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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
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then were befides Commemorations and Thankfgivings, the pe-
titioning of all thofe following Mercies for them which are not
to be received till the refurre@ion: Bellarmine himfelf proving
that though we were certain that the ble[[ed fonls fhall have a raifed
glorified body, and be juftificdin the laft fudgement , yet mayit be
prayed for, becanfeit is yet future. Now we are far from being of
amother Church or Religion then thofe that hold fuch an opini-
onasthis. Saith Ufber pag.224. when he had cited many tefti-
monies [ In thefe and other prayers of the like kindwe may defery
evident footfSeps of the primar) sntcniion of the Churchin ber fup-
plications for the dead : Which was that the whqle man ( not the
foul feparatedonly ) wight receive publick. remiffionof fins, and
a folemn acquittal in the judgement of that grearday s and foob-
taiv both & full efcape from all the Confequencesof fin( the laft
enemsy being now deftroyed, and death [ Wallo.wed up in vitlory )
and a perfect confummasion of blifs and bappine[s: allwhich are
comprized in that fhort prayer of S. Paul for Onefiphorus (thongh
made for hims while he was alive) [ The Lord grant unto bim
that he may find mercy of the Lord in that day | Yea, divers
prayers for the dead of that kind are fill vetained in the Roman
officessof which the great Spanifp Doétor Joho Medina thus writeth,
Althongh I bave read many prayers for the faithfull deceafed
which are contained in the Roman Mif[al, yet bave Iread in none
of them that the Church doth petition , that they may more quickly
be freed from pains: but I haveread thatin [omedf them petivion
35 made, that they may be freed from everlafbing pains.| Again
there be other prayers ( faith Medina ) wherein petition is made,
that God wonld raife the [ouls of the dead in their bodics unto blifs
s the day of judgement.

You fee then, that our Queftion is not whether the dead
may be prayed for : but what prayers may be made for them.
And_ therefore ro find that abont three hundred years after
Chrift ( more or lefs ) men begunto pray for the dead, is no
proofthatthey were'not of our Churchor Religion; or that
therefore. we want fucceffion. It was not a praying to be
fooner out of Purgatory that then was ufed,as Papilts do, bue
a Praying for the mercies promifed at the Refurre®ion + And
thus we think it lawfull ¢co pray {'m the dead ; were it not for
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the accidental evil that might follow with them that will mifun-
derftand and ebufe iz,

And its further to be noted, that as Pegns, Srapleton and
others confefs, the Fathers,Greek and Latine bcfore mentioned,
did believe that men had not their perfe® Joyes till the Refurre-
¢tion; and thercfore they had the far fironger motive o pray
for the dead. And if Protefants had not been partly of this
mind (faveonly that we put not the foul into hidden recep-

tacles , nor anywhere but with Chrift ) Bellarmine had not
found fo much occafion of that unworthy calumny againft
Calvin for the words cited by him in his Infiz. as if he denyed
the beatifical vifion, if not the immortality of the foul : Even
becaufe he took not our blifs to be perfeét till the Refurretion,
but fomewhat fhort of what we fball then be. Now feeing the
Fathers were fo commonly of that mind, and the Grecks and
<“Zthiopians are {tillof that mind, and Bellarmine (aith Luther
and Calvin are of that mind, you may fee that neither in that
nor the point of praying for thedead asuofedby the ancients,
is our diftance fo great as to weaken the proof of our fuc-
ceffion, or make us to be of two Churches or Religions.
And here you may fee the differences between the Prayers for
the dead which are ufed by the Papifts, and by the Eaftern
Churchesto this day. And yet if upon private unfound opinions
" any fhould go fomewhat furcher in this point, it followeth not
that fuch error changeth the faich.l defire theReader that would
have a fuller fight of the face of Antiquity in this point, to
read Bifhop TU/ber of it in the forementioned Anfwer to the
efuite.
. 3. Another point that they much challengeus about, is, 7/¢
- Peneration or Adoration of Images, Religues, and the Crofs , tO
which T may join, peregrinations to places effcemed by themto be
of eminent_kolinefs. Concerning Percgrinations , you may fec
by a plain Epiltle of Gregory Nyffen ( intbe end of bis pn.nted
works,but in the midft of a 7. S. in Parss Library ) written
- purpofely againft goingon Pilgrimageto Jeru/alem, whatis to
E ' be thoughe of this. He advifeth even the rerired Moaafhckl_s
evenin thofe Countreyesthat were near 7udea, to forbear fuch

Pilgrimages as dangerous and unneceflary, and not at ‘g]'a;‘:;?‘f
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manded in the Scripture. - The Papifts did aslong as they could
perfwadethe world chat this Epiftle was none of Gregories, and
when they were made afhamed of that , they would expound it
as prohibiting Pijgrimages to none but the Monafticks: And
fureif it fhould be forbidden them, then much more fhould
others be forbidden, that have not the leifure, and pretend noe :
to the devotions which thefepretendto. = Read but the Epiftie- =
it felf without either Moslinens hisnotes on our fide, er Grez-

fers frivilous anfwers, and judge as thou feell caufe. Q
As for Images, we allow the Hiftorical ufe of them, and
the fetting them upin Churches the Lutheransallow and we dif- N
like it only as “dangerous and a needlefs fnare, but take not
“our felves to be of another Church or Religien from thofe thac
are otherwife minded : No nor from thofe that Reverence them
asthey refpe@ the perfons whom they fignifie. +Bucits one-
thing to sfe Images, and another thing to #fe them Popifily,
which is to make them mediats objccts of Divine worfbip, yea to
- worfhip the very Image it [elf, and the C rofs andthe fign of the
Crofi with the fame worfip.as we dohim that is fignified by thems
Sothat we confidently affirm , 1. That the Primitive Church
did make no ufe of Images atall in the worfhip of God; no ;
nor endure themin the place of Worfh'p. 2.That when they
were firft brought in,the Popifh ufe of them was ftill renounced
and detefled. Clemens Alexandrinas Prov eptic. ad Genr. faith
that [ 77 are plainly forbidden to nfe that deceitfwll Art] ( of
painting or image. making ) And [ #e havene fenfible
Image _’”“d“ of any finfible motter | bnt Juch an Image asisto
be conceived wirh the mnderffanding | Origen againft Celfus lib.
7:Page373, 384, 386. 387. islarge and plain againft this ufe
o mages, as che Proteftants are. - And the Eliber. Concil. .
C.36. ’_a“vh C Placnit pitturas in Ecclefia effe now dibere, ne :
qﬂﬁi colitur, ant adoratur in pavieribns depingatur. I feemeth 2
goz’ Zo,’“a that Pictures onght not 10 bein the Church, left tha
I?a tgﬂ 2 7”"’.”"[’?64 or adored fhenld be painted on walls | Some
hpx § Would fain find a fenfe for this Canon contrary to
;.f words :.But‘Mech. Canns plainly fzith, that the Council
: dnot enly smpridently bus impien(ly make thislaw to take away
bmage:,Loci Thesl lib. 5, cap. 4. conc- 4+ 1 fhall cite no more,
; utntreatthe Reader thae is willing to be informed how much

Xz Antiquity
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Antiquity was againft the Papifts in the points of Images,to per-
ufeonly Dallens de Imaginibns, and Ather in bis Anfwer 1o the
Fefnire and Sermon tothe Parliament : And 1 provoke the Pa-
pifts to confute what is in them alledged if they cap.

H. 7" hath no better fhift to falve their credic ( Mannal
page 319,320.) thento fer their own Schoolmen and General
Conncil together by the ears. The fecond Council of Nice
( thatdid moft for Images ) did openly renounce the adoring
them with Divine honour, and 7 harafiss folemnly profefled ,
Duntaxat in unsm verum Deum latriam & fidem [e referre &
reponere | They didrefer andrepofe faith and divine Wor [bipin {/ae
true God alone ) But Aquinas f(um. 3.9.25.4.3. ¢ 4. main-
taineth (as I before obferved) thac the Image of Chrift, and the
Crofs andthe fign of the Crsfs are to be Worfh pped with Divine
wor/bip. | And what faith H. Tarbervile tothis? Why [ Thss
25 a meer [chool opinion and not of faith withus: Trge not theres
Jore what fome particnlar Divines [ay,but hearken to the Doclrine
of Gods Church.—~—"] Very good!ls not this fo grofsa kind of
jugling, that would never down if devout ignorance and impli-
cite faith had not prepared the ftomacks of the people? 1.You
fee here t hat to contrad:ét the Determination of a General Conncil,
is not of faithwithcthem. Buticisnotagainft your faith ? Do~
you give leaveto meer fchool opinions to contradi General
Councils? See here what’s become of the Popifh faith ? If the
Determinations of Councils be not Articlesof faith with you,
then you have no faith, bat give up your caufe : And if they
be, then 4quinasand his followersare Hereticks. 2.And thea
fee whats become of the Popes Infallibility in Canonizing Saintsy
that have fainted 7homas Aguinas that proves a Heretick by
your Law : fo that your caufe is gone which way ever you turn
you, 3.Andthenfeec whatitisto prayto Ssints, when fome
of chem are made Hereticks by your own Laws. 4. And theo
alfo fee, at what Uaity the Church of Rome is among :bem;
felves, when it is the very common do&rine of their learned -
Schoolmen , which contradi&eth. a General Council : Af:
you not well agceed that while? §. And laltly note Wbt;‘o
Holy Church you have, when the common fort of Yo‘"v ers
leacned Divines are thus made Hereticks : See B,lthPd ol
allegations of T, drandels Provincial Council at O%fore 5= 7
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ex Guil. Linewood lib 5. And fac. Naclantusin Rom.cap. 1. fol.
42. fa)i’th [ Wemnft mot only confefs, that the faithfull in the
Church do worfhip before the Image,as fome eantelonfly [peak,
bt that they adore the Image, withont any [cruple: yea and thar
they wor/bip it with the [ame wor/bip as the Prototype: [othas
if it be wor/bipt with Divine wor [bip, the Image mnft have Di-
vine worfhip ——= ") And Cabrera in 3. part. Thom. g#. 25.
ars.3.difp. 2. num. 15 . there cited by Uber, faith thar it isof
faith that Images areto be war/hpp_ed in C’Imn‘ln{ and withont :
and we muft give them figns of [ervitnde and [wbmiffion , by em-
bracing , lights, offering incenfe, #ncovering the head, &c. 2. Thas
Images are truly and properly 10 be adored , with an intention to
adore themfelves, and not onlythe [amplars veprefented in them. -
This Conclufionis againft Durandus and his followers,whofe opi-
nion by the Moderus is judged dangerous, rafb, and [avonring of
Herefie: andM. Medina reporterh that M. Vi&oria reputed it he-
reticals but enr conclufion is the common one of Divines. If
Images beimproperly only adored, then they are not to%be adeved
[imply andabfolutely ; which is manifeft Herefie. Andif Images
were to be worfbipped only by way of Remembrance , becanfe
they make us remember the [amplars, which wethas adere asif
they were prefent, it wonld follow that all creatnres are 1o be ado-
red witly the [ame adsration as God—— whichisabfurd. 3. Tbe
Opinion of Saint Thomas , that the Image muft be worfhipped
with the [ame att of adoration, as the [amplar which it reprefent-
eth,is moft true,moff pions, and very confomant tothe decrees of
faith ] Thus Cabrera, who adds tha this is the do&rine of
Thomas andall bis Difciples and almoftall the old Schoolmen,
and particularly of Cajeran, Capreolus, Palndanns, Ferrariens -
Jfisy Antoninns, Suto, Alexand, Alef. Albertus Maguns, Bona=
ventitra, Richardus dy media villa, Dionyfins Carthufiants, Ma-
jors Marfilins, Thom. Waldenfis, Turrecremara, Clichtovens,
Tt.tr.rmn, Var?”fz'» &c. And, Azorius faith [ Ir is theconflant -
opinion of Divines, ) Inflitut. Moral. tom. 1. lib. 9. cap. 6.
Yea in the Roman Pontifical publifhed by the Authority of -
Clement tbe cighth | it is expreffed , that [ The Legates -
Crofs [ballbave the v ght hand, becanfe Divinewor [bip is duz o -
it See here whet_her the Pope himfelfbe not an Heretick and the
Pontifical contain not herefie * and the whole rabble of the
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Schoolmen hereticks, by contradi&ing the determination ofthe
General Council at Nsce 2. which H. 7. citeth, and the do-
&rine which he faich is the do&rine of Gods Church,fuchis the
faith and unity of che Papifls.

But they will fay ﬁi“ t’?l‘t thoﬂgb all thg/'g WW’/biP tb‘
very Crofs and Images them(elves,and that with, Divine wor/bip,
jet there be [ome of a better mind | that do but worfbip God

by the Image, fuch asH. T. ¢c. Anfw. Anddo you think that :

rational Pagansdid not know as well as you that their Images
were not Gods themfelves,and o worfhipped them not as Gods, -
butas the reprefenters and inftruments of fome Diety? Lac-
tantinsInftir.lib.2.cap.2 brings them in faying thus[ Ny ipfs,&c.
We fear not them , but thofe whom they reprefent, and to whofe
names they are confecrared [ And Arnobius thus [ Deos per fia
mnlachra veneramur : It is the Gods that we wor/bip by Images |
And Augafline thus reporteth the Pagans fayings [ in Pfal.
96. Nonegelapidem, &c. I do not worfhip that ftone, nor thae
Image, which is withont fenfe] And in Pfal. Pfal, 113% cono. 2.
L Nec fimnlachram nec demoninm colo, &c. I worbip neither the
Lmages nor 4 Spiritinis ; bur by the bodily likenefs I behold the
fignof that which Ionght to worfbip. ] Yea that many of them
renounced the worfhipping of Devils, appeareth by Augufines
repott of their words, in P/al. 96. [ Non colimns mala demo-
nia, &c. We worfhip not evil [pirits: It is thofe that you call
Angels, that we worfbip,who are the powers of the great God,
and the Minifters of thegrear God] To whom Anffin anfwers
[ Wonld you wonld worfbip them ( thatis, honour them aright,)
then you wonld cafily learn of them not to wor/bip them ] And
doubtlefs few could be fo filly as to think there were asmany
Fapiters ot Apollos as there were Images of them in the world.
So that you fee here that fome of the Pagans as to Image-wor-
fhip difclaimed that which the Papifts afcribe to them, viz. Dis
vine wor[bip. :

Oh but faith H. T'. tell s not of particalar Doitors, but of the
Dottrine of Gods ((hurch. Anfw. What not of Saint Tl?om4!;
What ! not of the Army of Schoel Divines before mentioned
What! not of the [ (ommunis [ententia Theologornm: ]h . 3
common judgement of Divines? for fo they callic; Wha

e : e
not ofthat which is de fide, or confonint toit and Wl’éfet:;v
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is berefie, Or favonrsof Herefies? (asthey fay of Darandus
:)’;Zm; ) \£b:\t !Jr:ot of PcJ:pe Clefmem the eightt and the Ro-
~ mane Pontifical 2 (pag. 672.) wonderful! areall chefe no body
in your Church ¢ O admirable harmony that is in your united
Church ! :
But you can agree to leave out the fecond commandment
left the very words fhould deter the people from Image
worthip ; and to make an irrational divifion of thetenth to blind
their eyes.  And yet you cry up the Tefimony of the Fa-
thers, when you are fain to hide one of the ten commandments,
fo that thoufands of your poor feduced followers, know not
that ehere is fucha thing.  No wonderif you caft away Gregory
Njffen’s Epiftle againlt Pilgrimages ; and Epiphanins his words

and if Vafquez (in 3 Thom. difp. 105. ¢.3.) contraryto the
plain words do fain that it was she Image of a prophane or common
man that Epiphanivs puld dows . and Al.Cope (Dial. 5.c.21.)
fay, thatehe epifble is counterfeit and not Epiphanins’s : and if
Bellarmine (de Imag. c. 0. ) and Baronius (adan.302.) fay
thatr this part of the Epiftless forged: and if Alphont. a Caftro.
(cont. Heref. de Imag, ) reproack Epiphanius for it a5 am
congclaft : o well are you agreed alfo in the confutation of the
Fathers Teftimonies, that any way will ferve your turn, though
each man have his feveral way. Fair fal] Vafgnez that plainly
confefleth, that éndeed 1he Scripture doth forbid not enly the wor
Joip of ax Image for God, but alfo the worfbiping of the true
God in anlmage : by faith that this commandment is now ve-
25;{47, é}fld tl:;re_gj under the Gofpel we may do  otherwife,

4/q. 4.2+ de Adorat. Difp, 4, ¢, 3. TR TR o4
863_34. P 4o €. 3. Set 74.75. 6.4
Bucof this point I fhal| fay
Chriftian Churches doreje&® I
- worfhip as well as Proteftants
oot pi&tures. 3.Many that kee
in them, or by them,as by a m
have been againft Images, th
the Pope to make them of as

- was for them. 5. That Council that was for them (Nig, »
- demneth the Schoolmen ang

no more now bnt this. 1. Many'
mages from their Chorches and
» 2. More reje& ftatues that reje®
p them,worfhip not them,nor God
ediate obje&. 4. General Councils
at want nothing but the pleafure of

.} con-

for:

(incheend of his Epiltle to fobun. Herofol.) againft Images;

Pope Clemen: himfelf as Hereticks,

good authority asthe Council thar -
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for worfhiping them, or the Crofs wich Divine worfhip. 6. [
again urge any Papilt 1o an/wer Dallaus book rationally thatcan.
7. To fpare me the fabour of faying more of the judgement of
the ancient Catholick Charch againft the Popifh ufe of Images,
I defire the Reader to perufe what Caffander an honeft Papilt
hath written to thac end, Confultat. de Imag. et fimulac. who
beginsthus [ A4 Imagines vero fanitornm quod attiner, certum

.eft, initsopradicati E vangelis aliquanto tempore snter Chriftianos,

prefertim in ecclefiir, imaginnm #fum non fuiffe, wt ex Clemente &
Arnobiopatet : T andems pilturasin ecclefiam admif[as wt verum

-geftarnm bifforiam exprimentes ¢pc. ——— ] And he produceth

ance from antiquity againt the prefent Popifh ufe ofthem. .
4- Another point in which the Papifis pretend to better
Couatenance from Antiquity then we,is che point of the Corporal

‘prefesce with Tran(ubflantiation : But of this there is fo much

faid by multicudes of our Divines, that I fhall now fay no more,
but defire the (tudious to Read at leaft Bithop TU/hers Anfw. to
the Jefuite of it, and Edmundus Abertinus de Enchariffia: a
Treatife {o full of evidence from Scripcure, Reafon, and the
judgement of the Fathers, that I boldly challeage ali the Papifts
i the world to give a tolerable anfwer to it, that is a becter
then that isgiven. e e
When we have thus fhewed them the ftream of Antiquity to
have been againt them, they pafs us by, and thruft into the1gno-
rant peoples hands, a few mufty fcraps of abufed words, which

are aniweredand cleared over and over : Thus doH.7". D. Baily

and others. :

5. Inthe point of Satisfadionand Purgatory, befides what
Sadeel, (hamier and others have faid, T/per and the forefaid
Dallensinafull Treatife have fhewed the Papifts nakednefs from
Antiquity, fo that modefty fhould forbid them to pretend the
Fathers for them any more, ifany modefty be left. .

6. Abont their Fafts (though that be no effential of Religion)
both the time,manner ¢c. is fo fally fpoak to by the faid Dalless
in another juft volume de fejunsis, thac Popery in this al(o_x!;
openly condemned by the Fathers in the view of tbe impartid
confiderate world. ey

The point of Free will, and moft of the reft in which !E:CY
imagine that we diffent from Antiquity or the Eaftern Churc csi
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I‘l‘) ve {poak to alteadyin my firft Book aggin& Popery.’ Ibad
tb:ughggo have gone through the reﬁ;' particularly. ar feaft the
reft mentioned by H.T. and D. Baily ; but finding them fo
frequently and fully handled already, I will forbear fuch labour

in vain,

CHAP. XXVIL

ther of the Papifts Deceits, and one of the
Beteih a7 Ah}":‘imipal that. they fuppore their caufe with,
is, A falfeinterprecation and application of all the fayings of the
Farbers, Which the) can b force 1o a fhew of countenancing their
[upremacy.  That you may find out their jugling in this, I
{hall fhew you fome of of their Footfteps more particular-
] . '
2 . Any claim that their ows ambitions Bifyops bave made to
@ further power then was due to them, they ufeas an Argumens for -
their wniver(al foveraignty : when as we deny not but that there
was too much pride and Ambition in their Prelates (which is ali
that this will prove; ) even in fome that otherwife might be
goodmen. We deny not but that Zofimus would fain have
extorted a confeffion of his ufurped power, and a fubmiffionto |
itfrom Aurelins, Angnftine,and the ret of the eAfricane Council. !
But yethe conld not do it.  We confefs that Zeo the firft, and
Gregory the firft,and others, were very bufie for che extending
of their power : And thatthe Romane Bifhops were long en.
deavouring to have put the halter on the eAfricanes heads, yea
and long abaut the French before they got them under. And
fhall thefe partial ambitious men be the witnefles ? And becaufe

they would have had more power, doth it follow that it was
their due ? ‘

2.Again, if they find that any diftre(fed Churches or Bifvops bave
but [ent to Rome for help, they prefently gather thence that they took
the Pope 10 be ( br s Vicar General. ~As when Chryfoffome fent
20 /nnacent, 30d Bafil and the reft in the Eaft did fend fo oft for
belp into the Weft, when as the reafons were but fuch asthefe
1. Becaufe Rome during the Emperors refidence there, was the
Place where life or death was Isft pronounced on every mans

' e - " caufe
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caufe by the fecular power : and therefore the Bifhop of Rome
had the greater opporcunicy to befriend other Churches. 2. And
afterwards Reme had a great fécular influence on the Empire,
3. And becaufe in the divifions of the Eaft about Arrianifme,
they thought the countenance of the Orthodox in the Weft
might have done fomewhat to turn the {cales. 4. Becaufe the
Bifhop of Rome being taken for the Patriarch of the firft place,
his voice might do much againftan adverfary.

I willdelay you now which no more ioftances, then thofe
of Bafils time frem the Eaft.. Eunfebins, Meleiins 5 Bafil, and
the reft of the Orthodox, being both peltered with the Arrians,
and all to picces alfoamong  themfelves, do fend for help tothe
Welt.(Bafil. Epsft. 69. )But to whom? and for what? Not to the

‘Bifhop of Rome only, nor by name, but equally to the Bifhops
of Italy and Frasce, without any mention of the Romane pow-
er. And itwas not that the Pope might decide all by his fove-
raign power , which certainly was fo neer a way to their relief,
that no wife man:can imagine them fo mad-as to ‘forget it,
if it had been a thing then known and approved of. = But only
they défire that fome may be fent to help them to be the ftronger

; party in a Synod, or at leaft fome one to comfort them, and put

fome countenance.on their caufe. And Epiff. 70. Bafilwriteth
b(;z?elfo l;in the name of the reft :) buttowhom {Zethe Bifhsps
of Erance and Italy. ] and France before Traly, without taking
notice of an swiverfal Head of the Church at Rome. And what
doth he fo importunethem for ? not that the Pope would decide
k- the controverfie: but that they would acquaint the Emperour
f with their ftate (becaufe the Welt had an Orthodox Emperor,
and the Eaft an Arrian) or fend fome to them to fee how it ftood
2 with them: fo that it was but either help from the Emperor,or
countenance from the number of Bifhops (becaufe they were
over voted quite at home) that they defired. So Epiff. 74. Bafil
again writes, [rethe Bifbops of the Weft ; ] (and fo no more o
the Romane Bifhop then the reft,) and be giveth. thefe a5 his -
Reafons| For, (faith be) what we here [geak. is [u[pected, 4s if we.
Spoke rhrough private contention.—— Bat for yom, the furtb_lf yon
Ara remove from them by babitation, [omuch credss yon have with
the people, whereto is added that vhe grace of God ,bdpatb-]m-;a
selievetheoppreffed ; Awdif Many of yon unanimonfly dtcre}‘tm :
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Same things it is manifeft that the multitnde, will produce a certain
reception of your opinion. ] Wonderfull! if there were then a Vicar
General of Chrift at Rome, that it never came into their mind to
crave his decifion or help,asfuch?

O buc fay the Papiits, thac was becaufe they had to do only
with the Arrians 5 that cared for no authority that was
againft them. A»n/w. I. But would thefe Arrians have fo
much regarded the votes of the French and Italian Bifhops, yea
or a few men fent from them, and yet not regard the Head of
the Church? The Arrians fure had heard of this Headfhip, ifany
had. And would not the Orthodox defire fo much as a word
from Rome for thisadvantage? 2. Butitisfalfe that they were
only the Arrians that they called for help againft. They
exprefly fay, chat it was «lfo becanfe they were, divided among

them(elves, (by perfonal quarrels,) How importunately doth
Gregory Nyffen afterward call for help from others, and telleth
Flavianus inhis Epif. to him, of their mifery as if all were loft ?
- And theonly fad inftance was, that Helladins (counted agood
Bifhop) had proudly negle&ed him,and madehim ftand at his
door(when he went to vifit him )a great while before he was Jet
in; and then did not bid him fit down ; and then did not fpeak
to him firft but two or three firange angry words. This was the
- great bufinefs.  But to proceed with Bafil. Epiff. 77. be falls
to chiding the Weftern Bifhops, for not fending to them, nor
regarding them and their commaunion : and to touch their pride,
headdeth, [ We haveone Lord, one faith, one bope: Whether yos
think your [tlves the Head of the univer[al Charch : the head
cannot [y to the feet, 1 have no need of yom 5 or if you place your
- felves in the order of other ((lnrch-members, you cannot [ay tous,
*‘we need you mos.| And would you here believe that the Papifts
have the faces to cite this paffage of Bafi/, for their Head-
fhip , becaufe here is the word Head ! When as its plaio,
1. That Bafil by the Head means but the chicfeff part, and

‘not the [overaign power. 2. That he fpeaks to #// the Bi~

Jhope of the weft,and not only to the Romaxe Bifhop. 3. That
" he doth it as a {mart reproof of their arrogancy, and not in
" any approbation at all, But any thing will ferve them.
More from Bafil 1 fhall have occafion to mesnticn a-

nonl
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3. Nore alfo, that when the Papifts find but any Herefie con-
demmed by the Bifhop of Rome , they cite shis ar a teftimony of
their Soveraignty: Asif other Patriarch and Bifhops condemuned
them nocas well as they ; Orasif weknew no that the Church
defired the moft general vote again{t Hereticks, and therefore
would be lothtoleavefo greata B:fthopout,

4. Andwhen they find the Pope EXCOMMHUNICALIRG farreijn Bi-

%

E Joops, they cry wp this as aTeftimony of his Headfbip: As if we
b e did not know, 1. That to refufe Communion with another
) : Church or Bifhop isnoa& of Jurifdi®ionoverthem. 2. Thag
4 ‘other Bithopshave made bold aifo to excommunicate the Pope :
4 I’le now but recite thofe words of Nicephorss lib. 17.¢ap, 26.

which you ufeto glory in (asmany doin their own fhame )
[ Vigilius ( faith he ) proceeded 1o shar infolency, that he ex-
= - communicated Mennas for four moneths. eAnd Mennas did the
3 fame by him : B Juftinian being moved to anger with [ach
" things, [ent fometolaybold onbim. Ba: Vigilius being afraid
of bimfelf,fled to the Altar of Sergius the Martyr , and laid
hold on the Sacred Pipes, wonld wot be drawn away till be had
pul’d them down—— ] But by the Mediation of the Emprefs
Theodora, the Pope was pardoned , and Adesna and he abfol-
ved oneanother. ~ A fair proof of the Vicarfhip! 3. And foit
~ was, that Pope Honorins was condemned for an Heretick by
two or three General Councils.
5. Alfo whenthey meet with any big words of their own Popes
“Qasl command this or that ) they vake st for a proof of the Vi-
carftip : Asif big wordsdid prove Authority. Or as if we
“knew not how lowlily and poorly they fpoke to thofe that L
wereabove them. ~ AsGregory the firftfor inftance, was high i
enough towards thofe that he thought he could malter : bne W
; ; what low fubmiffive language doth he ufe to fecular Governors
5 that were capable of overtopping him ? ~And what flattering
_ languagedid his fucceflorsufe to the moft bafe murderers and
3 uforpers of the Empire 2~ ' i
- 6. Another Romandeceitis this ; henthey find any mestior
of the cxe‘rciﬁ,’ of the ( now thriving ) Roman Pewer, 0ver :b;{r !
own Diocefs or Patriarchal circuit | they wonld hense erE L;;'
swiverfal Powey over all. And bythat Rule the Patriarci ok

Alsxandria o Canﬂminop{e may prove as much. 7. Alfp
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7. Alfo when they meet with the paflage : e
elevation of their Popez tobe their firft P}:atg;{;{':b tﬁt?lyef‘piﬁa 0];’"5":
pire, or any Power that by the Emperorswas gfwnhéz tlg” "
ningly confonnd the Empivewith the world, and efpem;l ;Zczmv
find it calledby the name of the world and they Wounld ]e’rf b
yo# that allother Chriftians and Charches o earth digufzzzie
as much tothe Bifbop of Rome s the Roman E mpin" did. lts tru;
that he was in the Empire acknowledged to be firft in order
of dignity , becaufe of Rome the feat of his Epifcopacy ; efpe-
cially when General Councils beganto trouble: themfelves and
the world aboue fuch matters of precedency. And its well
known from the language of their writers, as well as from the
words of Luke 2. 1. that they ufually called the Empire all th
world: And from fuch paffages would the Papiﬂ.f{J prove thg
Primacy at leaft of the Popeover all the world. But puc thefe
]uglcrsd ;c% it,bto prove ifthey can,that beyond the Rivers A7e-

70ES ana Luphrat
ity Pﬁ 44 -d::i’ gfl?erb?;:lg ;eh]e) l:)ou_nqs of the Roman Em-
much asregarded by them, 2ny more gg? 23 \:as Sty 4
except there were any adjacent Ifland or Cgfm(:):eerd? lmt? i
their dependence upon the Empire. Ihopethey wil‘l’ no:td =
;l:lart Iilhfet Churcfh te,:nxtended much beyond the Empire. ( Thogg

ifto! - : i i
s ‘:'ey i?the&’a:a pnari !:;t; ”‘:vl:: :mcb cfiefe&lve: ) And let
ey regarl toihe e T ny of thofe Churches had
man. Letthem tell you wher Q,hany i o
fines or any other out of the 7::“ cfr. gt = .
ang whit like-fubje& to the Pope i g Et O
. Buttheir chief fraud is about
gt Mex;icl;’ncf fraud is gbopt names a0d words. When they
B 8y kigh complemental title gives to the Bi
2hey prefently conclude that st fignt 8835 S f/bap s,
inftance in fome particulars d’gmﬁﬂh - P ey
fiohs fits themp rs,and fhew the vanicy of their conclu-
I-Smneti'm . . .

e i s v e B b ek Sy
But 1 fuppofe you wifl beli C Bl e
i fuch s chfl b thig Ae njx;]e Baﬁ-:mm (their chief flatrerer)
Aprit. 0AN8E [ Fait sl watws e afit o By p o
ops omnes, non tantum Pontif, de f‘fm i, s
: 3 m,Zﬁ_?, & [ammsi Pontifices diceren-
_ LAY
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tur——1. €. It was the ancient caflom of the (hurch o callall
= Biffops not enly Pontifices Popes , but chief Pepes | And then

E citing fuch a paffage of Hierom Epift be addeth [ Th
3 - that anderfland not this ancient ¢ o S
uftom b
) tothe Popedom of the Church of Rfrilt.ojf e St WV?’J
2., As for the names Papa, Pope, Dominns, Pater Sanitiffimns,

beatiffimns, dei amantiffimns, 8c. its needlefs to tell you that
thefe were commonly given to other Bifhops.

3. And what ifthey could find that Rome were called the mo-
ther of all Churches ? 1have formerly {hewed you, where Ba-
fil faith of the Church of Cefurea , that it is as the mother
frf‘ t‘;” Churches in a mamner. And Hiersfalembath oft that
Title. '

4. Sometimethey find where Rome is called Caput Ecclefi-
arums , and thenthey think they have won the caufe. When

if you will confult the words , you fhall find that it is no more
then that Prisrity of Dignity which (oot Chrift, but) the Em-
peroursand Councils gave them , thatisintended in the word.
Its called the Head, that is, the chief Seas in Dignity, without
any lt;eaning that the Popeis the univerfal Monarch of the
world. i - .
5. But what if they find the Pope called ¢he Archbifbop of
‘ the Catholick. Church o the Univer[al Bifbep ? then they think
: they havethe day. Ianfwer, indeed three flattering Monks at
_the Council of Calcedon, do fo fuperfcribe their libels; but
they plainly mean no more then the Biftop tha in order of dig-
- mity isabove the reft; And many particular Churches are oft
called Catholick Churches. There’s difference between [ A4 Ca-
tholick Church ] and [ The Catholick, Church.] And the Bi-
fhop of Confantinople had that Title, even by 2 Council at
Conftant. an. 518, before the Bifhop of Rome had it publikely,
or durftownic: It was fetled on the Patriarch of Conflantinople
to be called the Oecwmenical or Univer[al Patriarch. Who
knoweth not that Emperours gave fuch Titles at their pleafure ?
Fuftinian would fometime give the Primacy to Rome, and at
another time to ((osffantinople, faying [ Conftantinopolizand Ec-
clefia omnium aliaram cft caput : The Church of Conftantinople
is the Head of all other Churches, 7] An. Dom. 530- C.de EP’/:
copis. b 1 lege 24, And its known that this Fafinian that fome-

i
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time calls Rome the Head , did yet when the fifth General
Council had condemned Vigilius Pope of Romse, permit T heodo-

4 his Emprefs to canfehim to be fercht to Conffantinople, and

drag’d aboutthe ftreet ina halter, and then banithed, till they
had forced him to fabfcribe and fubmit to the Council : even
as they had depofed Pope Silverius his predeceffor. And Baro-
- yins himfelf mentionetha Varicane Monument which as it calls
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Agapetus Epifcoporsm princeps on one fide, fo doth it call -

Menna [ the Apoftolick Univer/al Bifbop : ] Which Baronius
faith. doth mean no more then that he was Unsverfal over
bis own Provinces : aad if that be fo,any Bifhop may be called
Dniver(al. - And do ot thefe men know what Council of Car-
thage decreed that theBifhop prime fedis (hould be called neither
Sammns Sacerdos , nor Princeps Sacerdotnm, vel aliquid. bu-
infmodiy tantum Epifcopus prime. [edss : i.e. Not the chicf Pricft,
or the chief of Priefts but the Bifbopof the firft feas ] And how
long will they fhu their eyes againft the Teltimony of two of
their own Popes, Pelagins and Gregory the firlt that condemned
the name of Tariverfal Bifhop ? sy : »

Sometime they find the Church of ' Rome called Apsffod
lick , and fo were others as well as that, as is commonly
known. '

And fometime the Pope is called the Pillar of the Church s
And what of that ? fo are many others as well ashe ; as all the
-Apoftles were as well as Perer ? The Church is bailt on the Founa
dation of the Apoftles and Prophess. That the Paftors of the
Charch were ordinarily called the Pi/lars and preps of it, asby
Nicephorns Gildas, T heodoret, Bafil, Tertnllian, Dionyfius, Hic~
rom, Anugultine, &c. you may fee provedin Gatakers Cinnus
page 395,396, A Ja

And laftly, when the Papifis read their 'Pbpes called the J’m:i |

ceffors of Peter, they takethisas a proof of their Soveraignty.
Whereas 1. Perer himfelf had no Exch Soveraigaty. Z-thCyS’-
fucceed bimnot inhis Apoftlethip. 3. They are called Panls
Succeffors as well as Perers. 4. Orhersate called Peters Suc-
ceffors to0 as wellasthey, by the Fathers. 5. And other Bi-
fhops ordinarily are called the Zpoffles Succeffors , and other

Churches called Apoflalich Churches.
1 fhall only fet before them the words of one man atthis
LImE,
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time, (' Hefychii Hierofol. apnd Photinm Cod. 269.) and de-
firethem to teil me whether ever more were faid of the Pope,
yea orof Peter then he faith of Audrew, calling him [ Chors
' , eApoffolics primogenitus, primitus defixa Ecclefie colnmna, Pe-
; / - tri Petrus, fundaments fundamentam ; principii principinm vel
primitia, q#i VocAVIP Anteqnam vocaretur, addsxit pris[quam
adduceretur ] i.€. [ The firf} begosten of the A pofbolick Chore,
the firft fixed Pillar of the Church ; the Peter of Peter, or the
Rock_of Peter, the Foundation of the Foundation ;, the Principal
?' the Principal, who called before be was called, and broughs

:Zber:) ) 2o (Chrift ) before be was brought to him ( by any
otners.

And the fame Hefjchius faith of James apud Photinm Cod.
275. [ 0as éynepidoo , &c. i. ¢, with what Praifes may I
fet forth the fervant and Brother of Chrift, the chief Emperosr
( or Commander or Captain ) of the New Hierufalem ; zhe
Prince or chief of Priefs, the Prefident or Principal of the
eApoftles , the Crownor Leader among the Heads, the princi=
pal Lamp among-the Lights the principal planes among the
Stars; Peter [peaketh to the people ; bus James giveth the Law
( or fets dows the Eaw )] Can they fhew us now where
more then this is faid of Peser himfelf ? Much lefs of the
Pope? '

Lo

Crar XXVIL

Deteit. 18, A Nother of the Principal Deceits of the Papifts,

- L-\is,the forging and corrapting of (onncils and Fa
thers, and the citation of [#ch forgeries. Be carefull therefore
how youreceive their Allegations, till you have fearched and
know the Books to be genuine,and the particular words to be
there, and uncorrupted.

They have by their greatnefs obtained the opportunity of
poflefling fo many Libraries, that they mighe the eafilyer play
this abominable game. But God in mercy hath kepe fo many
monuments of Antiquity out of their hands,partly in the Eafterd,
and partly in the Reformed Churches, as fuffice to difcover
abundance of their wicked forgeries and falfifications:

M oo

.

Of
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Of their forging Canons, yea feigning Councils that never
were, (as Concsl. Sinnef[an. Concil. Rom. (b Silvefly, See Bithop
T/hers Anfwertothe fef pag. 12,13, As alfo of their forging
Conflantines Donation,and Ifidore mercators forging of a fardel of
Decretals ; and of their falfifying and corrupting in the Do&rine
ofthe Sacrament, the works of Ambrofe, of Chryfoff. (or the
Author operis Imperfecti,) of Fulbertus Bifbop of Chartres , of
Rabanus of Mentz, of Bertram, or Ratranwus, &c. Read | pray
you the words dete&ing their horrible impious cheats.

But their Indices expargatorii will acquaint you with much
more,  And yet their fecreter expurgations are worft of
all. 2
‘What words of Peters Primacy, and others for their advan-
tage, they have added to Cyprian de unitate Ecclefiz, feein Jer,
Stephens his Edition of it,where much more additions to Cyprians
works are deteGed out of many Oxford Manuferipts,

Andreas Schsttus the Jefuite publifhing Bafils works at
Anwerp Lat. A. D. 1616. with Jefuitical fidelity , lefc oug
‘the Epiftle,in which is this paflage following, which fhould not
‘be loft : fpeaking of the Weftern Bifhops be faith [verity 1he
wanners of Prowdmen do ufeto grow more infolent, if they be bo-
nonred.  And if God be merciful to us, what other addition haye
wencedof 2 Bus if Gods anger on #s remain, what kelp can the
pride of the Weft bring us 2 “when they neither know the Truth,nop
can thX‘: to [peak it ; bnt being prepoﬂ'}_ﬂ}d with falfe (ufpicions,
they do the [ame things now, which they did inthe cafe of Marcellus,
contentionfly difpating againft thofe thar tanght the truth, byp
Jor Herefic, confirming it by their anthority, Indeed I wa
willing (ot as reprefenting the pablike perfon of the Eaft) to write
2o their Lfﬂd{" (' Damafas ) 4y nothing abour Church matters,
batthat 1 might intimate thas they neither knew the truth of the
things that are done wih #5107 did admir the way by which they
might learn thems, 44 sn general, thar they honld nor infwlt over
the calamitous an/ afflicted, wor think that Piide did mske for
their dignity, whesy tjas one fin alone isenongh to make s hatefull
toGod ] fo far Bafi/ in that Epiftle lefc out by the Jefuite ; in
which you may {ee the Romane power in thofe daies, in the
confciences of Bafiland fuch other Fathers in the Eaft,

- And (bythe way ) how Tertallian reverenced them, you

- Aa . may
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 may fee lib. de pndicit. pag.742. where he calls Zepherinas, as
we fay, alito naught : And the Afias Bifhops condemning of
Victor, with Jrenens his reproof of him; Cyprians and Firmili-
: ans condemning Stephen: Marcellinas bis condemnation by
) 2 all : Liberius his being (o oft Anathematized by Hilary Piftav.
the refiftance of Zofimns and Bowiface by the Africans, &c.

fhew plainly in what efteem the now-infallible univerfal Head
g was then among the Fathers and inall the Churches.But when
© i~ ... the Papifts cometo the mention of fuch paffages, what juglings
do they ufe ? fometime they filencethem : fometime they pafs
them over in a few words that are buried in a heap of other
k matters - fometime they bring in fome forgeries to obfcure

them. Butcommonly they makea nofe of wax of Councilsand
Fathers, as well as of Scripture,and putany ridiculous fence
upon them that fhall ferve their turns, though perhaps
; fix menamong them may have five or fix Expofitions. :
An Epiltle of Ciril of Jerufulems to Anftinis forged by one,
3 : that their Molanus calleth A4 barbarons impoftor ( Hifor. Imag.
p L 3. c. 36.) aboutthemiracles of Hicrom where Purgatory
and other errors are befriended. When as Cirsl himfelf dyed
thirty years before Hierome. And yet Binsfield, Saarezt.. al!:"'i
other of the moft learned Papiftsitick not to make ufe of this

f Il that. : ' ; =
orggx;yifo;:nld be tedious to recite their particular forgeries.

The ftudious Reader may find many of them filfcovercd up and
down by Bifhop U/ker and other of our erters: t}nd for his
fuller help,T advife him toread Dr. Reignolds de Libris Apocryph.
and Dr. Th. James his corruptions of the Fathers,and Scultetns
: his medulla patrwm + yea of the Papifts themfelves, read Sixtns
Senenfis bis Bibliothec. and Bellarm. de Scriptorib. Ecclef. and
Poffevines Apparatus, and Erafmus cenfures on the Fathers
which he dealt with : But efpecially let him not be without
Cooks cenfura Patrum, and Blondell onthe Decretals 3 to w}uch
alfo add Rivets Critica Sacrs, and Dallens de Pfendepigra
ﬂm(.)f their abominable Legends I fhall fay nothing, but that the
wifer fort of themfelves are afhamed of them. Andifany Ancl™.
" ents have abufed the Church by fhamelefs forgeries, the Pgﬂ ds
make ufe of fach as confidently as if they were the word 0 ;’0{
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X

For inftance, Let a0y man bat read over the Books of Bafil Bi-
fhop of Selencia(if it be his indeed )of the-lifé & Miracies or 7 e-
¢lay and try his faith upon it, whether he be able to believe that
Thecla ftood fo long at the windyw 1o hear Paul while all thofe daily

applicaticns and orations were made tober ? that Demas and Herl.

IOZERES weré there to fhiy #p the people againft Paulas 4 deceiver,
wunder the cloak of being hiscompanions 5 that any of thofe Oratia
085 recited are true, when the Aurhoy like a profeffed fabler ufethy
tofay [ I fuppofe thas or thus they faid: 7 rhat her Mother
Theocizs,4nd her lover Thamiris w:re on the [adden [0 cruel as to
burn ker, while they are J#id [0 much to bura in Loyeto ber ;
that when Thecla bad formed ber body like 4 Crofs, and caft her
[elfinto the flaming pile | the fiames in veverence of the Crofs,
became a5 & Chamber to bey s Covering ber like a vanl froms
the peoples fight, and ner approaching her's and thas the carth
Making & gricyonus noife, the howrs and hail aeftroyed the pesple,
and Thecla went jer way without obfervance, finding Paul and
Oaefiphorns bid in a Sepulcher a4 prayer for ber: thas Paul
permitted ber.ta cat ber hair, and change ber habit, and become his

With bey beanty ar Antioch,even before [becamse in Tall fight of the
People in the Gity Gate, that he could nor forbear , baut prefestly
muft leap upon bher like a mad dog ; tha Joe tore bis Cloak,, and
threw off his Crown, and fo faved hey Virginity ; that for this
Jhe was cafp and tyed to wilj beafts,and the Lysns conched to her,
and one Lyopefs Jonght for ber, and killed the reft that affanited
I;e_r; that yer they turned more upos ber : thas fbe leaped into the

and faved ber from thole Sm-bm[b :

peared toher Mothey Tryphanay, beg Thecla’s Prayers tha foe

nglft be fldmitted inte lmwm, telling ber hoyy much “Thecla was
admired in Heayep, (She knew who yas admired in Heaven
befog‘e the could be let in: ) that ¢ Thecla’s prayers [be was
admitted into hegwen 3 ( buttells us rot where fhe was before
that when Thecla Was again ticdts wild bulls s And fire fet to thois
Pofteriors to enrage them, the five hilled them,and burnt the by, 4,
“nd [be Was anhurs. That Thecla again PHIS 08 mans clourh, :
% fecks Paul; ( whether fhe wore breeshes1 find nor; ) thae
H As 2 Panl

5 that Falconilla’s Sonlap= =




