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SPECIAL NOTE

ITEM SCANNED AS SUPPLIED
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ROMANISM
P ESC US-STE e

o) R, ANGUS,
- An Anfwer to the nine firft Articles
of H.T. his Manual of

CONTROVERSIES.

W hereby 1s manifefted, that H.7. hath not (as

he pretends) clearly demonftrated the Truth of the

Roman Religion by him falfly called carholick, by Texts

of holy Scripture, Councils of all Ages, Farhers of the

firft five hundred years, common [enfe, and experience,

: nor fully anfwered the principal Objections of Pro-
filan teftants, whom he unjultly terms Seczaries,

By Fohn Tombes, B, D,

b And commended to the World by Mr. Richard Baxters

Jer.6.16. Thus [aith the Lord, Stand ye in theways, and -
4 fee,and ask for the old paths, where is the good way, and walk
therein, and ye [hall finde reft for your Souls,

: LoNDoON, | :
Printed by H. Hills, and are to fold by Fane Underhill, and
Hanry Mourslock, in Paul's Church-yard 16 60.




1 BEEEEIERBIEIERE
| TPERERTEFeERTdsdds

TO THE ,
‘English Romanifts,
f Who term themfelves '

CATHOLICKS

Specially to thofe of the Counties of

Hereford and Worcefler.

Vd, Lihough the prejudice wherewith you are
@ ¥2. prepoffeffed againfe the Truthavouched by
& me, the Ingagemenss whereby you are
n linked to the Roman See, the Hopes thatit’s
waama notunlikely you feed you felves with, of
fecing your NativeCountrey reduced under the obedience
of the Roman Papacy, befides the long experience, which
hath been had, of the fruitlefuefs of Attempes to alter
your Opimion in Religion, how: grofs foever they have
been proved to be, might have deterred me from this
Writing - yet fith T have been iriftantly urged to it, and

am loach to imagine all of you tobeof (o deplorable a
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_wilfulne[s of [pirit, as that you will cbflinately perfiff in
your manifeft Errours, and thereby caft away your Seuls.
I have adventured to publifh this enfuing Treasife, that
1 might not be guilty of betraying the Zruth and your

Souls by my filence. 1 have been many yearsa Preacher
in England, chiefly in the Counties of Hereford and
Worcefter, and though I have not had much acquain-
tance with any of you, yet fome Conferences have left
me not without hope that you mighe fee your Errour
about the Supremdcy, ‘and Infallibiligy of the-Popeand
Church of Reme , which is the chief Point on which
your Religionrells, as it is oppofite-to Proteftantifm, al-
though formerly and of late the French and fome other
Churehes have frongly oppofed the Popes or Roman
Churches Superiority above a Gencral Council, ‘and their
Infallibility in their Determinations . Certaifly, thefe
two Poinrs which are the Pillars of ' the Religicn of the
Roman party are fo far from being Catholick, that to him
that fhll impartially examine the Proofs, it willappear,
that they have been late Innevations, and are yet con-
tradi@ted by a great part of thofe Churches which hold
communion with the - Roman See. And for many other
Points of your Religion, if you would either ute your
Senfes or your underflanding in judging by the Scri-
prure, tranflated by your own. party, what is true or
 falfe, you could not be fo befotted as to beiieve Tranfub-
flantiation Invocarion of deceafed Sainis, Fuflification by
your own Workss and thelr Meriterionfnefs of erernal Life,
res Prayer for the Dead, another Propitiatory

Purgatory-fires .
Sacrifice for Quick and Dead belides Chrift's, Communion

wnder one kinde onely, Wor[hipping of Images ard Religues,
with fome other of your Tencts. For freeing you
from which Zrrosrs, which are pernicious te your Souls,
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if Tcould contribute any thing, 1 fhould count it a part
of my happinefs, of which I fhould have fome hopes
wereit that I perceived you free from the Impofition of
your Leaders on you, notro reade fuch writings as are
againft them 5 which muft of neceffity exflave youto
their Opinions, and hinder you from an impartial Search
after Truth : wherein what deceit is ufed by your ima-
gined Paffour the Pope, may appear, as by many other
things, fo.efpecially by the late carriage of Pope Inno--
sert the tenth inthe Controverfies between the Fanfe-
nifts and Molinifts in France, who being importuned to
give Sentence concerning the five Propofitions of
Fanfenins (if we may believe Thomas white one of
your chief Difputants,and one whofe approbation s to
this Manual of Controverfies of A, 7.) did in {hew
condemn Fanfenius his words, but did allow his mean-
ing., And that I may not be thought to mifreport him,
I will {fet down his words in his Appendicula to his Sonus
Byceina; about the Cenfure of the five Propofitions of
Fanfenius, Seit 9. where after he had fhewed that the
Propofitions of Fanfenins might be true in their fenf€,
though the words were liable to Exceptions, he adds.
But whereto are all thefe things (aid ? Isitthat I might
encrvate or reprehend the Popes Decree? Nothing lefs : I
profe(s, that was publifhed by the beft Counfel and [pecial
guidance of the Holy Spirit which governs the Church,
. The Charchwas afflicted with. Diffentions : one part fbood
propped by she Truth and Authority of holy Scripture; the
other being guarded with the multizude of Princes, and of
the common People circumuented with the found of -werds
fattering humane weaknefs , took great conrage . What
Jhould the Farher of the Church do? He allayed the more
unquies pars by granting them their words : the pore ohe-
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. ly comforteds by commending to them
theiy Senfes. The former part of the Saying was confirmed

ditnt part be flattering

¢ The later (if there be.anycredis to
cience) was done before the
Cing., It i manifeft by what
hath been.faid, with what redditude ﬂf Faith and Di‘viﬂit’
this part [hines 5 that that ,fx_hibz'tes prudence worthy the
Pope, thus taket. Wherein it may be perceived, that
however White fpeak favourably of the Pope, yet he
fets out his dealing in chat bufinefs as unworthy an in-
fallible Judge of Controverfies, which thould have de-
cided openly for Fanfenins _wha{e Propofisions fteod prop-
pedbythe T uth and Awrhority of [valy Scripture according
10 their meanings which Innocentius the tenth commsended

10 them, that they might hold them ftill in that meaning
and yethe condemned their Propofi-

in a2 Conferences
: i ds by his Bull publifhed to quiet the
wrangling and potent party of Fefuits that had drawn
the Princes an : -
¢hat flactered humane weaknefs 10 ftead of Truth glo-
rifying Gods than which in fo weighty: a matter what
could be done more like a Fuggler ox man-pleafer than a
| ant in afferting Truth ¢ Which

Servant of God conft
folve not by the Spirit of Godsor

{hews, that the Popes £
but by humane poléey, as it may. be for

the holy Scriptures !
their advantage; tO keep their party in ebedience vorthem,
deed any fincerityin {ecking Truth,

And thatit is notin
or fcriom intention to feed the Souls of People with t74e

Doétriné, buLto accommodate all their Determinations
and Negotiations, a5 tO uphold their credit & authority,
might be made abundantly appear by the Huftory of the
Council of Trent, and many.other ways, -which I {hall

not mention, beingfhewed by many, and pasticularly by
iy r.

by a publick Inflrumen
be grven tomen of tender ¢on

—

d common People €& their fide by words -




=M. Richard Baxter inhis Key for Cathilicks's onely this

one inftince ouc of Thomas White T minde you of, be-
caufe I think Thomas Whiseis yet alive, and in England
among you, as 1 concewve by the Edition of the Di-
{pute about Schifm berween him and Gumming, And I

. befeech you'give me leave to tell you, that I do much

pity your Souls, which you do enflave to the moft de-
ceitfull of men the Roman Popes, and adhere to your

Priefts, ‘which erther teach you not ac all, but feed you

With meer (hews, in your Maffes and other Rutes, or if

they preach, euher preach not the Gofpel of Foefus
Chrift atall, orcorrupt it with mixrare of humane Tra-
ditions, but keep you from hearing thofe who teach in
your own Languaze the Do&rine of the holy Scripture
without guile, the refufing whereof under pretence of
your fore-father’s example , or the Pepe’s, and your
Priefts reftraint, or our imagined Herefie or Schifm; and
in ftead of it pleafing your felves with Muffesin Latin,
Awricular Confefsion, and Priefls Abfolution, and fuch
tike Chaff, will never be juftified before Chriff at his
Appearing, whole Precept is that you fearch the Scri-.
pture, and Promife of Blefling to them that hear the.
Word of God and keep it, the negle@ of whichis the ne-
slect of thar great Salvation which is brought tous by
Fefus Chriff.. Unto which, if you would attend, you:
would quickly finde the Deceits of your Popes and
Priefts, and deliver your Souls from the Smares of
Ignorance of the Gofpel and Pepifb Erromrs,which now de-
ftroy your Souls. It you yet fhut your eys againft the:
Light of "the Gofpel tender'd to you by Proseftant
Preachers, and perift in:your Errour and Superftition
your Deftruction will be ot your felves, though there-*
by there is caufe given of mourning for you toall {h‘ﬂ‘-
ove




love the Salvation of yout Souls, among whom Iknow
my (elf tobe one, and defire to be accounted as

our unfeignedly defirous and Judious
servant in Chrift for your Souls

good.

Joun Tome Es,

All
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AN
EPISTLE
. SENT By ;
~/ MRICH ARD BAXTER_
a .T.O the Autnou R, to be preﬁxed._ |

{1 Ere not the Fudgements of God (o dreadfull,
)% and infatuation [ lunentable in m:tt;t’r! of
& cverlafting confe uence, and fin [0 odions,
O % and the ca‘%dmz'tz[e?af the C/mrc/b‘, {/Je difho-
WS nour of God, and 1he Dampnation of Souls
Such. deploraple things " as tolerate not & Laughter in the
[banders by, it would [feems one of the moft yidiculous things
\ intheWorld, that 4 man of [eeming wifdom [hould be a
o Papift, snd that fo many Princes, and leayned mien, withthe
: Vnlgay multitude,' Jhould be abje fo far torenounce orin- -
tOXicate their Redfon ivlzz'lc'tbej areawafe : And o Papift
Would be defiribed; 10 b one thas- fets up his under flanding
i £B] 7]
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t0 be the langhing-[tock of the fober rational World. There
ave abundanse of Controverfies among Phyficians that con-

ceynmens lives s and yer 1 have heard of none fovain, as
10 ftep forth and challenge the Authority of beiny the wni-
_werfal Decider of them; or 10 5”4";{‘,09_61_11’}_1/7, [folly or over-
fighs,2f he have not appointed [ome [uch univera Fudge in
the world , to end 4l Comtroverfies in matters of [uch
weight. But if in Phyfick’s, Law, or any of the Sciqme:,
the Controverfies [hould be never [o many or [0 great, if yet

o1 could refokoe 1liem ieo [enfe it felf5; and bring allto the
judgement of mens cysy and ¢ars, and tafte, “and feeling,
who wouldnot langh or-hifs at-bim thay would ftill make
shems the matter of [eriosts doubts ¢ ;

__The Papifts finding that man isyet imperfeit, and know-
eth but in party and that in the Scripture there are fome
things are hard to be underftood, and that Earth hath not

o much Light as Heaven, imagine that hereby they have a

ir advantage to plead for an wniver[al serreftrial Fudge,
and1o reproach God, sf he haw_appaimed'rr‘one"fg‘c , and
next 1o pleadihat sheirPope or his approved _ouncils muft
wecds have shis Awthority. And when they come tothe De-
cifion, they are net afhamed to fee after [omany hundred
jears. pretenfions, that the World is but batfled with the em-

_pty nameof 2 Judgeof Controverfies, and that Difficul-
sies are wo lefs Difficulties ftilly and Controverfies are np
where [o voluminons as with them, Butthis &5 6 [mall mag-
ter withthem. T heir Fudge (cems much wifer when he g

¥ ,lem-thdn Wh” be fpmk& Wblfﬂ ‘be“;ome“- toa D“'i]’t'on, ;

and forimjth_ﬂp thereby the Hod ge-podge of Popery, they
_feem not 10 [mile at, nor be afhamed of the Picture which
they have drawn 5 which 4, of .an Harlot [hewing ber na-
kednz|s, and committing her Jespdne s n the open Afemblies,
inihe fight of the Sun, ‘They openly prociasm their [hame
s againft

\




againft the light of all the acknowledged Principles in the
World, their own or others, and in oppofition to all, or almoft
all that s commendable among men. The charge [cems
high, but (in a few words) take the proof.

Y. They confefs the Scriptare to be the Word of God :
and _yet when we would appeal to that as the Rule of
W Faithand Life, or as a divine Rewelation, in our Difputes,

\ they flyoff, anditell us of its obfcurity and the necefsity of a
| Fudge. If they meet with & Hoc eft corpus meum, they
Jeem for a while to be zealows for the Scripture: But tell
themthar Paul in 1 Cor.11.26,27,28, doth call it Bread
after the Confecrations 10 lefs than three times inthe three
next Verfes, andthen Scripture is non-[enfe to thens till the
Pope make fenfe of it. It s one of their principal labours
againft us,to argue againft the Scriptures [ufficiency tothis
ufe. - Byno meanscan we prevail with them to Stand tothe
Decifion of the Scripture.

2. They excefsively cry up the Church, anj appeal toits
Decifion : and therefore we might hape , that here if any
where, we might have [ome hold of them. But when it comes

20 the Point, they not onely dégown the judgement of the
Churchy but impudently call” Chrift's Spou(g a Strumpet,

and cus off (in their wncharitable imlz—zigiﬂation ) two or three

- partsof the univer[al Church s Hereticks or Schifma-
ticks. The judgements of the Churchesin Armenia, Fthi-
opia, Egypt, Syria, the Greeks, and many morg befides
the Reformed Churches in the Weft , i againft their
Popes univer(al Vicarfhip or Sovereignty, and many of
their Errours that depend thereon. And yet their judgement
% not regarded by this Faition, And if 4 third or fonrsh
Pars (fuchas it 1) of the Univerfal Church, maycrynp
them(elves as the Church to be appealed to, and condemn the
argreaser part, why may not atenth or a twenticth part 4o
(B33 the
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the like 2 wvhy may not the Donatifts, the Novatians, or
the Greeks, (much more) do [0 as well as Papifts ¢

3. Theyeryup ‘Tradition. And when we ask them, How
oy /lu/l knowit, and wa(c it 5 to be. _fqund, they tell s,
principally in the profefsion and praélice of the prefent
Charch. ~And yes when twe m:tbree_ parts of the univer[al
Church profefsthat Tradition is againft the Papal Monar-
chy, and other Points depending onit s they caft Tradition
bebinde their backs.

4. Theyery up the Fathers: and when we bring their
judgements againft the [ubftance of Popery, they [ometime
wilifie or acoule them as erroncous, and [ometime tell us,
that Fathers as well as Scripture muft be no otherwife nnder-
fPood, than their C hurch expoundeth them,

5. Theyplead for and appeal to Councils s and (thouzh
we cafily prove that none of them were univer(al, yes fuch s
they were) they call them all Reprobate; which were ot ap-
prafued by their Pope,lesthe number of Bifhops there be newer
fo great . And thofe that were approved [if they [peak
againft them,they reject alfoeither with lying [hifts denying
the agprobation, or [aying, the aéts are not de fide, or not
conciliaviter fada, orthe [enfemufl bz given by their pre-
[ent Church, or one [uch contemptible [hift or other,

6. At leaft onc would think they [hosld fFand to the
judgement of the Pope, which yet theywill not : for [hame
forbids them to own the Doctrine of thofe Popes that were
Hereticks or 1nfidels (and by Councils (o judged) - And
others they are forced to difown, becaufe they contradict theiy
Predeceffours. And_at Rome the Cardinals are the pope,
whilebe that bath the name is oft made light of. And hoy
infallible he ss judged by the French and the Venetians,
bow Sixtus the fifth was valued by the Spaniards, and by
Bellarmine, 4 commanly known.
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7. But all this is nothing totheir renunciation of huma-
Dty , ¢ven of the common fenfes and reafon of the
world,  When the matser is broughe 1o the Decifion of theiy
eysy asdrafte, and feeling, whether Bread be Bread, and
Winebe Wine, and yer all Traly, Spain, Auftria, Biva-
via, &c. canmot refolve it 5 yea, generally, (unlefs fomela-
sens roveltant) do pafs their judgement againft their [enfes,
and the [enfes of all found men in the Worlds and that vos
#n amatter beyond the reach of [enfe (as whether Chrik be -
there fpiritually) but in 4 marter belonging o [enfe, if any
thing belong to it 5 ws wheher Bread be Bread, &c. Kings
and Nobles, - Prelates and Priefts, do all give their judge-
ment, that all their fenfes are deceived. And is it pof-
fible for the(e menthanto know any thing ¢ o7 any con-
1roverfie between us and them to be decided ¢ If we [aythat
the Sun is light, or that the Pope is 4 man, and Scripture le-
gible, or that there are the Writings of Councils and Fathers
extant in the World, they may as well concur in a denial
all this, or any thing elfethat [enfe [hould judge of. - If they
tell us that Scripture requireth them to comtradict all thei

fenfesinthis point 5 Ianfwer,

L. Not that Scripture before mentioned; that callethit
LBread after the Confecration, thrice in the thyee ness
Verfes.

2. And bow know they that there is fuch a Scripture, if

- allthelr fenfes be (o fallible. If the certainty of [enfe benot

[nppofed, alinle Learning or Wit might [atiffic them, that
Faith can have yo certainty. But 15 it not a moft d””dﬁ‘”
Indgement of Gods that Princes and Nations, Learned mens,
and fome that in their way are'confciencioms, [hould be given
over to (o much iﬂ/mm_anity, and tomake 4 Religion of this
rutifbnefs, (and worfe) and to perfecute thofe with Fire
#nd Sword, that are not fofar for(aken by God, and by their
[ 3] reafon <




. Faltion, and

veafon?and that they fhould fo [ollicitonfly Labour the perver-
fion of States and Kingdoms for the promoting of ftupidity
or fbark madnefs.

8. And (if wego .
YV ays, we ﬂns/f foor fee that) they are alfo againft the Unity

from their Principles to their Ends, or

of the Church, while they presend this as theiy chiefeft Ar—
gument, 10 drayw mentotheir way. T hey fet up acorrupted
; condemn the far greater part of the Church

and will have no unity with any bus thofe of their own Fa-

tion and Subjection: and fix this as an ¢fential pars of

their Religion, creating thereby an imspofsibility of univer-

fal concord. g :
. They alfo contradiét the Experienve of many thoy-

[and Saints dfferting that they are all void of the Love of
God and [wving Grace, till they become [ubject tothe Pope
of Rome 5 when a the Souls of thefe Believers have Ex-
crience of the Love of God within them, and feel that
Grace that proves htheir Fuflification. I wonder what'kinde
of thingit ¥ that s called Love or Holine[s in a Papift,
swhich Proteftants and other Chriftians have not, and what
4 the difference.
10, Theyare moft notorlons Encmies to Charity, con-
deyning moft of the Chriftian World to Hell, for being ous

of their [ubjection. ; ;
o o bey are notorions Entmies 10 I(ﬂowledgc‘ under pre-

sence of Obedience and Unity, and averding Herefie,

They celebrate their Worfbip in 4 Language ot underffood
by the wulgar Waorfbippers. They hinder the People from
Reading the holy Scriptures, (which the ancient Fathers
exchorted men and women 10, a5 an ordinary thing.) The quae
lity of their Priefts and People, teftifie this. : :

x2. They oppofe the Purity ef divine Worthip, fetting

up & multitude of humane Inventions in ftead thereof, and
idolatrou(ly
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dolatroufly (for no lefs canbe (aid of it) adoring a piece of
confecrated Bread as their God. :

13. They are Oppofers of Holinefs, both by the ferefaid
enmity to Knowledge, Charity, and purity of Worlbip, and
by many unholy Doctrines, and by deluding Sowls with an
outfide hiftorical way of Religion , ncver requived by the
Lord, confifting in a multitude of Ceremonies, and wor-

fhiping of Angels, and the Souls of Saints, and Images,

and. Croffes, &c. Let Experience [peak how muchthe Life

of. Holinefs is promoted by them.

14, They are Enemies to common Honelty, teaching the
Doctrines of Equivecations and Mental Refervations, and
making many hainous [ins venial, and many of the moft
odious ins to be Duties, as killing Kingsthat are excommu-
nicated by the Pope, taking Oaths with the fore(aid Referva-
tions, andbreaking them,&c. For the Jeluits Doctrine,
Montaltus the Janfenift, and many of the French clergy
have pretty well.opened it : andthe Pope himf[elf hath lately
been fain 1o publifb & condemnation of their Apology.
And yet the power and intereft of the Yeluits and their fol-
lowers among them , 15 not alsogether unknown to the
World. S Y

15. They are Enemics to Civil Peace and Govern-
ment, (#f therebe any [uchin the World) as their Doctrine

“and_ Praitife of killing and depofing excommunicate

Princes, breaking Oaths, &c. [hews. Bellarmine that will -
go a middleway, gives the Pope power in ordine ad fpiritu-
alia, and indirectly to di[po/f of Kingdoms, and tells us,
that it is unlawfull to tolerave heretical Kings that propagate -
their Herelie, (that is, the ancient Faith,) How well Daﬂ?r
Heylin hath vindicated their Council of Laterane i tb»‘,»
{whofe Decrees fland as.a Monument of the horrid treafon—
able Doctrine of the Papifts) I (hall, if God will, heréaf;;"

: : AN,



panifoft - Inthe mean time let ‘any man reade the words

of the Council and judge. :
Y ad now whether a Religion that is at fuch openenmity

with 1. Scripture, 2« The Chwrchy 3. Tradition,
4. Fathersy, 5. Councils, 6. Somt Popes, 7. The
common fcn[es and Rt’aﬁm of all f’ﬂf World, even their own,
8. Unity of Chriftians, 9. Knowledgey 10, Expers-
ence of Believerss 11. Charity, X2. Purity of Wor-

hip, 13, Holine[s, 14. Common Honefty, 15. And
40 Civil Government and Peace (which might all eafily be
fully proved, though here but touched) I [ay, whether fuch a
Religion [hould be embraced and advanced with [uch dili-
gence and widlence, and mens [ouls laid upon it, s the con-
troverfie before #5. And whether it [howld be tolerated
(een the propagation of it; 10 the damnation of the peoples
[onls) is now the Queftion which the juggling Papifts bave
[et a foor among thofe that have made themelves onr Ru~
lers ¢ andthere are found men among us, that call them=

felves Proteftants and godly, that plead for the [aid Tole-
vation s (and confequently for the delivering up of thefe
Nations to Papery, 3f no to Spanith or other fgret;gn Po-
wers) which if theyeffect, andaficrsheir conirary Frofe[-
fions,, prove fuch Trastors to Chuitt, hss Gofpel and their pe
Bority, as they leave the .L‘"?d of their Nativity in wiiferys
they fhall leave their [linking names for a reproach’ and
curfe to future Gc,”t'mtioma and on [uch Pillars fhall be
written, [ This pride,

{chifm hath done.]
If thou marvel, Reader, that the learned Awthosr of this

Book and 1, do jayn thus againﬂ tbe’ca;‘nmgn Ad‘vfrf'dry,
after our own Differences in the one point of Infant-ba-

ptifm, theu doft bus marves that we are Chiftians, and
of owr Faith and Charity's andon
ire

havve not made fhipwrack

{elf fecking, uncharitablenefs, and




the account of our Imperfeitions and listle Differences, caft
4way our [alvation and the Churches peace. Be it known to
Jouthat we are fome years elder than when our Differences
begun : andtherefore if we have made no progrefs sn Hols-
nefs, we are wnexcufable. And we know that he that is
Serongeftin holy Love, is frongeft in Grace. Marvel not
then sf we ger [ome little increafe by the opportunitics and
miercies we poffefs 5 and if we forgetnot, that we are Mem-
bers of the fame Chrift, and Heirs of the [ame Kingdome,
(where we hope to live in perfect Love ) when we dyaw
nearer toit, and [ee that long we cannot be thencey and
when we fee what havock the Devil hath made in the
Churches of Chrift, and the Sonls of multitndes [eemingly
veligions, by uncharitablenefs and Schifm. I am [urethe
Soul that s moft for Unity and Love s likef to thofe thas
ar¢ in Heaven, _
This alfo is my Anfwer to the Papifks, that I know will
make it my Reproach, that 1 hold fo much Comm_u.mon
with dnabapiifts; that is, that I am net as uncharisable
and {chifmatical asthey, that confine the Church totheir
deluded Faition. We own nothing in each other that we
difcern to be evil's but we unanimonfly praétife [o far as we
are agreed . If [in have left England and Europe any
hopes; the Lord have mercy upon a divided [elf deftroying
Generation, \and [uffer not the fins of men profefsing godli-
nefs, o drive away the Gofpel, and fend it to America, (a6~
cording to Mr. Herbert's (ad donjecture in his Church Mili-
tant.) And, Othat Profeffours of Godline[s wonld confider,
both, what they have done, and how much of Holine(s doth
confift in Charity, Unity, andPeace, andleave not tothe
Papifis the temptation or honour, of [eeming more unani-
mous and peaceable than we, left they [eem to 1hemfelves
and others more holy than we. Experience and- Judge-
[C] ments




ments mill lewve us the moft unexcufable people under Hea-
ves, ;f we prevent not our own and the Churches ruine, by
4 [peedys diligent return, 10 Charity aud Peace,  As thefe
avethe thoughts which I judged.maft neceffary on this oc-

caffon 10 CoMMUNICalt, fo arc they the matter of my daily
'$ A
Pfiygzza"er, the times require thee to be well 'Uc’rfgd‘ inthe
Controverfies with the Papifts. If thow love thy Faithand
 Soul, benotlazys but & there are maltitndes of excellent
Treatifes at hand againft Popery, be not through negligence
a flranger 10 thews, And.among others, in this Treatile
thow wilt findethe Adverfary folidly confused, andthe va-
wity of bis Reafonings deteéteds (whichbricfly I did in his
wasff material parts, in my Key fociCiarholicksil) ot
amonz the many excellent Treatifes, againft them , with
which Shops and Libraries abound, I commend 10 the
Conntrey Reader, that wonld [ee much in alistle room, and
kinow the true grounds of confuting Popery, two little Trea-
tifesyviz, Dr, Challoner’s Credo San&am Ecclefiam Ca-
tholicam , and Dr.Peter Moulin's Anfiwer to Cotton’s
Queftions , with the Queftions and Challenges annexed,
“ind for AvgumentsagainfiToleration of Popery;Dr-Sutliffes
Anfwer to the LayPapifts Petition for Toleration and Gabriej
Powel’s dnfmer tothe fame. Whofe fide the Scriptures are
onsreade a littleBook called, The abatement ofPopithBrags
by Alexander Cook. Reade alfo their own[ Gacholick Mo-
deratour,proving Proteftants no Hereticks Jand the Ca-
tholick Judge or Moderatour of the Mederatour, by
Fohn of the Crofs,&e. Shortly I hope yoss smay have
Dr. Peter Moulin’s excellent Treatife of the Novelry
of Popery, tranflated by his Rewverend Son, and now going
to the Prefs. The Lord grant, that mens refufing 1o reveive
the Truthin the Love of it to their Salvation, and theiy

54/3




;\ bafe [ubjecting it to their pride and worldly inter efts, pro-

voke ot God to gie them over to believe (uch Lyes as are
the Gofpel from an wmworthy

heve detected, and to wishdyaw
Natiop, Amen,

"~ Novemb,1r.

“RI, Baxr ey
1659, '
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Errata,

Page 4. mrgin reade White or de Albiis [onts. P. sl22.r.Ephefix.23. p.8.
LasExek-37: p-9.l.30.r.being. p-13 Laoudfix. l.22.0.he. pxs 1.3, 5. r.ptima.
cy. Lg.r.laftl.go10 r.inconfequent. 1. 3 g.r.removed. p.16.1.7.r.better. Lg.r.pri
macy. p.17.1.6.r.decreed._ p-19.1 33.r.brings. p.21 .g.Milevis. p.aglag.r.
ninth. p_;g,l.g.r.MdﬂJ{m. l.41. n.Gandavenfis Andegavenfis, p.26.L.xx.r.ego,
.36.1.30.1.t0 the. 1.3 5.r.councils, p-39.0.37.r.the. p.43lagy,

Armenians. i g0.1.26.1.rood. 1.38.t.fecond. p.§ 2.L.12.0.Dr.p.5 4.l 17.r.way of,
p.5 §.l.x.x.Thuanus. p.58.1.14.r.commcmorativc. p-59-l41.r.00r P65 l20ur.
confpicuity- p-66.1.x4.r.bath faid, p-70.l.20.r-ambiguity. p-73.L.19.¢ palpable,
.80.1.8.0.by which. p.gr.1.46. r.truch. p.og.Lxz. r.Bannes. .96.1.x x.r.dotl‘l
not. p. 98.1.46.E;of. p.r10.J.32.r,concelts. P.IiT J.z2.x, Qaccording L2 3.r.veal-
eth) L.go.r.faction. p.113 dlr pox 22.1.8.r.thoufand. p-124.L.5.r.general. p
125 .l.;g.r.dcccivcd. p.126. 1.18.'r.ot'an. p 135.Lx.12.d.het. p-140.1:25.r.0ne, .
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An AnswEeRr to the nine Firft
Articles of H. 7. his

Mannal of Controwr/{ef.

ARTICLE 1,

The Church of Rome 7 not demonfbrated to be the true
Church of God by its [uccefsion.

5 B Clya].

- Of the Title Page of H.T. his Manual of Controverfies, in which # fhewed

40 be avain vaunt of what he hath nor per formed.

ong the many Writings which have been difperfed for the
leducing of the Englifh People from the Proteftant Do-
Grine and Communion, to the imbracing of the Roman
Tridentin opinions, a Book of H, ', that is, Henry Tur-
bervile (at X am told ) hath been inftrumental thereto.
Itis ftiled (as Becanuys, Cofterus, land others before had
done theirs) 4 Manual of Controverfies y in which he pre-
] : tends to bave clearly demonfirated the truth of the Catho-
lique Religiony by which he means the Roman opinions, branched by him
Nt 28 Articles ; the truth of which he hathno otherwile demonftrated, than
by fhewing thar chere is no truth in them; Which will appear by confidering
that the two chief Points of the Reman Religion; diftiné from the Proreftants
B are




Succe[sion no proof for Romanifts. Axr. 1,
! £ Rome’s Supremacy, and Tranfubftantiation of the Bread
e Pto :hcyvery flefh and blood of Chrilt which he

~N
Ak

21Cy
s e in the Bucharift, in

Tlx;g z\fh:\tfc‘bléﬂ'ed Virgin. ’Now if he believe himfelf, that he hath clearly de-
monitrated the truth of thefe by Texts of holy Scripturt, Coux_mils of all
Agess Fathers of the fitft goo years, common Senfe and Experience : yer
there is o little faid by him . that caries a fhew of proof of either; or rather
there is (o much in his own Wiiting 3 gainfaysit, that were there not a fpirit
of error which doth poffels men they would not believe him. For, that he
hath not clearly Jemonftrated the truth of the Bifhop of Rome’s Supremacy
over the whole -hurch, is apparent, in that he hath not demonftrated clearly
Peter’s Supremacys there being no Texts bronght by him, Art.7. to proveir,
but Ephef.2.20. Marth.a6.18. Fobn 21.16517,18. Luke 22. 3%, Marth, 10, 1,
Mark 3. Luke 2. Aéts 1. of which the very firft proves, that other Apoftles
were Foundations as well as Peter,and therefore the term Peter,or rock, Matth,

h fo built on Peter, as that thereby he is

16.18. proves not the whole churc
declared Supreme vifible Head over them , or over the whole church, any
more than other Apoftles were. Nor doth feeding the fheep of Chrift, prove any

other Supremacy than was in the Elders of prcjm,cpml_mndcd to.do the fame,
Afts 10,28, 'and by Perer him(clf, as a fellow-Eldei with them, required of
cthem, x Pet.§ 12 And confirming the brethrens Luke 22.31. is no mcre an
argument of Peter’s Supremacy, than the fame thing isof the Supremacy of
Paul and Barnabass Aéts 14,22, The orher Texts fhew nothing but priority
of nomination or {peaking 3 notwithftanding which, H. 7. p. 97. confe(feth
the Apoftles to bave been equal in their calling tothe Apofticfbip, nothing atall
of {upremacy and rule over the Apoftles and whole church is deducible from
chem. And for Tranfubftantiation, or real (ubftantial prefence of Chrilts
body and blood in the Eucharift, that which hie alledgeth is the words of infti-
rution, Murth.26.27528. Mark ¥4.22524. Luke22.19,20, 1 COr. 11, 24,25,
which he would have it believed, are fpoken without trope or figure of (peceh,
faying, p.130. 10 whofoever Jhall perufe the Text, Matth.26.17,28. thereis no
mention of any figure tnit s and yet p.1§4. confefleth there 15 a figure in the
word [chalice.] And for the Councils of all Ages, faith, p. 7. that the (econd
and third Ages produged no Councils 5 and p.25. he (aith, In this tenth Age
or Century 1 finde no Gencral Council, nor yer Provincial, inwbich any contro.
werfie of moment was decided. And for Fasbers of the fivft 500 years; neither
do any of the Fathets he citesalcribe to Pstcrfuch a fopremacy over the Apo-
fles and the whole church, as the Rpm'amﬁs aflert 3 nor woald any man
imagine, that Irenaus, Cyprian, ox Auguftines fhould intend (uch a fupremac
w0 the Bifhopof Reme, who knows the controverfies about Bafter between pq-
lycarpus & Y

Vidor 5 and about Rebaptization, between Cyprian and Stephanus 3 betweer,
the African Bifhopssabout Appeals to'Rome, and Caleftinus and other Bifhops
of Rome. And for the point of Tranfubfantiation, or rcal fubftantia] pre-
§ence of Chrifts flefh and blood in the Eucharift, the [ayings of Fathers bein
hat he would have them 5 and Auguftine’s words cmﬁ

well viewed, [peak not w
o Fudas to have caren the bread which was our Lord hip.
ranfubftantiation, fith he acknowledgeth
for common [enfe and experience, how jo
auld

by him, p.18 5. denying i
felf, muft be underftood as denying T
be did cas the bread of our Lord, -As

nd Anicetus, Polycrases, Irenaus, and the Afian Bifhops, and Pope'
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| Arr, 1.

Succefsion no proof for Romanifls, 3
fhould demonftrate clearly the Popes {upremacy, is beyond my apprehenfion,
yea againft i, Gth Hiftories and Travellers tell me, that the Greek and other
churches o this day deny the Popes fupeemacy, And that Chuifts real (ub-
ftantial bodily prefence or tranfubftantiation, fhould be demonfirated by common
fen]e and experience, -is fo impudent an affertion 2s no man can belie ve; buthe
that bathrenounced common fenfe aud experience. Nor can H.T. believe him-

, [elf in chat, if he believe what he {aith, p.203. The bady of Chrift intheSax

crament i not the proper objeét of fenfe s p.ros. the evidence of (enfeis notin-
fallible in the Sacrament 3 which if chere were no move (aid, might (atisfic an
unprejudiced perfon, that this Authordoth not eafily deferve belicf, but deals
like 2 Mountebank, that commends bis Salves beyond their vertue 3 and when
.72, be forbids s 20 try by the dead lerter (meaning the Scripture) or bumang
reafon; it isa fhrewd (ign that what he (aid in the Title Page of his Demon-
ftration, was but a copy of his countenance, no real thought of his own heast.
Neverthelefs for the undeceiving of thofe who are willing to be undeceived, I
fhall examine his Writing, and thew that he hath ‘not at all demonftrated the
Roman Do&rine to be true, nor anfwered the Proteftants obje&ions; and
that the tue Fathers, Prophets,and Apoftles, and Teachers in the next Ages
to them, have not taught the now Roman opinions, but the contrary,

SECT, 1I.

Of the Epiftles before T, T, bis Manual, in which teo much i aferibed to
the Church, and the Churches Awuthority deceirfully made the fivjt poins of
bis Treatife. . ;

LEtting pafs other things in the Epiftles,with the approbation and commen=
dation of thofe of his own way, asbeing no betcer than a kind of com-
plement of on¢ Papift with another, of-mo moment but with that prejudiced
parcys X fhall onely rake noticeof that paflage in his Epiftle to the Reader,
in which he (aith, butnottruly, It & agreed by all pareies, thar the Church
founded in Chrifts blood, ‘was the oncly mifiris of Divine Faith, and fole repofi-
vory of all revealed truths, at leaft for anage ortwo, For this is not true of
the church, but of Chrift his Apoftles, and their preaching and writings.
And therefore it is not true, which he thence infers, that zhe controverfics of
sbe Church ave the moft imporsans doubtlefs of all othersyor that on the notion

» and evictionof ber authority, all other points effentially depend for theiy fnow=-

ledge and decifion 3 which in effe@ is as if he had {aid, Were there nota Pope
and his council, the Scriptures would be ineffe@ual to know the revealed truths
of God, and to decide any controverfics in Religion, which I count little bet-
ter than blafphemy 3 nor doch he well to begin with that point 3 were it that ke
intended to have cleared truthy hé fhould f1: ft (as Bellarmine and fomé othels
baye done) ‘have examined the:points of the Scriptures fufficiencys and ‘the
needle(nef(s of unwritten Traditions, and thercupon have examined che particu=
lar points in difference, that thereby the Reader might have difcerned whether.
the Romai chaich: were the true - church of ‘God, eh the truth of the chutch
is known by the truth of faith, which they ‘holds a5 H, T, himfclf w;ﬁcth.
nayig By P a5,



Succefsion no proof for Romanifts. Arv.I.

4. Succeffion in the profeffion of the fame faith from Chrift, and bis dpofiie;
. continued unto this time, # zé lgﬁwli(mb the Church s
g chrifii eft known 3 and therefore we mult firft know whether the
F;;h;ffcipit ;'t/(}brli- R_oman’ Faich be the (ame with that which Chrift and
to dectrinam y fen his A oftles taughe, beforc‘ we can know the truth of
wujus fides fundatur  their uccefliony and of their Church. But H. T, aftey

4

: “heifti. Beoanus and others, conceives it beft for their defign, to
#::Z;’::tc\/(\’/%l](to- foreftall Readers with the Authority of xhe. Roman
Bucel, Trad.1» Church 3 which being once fetled in mens mm.ds, no
nua g marvel if they (wallow down fuch grofs Do&rines ag
o, Tranfubﬁamliatiox; half CIommunion, Invocation and
e 2ints deceafed, Angels, Reiques, Images, Crucifixes, and tf,
Xz‘{florlhige‘:: jror's and abufes, wherein any that-reads the Scl'?pgures may (-c:
how far they are gone from the Primitive faith taught by Chift and his Apo-
ftles ; neverthelels having premonithed the Reader of this deceicfull Artifice, T
(hall examine his Book in the order he hath chofen,

e e ot e e 7 i e e e S

S ECT. ITL

The, Tenet of the falfity of all Churches nov owning the Pope, is [hewed 14
be moft abfurd,

Reicle x, faith H.T. Our Tenetis, That the Church now in communion
with the See of Rome is the onely true Church of God,

Anfw, By the Sccof Rome, he means the Roman Bifhop, or Pope, and
the Communion he means, is in the fame Teners which 1hey hold accordin
to the Trent Canons, and Pius the fourth his Bull with fubje@ion to the Bi-
thop of Rome’s juri{di&tion over the whole Church of Chrift. In which (enfe
the Tenet is {o palpably falfe, and (o extremely uncharitable, that it is a mat..
vel that any that bath the underftanding of a man fhould imbrace it, or the
charity of a Chriftian fhould brook it. ~ For,

1. If the Churchnow in communion with the Sec of Rome, be the onel
true Church of God, then that Church onely hath eternal life, for onel thy
true Church of God hath eternal life.  Extra Ecclefiam non eft (abuss is );heie
@wn determination, Concil.Lateran.4, Can,z. and elfewhere, But that Churcl:
which is not in communion with the See of Rome, hath eternal lifes Ergo, i
is the true Church of God.' “The Minor is proved thus, That Church “711{‘!:
believes in Jefus Chrift hath eternal life: Bat other Churches befides thbcfe

gow in communion with the See of Rome, believe in Jelus Chift Ergo. The -

Major is plain from Fobn 3.16,18,36. & 17.3. & 20, 3% 1 Fobn g yy,y
Mark 16,16, in which it is exprlly faid, that he thas: belioveh “on Cl’yr‘i.’-é
¢{without any mention of Pezcr or the Pope) bath erernal life. The Minor /
proved by their profcflion, and other evidences of their reality in belieyn "f
which if any deny to prove true faith in them, he may as well deny there ara
any believers in Chrift in the world, ¢
2. If there be no true Churches but fuch as are in communion with the Se
of Rome, then there is (ome other name befides the Name of Jelus Chri(%

given
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Arr.IL Succefsion no prosf for Romanifts, 5

given among men, by which we muft be (aved, and there is {alvation in fome

other befides him, for men have falvation in that name by which they are the
twue church of God 5 and if webe the true church of God by communion
with the Pope, wehave falvation by the Pope. But this is moft falfe and An-
tichriftian, to afcribe (alvation to any other name befides the Name of Jelus
Chrift, as being exprefly contradictory to Peser’s awn words, 4¢f.4.12, There
7 no /.tlw:ion in any other, neither is there any name under beaven given 1o nen
by which we muft be [1ved, but the Name of Fefus Chrift 3 not Peser, or the
Bifhop of ' Rome,

3. If no churches be true churches of God, but fuch as are in comms
nion with the See of Rome, then Chrilt died for no other churches but them.
For Ghiift died for bis church, Ephefis.25. itis not faid, he gave himf{el{ for
them. who are not- his church. But {uge it is very uncharitable to fay, thae
Chrift died for no other than thofe thar own the Pope, and contrary to the
Scripture, that God (o leved the world, that be gave his onely begotten Son, thae
whofoever believeth on him fhould not perifb, but bave cverlafting life,Joh.3.16.
therefore it is falle and uncharitable, to excludeall but Romanifts out of the
church of God. :

4. If nonebe the true church of God, but fuch as are in communion with
the See of Rome, then none are members of Chrift, in Chrift, the {ons of
God,but {uch as are in communion with the Sce of Kome ; for the true church
of God onely are members of Chrift, in Chrift, the children of Gad, Ephef.23.
Buc it is falle, that noneare members of Chriftsin Chrift, or children of Gods
bue fuch-as are in communion with the See of Rome 3 for the Apoftle tels the
Galatians, Gal.3.26,27. that they were-all the fons of God by faith in Chrift
Fefus, that as many as were baptiyed into Chrifty bad put on Chriff, v.28 that
they were all one in Chrift Fefus, wichout any requiring of communion with
the See of Rome.

5. If none are the true church of God but fuch as are in communion with
the See of Rome, then Chrilt is prefent with none by his Spirit and proteétion,
but fuch as are in that communion. For fuch as-are not the true Church of
God; Chrift is not prefent with them by bis Spiric and prote@ion, Ron. 8. 9
Xe are not in the fiefb, but inake (pirit, if the [piric of God dwell in you. 1f any
man bave not the (pirie of Chrift, the (ame is none of bis, ver.14. As miny as
arc led by the [pirit of God, they are the fons of God, x Cor.6.19. Know ye not
that your body 7 the temple of the holy Ghoft, which ye have of God, and yc o
not your owny 2 Cor.6.16. For ye arc the temple of the living Gody a5 God ’{"”
faid, that Iwill dwell in them, ard walk amidft them, and I will be their G ok,
and they fhall be my people. Revel.a.x. Chrift walkety nthe midft of the feven
golden candlefticks. Bur Chrift is prefent by his Spiric and protc&ion with
other Charches and perons, than fuch as are in communion with the Sce of
Rome, even all that believe in Cheift, and are the fons of God, as is apparent
in thar they.call Jefus the Lord, which none can dosbut by the holy Ghojt, x Core
Ya.3.they cry Abba Father, and thereby fhew they have the fpirit of adoprion,
G'al4 6. Can any have the face to fay, that the millions of chriftian Greelsss
and others in perfecution, who fervently invocated God in the Name of Chl'}ﬁ’
haye not chy {pirit of Chtilt, nor are his, becaule they are not in communion
with the Roman See ? yea, is there not more evidence of Chrifts Spiritamor g.

k B 3 them,
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them, than is in the Roman church, in which there is fo much uncleannefss
and (o liccle of holinefs, that even H. T'. to prove its holinefs, isfain to have.
recourf(e to fome fuppofed Saints many hundreds of years fince; by reafon of the

late {carcity. ! :
y od, but fuchasare in conmunion with

6. 1If rione are the true church of God, |
the See of Rome, then noneare the houfe of God _bu: they, fith the houfe of
God ié the church of God st Tim.3.15. But that is falfe 5 for perfons not in

i . e of Rome may be built on Chrilt @ fpiritual houfe,
20?:; u,m(;l.l Sfﬁeiwf(efebcﬁdes the foundation which is laidy 1o Wi.t, Je[[ug
Chrilt. it were neceflary there fhould be another foundation, on which they
fheuld be built, to wit, Perer and his Succeffors. But Paul faith, 1 Cor.3,x1,
ou cm lay any other foundation 10 build upon & [pivienal boufe to God, byg
'; otm":,':‘), i Laid, efus Chrift 5 and Peter himfelf, 1 Pet.2.4. tels us; Chrif
:-5 ;z;,:;,'ving ftone, on which they are built 3 and wver.6. alledgeth the Scripture,
faying, Bebold, I lay in sion achicf corner ftone, eledt, precious gm_d be that
beticveth on bim fhall not be afhamed 5 therefore all that believe in Chrift,thaugh
they be not in communion with the Sce of Rome, are a {piritual houle, and
a true church of God 3 which is confirmed by the words of the Apoftle,Epb, 5,
19;20,21. wheie he (aith of the Ephefians, thac they were of the houfhold of
Gody and were built on the foundationo f the Apoftles and Propbets, Sefus Chrift
bimfelf being the chicf corner ffone, in whom all the building fitly- framed to.
gether, groweth unto an holy temple in the Lord. In whom ye alfo are builded to-
gether for an habitation of God through the fpirit. And Epbef. 4. 4. There %
one body, and one pirits cven as ye are called in one hope of your calling. §'One
Lord, one faithy one Baptifm. 6 One God and Father of all, whois above all,
and through all, and in youall. 1 Cor.xz.12. For as the body i one, and batly
aany members, and all the members of that one body, being many, are one body :
foalfo s Chrift. 13 For by one [pirit are we all bapriged into one body, whether
we be Fews or Greeks, whether we be bondor free: andbave beenall made to
drink into one fpirit. ¥.27. Now ye are the body of Chrift, ‘andmembersin par~
sicular. Erom whence may be gathered, that communion with Chrift by his
Spiric, Faith, and Baptifm, withoutany communion with the See of Rome,
is fufficient to prove perfons to be the houfe of God, and the body of Chrift,
and confequently the true church of God. For that which was fofficient to
make the Epbefians and Corinthians the houfe of God, and body of Chrift, is
fufficient now to make Englifh or other people a church of God, there being no
more required thereto now, than was then 3 and the Apoftle faithy Galar. 5,
28,29. For yeare all one in Chrift efus 3 If ye be Chrifls, thenare ye Abran
bims feed, and beirs according to the promife, Col.3.xx. Wherethereis neihey
Gireek nor Few, circumaifion noy uncircumeifion, Barbarian, Scythian, bond pop
free, but Chrift # all, and inall., Dut then there was no ‘more required to the
being of the true church, ‘or houfe of. God, or body, but communion with
Chrilt by his Spirit, Faith, and Baptilm, without communion with the See
of Rome, asthe Tixts alledged fhew 5 therefore this communion with Ghyigt
is fufficient to make us Englifh a wue church of God; without communjon
with the See of Rome.
7. If the fift Apoﬁolical churches were true churches afore either Peter wag
at Rome, or any church there gathered, then it is not neceffary to the beingof
the
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the twue church of God now, that perfons be in communion withthe See of
Rome 5 for there is no more required to the being of the true church of God
now, than was then, and it could notthen be required to be in communion
with the See of Rome, when there was no Bifhop nor church there.  But there
were Apoftolical true churches of God at Ferufalem, Samaria, and elfewhere,
afore either Peter was at Romes or any church there gathered (as the Hiftory
of the new Teltament fhews 5 ) ‘therefore it is not neceflury to the being of the
true church of God, to be in communion with the Sce of Rome.

8. 1If there be none true churches but fuch as are in communion with the

ee of Rome, then the churches in Indizand elfewhere fo remote from Rome,
that they never heard of the Bifhop or See of Rome, nor were required commu-
nion with i, fhould be excluded from the charch of Chrift, though they hold
she truc faith, becaufe they do not that which being of meer pofitive inftituci~
on, they areupavoidably ignorant of; and confequently fhould be damned,
But thisis too abfurd, fith ic imputes to God tyranny, in requiring that which
cannot be done, and cruelty in damning for not doing it ; Ergo.

9. 1If tobe in communion with the See of Rome, be neceflary to the being
of thetrue church, thenwere the Apoftles and Fathers, who in their Whiitings
and Creeds never required thisof the believers to conftitute them a true chuich
of God, very unfaithfull or defeive in their Tradicion, fith they did not re-
quire or teach this as neceflary to the being of a true church of God 3 as may
be (een in theit Writings and creeds. Butthis is falle, as being contrary to
their proteftations of their integrity, in not fhunning to declare the whole
connfel of God, 45 20.26,27. and elfewhere 3 Ergo.

10. ‘If there were many Saints and Martyrs, acknowledged even by the
Romanifis to be fuch, who did not hold comniunion wich the Bithop of Rome,
{o as to own him to be fupreme vifible head of the whole church, but did op-
pole him, and lived and died in that oppofition, and yetr were in the church of
God, then they who hold not communion’ with the See of Rome may be the
true church of God. But theantecedent is true in Cyprian, Auguftine, and
many more oppofing the Bifhop of Rome about rebaptization, appeals from 4~
frica, keeping Eafler, therefore cither they muf be unfainted, or elfe it muft
be yielded, that perfons who are not now in communion with the See of Rome,
may be true churches of God, T need not infift any longer in proving the
fallity of a tenct fo palpably abfurd, and demonftrated to be (o by Bifhop

Mortan in his Grrand Impofture of the Romin Church, and by others elfewhere.
‘Le’s view H.T. bis proof.

O, BECETE TV

The fucceffion of Bifbops, Priefts, and Laicks, required by W.'T. # not nccef-
(ary to the being of a true Church. _ i

THM (faich he) 1 the onely true Church of God, whichhas bad 2 mnzimm_d
fucgejfzon from Chrift and his Apofties to this time. But the ¢ bhurch now mn
commiunion wirh the See of Rome; and no other, bas bad a fucceffion from Chrift

- 0y " . . J
and his Apoftlesto shisrime ; therefore she Church now in communion wirh f";
St




8 Succefsion no prosf for Romanifls, Artl,
see of Roome, and no otber, isthe truc churchof God. For proof of the sy-
jor be alledgeth Ifa.59.21. & 6o.1,3,11. & 62.6. Exgcch. 3.26. Danzag,ny,
Marth.28.20. Fobn 14 16, Ephef4.15572,13.14. _
Anfw, Thelucceflion he means, is expreticd p.45. to be 2 continued number
of Bifbops, Pricfts, and Laicks, ]uwcc_dmg one another in the profeffion of 1he
ame fairh, This [ucceflion may  be cither in the fame place, or fome place op
other indefinice, and it may be faid to be continued without the leaft interrup-
tion for the (malleft fpace of time, or fo continued that in each age or century
there hath been fuch a fucc«moﬂlg ‘hoi_‘g,hh““h (Onb‘“ﬂ;'ffmiﬂloni_ 1Thc fuc-
‘(ion in the profeffion of the fame faith, may beeither univerfal in eyer
;;?;?:‘;?“mhfd to fundamentals. The ('ucc_cﬂmn may be faid to be comit
nued cicher fo confpicuoufly, ns'thnt there is an Aflembly of that people in
cach age, which any Chuiftians in any part of the world did, or might know,
as they do the Commonwealth of the. Fenctians, or Kingdom of France,
ot as heretofore the Roman Commonwealth was known 3 or ¢lfe obfcurely, (o
as to be known onely to themfelves, and fome near neighbors. The proof of
this fucceflion may be conceived to be out of Hiftary, or other clear Whrirings,
Records, or Monuments extant, cxp:(fﬁng perfons :'md their faith, or elfe it
way be conjeétuied from fome more obfcure intimations. This Author I cop.
ceive from many paflages following, underftands his major here thus : 7 4
the onely true Church of God, which bas h‘u_in the {amc place acontinyed [uc-
ccflion from Chrift and bis Apofiles to this timey without interruption any norg.
ble time in any age, of a number of Bifhops, Priefls, and Laicks, fucceein
one another in the profcflion of the fame faith, not oncly in fundamentals, pus
in other points alfo, fo confpicuoufly, that all.Chrifiians did or might know it g
1he Roman Empire, French Kingdom, or Venetian Republique an.z)' be known
and this to be proved out of Hiftory, or other clear Wrirings, Records, or Mo.
numents, expreffing the perfons and their faith, For {uch a fueceffion this Au-
thor would have neceflary to a true church, which he imagines may be proved
to be in the Roman church, and no other. But in this {enfc his Propofition ig
moft falfe, and no whit proved out of the Texts he produceth, and nullife
the Roman church it {elf, which he indeavours (o mucE to magnifie,as to maks
it to be the oncly true church of God, Inoppofition thereto Ifay, 1, The e
may be a true church of God, where there are no Bifhops or Priefts atalr]e
\Which I prove, 1. From Aifs 14.23. where it is {aid, that Barnabas and Paul
after chey had gathered the churches, they returned tothem and ordained £y
ders in cvery Church, which fuppoleth they were churches (ometime afore thc.
had Elders ordained for them 3 therefore it follows, there may be a true chureh’
withour Bifhops, Prieits, or Elders, fiththofe churches were fuch afore the
had them. 2. From the defnition of a true church. That is a trye chur g
which hath the definition of a true church, H.T. confefleth often chis Do &
fition to be true. But a number of believers in Chrift who have no Ede; 55
Pricits, or Bifhops, hath the definitionof a true church 3 Ergo, The p
is proved from the received definitions. Bellarm. Tom. 2. Controv, I, de |

S, or
11nor
celef,

milit.c.1, Ecclefia cft cvocatio five carus vocasorum, the church is the company ¢
1he called our 5 and other Authors fpeak conformably. But there may be

<ailing our, or a company of perfons called out, though they have no Bifho s
or Pricits, therefore they may be a true church of God. 3, That Compm;

which
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Arr 1. Succefsion no proof for Romanifls,

which hath the effential paresof atrue church, is a true church of God ; Bat
a number of believers profefling the faith of Chrift, hath the cffential pares
of atrue church, They are the matter of a church, in that they are men ; the
form s faich, or the profeflion of it, noother thing can be rightly afligned to
be effential as conflicutive of a true church 3 their governours, order, fpecial
gifts, and other things tending to their wcll-being, are common: accidents,
which may be, or not be, and yet the church remain a true church. Therefore
anumber of believers profefling the true faith of Chrift, without Bifhops, is a
true church of God. 2. Iris not neceflary to the being of a true church, that
there be a fucceflion of Bifhops diftinét from Presbyters, whom H.T, terms

Pricfts. For x. There are many Fathers and popih Weriters, who make them
but one Order at firft, Lumbard, fentent. L4,

- one. ; Lau diftingt, 24, Apud wveteres irdem
Epifcopi ¢5> Presbyteri fuerunt, The Antients took Bifhops and Priefts for the.
fame 5 therefore with them there were churches, in which were no Bithops di-

fin& from Peesbyters, 2. Where there were two Orders, yet they were not
fo neceflary, but that the church may be without them 3 otherwife in the va=
cancy of the Epilcopal See (which hath in Rome it (elf been (ometimes fome
years together, often many moneths and days) the church fhould ceafe to be a
true church of God 3 for then it would follow, that in fuch vacancies the Roe
man church did ceafe to be. 3. It is not neceflary tothe being of a true church,
that there be a profeffion of the fame faith in every point 3 for then the Roman
church fhould not be a true church in Panls days, in which it is clear from
Rom.x4.2. that one believed he might eat all things, another who was weak did
eat berbs, Ver.s., One man eficemeth one day above another; another efteemetl
cvery day alike.” Inafter Ages the differences in the Roman church it [elf, if
reckoned, would make a large catalogue. : 4. It is not neceflary to the being of
& tru church, that the company sud cielr profeflion be (o vifible, asthat they
may be dilcerned as the Roman Senate was, or the Venetian Republique, and
French Kingdomare, For then the difciples which were affembled, the doors

being fhut for fear of the Fews, John 20, 19. had not been a true church of
God; northe woman in the wildernc(s, Revel.x2.14. nor thefe that wand red:
in dens and caves of the earih, in defares and mountains, Heb.x x :38. then the
Saints in perfecution fhould not be blefled, as Chrift {aith, Matth. g, 1o. buc

curled, as ceafing to be the true church of God:. . Itis not neceflary to the
bring of a true church, that there fhould be in it a fucceffion of Bifhops,Pricltss
and Laicks, profefling the (ame faith 3 for then the firft company of fuch pro-
fellors, though called out of the world, fhould not be a true church of God,
for want of {ucceffion. 6. Much lefsis it neceffary, that there fhould be a fuc-
ceflion in the (ame Place. For then when Chrift removed the candleftick, thac
is, the church out of j's Place, as he threatens, Revel,z.5. though belicvers

ould come to dwell there a thoufand years after, they fhould not be a true
church, becaufe of the interruption of fuccefion in that place : the church at
'E:rnﬁzlcm after the perfecution had not been a true church, if the Apoftles had

o0 [cattered as well as. the reft, Acfs g 1,2, Doth a church perfecured and

fi¥en out of a place ceafe tobe a church, becaufe they and their fucceffors
are removed out of pheir dwellings #* Suppofe the place wafted and deftroyeds

M that deftroy (he being of the charch which was there before ? 7. M“‘h
kl ry thatthere fhould be a continuance without any notable inter=
; pa ¥

ruption

s is it necefy



Succefsion no prosf for Romanifls.  Arx. L.
For there may be many hinderances of ele€tions of Bi-

19

ruption in cach age. .
as of Priefts, there may be fcatterings of the Laicks, as

fhopsy and ordinatio : :
was av Ferufabens A&s 3.1, and yet the being and verity of the church conti-

nte, 8. 1f 8 church muft be judged no true church, becaufle no Writings or
M huments have kept che catalogue of Bifhops, Pricfls, and Laicks, profel-
fung the fame faith, from Chrift till this time, a church fhall be condemned as
go true church, for want of Writings and Monumcnts, O becaule they are
sow loft by reafon of the inundation of barbariim and barbarous people, who
fpoil Learning and Arts, which yet Popifht Writers acknowledge to have hap.
pened in the ninch Age, tearmed by Gencbrard, Chron, L. 4. the unhappy age,
for want of learned Wiriters 3 and H.T+ himf{elf, p.25. faith, Inthis tenth Age
or Century- I find no General Coungily nor yet provincial, inwhich any contros

werfie of moment Wik decided.

SsECT. V.

Noneof the Texts alledged by H.T. ‘prwca neceffity of fuch a fucceffion
be imagines, $0 the beingof a ¥ruc Churah, izl &

§ for the Texts he alledgeth, they areall fo impertinently alledged
A ir’s likely,had he not prelumed he fhould meet aelrh very )::redulgi!s, I{l;;f
ders, he would not bave mentioned them, ot at leaft he would have fhewed
how he proves his Propofition from them, it being neceffary to do {o, if he
pad a mind to inftru&; and nat impofe on his Readers. The firft Text, Ifa
4.31. 1y nopromifeatinche fucceifion in any vifible church, as H.T f’ ks
of, but of a continuance of Gods Wora  and-Spicie with the perfons i
meant, which feem to be pecaliarly the Fews, by the Apoltles alledgin Ro";e
11.26. However they are onely the Ele& who can be there meant ﬁg:h +:
omife is made good to none other; none other have the Spirit of God o
sdeparting from them, not any whole vifible church among the Gentiles t‘not
whom the Spirit of God may depart. In the threenext Yexts, Ifa.60 ,’ g
1{4.62.6. Ex¢k.37:26- the very words apply the promiles to Hicruja'ze,’,f ’: &
the people of Ifraely (othatif they fpeak of any continued (ucceffion in =lnd
vifible church in all Ages, it muft be the Jewifh, which itis certain hath hnd
n6 fuch fucceffion, but is broken off from the true Olive to this day 3 a::1’:1
therefore cannot be meant of them in H.T. hisfenle, till they be rein r’affnd
“The nexty Dan7.13,14: (oeaks not of the continued fucceffion whicl% H. er'
imagines of every true vifible church, but of the duration of Chrifts do;n"
wion, which [ball net pafs away to another ; that is, there is no kingd o
which fhall fucceed to it; as there did to the former Monarchies, nor fha ,-f E‘
deftroyed; as they were, but fhall becontinued to Chrift without any fuc fc
{ion. So that this Text mentions not H.T' his fucceflion, but excludes [9 0
ceflion of any ot Ve
to the end of the world, of teachers, and fo doth Epbef. 4. 13,12,13,14. b
not in every true vifible chuteh, nor foconfpicuous, asthatall may e :.w ut
difcern the church, asmen dilcern the affembly of the people of Rome, n:rn(g

apparent, asthat there may be produced a catalogue of Bifhops, Prielts, and
Laicks,

SR ERN

her to Chrifts dominion. Marth.28.20. intimates a fucceffion
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Arr.l, Succefsion no prosf for Romani fis, 1y

Laicks, profeffing the fame faith, from Chrifts time till now. Much. Jers
doth Fohn 14, 16, prove fuch a (uccefion, it being onely a promife of the
Stpmrs abiding wich the Apoftles for ever 5 which is no promife to the Bifhop
of Rome, or any other vifible church now.

SECT. VL

T [ucceffion pretended to be in the Roman Church, proves not the verity of the
Roman Church, but the contrary.

Bl.u H.T. contenting himfelf to have fet- down thefe Texts, leaves the
Reader to exera@ what he can out of them, and paffeth on ‘to the proof of

his minar, "That the Church now in communion with the See of Rome, and no
othery bas bad a continued fucceffion from Chrift and bis Apofties to this time 3
which according to his meaning, is asif he had faid, The Church either in
Rome, orItaly, or Spain, or France, or Germany, or Poland, or any other pars
of the world, which bath owned the Pope and bis dogfrine, and been {ubjest to
bis rule, and-no other, hasbad a continued fucceffion of Bifhops, Priefts, and
Laickss profeffing the (ame faith with the now Bifhop of Rome, [0 confpicuous
as that there may be a cavalogue of {uch produced out of good recordsy and no
other can do f0. Sothat then if he proves his Minor, he muft prove, 1. That
church to have this (ucceffion continued. 2. That no other hath. Which he
gakes on him to do, by a catalogue of the Roman churches chicf Paftorsy
Councils, Nations converted, and publique Profeflors of her Faith. But his
catalogue proves notthat which it is brought for. For x.many hundreds of

years theee hath been no one of the Roman Popes, or very few, who have beery
Paftors ac all in the church of God 5 they have been State(men, haye meddled

with the civil affairs of many kingdoms, difturbed the Empite and many
Kingdoms, advanced their bafe {ons, who are tearmed their nephews, and their
kindred, made wars with chriftian Princes 3 but have not preached the Golpel,
nor gxpounded the Scriptures to the people, though even the Council of Trent
decree, Seffi6.de reform.c,x. S%f.z;.dt reform.c. v, that zhey ought to be
rvefidents becaufethey ought to feed theiy flock with the Waord, with Sacramenti,
with Prayers, and good Works, which is the onely feeding which can denomi-
nate men paftors of the church of God. But the Popes have for 2 long time
fbewed themf(elves neither to have skill nor will thus to feed the flack by preach~
ing the Golpel, butule to flay the flock of Chrift by their Bulls, Excommu-~
nications, and Inquifitions. 2.  OF thof: he reckons up, p.32. from the year
1300, five or fix of them cannot be tearmed the Roman churches Paftorss
but hirelings, which forfook it , they being abfent from Rome, and inhabiting
Avignon in France, many hundred miles from Rome, {eventy years togethet-
3. Some of them whoare reckoned in the catalogue could not be Paftors at
their entry, one, t0 wit, Beneditt.the ninth, being 4 boy almoft ten years olds
s Baronius terms him, Ann.1033. num. 6. Another, $obn the thisteenth, #
Aad cighteen years old at moft, as Baronius, Ann. o5 §. num. 2, & 3. reckonss

When they fisft were Popes. - And if a great many of their own beft Wiriter l:
theit times do not bely them, there was one of ‘the Popes a.woman, an "
fome years as Pope. 4. Their fucceflion is a very uncertain thing. F ho
Fus Chrift was never Paftor of the Roman chusch, 38 B:h P
GCia

is certain chat Je




12 Succefsionno prosf for Romaniffs.  Axr..
there (eated 3 and it is very andacioufly, if not blafphemoufly done by H.7

Paftor of the Roman church, and tomake Peter ang
{toral Office, as if it were cealed in big
own Derfon, and transferred to another as his @uccc(ft()ir_. Nor is it likely thar
Perer was ever at Rome, or Bifhop theres notwithftanding fome of the Ancj.

o s oo diion have conceived he was. For neither were the Apo-

s Tl any white as Bihops o onéplae, not were they o b, it beip
againlt their commiffion, and culiar work of planting churches in many pla-
ces. And Perer being the Apoftie of the ciraumgifion, Gal.2.7. and his being
it in the parts about gudea (of which the Scripture makes exprefs
L b improbable that he was at Rome avall, certainly not (o a5

i it is very 1 p it ;
fne(r} "?,21.)3 ;: f;’m,o{a (o many years, as fome Weiters do write of bim.' And j;
‘;gul:o:c likely, if any where, he was Bifhop of ntioch, where it is certain he

was, Galaars ar}dlgs good authority there is of his being Bifhop there, agof
s bei ifhop of Rome, i

i‘éiﬁii?%nl;n a:PRom“ nor is thete any proof of tranflation of Peter’s See
from Antioch to Rome. 2. Concerning the fucceffion after Perer, thereis (o
mmuch uncestainty, as may fhew how miferable a people they mufl needs be,
who have no better proof for their church than fuch'uncer:am f_ucccfﬁon. For
1. Thereis no certainty, but difference among their own Writers, who was
mext after, whether Linus or Clemens, or whether both together, and the like
concerning the order of Cletus, Anacletus, Clemensy as may be {een in Plating
and Onupbriys, and others. 2. It is manifeft, that-the fucceflion hath been
through diffention about the ele@ion fometimes a great while interrupted, as
Baronius confeflechy Ann.853. num.63. Tt hath falien out,thar the See of Rome
bath been void above two Jears and” frucmoneshe, the. elestion being delayed
through consention. 3. “There have been many Schi(ms, very near thirty, in
‘which there havebeen two or three Popes at once, one oppofing, curfing and
condemning the other, and no clear certainty who was theright Pope, Nati-
ons and Princes being divided, fome adhering to one, fome to another. 4, A
great part of their [ucceffion, even by the con effion of their own Writers, js of
Monfters, as they term them, more truly to be termed devils incarnate rathe,
than men, [0 abominably wicked, that helk bath not worfe in ir, not worthy
of the name ot Chriftians, much le(s of Paftors of the church of God; nop
worfe furely in any church, I think not the like for wickedne(s any'where s (o
that the fucceflion of fuch Paftors is fitter to prove the Roman party a Syng.
sogae of Satan, the very feat of Antichrift, than rhe oncly true church of
God. - Methinks no man that thinks well of Chrift, fhould imagine he woulq
truft the Government of the Wniverfal church with fuch men, but rather if pa
intended to commit that care toany one, havechofen a better racethan the
Popes have been to manage jt. 5. Their {ucceflion isallo by their own Wri.
ters (aid to be with fuch wicked pra&ices of poyloning predeceflors, COLTUpa
ting Cardinals, power of notoridus whores, dealing with cthe devil, Simon
and bribes, fightings and bloodfhed, as proves them Succeflors to Nero, ra-
ther than to Perer, So that if aman would draw an Argument to prove the
Roman church to be the Mother of barlots and abominations of the earth (as
Rome is ftiled, Rev.17.5. by the confeflion of their own Writers) the ftory of

to reckon him as chief
‘others as Succeffors to him in his pa

the (ucceffion of the Popes and their lives, might convince one thacis no

bewitched

and therefore the fucceflion to Peter was rather o
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Arr.L Saccefsion no proof for Romanifs. 13
-bewitched with their {orceries, that (uch bhath been for many hundred years
togetker the Church of Rome. 6. Tt is alfo falle, thatthofe he calls cheif

altors , . have had a continued fucceffion in the profeflion of the fame Faith
with the now Roman, Gth it is not denied, that Pope Liberius joyning with the
Arians; and fublcribing to the condemnation ofpmbamﬁm, (as Hierom in
his Chronicle and Catalogue of writers, in that of Fortunatianus teftifies) didy
as Bellarmin acknowledgeth, L. 4. de Rom, Pont, ¢, 9. by interprevation , if
a0t exprefly, confen: to the Arian hercfie ; and Pope Honorius the firlt in the
fixch Synod at Conflantinople, Act.12. & 13. Poge Agatho being Prefi-
dent, was condemned as a Monothelite by hundreds o Bifhops, and after by
other Synods 5. befides what. is charged on (undry other Popes even by Popifh
writersy, as Anaftafius, Fobn the 22, &c, As for H.T. his Cata{ogue of
Councils, Nations converted, and publick Profeflors of the Romifh Faich 3
it proves much lefs, that the Ghurch now in communion with the See of Rome,
bas bad a continyed fucceffion of Bifbops, Priefts and Laicks, [ncceeding one ano-
sber.in the profeffion of the {ume F aith, with the now Roman Church from Chriff
andhis Apoftles 1o this time. TFor, 1. According to his own allegation, the
agreement  of profeffion is never in any age entirely the {amein points of
Faith, afore the fixceenth Century and- the Trent Council, Tn all the ages
before, the moft: he can produce is, that after the five or Gxch ficR Centuries,
fomein cach age held fome of the points now held by the Papifts, but denied
by Proteftants 5 the moft we can find in the firft ages, is fome agreement in
rites, and fome priviledges of the Roman Bifhop, taken either from forged
Writings impofed on the firft Popes, ot fome fayinﬁs of Fathers mifinterpreted,
2., He confeffeth fundry ages,to wit, the fecond and_ third produced no Councilss
and that be finds no gencral counsit nor ycv provincial in the tenth age, inwhich
any controverfic of moment was decided, 3., Of thofe Councils he doth pro-
duce, there isno one. general Council alleged in the four firft Centuries, which
was held at Rome, ordid acknowledge {ubje@ion to the Bifhop of Rome, as
now they require, and they being all or moft of them of the Greek}. Church,
which did and doth yet deny fuch. communion with the See of Rome, as H, T'.
means, ivis falfly (aid, thac they prove hiscontinued {ucceflion inthe Church
now in communion with the See of Rome, 4. For the Nations converted
and Chriftian profeffors in, his Catalogue, there were few of them Romans
or converted by any from Rome, or had any acquaintance with the Roman
Churchor Bifhops 3 and therefore  to make them witneffes of a fuccefion of
Bifhops, Priefts and Laicks in the profeffion of the {ame Faith continued from
Chrift and his Apoftles to this time, in the Church now  in communion with
the Sece of Rome, is exrreme impudence and vanity.: neverthelefs let’s view his
Catalogue, ‘

SECT. VIL

The Catalogue of H.'T', s defedive for the proof of bi pretended fucceffion inshe
Roman Church, in the firft three bundred years. :

Glemensy and the Council of the Apoftles ar Hierufalem, St. Peter prefiding
.15, 45 a.general Councily and then be yecites elcven Roman Bifbops from
C :

3, the

IN the firfk age e alledgeth Chrift, and St, Peser the Apoftle, Linus, Cletus;
P




