarchy. And let him perfwade ideotsand do­
tards that the Catholick Church in the fourth and fifth ages was 
tor the univerfal Government of the Pope. And fo I proceed 
to his next proof. 

Saith H . T. [The firft Confaminop.Council dccreedthe Bifhop 
of Conftantinople to be chief next the Bijhop of Rome. ] 

Anfvf , i . You fee then that Primacy was but the Inltitution of 
Councils, for order fake. 2. You fee then that it was grounded 
onalecularreafon; for fo faith the Canon [becaufe it is new 
Rome. J 3. You fee then that the Popes Primacy was but bono-
* ^ r y , and gave him no univcrfal Government, tor thep i -
«Bacy here granted to Conftantinople, gave them no Govern­
ment over AUxtnirU, Antioch,Scc. 4. Yea expnfly the fe-
cond Canon hnms ail Bifbop. without exception to their own 
DiOCefs. And lo doth the third Canon, exprefly affirrring 
L that according to the Nicene Council in every province, the pro™ 
Uncial Council ought to adminifler and govern all things. ] See 
now what a proof here is of Catholick lucccflion of the Roman 
Monarchy / Nay how clearly ftill i t is difproved to that time. 

r I V ? C ? r ? f °f H ' T ' i s ( r o m t h e third of the firfi 
Council o/Epheta f^Peteryet lives and exercifesjudgement L 
t" ^ > - H e turns us to looka needle in a bottle of 
nay. InatCouncthsala-ge volume, containing fix Tomes m 
lhZMSc 3 n f •P 8 d i v i d e d i n r o A d s - B u c 1 fappofe at laft 
r l f a p T f 7 r 2 c **• w h e r e wor(U 
c h e i f n l e e r ? * s t h e Be*A°f t h e AV4les-\ though norhing. to 
but o ^ P J C , m e n C i t h e r ' P k e n "or approved by the Council , 
Counri V

f h y ?l?U? 3 P r c s b ^ e r , CeUflims Legate. And the 
• 1?§? f P e c i a , I y moved by his concurrence to cxtoll 

SmT h ,8 hea,yet 1 .Never fpakc a word of his Govern­
ing power or Soveraignty , but only his concent: And when 
tney mention the Roman Church, it is only their concent which 

2 ™ 2 Andtheyexcoll Cyril equally with Celeftin* 
IKtvoPauloCelefiw (they forgot Peter) Novo TasihCy 
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rillo: — ZJnu, Celeftinus , Vnus Cyrillus,"] & c 
The next wirnefs brought is the Council of Calcedonyas eat­

ing Leo Vniverful Archbifhop ani Patriarch of old Rome, and 
fentence is pronounced againft Diofcorus in the names of Leo and 
Saint Peter. ] Anfw. 1. This is but one of your common frauds. 
I t was not the Council that called him univerfall Archbfhop, 
but two Deacons in the fuperfcription of their Libels,viz.7W«-
dorus and Ifchirion. And were they the Catholick Church? 
2 . B y [ Vniverfal Archbi/hopl its plain that they meant no 
more then the chief in dignity andorder of all Archbijhops ; and 
not the Governour of all. 3. I have (hewed you before toac 
this very Council in its Canons not only give the Bifhop or Con-
flaminople equal priviledges with the Biftiop of Rome, but ex-
prefly fay that Rome received this primacy of order a patribus, 
from a CouncilJbecaufe it was Sedes Imperii/** feat of the JSmpe-
rour. I thought I had given you enough1 of ^ C o u n c i l before. 
Sure I am when Bellarmine comes to this Canon hchath nothing 
to fay for his caufe, but plainly to charge this famous fourtn 
General Council with lying or fal(hood,and to fay, that the 
Pope approved not this Canon. But approved or not approved, 
i f this was the Catholick Church representative fare:I.ait.that 
their teftimonv is valid to prove chat there was then no Catbo-

i c S 
a meer primacy of Dignity and Honour given it newly by men. 

In the fixth age he had not one Council to pretend it leems for 
the Roman Soveraignty, for he cites none, but about other mat­
ters ( of which anon. ) 

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

In the eighth age ( from the year feven hundred ) he cites the 
fecond Council of Niceju approving an Epiftle of Pope Adrian^ 
wherein he faith that the Roman Church is the Head of all Chur­
ches. ] Anfw. 1 .But whether Adrian himfelf by the Head meant 
the chief in Dignity, or the Governour ofall, is • g r » t . ^ r ; 
2. But whatever he meant, the Synods approving his E P , i t i c ' ™ 
Images, is no proof that they approved every word in it . 3 • 1 

Tharafus feemsto imply the contrary, calling him o n l y / « 
Rom* primas & teflatorum principnm fucceffor j as 11 ^ 



A t\ey for Qatholkks. 153 

had the Priviledge only of being the Primate of Rome, and not 
the Ruler of the world. 4. But if this Council did ( as it did 
not) openly own the Papai Soveraignty,it had been no great 
honour to him : For as in their decrees for Images they con-
tradidedtwo Councils at Conftantmople, ^ . ^ " / ' " f c 
/^contradiacththem-, fo might they as we I con trad i d the 
Church in this; Even as they denned ^ l ^ . ± f ^ e ± 
whirh rhP Councilof Later ane afterward contradided. But the 
pla n t u f f i w « thefcope of Epiftle as for Images, 
wh cĥ  hey expr^athemfelvesto approve. And that the.r 
Image w f t i p it « f h " h no Catholick fucceffion me thmks 
thev mould eafily grant, eonfidering not only 1. That there is . 
nothing in the firft ages for them. 2. And that Eptphanius 
and many before him fpeak exprcfly againft i t . 3. But fpeci-
allv that there have been more General Councils of thofe ages 
againft them then for them, and that before this of Nice de­
creed for them, the reprefentative Catholick Church ( ex­
cept ftill the Pope be the Catholick Church ) did condemn 
them. ' 

I fuppofe by this time you will think it needlefs for me to 
follow H T. any further in his Catalogue. I am content that 
any impartial fober perfon judge, whether here be a fatisfado-
ry proof of a Catholick fucceffionof the Papal Soveraignty, 
when through fo many ages, they bring not a word for any fuc-
ceflion at all ; much lefs that it was owned by the Catho­
lick Church: and leaft of all that all the reft of Popery was 
fo owned. 

Object. But at leaft fome other points of Popery are proved by 
H.T.fo have fuch a fucceffion. Anfw.^txufe his proofs and freely 
judge. Two of the thirty two Articles which I mentioned be­
fore he fpeaksto : The one is that Bijhops, Prieftsand Deacons 
Jhotild abftain from their Wives,or be degraded. ] But 1. The 
Council which he cites for this, is but a Provincial Council in 
Spain in the fifth Age : and whats this to Catholick fuccef-
fion ? 2. The Evidences for the Antiquity of Priefts marriages 
arefo clear and numerous, that I will not thank any of them 
to confefs their dodrtne a Novelty. 1 Cor. 9. 5. Have we not 
power to lead about a Sifter ,a Wife as well as other ^poftles,andas 
the brethren of the Lord and Cephfrt I hope they will not deny 

X that 
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that Peter had a Wife ? I Tim. 3 .2,4, A Bifhop mufl be blame* 
lefs, the husbaxd of one Wife One that ruleth well his own 
houfe , h,iving^ his children in fubjeclion Kith all gravity. 
ver 12. Let the Deacons be the husbands of one wife , ruling 
their children, and their own houfes well, Tit . 1. 7 If any be 
blamelefs, the husband of one Wife, having faithfull children, 

TheAntient Canons called the Apoftles, fay, Can. 6. Let 
not a Bifhop or Presbyter put away his own Wife on pretence of 
Religion. And if he rejetlher, let him be excommunicated : but 
if he 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 Scripture are unin­
telligible to thefe men. The Canons at Trull, of the fifth 
and fixth Council, do exprefly expound this Apoftolick Ca­
non as I do here : and they profefs it was the Apoftles con-
cefsion then to the Bifliops to marry and they themfelves 
forbid any tofeparate Priefts from their Wivef, and profeffedly 
oppofe the Roman Church in i t , Can. 12, 13. For this Bellar-
mine,hb.z.cap,27. de Pontif Rom. reproacheth them, and 
thats his anfwer. Forfooth, the Pope approved not thefe fanons: 
I . Let Adrians words be read, and then judge. 2. What i f he 
did not ? Our enquiry is of Catholick Tradition and fuccefBon, 
and not of the Popes opinion. But its eafie to bring much more 
for this. 

Another point that B. T. prove$,is,Thefame Canon of Scrip­
ture which they own : And for this he brings one Provincial 
Council, Carth> 3« a s in the fixth Age. An excellent proof of 
Catholick fuccefsion through all Ages. But have we not bet­
ter proof of the conttary ? Let him that would be fatisfied per-
nle thefe records and judge. Eufeb. Ecclef. BiLl. 3 -cap. 9. 
veLio. and there fofeph. li. 1. cont. Apion. Conftitut. Apoftol. 
( whofoever was the author j lib. 2. cap. 57. Canon. Apoft. 
nit. Dionyf Eccl. Bier. cap. 3. Me let. in Eufeb. Eccl. Biftor. 
lib. 5. cap. 24. Origen in Niceph. hiji. Ecclef. lib. $.cap. 16. 
Orig. Philocal. cap. 3. Eufeb. Bifi. 1.6. cap. 2$. Tertul- cont. 
Marcion. Carm. lib. 4. cap. 7. ^thanaf. Tom. 2. Epift- 39-
in SympfSacr.fcrip. Bilar. Piclav. Expl&nat. inPfalw°s- C7" 
ril. ( vel. fohan. ) Bierofol. Catech. 4. Concil. Laodic C*n 59. 
Efiphan. haref 8. & 76. & de Menfur. & ponderib. Greg. 

Nazianz. 
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Naz,ianz>. Carmin. de verts &genui#is UbrisSS. Amphiloch. in 
Balfam.pag. 1082. Hieronym. in Prolog, in lib. Reg. & ProL 
in lib. S@lem.Et Epift.ad Latam. & pafftm.Rufflnus in Symbolum. 
But what need I cite any more, when Dr . C n a t n done »t in a 
volume purpofely ? where this allegation alio of the third Cone. 
Carthag. is anfwered. 

A N D now having (hewed you that Papifts cannot prov« 
any Catholick Succcffion, or Continuations Tradition 

of their Religion, let us confider of their filly (hift,by inftancing 
in fome by-points common to them with others. Of which 
I fhall fay the lefs becaufe I have fpoke to it already in my Safe 
Religion. 

And before I mention any particulars,remember that I have 
proved before that ignorance or difference about many points 
not efTential 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 to any reafonable man. And that 
the Papifts may fee that for their parts they have nothing to fay 
againft i t , I fhall add to what is faid, that they tolerate or plead 
for the toleration of greater differences among themfelves , 
which yet they affirm to confift with the unity of faith. I will 
now give you but an inftance or two. 

The Jefuits maintain, that i f a man do but believe in their 
Pope and Church as infallible, he may (no t only as fome fay 
be ignorant of fome Article of the Creed it felf,and yet be a' 
true Cathol«ck,yea and befaved, hutalfo) believe a falfe Ar t i -
r ! n o h / r ° m 9 0 d a n d t h e C h u r c h : T h e former is commonly 
££l f 0 t ° n l y b ? f u c h a s ^ ^ , t h a t fay the Article of Chrifts 
JU>elcent into Hell is not to all ofNeceflity to Salvation, but 
by many others in the Dodrineof Implicite faith. The later 
ciauleyoumay fee among others in Franc, ^Aibertinus the 
jeluite, Corollar. p a g . 2 $ Q t w h c r e b i s o b j e a 0 r s put this cafe 
L Suppofe twenty Bijhop>s preach to acomtrey man a falfe Article 
as if ttwrefpoken by God and the Church : that pmo(al of 
the twenty Bifhopsis fo Efficient)that the Countrey man prudent 
h formeth an evident praclical judgement, and mrally certain, 

X % t9-
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to bclteve with a fpeculative affent the Article propofed by the 
twenty Bifhops, for the Authority of (Jod as the formal reafon. 
Ttree absurdities feem hence to follow, i . That the Countrey man 
fhould be obliged under mortall fin, to believe the twenty Bifbops, 
andfo the precept of faith fbould bind to believe a fal/hoid- 2.Tke 
Countrry man fhould be m Geds Grace without faith. In Grace 
hecaufe he commits no mortal fi„ , J e a h e 0y t h e c o m m a n d Jf 

believing, Tjt without faith, becaife he believes a f*lfhood0p-
pofite to faith, and fo lofeth faith. 3 • God fhmld concur to L 
caye- To the firjf Albertinus anfwereth that its noAbfurdity 
that the command of faith do oblige to believe a falfhoodfvt bein? not 
Z f ^ P7,Ti™' j 0 l h e ^ondhefaich/hacthe Countrey 
Ts n t m a t L f ^caufe the falfhood believed tsjmjormally oppofite to the true faith ( but materially V 
^ ^ c I " 6 V ° U e C t h a t a m a n raaV h o , d a n Article opnofite 
to the faith materially, and yet not only be a true C b r X n [n 
grace and faith, but alfo in fo doing obey by acciden the 
command of believing, f 0 be it he believe in their Church And 
«f that be fo, with what face can thefe men fay 'hat ourChurh 
or Religion is new,or not the fame with the Greeks, &c. when 
we Dave the fame formal Ob/ed: of faith, and differ in no 
Eflwntial Material point ? See here their lubricity and parti­
ality. 

One Inftance more : The fecond Council of Nice that 
decreed for Image-Worfhip, doth yet exprefly decree that 
Latria , Divine worfhip is to be given only to God ; Thomas 
Aquinas fum. $. 7.25. art. 3. & 4 . purpofely maintaineth 
that Latria Di vine Wrfapis to be given 10 the Image of Chrift, 
and to the Crefs that he dyed on • and to the fign of that Crofs. 
Here is an Article of their f a i t h exprefly contradided: And 
yet Aaumasxs a member of their Church; Andifanyfay, he 
,s no member, its proved paft doubt, for the Pope hath Cano­
nized him for a Saint: So that now it is a part of their Religi­
on to take him for a true believer ; And Albertinus hath ( as 
he thinks; proved, that though in many other matters of fad 
the Pope be fallible, yet in the Canonizing of Saints he is infal­
lible, becaufe of fome promife of Gods fpeciall afsiftance ( i f one 
Knew where to find i t . ) Abundance of fuch Inftances might be 
brought that prove, that the Papifts own men as true believers, 

that 
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that deny or contradib~b Articles'of their faiths at what need we 
more,then that Trance and thouiands elfwhcrc are yet members 
of their Church,that deny the Laterane and Florentine definition 
for the Popes Supremacy above a General Council ? and when 
molt 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 Religion that differed from us in nothing that is in 
deed or our efteera EfTential to the faith. Now to a few parti­
culars. 

r . The Papifts tell us that £ Fulk confejfeth that Hierom, 
Auftin, Ambrofe, &c. held the invocation of Saints ] H.T.p.49-
An fa. i . I f any hold that they fhould defire the departed Saints 
to pray for them, as they do the living, we havereafon enough 
to take it for their error, but its no proof that they are not of 
the fame Church and Religion with us: As long as they give 
no part of that adoration or honour to Saints which is proper 
to God the Father, Son, or Holy Ghoft, it is not inconfiflent 
With true Faith and Chriftianicy. 

2. But yet wemuft tell you that the Primitive Church was 
unacquainted with the Romifh prayer to Saints. Til l the end 
of the fourth Century they are not able to prove that ever three 
men (if any one) were for any prayer to the Dead at a l l , 
except fuch a conditional fpeechinan Oration as Greg. Naz*i« 
anzen hath [] If holy fouls have any care or feeling of fuch things 
as thefe, receive this Oration ] Or at. 11. I intteat the Reader 
that needeth information of the way of Antiquity in this point, 
to read Bifhop Vfhers Anfwer to the Jefuite on this point, page 
418, &er. Where he faith that [ for nine parts of the firflfour 
hundred years, he dare be bold to fay that the Jefuite is not able to 
produce fo much as one true teflimony out of any Tather whereby 
tt may appear that any account at allwat made of it 2 Where 
he citeth the full exprefs words of the Fathers of thofe firft 
ages againft praying to Saints,as Origen in Jus. Bom-16. And 
in Rom. lib. 2. cap. 2. And Contr. C elf urn lib. 8. page 432,43 3, 
406, 411,412. ejrlib. $.pag. 239. Tertullian Apol. cap. 30. 
Tertullian and Cyprian of Prayer AthanafiusOrat. 4. Cent. 
Arrium pa^ 259, 260. Ecclef. Smjrn. apud Eufeb. Hifi. lib.4. 
&c. I am loth to recite what is there already given you, 

X 3 3, And, 



1 5 & A J^ey for Catbolkks. 

3. And when Prayer to the dead did come in, how exceedingly 
it differed from the Romifh Prayers to the dead, I pray you 
read there in the fame Author. 4. And alfo of thofe Adorati­
ons and Devotions offered by the Papifts to the Virgin Mary, 
Idefireyou to read in the fame Author, and Place, enough 
to make a Chriftian tremble, and which tor 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 thar 
reafon will allow. 

5- The Reafon why in the old Teftament men were not wont 
to pray to Saints, Bellarmine faith w&sjecaufe then they did not 
enter•into heaven nor fee God. BelUr.defanB.Beat. li.Z.cap.ig-
So Suare* in the third part, Tom. 2. difp.42. SeEl. 1. But 
abuadanceofthe chief Dodorsof the Church for divers Ages 
were of opinion that the Saints are not admitted into Heaven 
to the clear fight of God before the day of Judgement ( as moll 
or the Eaftern Churches do to this day ) therefore they could 
not be for the Popifh Prayer to Saints. 

And here again obferve, that men may beof the fame faith 
and Church with us.that differ and err in as great a matter as 
this. The Council of Florence hath now defined ir, that depart­
ed fouls are admitted into Heaven to the clear fight of god: And 
yet Stapltton and Francif. Pegna. a Cafiro, Medina, Sotus,af­
firm that Irenaus , fujiin Marty , Tertullian, Clemens Ro-
manuSyOrigen, Ambrofe,ChrjfoJtomet Aufiin, Ltttantifts, Vitlo* 
rinus, Prudentins, Theodoret, Aretas,Oecumenius,Theophilac1, 
Euthymius, yea and Bernard, have delivered the contrary fen-
tence. See Staplet. Defenf. Ecclef. author, cont. whitak^lib-1-
cap, 2. with Fran. Pegna in part. 2. Director. Jnquifitor. 
com. 2r . 

Now as all thefe muft needs be againft the Popifh Invocation 
of Saints, fo they were againft that which is now determined 
to btde fide i Whence I gather ( on the b y ) 1. That the Ro-
mifh faith increafetb,and is not the fame as heretofore. 2. That 
they had not this Article by Tradition from any of thefe Fa­
thers, or from theApoftles by them(unlefs from the Scripture*-) 
3. That men that err in fuch points as are now defined by 
Councils to be de fide, are yet accounted by Papifts to be or 
their Church and faith: And therefore they may be of ours, 

not* 
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notwithstanding ftrch errours as this in hand. 4. And note alfo 
by this taft,whether the Papifts be not a perjured generation, 
that f wear not to expound Scripture hut according to the unanimous 
confent of the Fathers. 

6 The Council of Laodicea condemned them as Idolaters 
that prayed to Angels, Can. 35- T which Caranz* Crab, and 
other Papifts have turned into Anguks ; whofe falhhcarion 
you may fee fully detected by the (aid Kxfao? VJherftbtd.psg. 
470 471 472. Read there alfo the full Teftimoniei of Greg. 
Niifen Athanaftus, Epiphanius,&c againft praying to Samts 
Zt.Angeland the d e U o n of Bellarmines fraud, that pre-
tendeVthe Fathers to fpeak of the GzMti Idolatry when 
they mention the Virgin Mary and the Saints, and lay exprelly 
they were not to be adored. 

But for all this,f7.T. Manual.page 291, &c. hath Fathers 
for this Adoration of Angels and Saints. And who are they ? 
The firft is Dionjfius: to which I anfwer, 1. There is never a 
fuch a word in the place cited in Dionjfius, in the Book that I 
have at hand, printed Lugdun. 1572. 2. We are for praying 
the Saints to pray for us too, that is, r.hofe on earth: And the 
words cited by him,mention not the Saints in heaven. 3. That 
Dionjfius is not Dionyftus but a fpurious Apochryphal Book : 
Not once known and mentioned in the world ti l l Gregory the 
greats dayes, ( fix hundred years after Chrift ) as Bellarmine 
himfelf faith Lib. descriptor. Ecclef. de Dionyfi And lib. 2. de 
Afonach. cap. 5. 

The fecond is (fkm, Apofiol. Confiit. 5. Jnfw. x. The 
words fpeak only of honouring the Martyrs, which is our 
unqueftioned duty • but not of Praying to them. 2. Its 
an Apochryphal forgery, and neither the Apoftles nor Cle-
ments Work which fie citeth f but any thing wiil ferve thefe 
men : ) Let him believe Bellarmine de fcriptor. Ecclef. pag. 
38,39. where he proveth i t , and faith that the Latine 
Church, thefe Confiitutions are of almofi no account , and the 
Greeks themfelves Canon. 2. Trul. rejtcl them as depraved by He-
reticks, and that the receiving of them is it that mifleadeth the 
^Ethiopians.~\ See more againft them in Cookj Cenfura pag. 
17,18, 19. and Rivets Crit. Sac. & Dalaus in Pfeudepigrap. 

The third Teftimony of H. T. is from Juftins fecond ApoL 
Anfw. 
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tslnfw.It is not Praying to Angels that Jufiin feemeth to intend, 
but giving them due honour, which we allow of. His intent is 
to ftopthe mouths of Heathens that called the Chriftians impi­
ous for renouncing their Gods: To whom be replycth,that we 
yet honour the true God, and his Angels,6cc. 

His Teftimony for the third age is only Origen (and yet none 
o(Origen) Tirft in his Lament. Anfw. I. Origenthere menti-
oneth the Saints, but not the dead Saints. I t may be all the 
Saints in the Church on earth whofe prayers hedefireth. 2. I f 
this fatisfie you not, at leaft be fatisflcd with this, that you 
cite a forgery that is none of Origens works. Not only Eraf-
mus faith that l_This Lamentation was neither written by Or i ­
gen, nor tranflated by Hierom, but is the fiction of fome unlearn-
edman, that by this tricky devifed to defame Origen: ) Butifa* 
ronius Annal. Tit. 2. ad an, 25 3. p. 477. witneffeth that Pope 
Gelafius numbers it with the Apocryphals. 

But H. T. hath a fecond teftimony from Origen. in Cantic. 
Horn. 3. Anfw. 1. That fpeaks of the Saints prayer for us, but 
not of our prayers to them one word, which is the thing in 
queftion. 2. But Erafmus and others have (hewed that nei­
ther is this any of Origins works. Sixtus Senenfis faith, that 
fome old Books put Hieroms name to i t : And Lombard and 
Aquinas cite palTages out of it as Ambrofes. 

You fee now what Teftimonies H . T. hath produced foe 
the firft three Ages, even t i l l above four hundred years after 
Chrift. And yet no doubt but this is currant proof with the 
poor deluded Papifts that read his Book* 

2. The next exception to be confidcred is , Praying for 
the Dead: which they fay the ancient Church was for. 

Anfw. 1. We are for the Commemoration of the holy j i v e s 

and fufferings of the Saints: and the firf t fort of the ancients 
prayers for them bega^here, as the occafion. 2. We are for 
thankfull acknowledgement of Gods Mercies to the departed 
Saints and to the Church by them. And the firft prayers for 
them were fuch u thefe. 3. Bifhop Vjber hath copioufly pro­
ved that they were Saints, fuppofed to be in Heaven or Para-
dife, and not in Purgatory, that were then prayed for • a n » 
therefore that it was not the Popifh praying for tormented 
fouls that was then pracWed ; And therefore their prayers 


